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12 EEe » FEHALHRAETHE ) BT UAXRBER TRAETEFLARA
7 %k 1 (positivism or perish ) °

* O OREEEEEI GG E (NSC 100-2410-H-606-005 ) #EE#HE) - REILEGH o
@ Georg Sorensen, “IR Theory after the Cold War,” in Tim Dunne, Michael Cox, and Ken Booth, eds., The
Eighty Years’ Crisis: International Relations 1919-1999 ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998 ), p.
100.
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@ Colin Wight, “The Philosophy of Social Science and International Relations,” in Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas
Risse, and Beth Simmons, eds., Handbook of International Relations ( London: Sage, 2002 ), p. 40.

@ Adam Jones, “Interview with Kal Holsti,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 28, No. 3 (2002), p. 623.
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@  Alexander Wendt, “Bridging the Theory/meta-theory Gap in International Relations,” Review of International
Studies, Vol. 17, No. 4 (1991), p. 383.
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(idea of science ) A5+ m B CRAT RN ERARAE » SE T 5| 58 AN G G BN 3% 7] &7

F£@® Cerwyn Moore and Chris Farrands, eds., International Relations Theory and Philosophy: Interpretive
Dialogues (London: Routledge, 2010 ).

() Milja Kurki and Colin Wight, “International Relations and Social Science,” in Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki, and
Steve Smith, eds., International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity ( Oxford: Oxford University

Press, 2010), pp. 27~32.
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#F@® Colin Wight, “The Philosophy of Social Science and International Relations,” p. 26.

(@ Steve Smith, “Positivism and Beyond,” in Steve Smith, Ken Booth and Marysia Zalewski, eds., International
Theory: Positivism and Beyond ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996 ), p. 17.

A  Ibid., p. 11.
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B (realities) MIAEEE o IR » ARHE 38 B K B2 e A [0 55 e AR A W 55 P R 2 B 0 9 22
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A L AL HIGE » Ll [T %= E 2 | (sobjectivism ) *@ﬂ_bl_fﬁ(ﬁ Eoy Flasa TG
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%ﬁ%%%@.ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁfiﬁﬂﬁtjzﬁ%%tﬁ)\%%%%zm > T & AL %E{li%ﬁﬁ%%
N IR 6] BRI SBT3 — DBl o B LGOI T 2 RBAG & Had E R HEGR
B B S R AN ﬁﬁﬁ%f@ i o (1 ) i B A AR o E AR Lfkﬁ’]é’?ﬁ%ﬁfﬁ
2Ll Alexander Wendt [ =5 4 Pl 2 ek B8 - L HAM LI B kel B i g k2

Tﬁiﬂ—‘

0D Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, Explaining and Understanding International Relations ( Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1990), pp. 45~91; Alexander Wendt, “On Constitution and Causation in International
Relations,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 24, special issue (1998 ), pp. 105~147.

#F (02 Steve Smith, “Positivism and Beyond,” pp. 25~31.

@ Ibid., pp. 35~38.

#F A Daniel Maliniak, Amy Oakes, Susan Peterson, and Michael J. Tierney, “International Relations in the US
Academy,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 55, No. 2 (2011), p. 459.

@ Vincent Pouliot, “‘Sobjectivism’: Toward a Constructivist Methodology,” International Studies Quarterly,
Vol. 51, No. 2 (2007), pp. 359~384. L. H /2 pp. 368~374.
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BLELHT— e )G am o AEFEFIAYEE 1 855 1 B > Nuno P. Monteiro Fl1 Keven G. Ruby
LRI T BB B AR 1 27 5 BRI a7 A 201 5 T K G4 17 56 [ PR B 4 B R 22 > B2 T R P A
FRANGE > I > BIFRRAFRE TS S B2 AR - MR EHNEE L L2
M ES R > BEEEY [HWE AW | (imperial foundation) - {H/EEBERI(REL
BRI RN A SR 2 T SRR HE 7T 3 T B AR S N Rt O R R PR R AR A SR
RIERIIEE L (legitimate) T H » FrEBRIE BRI FamE S BUaF i o oftf & EE
Hi - TSR ST B AL B U M YR RASCHY) W2 AR AR 7 o pittim SCGEM 5158 7 EZR
1 B2 3 WLl [#EZ » GEFRERHERETEN 2 | (Who Needs the Science of Philosophy,
Anyway?) Ry HIERE )T AT IE R Z RAFER - 0

B =18 EE (Fred Chernoff ~ Milja Kurki F1 Patrick Jackson) {EZ%x
IRF R R R AR aL S iR BESS RIS > B A LELRE o Kurki 327 8% SCHEHE P IR
RREHR T B R ampBHE - BEBUABIE SO 58 A TFmat » BHBHAERE —]

(politically charged) > MM ERTEEBGEITH - W H PR BT DIAh SR 1 BLIEEL
{6 (apolitical ) T o {HEFFHEYT R BE W IFEL SCATHE I IR 2 S B » 75 22 50 [ 2R AHY
SHATR R TR AR 0 WA R R SR B R TR E R BE BB L o o
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FEG®  FEORHE - [ PR RS E AR AY O Y) T — Alexander Wendt 2 £ & L B2 E B Y 43 AT BL AL
R RAREEEMITE > 49 BH 1] (201043 A) » H29~58 ¢

0 Nuno P. Monteiro and Keven G. Ruby, “IR and the False Promise of Philosophical Foundations,”
International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 1 (2009), pp. 15~48.

A Ibid., p. 43.

n

#(0 Nuno P. Monteiro and Keven G. Ruby, “The Promise of Foundational Prudence: A Response to Our
Critics,”International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009), pp. 499~512.

FF @ Milja Kurki, “The Politics of the Philosophy of Science,” International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009), pp.
440~454.

F:@ Patrick Thaddeus Jackson, “A Faulty Solution to a False (ly characterized) Problem: A Comment on
Monteiro and Ruby,”International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009 ), pp. 455~465.
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% BRI S coih R i B oy F
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I > R R ERE A LIRHERT BR0F 5 T AR B U E R Bty a8 o o R It - G B B PR
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@ Fred Chernoff, “Defending foundations for International Relations theory,”International Theory, Vol. 1, No.
3 (2009), pp. 466~477.

@ Raymond Mercado, “Keep Muddling Through?”International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009 ), pp. 478~487.

@ Nuno P. Monteiro and Keven G. Ruby, “The False Promise of Foundational Prudence: A Response to Our
Critics,” International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009 ), pp. 499~500.

@ James Bohman, “What is to be done? The Science Question in International Relations,” International Theory,

Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009), pp. 488~498.
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understanding ) » FJ DLER AR B AR A JEAY AL & (5 - A REANERAY DI RE 2 AF L ik 23R Y #E
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MR FGR B B - EEIIE S £ (subjective idealism ) HYAS#E 5m B 2 B T4 G Bk
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HAI EiRF2EE - HRP ARG - AR r st AEnEsZ2rgasE
FEAFG > SR E DR E Fiats M S A a Bl HE TR AR - o2 8T
TI P Em At PH R R A ek Em 2 T LUt - DL T AR EIRE & AR o wid AR A A S Btk
A WA RS 5 BLA GG < TR AR ERR TR - ks 3 20 Fam 1 -

A I B A PR B2 P ARG A Y il o RS AR A LE AR GR 2B > AR R
E T HERGR L B ARMESL T BARHE AR RAR G S MEREE R - HA TEE HER

H® EREREAKRS > BTEE [F2SRE - O > REREE > 2 ERER - | BHHIE [Eik
AR > BAEITIERL - AW > (EREREER ¢ ) aiE B G HERARS I EE - iR AR 1Y
Higdm - BEURERERE » R EARHGR AR - HE2RAERILE -

@ FERIEE - (PR RARS LRI RSB =GR RS | o EEEBER - 5 87 M

(2006 29 A7) » H 221250 °
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FF @) Alexander Wendt, “Bridging the Theory/Metatheory Gap in International Relations,” Review of International
Studies, Vol. 17, No. 4 (1991), pp. 383~392; Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, “Beware of Gurus: Structure
and Action in International Relations,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 17, No. 4 (1991), pp. 393~410;
Alexander Wendt, “Levels of Analysis Vs. Agents and Structure: Part II1,” Review of International Studies,
Vol. 18, No. 2 (1992), pp. 181~185; Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, “Structure and Action: Further
Comment,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 18, No. 2 (1992), pp. 187~188; Walter Carlsnaes, “The
Agency-Structure Problem in Foreign Policy Analysis,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 36, No. 3

(1992), pp. 245~270; Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, “Two Stories about Structure and Agency,” Review of
International Studies, Vol. 20, No. 3 (1994), pp. 241~251; Vivienne Jabri and Stephen Chan, “The
Ontologist Always Rings Twice: Two More Stories about Structure and Agency in Reply to Hollis and
Smith,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 22, No. 1 (1996), pp. 107~110; Martin Hollis and Steve
Smith, “A Response: Why Epistemology Matters in International Theory,” Review of International Studies,
Vol. 22, No. 1 (1996), pp. 111~116; Stephen Chan, “ An Ontologist Strikes Back: A Further Response to
Hollis and Smith,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 24, No. 3 (1998), pp. 441~443; Heikki Patomaki,
“How to Tell Better Stories about World Politics,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 2, No.
1 (1996), pp. 105~133.

@D Roxanne Lynn Doty, “Aporia: A Critical Exploration of the Agent-Structure Problematique in International
Relations Theory,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 3, No. 3 (1997), pp. 365~392; Colin
Wight, “They Shoot Dead Horses Don’t They? Locating Agency in the Agent-Structure Problematique,”
European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 5, No. 1 (1999), pp. 109~142; Roxanne Lynn Doty, “A
Reply to Colin Wight,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 5, No. 3 (1999), pp. 387~390;
Colin Wight, “Interpretation All the Way Down? A Reply to Roxanne Lynn Doty,” European Journal of
International Relations, Vol. 6, No. 3 (2000 ), pp. 423~430.

30 Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, “A Response: Why Epistemology Matters in International Theory,” p. 112.

G Ibid., p. 111.

QD Ibid, pp. 112~115.

@ Vivienne Jabri and Stephen Chan, “The Ontologist Always Rings Twice: Two More Stories about Structure
and Agency in Reply to Hollis and Smith,” pp. 107~110.
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@0 Stephen Chan, “An Ontologist Strike Back: a Further Response to Hollis and Smith,” p. 443.

@) Kalevi J. Holsti, “Along the Road of International Theory in the Next Millennium: Four Travelogues,” in
Robert M.A. Crawford and Darryl S.L. Jarvis, eds., International Relations: Still an American Social Science?

(New York: SUNY Press, 2001 ), p. 86.

39 Fred Halliday, “The Future of International Relations: Fears and Hopes,” in Steve Smith, Ken Booth, and
Marysia Zalewski, eds., International Theory: Positivism and Beyond ( Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1996 ), p. 320.

@ 2ZH D.S.L. Jarvis, ed., International Relations and the Challenge of Postmodernism: Defending the
Discipline ( Columbia, SC: University of South Carolina Press, 2000 ) : James Der Derian, Virtuous War:
Mapping the Military-Industrial Media-Entertainment Network, 2™ edition ( London: Routledge, 2009 ) :
Cynthia Weber, International Relations Theory: A Critical Introduction, 3" edition ( London: Routledge,
2010).

@ Daniel S. Geller and John A. Vasquez, eds., The Construction and Cumulation of Knowledge in International
Relations (Malden, MA: Blackwell, 2004 ).

@ Karena Shaw, “Knowledge, Foundations, Politics,” International Studies Review, Vol. 6, No. 4 (2004 ), p. 7.
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LI IRFRH] > EMafE (BIFERGR) BRI REniRaTi - of LB RS E AR
BPTERISRTIEEAIMS » Hl41 Imre Lakatos [ EIE2ffF FEM5H | ( scientific research
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@ Nuno P. Monterio and Keven G. Ruby, “IR and the False Promise of Philosophical Foundations,”
International Theory, Vol. 1, No. 1 (2009), p. 19.

#:@ Colin Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman, eds., Progress in International Relations Theory: Appraising the
Field ( Cambridge: The MIT Press, 2003 ) : John A. Vasquez, The Power of Power Politics: From
Classical Realism to Neotraditionalism ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998 ) : Thomas J.
Christensen and Jack Snyder, “Progressive Research on Degenerate Alliances,” American Political Science
Review, Vol. 91, No. 4 ( December 1997 ), pp. 919~922.

@ Colin Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman, “Introduction,” in Colin Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman, eds.,
Progress in International Relations Theory, p. 7.
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Lijhart, “The Structure of Theoretical Revolution in International Relations,” International Studies Quarterly,
Vol. 18, No. 1 (1974), pp. 41~74.
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FOH i BRI 7 58 K = A BI3E T © John A. Vasquez, The Power of Power Politics: A Critique ( Rutgers
University Press, 1983 ) : John A. Vasquez, “The Post-Positivist Debate: Reconstructing Scientific Enquiry
and International Relations Theory After Enlightenment’s Fall,” in Ken Booth and Steve Smith, eds.,
International Relations Theory Today, pp. 217~240; John A. Vasquez, “The Realist Paradigm and
Degenerative versus Progressive Research Programs: An Appraisal of Neotraditional Research on Waltz’s
Balancing Proposition,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 91, No. 4 ( December 1997), pp. 899~912;
John A. Vasquez, The Power of Power Politics: From Classical Realism to Neotraditionalism ( Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1998 ).
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@ Robert Keohane, “Theory of World Politics: Structural Realism and Beyond,” in Robert Keohane, ed.,
Neorealism and Is Critics (New York: Columbia University Press, 1986 ), pp. 131~157.

@9 American Political Science Review, Vol. 91, No. 4 (1997).

@) John A. Vasquez, The Politics of Power Politics: From Classical Realism to Neotraditionalism (Cambridge:
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FEGD John A. Vasquez, “The Realist Paradigm and Degenerative Versus Progressive Research Programs: An
Appraisal of Neotraditional Research on Waltz’s Balancing Proposition,” American Political Science Review,
Vol. 91, No. 4 (1997), pp. 899~912.
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= o WG IN¥#E John Mearsheimer B E = 2ZEMTHEA] John A. Vasquez, The Politics of Power Politics: From

Classical Realism to Neotraditionalism ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998 ).
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eds., Progress in International Relations Theory: Appraising the Field ( Cambridge: The MIT Press, 2003 ),
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Inquiry,” International Studies Review, Vol. 5, No. 1 (2003), pp. 147~150.
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Understanding and Progress,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 55, No. 2 (2011), p. 465.
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FFE 6D John Gerard Ruggie, Constructing the World Polity: Essays on International Institutionalization ( London:
Routledge, 1997 ), pp. 9~11.
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W (2007 ) 0 H 175~216 ¢ FHORHE > BRI (RN =BG PO AT R ARRT 5 - HIGGR W) 55 kR
al - EEEBW - 5 87 (2006 £) » H 221~250 °
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x®1 REFEAMEREMEBEUFEMNEBNERFEUNER

RIS | RSHRES HepImH AR LR
135 A BT £ 2 B 0
2 — Y A RS L 2 2 & &
S BIAN
3 AIGETHE S THE 1 & 2 & &
4 T ELBIME AR L 2 =2 7 &
et
5. A AR flo 2 1 R o o 7 o
R
6. 1A [ Wit 1 2 2 £ &
PR ELES S A RIS
7.7k 6 23 2 3 2 2 0 o
Rk
8.5 FEPE 5L A AL i 2 2 &
SERL
0 U 2 2 7 s

EHRIAJE - Fred Chernoff, Theory and Metatheory in International Relations: Concepts and Contending Accounts
(New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007 ) , p. 176.

BIfsf James Fearon 1 Wendt #7 ZFRM: £ B A T FOURa N E R S A RE5m T
S 0 R LIRS G BAS R JE e B G G ftan & & B M (zero-sum ) HYFER - 22
5 R R AR T SR IBGA B AR (LI /0 BT T HEL B HTER © @fART » EEMETE A TA
BEam i S am > A A B BB RS Em o LSRR AT 78 T #E B AT FE R #E & Y
TR (—Joimai—otam ) > DUbe EBRERR FRA G B R A B B L0 - B2 A DUA S i B a8k
AR I 2 LARI R A R A HE 3 (RFERAVAHE Gm BT B2 A RS 5 ) BRET » AT& BRETH:
FE BB FTAAAER) E /S (entities ) BHLZHE - 23 Al 2 5 It Rs € BBL £2 L 0 B 2 2
B - (A RS A B SR 2 AT - ot —Jeim A% o W o &S H R ERI AR &
et (foregrounding ) AH#E o @

PRI > W A 00 o R B V255 81T F5 08 Bl 8 & I R AR » BT A
RFwmiEE - FmTRER (1TRE) - &l (JMERED) DURE Z BRI - ]
FHIRE T WE LEIRIRE R - BITREREFGER RS & - 1M - W& H a2
R e i R F A B AT RS - AT SR Em I A AT A A A LR E AR -

#F6) James Fearon and Alexander Wendt, “Rationalism v. Constructivism: A Skeptical View,” in Walter Carlsnaes,
Thomas Risse, and Beth A. Simmons, eds., Handbook of International Relations ( London: Sage, 2002 ), p.
67; pp. 52~54.

SR GBS B EEE E SR RS G B A SRR < I P S £2 i > Patrick Thaddeus Jackson, “Foregrounding
Ontology: Dualism, Monism, and IR Theory,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 34, No. 1 (2008), p.
151.
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VAT A R L A AR ) 3 AR AR B 0 Fem

BB B AR E AT B ERE M B AS RS 0V T am 0 WIRIRIREE — X K FEHm > FA4E 1950 ~
1960 “-1X Harold Sprout 1 Margaret Sprout ~ 1970 1% Harvey Starr E’jl] AR L w5 |
PR BRI o ofHIE 5 i 52 2 B PR AR H Gm 22 & BT - HI2H Alexander Wendt B
David Dessler £ F5RAGE L3 ( structuration theory ) F75l 3% - @R fEEH Walter
Carlsnaes il Roxanne Lynn Doty o @E#L18 M @II FIEEE - EIEF i CASTE B
e ARG G ~ HIGHkam B 7T EEmEARE - CH B AR ahaa i 2 1P S A7 % E RS A A 2
(L SELAE ARG ¢ AIakimaa R K U Ga I A AH 25 72 B 38 R 3 G 1T 2 75 B2 32 P R Ak
a7 e B B B TE IR R B GRIIMRE  (postulation ) FIT s 2204 i g 58 B2 A %
K1t ( exogenized ) » LLKe 8 R 47 5 8 U5 1 P im iy BE R & SE & ( historically
embedded nature ) ° 2000 Efﬁ FERE R BRI Gt 0 R =B B A
ﬂ}aﬁﬂﬁﬁifﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ it A 15 35 B B FE X T R B 4 > BR 7 =R e B M AR B B AR
FEAEERET O > @ ﬁlﬁd‘lﬂﬁﬂf AR EAE T ARt st E R - FEHBELERAEN

|_J (/\*ﬁ) J&RWIAT R EREITER (A0ERE ~ ROVE ~ WEAVGRE ) B ) BAASRE 2 TR
(e ) ~ BlHIAS A B0 B ) o s b B AR sl 98 o miARI > AE L - 1T R

¥ (0D Harold Sprout and Margaret Sprout, Man-Milieu Relationship Hypotheses in the Context of International
Politics ( Princeton: Center of International Studies, Princeton University, 1956) ; Harold Sprout and
Margaret Sprout, 4 Ecological Paradigm for the Study of International Politics ( Princeton: Center of
International Studies, Princeton University, 1968 ) i Harvey Starr, “‘Opportunity’ and ‘Willingness’ as
Ordering Concepts in the Study of War,” International Interactions, Vol. 4, No. 4 (1978 ), pp. 363~387.

@ Wendt 2F G Anthony Giddens MIAGHEILHEE > Dessler HIEG| Ut Margaret Archer [ REFE

(morphogenesis ) & © Alexander Wendt, “The Agent-Structure Problem in International Relations Theory,”
International Organization, Vol. 41, No. 3 (1987), pp. 335~370; David Dessler, “What’s at Stake in the
Agent-Structure Debate,” International Organization, Vol. 43, No. 3 (1989), pp. 441~473; Alexander
Wendt, “Levels of Analysis Versus Agents and Structure,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 18, No. 2

(1992), pp. 181~185.

@ Walter Carlsnaes, “The Agent-Structure Problem in Foreign Policy Analysis,” International Studies
Quarterly, Vol. 36, No. 3 (1992), pp. 245~270; Roxanne Lynn Doty, “Aporia: a Critical Exploration of the
Agent-Structure Problematique in International Relations Theory,” European Journal of International
Relations, Vol. 3, No. 3 (1997), pp. 365~392.

: @ Gil Friedman and Harvey Starr, Agency, Structure, and International Politics: From Ontology to Empirical
Inquiry (London: Routledge, 1997 ).

@ BIA5E A ET R AT 208 Robert Cox MIHLAIEEGR 82 #T & FE %S (neo-Gramscian perspective ) ° 22
Andreas Bieler and Adam David Morton, “ The Gordian Knot of Agency-Structure in International Relations:
A Neo-Gramscian Perspective,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 7, No. 1 (2001), pp.
5~35; Jonathan Joseph, “Hegemony and the Structure-Agency Problem in International Relations: A
Scientific Realist Contribution,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 34, No. 1 (2008), pp. 109~128.

[ Kate O’Neill, Jorg Balsiger, and Stacy D. VanDeveer, “Actors, Norms, and Impact: Recent International
Cooperation Theory and the Influence of the Agent-Structure Debate,” Annual Review of Political Science,
Vol. 7 (2004 ), pp. 149~175.
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T BELRE  1) 5 G a2 A B G 1Y) G > RGBT VA B I B RER IR B A () A UL G 220 4] R R
IEABE MRS SR o o REEFLAZILES - BL & EE TATRERBEAE ~ D HTEK (levels of
analysis ) ER{HEZZE (macro-micro ) “EE » @bl 775 EFEREE (individualism )
HAFEREES (holism ) » @iEH Hlakim -6 B2 (explaining) FAHEM# (understanding ) FIR
e IBAL s BEEFREEITRLERE (state agency) ) o

— TRERMABEENSES

Aan bk o RS E I AT o AT 5 R IR LS AR S Sk AR A A I BRI
FREEGR AT TE - (B 1= 220 AT F5 ERE VL B S MG RO M EL A A - T A1 SRRy Fam » =
SRS AR TE o 17 Ry ERG VR LRSI 00 A R al 1 BN A BTG B R R B A Y AR A
JRETE - DU AT R ERGERR NS 2 AL - T AT R ERETE (agency) 2R
TRERE - W MASHAYEIET 28 - B Em 001742 5 a{] B AR E BT = S Bl
FERRE A AT IR - G Famil 1960 FHLE - FEAE = (8RR > 25— 1R
ELUVERE =f#8E— (ecological triad) @ H4 (entity) ~ BR5E (environment) > LU B
HlIR % BAFR (entity-environment relationship ) FRa{T /R E#E UG < MR R > 2L
e =#E—h G RN & B E ST S 28 PRET SR BTG HUERE (140X
F) o i AU 1990 FRRIFaR - Fram T 08 EASS A 2 (L BLAH AR FR » DU
AR A BRI RGR A A IR 1%

K8 Alexander Wendt fTE » ¥ GITRER AT - (TR ERZ AR B AT

( There are no structures without agents, and no agents without structures. ) ° {1 & iBFEHE
e T T E SR EE T - oS ERMRPAIAE (roles) BFRHTR
FHE o 2R TITEREREAGR BRI > BEIT & EHEEE) (transact) T HLERE o
Harvey Starr L2 f%n] DU H SBR[ AR 5 17 R RS BAS S AU E = 7715 - o H aiEY
PRI R AR 9e b E [ LUT R E R R I | (agent-based models) > LIEEAE
AR BEAT R RS B RS M < IR A2 8 (2 ) BR PR - el @ DL P 3

@ Colin Wight, Agents, Structures and International Relations: Politics as Ontology ( Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2006 ), pp. 3~4.
@  Ibid., pp. 102~120.
Q) FLEEEIEMERESE LR (voluntarism ) » S EEEEAFE S ME ( structuralism ) ~ &R
( collectivism ) ©
@) Ibid., pp. 292~293.
@) Gil Friedman and Harvey Starr, Agency, Structure, and International Politics, pp. 4~9.
@ Alexander Wendt, The Social Theory of International Politics, p. 186.
¥ @) Harvey Starr, “Cumulation, Synthesis, and Research Design for the Post-Wave,” in Frank P. Harvey and
Michael Brecher, eds., Evaluating Methodology in International Studies ( Ann Arbor: The University of
Michigan Press, 2002 ), pp. 43~58.
6D Robert Axelrod, The Complex of Cooperation: The Agent-based Models of Competition and Collaboration
( Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1997 ) ;i David C. Earnest, “Coordination in Large Numbers: An
Agent-based Model of International Negotiations,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 52, No. 2 (2008 ),
pp. 363~382; Matthew J. Hoffman, “Agent-based Modeling,” in Audie Klotz and Deepa Prakash, eds.,
Qualitative Methods in International Relations: A Pluralist Guide (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2008 ),
pp- 187~208.
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(complexity theory ) K& HERHERS A ( complexity adaptive system ) BRIHTT % 158 HliE
T BN AR o gis BRIIAH I ARSI @ AR 2 v DL IRAE S8 0 M@ X > w21
T Feg 2R > {9 g R R i e AT R EREMERVIE A o BR8N fs il A AL FS I 1
R e GANERE Ao i@mAiE @ —18 [ 84S (8F5 204G )] (Gordian knot) » gt 3w /2
AR > Wi A PHERR o (B REDUH A e BB B 17 1 am - RIS AR
B B fp B R R PR R AR A

o

- DHERNIER

I3 M fd RIS G e A R T fs RSV BLAS RE SFdm - oo M g 2 B T FE& R E
W SERIRE R R R 38 Z PR AE - B2 E A FEBE BB R P AE » sE2RIE B A - k&
W FEE RO IR R G » FRIA AT FEERET B BE A B IR » L0 JE I ) M JE R A RS » &2
T B FeF X R S R~ T R B A~ Rst el RAR > SRR BOKREE » AR -
EUFEBRREEE SR @R EE ARG BN ER—2 > #HREEREN AR
AE B o @flAll Kenneth Waltz 38 5%/ E MR BEER G 28 A 00 N SR #IR - Hooma B PREE R
J& R IR ZE + @ ). David Singer RIIZE RS0 TERYER R B AT FERS » 73477 g 2R 128
PR B SR AR - AR RR B PRI A (EMEYE 5 @ Barry Buzan RSP o @
18 WA T 3 M & R =2 A A A A SOR MBI < G140 2 R g X9 73 i FE B 2 RE
LU & R B SR AT P& 2K ik » iR DL 38 G L B R W mH i 2K R - sl Dl
IRFG R R M58 8 ~ BRSSO HE KRR - S5 » AT f@ R E & o] LUAERY
& (BlanE R BRI R ) ~ =Fa (M8 A ~ BUSRELEEE ) ~ PUfE (M8 A ~ BN ~ EHREEL 4
) BIRE > EWRANESHIE > iR in o 1M EbEE T FEE 115 & Bl A7 LB
M AE » Wik A 785 52 5% B e AR EL AT SR R RE 70 B Fg 2R = 4971 40 () a8 AH) [) B G B R )
E2E » Hans Mogenthau USR8 £ ZmEA1E A& K > ® Morton A. Kaplan FJERLE 4228

#F@® Antoine Bousquet and Simon Curtis, “Beyond Models and Metaphors: Complexity Theory, Systems Thinking
and International Relations,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 24, No. 1 (2011), pp. 43~62.

FEG)  RLERIEE IR B A AR o IR R RS BOTEAS  UELITRRILAS - REERIAEDT (FRIN) 0 B ANEBRR
REFTBHILAL o Andreas Bieler and Adam David Morton, “ The Gordian Knot of Agency-Structure in
International Relations: A Neo-Gramscian Perspective,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 7,
No. 1 (2001), pp. 5~35.

@ Colin Wight, Agents, Structures and International Relations, pp. 102~103.

G HTERIIFEAA 1950 FRME TR - W HH KRR ZE L B R - Barry Buzan, “The
Level of Analysis Problem in International Relations Reconsidered,” in Steve Smith and Ken Booth, eds.,
International Relations Theory Today ( Oxford: Polity Press, 1996), pp. 198~216.

@) Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (New York: Columbia University Press,
1959), p. 160.

FFE® J. David Singer, “International Conflict: Three Levels of Analysis,” World Politics, Vol. 12, No. 3 (1960),
pp. 453~461.

0D Barry Buzan, “The Level of Analysis Problem in International Relations Reconsidered,” pp. 211~212.

#F® Hans Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations ( New York: Knopf, 1978 ).
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FRAHEY S G K 0 @ Kenneth N. Waltz FUFTBLE F 2@ EIFERE R G X o~ B R 2R
ERIRIFERE > Alexander Wendt M 758 Waltz [RIER TR BIFERE R F X > Al 2585
TheEHEVE (BPELZ ) MRS Waltz 5838 (WE ) #4618 o Sl 7 iEim BRI ERe
A R SR P AR 0 B2 A N1k (bottom-up ) BALH BTN (top-down ) ~ fHERE K
(mirco) BLZZH# (marco) J&R ~ BLITERAEIFam - o5 i B HIER - k2 AU sl ol Ak
f) (seeing tree or forest) Fam » BB E B R EIFE - 182 )75 HIEEEm
FEREHE » UmEM FEE RN TR RE s A 2 € > B A I RIsm e e

SR B8 2 A 1) B B B UIR (1Y) B2 & R A2 LAAS 1R 3 A7 Fg XM L #EEF - DLRER
Hor A g R EENE - g EEM S » 8255 % 5[ Kenneth Waltz 1Y =& X283
#T/@ K (three images analysis ) 5317 > B2 A ~ BIZRHEFE (BZ%) 85 » g
PIE G R M BIES - wfRMENGE Waltz 5 / HTR L7258 =@ R EIER (=R ) #8% »
{EATTE2 5% 38 =1 f& AR 2 B BB R A E 1Y — &0 3 > 28 =& K 1 SR BUa 284 »
{H A8 — & KL — f& O A HNE E H T 1) BIRE TBUR  B— G XEE g
k7 R BA I SR E BRI I & - BB E =X 0 BRI RERT IS L T |
B EE R TREAIEAS R - o

g R T - BIFRRRERE 2 O A B EM B — g REg xR 2
HESSIERX % (multiple) EREH A (dyadic) J&RIIIIATIER - o [ E B AR
oy X EGERE - A A - BIERENEERE - R Sl A FEEE N GES
BRI EL > SRR 72 S B e R - 2 T B mE - HBGEES &7
Mrfg 2R > A A AR R LR > B3 38 9 K T 788 B A 2B LA FE AR R - I
HERE B RRHE o S Zm AN » 70 AT FEF X ) 388 152 Bl G 4 a0 ZELTE 2007 v B 1 {18 #E A B R S
o JTAABAEAZR > KA RS BRI E R A R B ER AT E R > ARt
1T HEGR T AEEE Gm o (AN B SRR SR T A EORHE 8 ARSI 0 g 2K > sl BEHE AR
HH R 2R g s A o HLR > (RO B 228 g X I - BIBRRAIREEE (40 Wendt) EFELL
MM (social theory) B EEEHMIEFX » MIEBEHS BB A MEELE »
PRES R BB X LB AT IE A s BIBRRH AR 22 (41 Michael Mann ) 3% 3 5 5b o 22
(historical sociology ) RTEHI2 BB E R - BIE BOE B SR A2 B PSR 22 RS

@ Morton A. Kaplan, System and Process in International Politics (New York: Wiley, 1957 ).

O Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War (New York: Columbia University Press, 1959) ; Kenneth N.
Waltz, Theory of International Politics ( Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley, 1979).

O EIRALEERR A A B AR B o 3PS (E S B AR 8 2 0 MT BT (unit-of-analysis ) HJRRE - B4
Colin Wight, Agents, Structures and International Relations, p. 105.

#F©® James Lee Ray, “Integrating Levels of Analysis in World Politics,” Journal of Theoretical Politics, Vol. 13,
No. 4 (2001), pp. 355~388.

O Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (New York: Columbia University Press,
1959), p. 238.

@ James Lee Ray, “Integrating Levels of Analysis in World Politics,” Journal of Theoretical Politics, Vol. 13,
No. 4 (2001), pp. 355~588.
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(FIRLAL - [ B R 2 TG 1 A LR st R SA AR - B SR8 S UL SRR AT R A
= BiEAwERER BRI ER

17 R RE BLAS A 1Y 97 St v A HE DI B 22 L - BV A2 U7 vk {1 B B B R RS B
9 e > JT R R RS Gl R AE Rk ~ ARBR B TN &R E - (E98 ~ 50 s BT 2 B
B~ RRERE S EL > —UInVER - 2R ERAEEELA BUERE ~ H 7 BB STy
JE A Al SR BRSin A S A - BRSth A HE M - KRR TS - B
AR S EREHIAER - WEsE TEE N REN - G52 0 B2 EiEgrsHE

(CL P ) TIRAHYSATEAEA (=) o {1EfE Gm BB fE 5 21T 5 R R8BS A8 < T AR 0 A~ 1)
€ > g a i i Lry77K (@17 f RS (SRS A0 T8 & L8 28 B RS
B EH LM FRIT X RSN R TR AN TE N A8 o MERIREUE
B o BB RS A > W IR IEEINIRYNZ S o TR AR o U ISR E IR
A fEAR] - P R R RE - T2 AT FE & 38 R & BL G IR - & 2 HREUE B & - Bl 2MRE
TEESAT R E TAEE1TE) : & 2RISR - A SR EMERE THEF1TE) - Bl
BB R RR T S - TR ER (=) BhOoiEnBEEEREHEER > 22/
EATRERE (H%) 80 (unitary ) » HiRFHEFZEREEEEN » FREE A
MARAEEERTE (rational choice ) WIMEBSERM : @EISRAJERMESRIZIRGE T BIFERS R AT EIER
TR > GRS i £ BIE R ERT T LC A RAES » THAEKS

(Z%) WHIRE G R M R TEI R L e 2 A HE GRS - R » LIRS
i R O RIAS IR 58 - QTS DUBREGR RIRE » MBS RS mE R (TR E
B ) AIRRE] - O A1 R I B BRI R AS LA R SR @ 1 B2 E#SER I ERE (B
A - A2 S AS A BT R R RS M LA A BT DIAT R R R R O AU E RS AR 75
41 Christian Reus-Smit > @t 0] LUEEHS £ 00 B8 5R 785 » Wendt BLE 78 - ©

sz o BRI R AR R e Fin > HBEM AT ARG EEN T ER
A5 0 IR A M Gm < B AT ia > (A M T HFGR0F i - 2R
PRARE)FEm - B SR AR B R R 2[RI S am o

SO AREMEPERAEIES - 226 David A. Lake and Robert Powell, eds., Strategic Choice and International
Relations ( Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1999 ) i Jack S. Levy, “Prospect Theory, Rational
Choice, and International Relations,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 41, No. 1 (1997), pp. 87~112.

@ Andrew H. Kydd, “Methodological Individualism and Rational Choice,” in Christian Reus-Smit and Duncan
Snidal, eds., The Oxford Handbooks of International Relations ( Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008 ), pp.
425~443.

2D Christian Reus-Smit, The Moral Purpose of the State: Cultural, Social Identity, and Institutional Rationality
in International Relations ( Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1999 ).

2 () Christian Reus-Smit, The Moral Purpose of the State: Cultural, Social Identity, and Institutional Rationality
in International Relations ( Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1999 ).

%E@ Alexander Wendt, The Social Theory of International Politics, pp. 26~32; 371~372.
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Mo - IR AR BN

A7 fo B A B Ao ) 5 G B S B M aikdm R U AR B R AR R 0 S Em o D
TR ERESHITRE AL BB - A8 ERIMEEREN AR - fIEE1TR
AR B I < TR TR - (BOE 218 R A% R AA 1T £ B RSP - DIERAR F G 750 77
A BEERE 2 KN SRR AR - DU R AERAT FEry 7K - Bt 2FTaE 3
HEIRTETT ] (two sorts of story to tell ) » B & &M FH AN AN ETT » &2
FWF B E T o OMERMAE > Fred K195 50 E 107 a0 o] B R sl g R 17 7% i B
A B LB AL 5 2 A5 A ] A 1 a3 R R Bl IR SR B A% > T 28 R T R AR E 15
& o (BRE R BEARET > BT S B AR AR o R EE DIERSRAT 5 R B RS M o ) LB R R s
AR o W3t vh K B 5307 g X B 8 5 e ABEGR IR > BB b R ekl N B fE
R P BE G B RS G 1Y TR - WA A ERTE R RN A R B B AR T SR 2 )T s A E
PRIEIESHEE -

FE 7S B RS R AR B2 0 AT fo T WS B S M A E A RS B B (BUE A~ (8] 1T A5 A~ (5] Y R Gk i
Fik  RERE B AR > BB EA E ARt 2 AR - ARER
51 R 2 B AR el R R X P R R o Omk @ DUT B ERS SRR (E SRR ) »
e B EE Y ~ Fe AT ERY K R SRR AT A B - DURS 19 5 B0 e A2 B nT BB Y ~ 2]
ISR R SRR R - OS2 > BiE B EE S - KM ARBEIT
o RS ELES S BN Y8E - AT B RS ELRS A I - AR RR BB R th R &
T o OEREHEA RN FRBIE - Wik 0B REMNLE - B DUE T i 0
ZEIRIBAGR T o HL a7 B S R I A 55 [F] R 2R B IR BRI 1) - AR G A ik 2
2 Mgt~ Rt o O 5.2 > FRAR MR JEPI e Fh 22 B A5 Y Rt o

frar B AT fe T2 8 B G A e LM R 4 B AR AS G A2 B S IR SRAT s RS

(state agency) HJFGm » BISKWIAT % EREMERES LK) BB KBS & I ERS 1T/ ° B
P ] S S R Al AT R 2 B2 B R A B it BT R E 8 » 5 2B =M IR A Bk
B~ BOMITEER > Al DRSEPHEMEZEERT - OLHE Wendt Fik

2 ([ Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, Explaining and Understanding International Relations, pp. 1~7.

({9 2B Alexander Wendt, The Social Theory of International Politics, p. 181.

£ (@ Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, Explaining and Understanding International Relations, pp. 197~203.

2 ([ Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, “Two Stories about Structure and Agency,” Review of International Studies,
Vol. 20, No. 3 (1994), pp. 241~251.

([ Alexander Wendt, “The Agent-Structure Problem in International Relations Theory,” pp. 335~370.

([ Walter Carlsnaes, “The Agency-Structure Problem in Foreign Policy Analysis,” International Studies
Quarterly, Vol. 36, No.3 (1992), pp. 245~270; Alexander Wendt, “The Agent-Structure Problem in
International Relations Theory,” International Organization, Vol. 41, No. 3 (1987), pp. 335~370.

5};@ Alexander Wendt, “On Constitution and Causation in International Relations,” Review of International
Studies, Vol. 24, Special Issue (1998 ), pp. 101~117.

QD TEE FEE L i B AR BT B2l 5 iR A ) S 2R BRI @I ) - {ELARAE E Al P G L R 2
R TELLEIE - AT S ERE M B A R AU 5 2 AR IR Y EEE - HIERER BT AR E R IR E R R
BB il 00 A R R A B B A SR » B EOT 2 00 PR ERG T E Le il - it R IR S Le i - T E AR
R SR R R -
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[E 2241 N | (state as person) ~ [ S22 A (states are people too) FUE S a5 55
M Fam o MR EIZE 2 B A& S (state personhood) » €& 0N SRR »
L8872 E (collective intentions ) ~ SEHE AR ~ EH G HEEE (superorganism ) » 2 Eff§
HHAH#E (self-organising ) THEE MJ.LHE A ( psychological person )’ IIEE FNEE/LATE]
PRt & 4% o OHAERE L Iver B. Neumann HIEZE [EIZEH A ] (state like
person) > i FABJELL ~ LLECEL[E W o EEX LG HEIIEM AR - FELL TEIZRATA ] R
il S R BGA E LB AR o OColin Wight DUET 2R AR B n LA 22 A B Gm VU R B RS
BUZRAAT R E R - ATE GBI R B S A& BT R B S A AR - (3l 2
B X E AR > {H Wendt 0SB T AW PE sl & A& A~ ER B T AR91T R EREME

(human agency ) > tFHE T EIZAIFBAGHEFTEA R )& o OPatrick Jackson [F] 2 Wendt

[ EAM ] WER » WHE—LFR [ AMHREEIZK] > 2 /& H 2L E RS
WHERAT B RS ST - (BARY LARJELN L - ORI iS5 L0 28 3 S A B SR AE S
BT NI PER E RGP E - (EEEE I RAIT R ERIERBRE 2R - 52
FFr 30 G ) 2 18 98 G Y [0 51T 75 R RS PR BB RS A 1Y B 2R AT 15 E RS VEMI AR A2 52 » Al
E ISR A A 7] N —R e @ e - flandht& ~ B ~ Ml ~ B8~ B0 - 3BEE » &
ERFFEER] > OEL@IERE TRIRMITHEEENE - REERRKRITREEEEH
B KSR S BE R (state systems ) FTRERIEIARE ©

LR PR PR B AR T S > ILE E R E B R R e B A A AR A H
P BEVERAT R o HEZENOMERIY)EAS AR SRS o T RE R G SRR A 2 A H
1 o 2R EF A2 B R € Bk A ARBYE - #il4] Wendt HYEERE EZEAIZEE
i E B S H —(EEHEMIITRER (as a corporate agent) » ©EMJIT B ERITE)

( agential activity ) AL 7 B0 2% 88 52 ( states system ) o (D35 I 7 B0 5% A% (L

(anthropomorphizing ) #JJ7: > L IEEAGMEELTT £ /81 Fam b A b e iR AR & -
BT B 21T S EREPEAY 2K IR B B 8 (free-willing ) » B B 542 75 & A Rk Y

(knowledgeable ) B¢ E B (purposive) » LU AE A BK B BLER SR BE 75 845 SE L o

M8 AT E RS BAS HE R 57 S AR RS Lk @ AR 7317 5 T RE B RS M 2 65 2 R (8 8 12 A

53‘;@ Alexander Wendt, “The State as Person in International Theory,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 30,
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International Relations Theory:
Reflections on the Scientific Processing

in International Relations Discipline
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Abstract

In the third Great Debate in International Relations, the debate between
(Neo) Realism and (Neo) Liberalism has been well known; whereas the
metatheoretical debate between Positivism and Postpositivism have been
ignored. Postpositivism questioned the ontological and epistemological
foundations of the established International Relations theory. It has caused
the scholars to wonder whether metatheoretical researches exert positive
incluences on theories and practices of International Relations. Postpositivism is
concerned with the metatheoretical dimension and not the substantial
dimension. Metatheory is a theory of theory, a theory about theory, and a
theoretically thinking on theory to identify good theories. This paper aims at
exploring the metatheoretical debates, along with related critical issues, and
the effects on the disciplinary development of International Relations. It is
hoped that domestic scholars may begin to understand this unfamiliar scope,
and develop the methodology for this necessary course in International

Relations.

Keyword: Metatheory, Methodology of International Relations, Structure and

Agency, Levels of Analysis, Individualism and Holism
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