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Br oG ZR B AN R AE T A B A R DA T B O 2R SR Y 4 BT AE 42, i HL2
R E PR E R PR R JEEEARSH W — D HEG 0, Btk B R OC R 7
FHRY & e AEAE LA RIS OB AR B Ok, Hovb L 038 44 118 OB 9 - 50 It Bt
KRG ZHr AR = 7 5 B 32 IR G 5 R I R R e g gt AR
(classical approach) 5 “Bl22 %427 (scientiflic approach) BiE &% ; ¥ i 45 R AT )5
KARBEPE 7 (rationalism) A1 2 8 3 L7 (reflectivism) A8 % . B AR X
e R BRSO AN R B U A AR H 2 5 T 3 LG8 R E bR ¢ & oF
535 A 12 L o X [ PR G 3R 0 5 00 J 1 B T B O 2R BROR B AR BT AT 1S 1R
B BIF T R 6 2R 110 45 305 B A% 08 T 52 i 1 o oG 2R B8 14 & e i, @

AR E R o6 R 2E R B L 20 HE28 60 AR AR & AR e < [ 22 UR VAR R W bk
TEA « A /R (Hedley BulD) #1285 K27 BUA B2 FRZ 520« R 3 2 (Morton
Kaplan) Z [A] (45 Z I8 807 (2 L B 427 F B 7 AR 7 iy e O A B2 3
o BT X 0 S AE Y B SR AT A R GRS, DL B e OB il ] — &R 81 oG B
ABE A Pt 7 W G S, 2 B A R A N AR A 2R . TR LT S
T A A AL B TR SRR RS SCAS 6 i SRR A% 0 R L B, O
Tb 0 BEAE B 5T B A B T TE S S A BT, B DD M U R PR OC R AR Bt
RIS HOE GV I A0 [R) R BRI A A B AR e LR AR VRN Bl S B AR
R T PR XS EI PR OC R LB AT R R 1 X, BAR R = 2R B
2 5% AR BFEAHHES W 2 e B - IR/KZZ (Kenneth Waltz) i
Ji K B OGBS ) I A S B R G R X AN B X EPE IR IR Z A 2 5 A R AE
[F]— )22 9 b e Ak P& AR o) U A7 X 35 A 7 2

Xof 25 it A AR A A AR N W) B B SO (T 5T K 4 s L T R A
JOE R B B W - [ B O 2R B 1Y & SUR AR A7 X5 B 986 G A 5T A oA 3 ]
T RS TR AS 7 i B R R R A Dy i BB IR 5 TUE R H Y7

@ XE PR RFR L LR E SIS MR 11T . 2 W Ole Waever, “The Rise and Fall of Inter-
Paradigm Debate,” in Steve Smith, Ken Booth, and Marysia Zalewski, eds., International Theory : Positiv-
ism and Beyond , Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996, pp. 150-164,

@  ERXCHE RIS iR f# . 2 UL Richard B. Finnegan, “International Relations: The Disputed
Search for Method,” The Review of Politics,» Vol.34, No.1, 1972, pp. 40-67; Simon Curtis and Koivisto
Marjo, “Towards a Second ‘Second Debate’? Rethinking the Relationship between Science and History in
International Theory,” International Relations, Vol.24, No.4, 2010, pp. 433-456, [ P 2¢ T X5 kit
R AR B O S DA A SR T O B PR OC R BRI ), B B H KA A 2014 AE R, 55 90
118 11,
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FEIAR bR OC R 2R b, & AR TR 20 4D 60 4R AR5 IR 58 ke iR 2
T8 28 AR R0 B 27 AR P % 18] JE T Y 3 37 2 18 WY A% > J2 9 3 SR JUMAR —
i B AR A RE S A £ Hh B 0 I BROC R IR .Y T X G AR M i BEAT AR R
W BLXUJ5 78— 26 G P M & b A7 7R B 2 08 S, [ B 6 R 29 L2 S 3 X 518
AR A 2 A R Z AL [ A A A 3 2 D TR 18 R A R
X 7 VS TR R U 45 O D S F 5 T i R SR 0 5 vk B e s I B AR R
SRR AE TR X 798 P 2 A B R S T I P AR A AR R A L (H A 22
W15 0K 710 Y 92 BT ) R, R AR R R A AR Y il = X
PR G 22 5 BR PR AT PR AL L4 B9 B AR 2 L BRIE A « AR A JE BT « IRIRZEHY
Y WL S 20 M B A R R A R AR S 1 B SR i AR ©

A S PR S — D E R R A CBCIR ZS 80 2 AR S T AR A A
W o B 1 B 5 2R 0 58 385 09 A S BRRI A  [5E B9 AN BT 3 5l R 22 IR PR G R
AR5 O B i B G B9 WF 58 30 TF B b HO6 £ 1) BEIS AG 2 /9 ST, A B2
3 5 ] B 0% 2 B 114 4 A K S W7 HE 2D ok 9 I B G R 24 R Al b . e

@ Stephen George. “The Reconciliation of the ‘Classical” and ‘Scientific’ Approaches to International
Relations?” Millennium, Vol.5, No.l, 1976, pp. 28-40.

@ AR 2 M BR AR FIR R 28 % Bl B AR N B S )R , 2 1L Hedley Bull, “International The-
ory: The Case for a Classical Approach,” World Politics, Vol.18, No.3, 1966, pp. 361-377; Kenneth
Waltz, Theory of International Politics, Boston: Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, 1979, pp. 1-17.

@  Nicolas Guilhot, ed., The Invention of International Relations Theory: Realism, the Rocke feller
Foundation, and the 1954 Conference on Theory, New York: Columbia University Press, 2011; Tim
Dunne, Inventing International Society: A History of the English School , Hampshire: Palgrave Macmil-
lan, 1998, pp. 89-107.
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AR T PR SRR s 05 — Fh 2 B AR IR S NI R TR e ) B A Ty
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2 11— o B 65 48 7% o O 2R A 3l L B

LT B SCRY U8 AR A | 5 [ 7 U T 5 A A0S Ml A6 B s B S R
WY H R SR S8 AR ARSI T — i K DL A SRR O R ok
& & R0 hR B oy iabs FE S S E e o = R e s P N S S 1 L L
SR ISR O R 3 [ T L S Y R OG AR B S AE BOTR L SC AL A R
JE R PRIE LA AR 5 A4 57 L B o B AR A RS B [ e IR A S S
AV o 3 AT A 1 A L 2 A B A R A A T R G AR BB Y I A G A B 1
RE LA e B PR A T o . v, g HL L Y 3 SR 2 3 [~ JR 7 B LR ER A
Y. 5T« R (Martin Wigho) (BREH « A7 8 RS ZBOG 28 5% 25 B 2% 24
# + CARFE (John Vincent) @ i #5 “ 22 HL AR 7 A1 BE 22 B 427 22 1) 1 43 7 H 4
B, T o A% () i 26 R A E THT A8 4 £ 1966 4F, A JRK A CE B G R IR . Oy 4
FEARFE ) — SCARSE 0 B2 B AR B HE AT, R 22 B S LACORT /9 KBRS« [F
PR 5 AT A% 58 32 SR T SO)— SCHEAT IR, 3 37 58 48 I ok 1l Pk A [
PROCR R A s iR,

2 ML AR R R A AR I8 R AR AE [ B 56 R S Bl oA R M
{37 EL 27 FEEE X I 37 18 A A% 0 IR R — BB e — AR 4% A R Y

@ Arend Lijphart, “International Relations Theory: Great Debates and Lesser Debates,” Internation-
al Social Science Journal » Vol.26, No.1, 1974, p. 13; Milja Kurki and Colin Wight, “International Relations
and Social Science,” in Tim Dunne, et al., eds., International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity .
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013, pp. 17-18; WEEHA (S 52), 2 CEI A « X 5 W « fnid 3 . (8 Hl
R < VA SR IS 300 26 R [ R 28 A BUR PP (BETTAR) ), I BRBA %, Jb 5T . 7 45 BN 13 AF 2019 AR 4% vi—viii TT .

@  FEFRA R BOA AR IR X E PR C R PFIE AR, S 0L Stanley Hoffmann, “An American Social
Science: International Relations,” Daedalus, Vol.106, No.3, 1977, pp. 45-50,

@ Tim Dunne, Inventing International Society: A History of the English School s pp. 163-165 ;%% [F
AH X2 7 Y [ B ok RS AESE .2 W Steve Smith, “The Discipline of International Relations: Still an Ameri-
can Social Science?” The British Journal of Politics and International Relations, Vol.2, No.3, 2000,
pp. 396-399,

@ Wi E AL, S W Hedley Bull, “International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach,”
pp. 361-377; Morton A. Kaplan, “The New Great Debate: Traditionalism Vs. Science in International Rela-
tions,” World Politics » Vol.19, No.l. 1966. pp. 1-20,
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G 2 I Rl B A Y I 5 T vk 2 e [ B e B 2 R, U A TR R
JRAE R 3K 37508 ) P 2 MR 1 2B 2% B DT AE AR 28 T X e S O

H 20 22 90 ALK , B N 2 28 E AR ARG 20 YR U7 R 8 45 B
WH R Tz 4. ESRP ERR T X R G e 1 ik — 20 4k LA S
SRS R AR B A% G Ty 1 A LA B 43 A D AR B BL A O R ) 1 iR TE i
RS IR 5 O R I A BT R b AR Sy A W) SR B Al R L
— X e AR O O iR 2 A Y R B A PR T ). 7 X b
PR T F AL % 72 Capproach) 5 BAKAF 58 7 2 (method) B9 X 51, it fk
ARG IR T X [ PR 5C R R AT 00 22 1 il G AR AT G 0 2 hy B i 52 2 1 [
R G 22 B AL — i A XT f7 B 0 b PR CRD B2 , B B A R e . BARBE 5 7
12 ) 2 F5 AF 5 B8 5L 1 BIF 0k G R JBO Y 20 ZUBE RL RN O3 B A ORL Y R L B
8 B 2 AR 27 B 58 % G2 S5 A% 1 2 L X R B R G R 2w R A AR k.Y AL
WEE T A0 46 (H G A BR ) 8 A 12 | S 50 I 90 1 SO 3 B ik L I 6 &5 31 1k
A OFLWR X B AR R TRAE T BRI R O RO X B O R ]
J7 138 52 BARBE 5T b B4l B4 53 2 % (logic of inquiry) , #8758 09 H 1Y
PN T IDNGE SUR I NTTSR Y EAE =10 R S AN B o N X s R 11
ZEAr  ANRE BB N T LA A I R O — R S B AR B E LY Tk
FRUEA — , I e BAT & IR B R BBOA TR B S84 7 5 i/ B AT 4 ol

@ S CYARTE D PR RBRIE )L 116—118 T s 4 B (“RBFHE " S5 E PR C R ¥R L 3k
BREM) (R LT 5BUA)2013 45 3 0,55 139 T 52 10 . (P8 7 B FR 56 3 4 B 00 4 IR 48 KA
R0 (BRAR R B 56 2 92004 4F45 9 391,45 138 3L,

@ X EARWFZE T T8 . B W Patrick Thaddeus Jackson, The Conduct of Inquiry in International
Relations : Philosophy of Science and Its Implications for the Study of World Politic, London: Rout-
ledge, 2011, pp. 25-26,

@  Sandra Halperin and Oliver Heath, Political Research : Methods and Practical Skills, Oxford: Ox-
ford University Press, 2012, Part 3.

@  XMHFEWHTTHE .2 W Richard Little, “International Relations and the Methodological Turn,” Po-
litical Studies, Vol.39, No.3, 1991, p. 464,
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thetic) (Y P A A 53 B 1] o B 28 B0 B A58 30 o X R S 10 A AF 5L B 22 B AR 7 1
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— R I HOR R BB AR AR R T SR E Y . B B UER U IR AR B A
AR P [ 30 5T T 0 ) B O 2R R A7 — Ik AL A 0 B e Al i A, T HL
L L RN NN RS T ) v i D 70 ST <iL %7 e 2 VNS 2 Rl B/
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AR 58 U TR B R 22 S IR IE 2 g Ak e BB b S
Ja SO R G — R T AR — TR ok RN A B 1 T =X

[ R 0 e Pt G g A N PR o 2 ¢ N AL P TISY  RP U o SR s S LRl
PO B 2 AR R, DL A 0 T 3k 3798 R S o ] e, s HG i i R g o
ISR EE RN L 2 L RUR R S MU AR AR R A BRI
FIRE 27 A AR Y T BR B 18 18] 9 3, IS APIA IR BEE T 20 HHE4 90 4R AR
W1 1E] A 2 0E B X5 5 S SO e A AR X BRI A — il KR
TN SRR 28 M AR R ¢ ) 2 AR AR T A SR E AT TRZ L PR B A B S A

O AR E TR R AR — DT N A SR 2R X Ak 2 B G 00 i R TR B AR AT g Ak R 5
A 3 ST AR A Ry AR AR B R R B AR R T A A ST M X A 2 B 4 B i R OR BRI JBT B AR T
HEHEHR T # K, 2 I Sandra Halperin and Oliver Heath, Political Research ; Methods and Practical Skills .
pp. 80-82 5 X 4 iR P 4 15 A1 A SR MEHE IS (19 [ & . 2 WL Gary King. et al., Designing Social Inquiry: Scientific
Inference in the Qualitative Research » New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1994,

@  Simon Curtis and Koivisto Marjo, “Towards a Second ‘Second Debate’? Rethinking the Relation-
ship between Science and History in International Theory,” p. 437.

©® HMHFERZH S EZ AR IS A SIS .S 0L Tim Dunne, Inventing Interna-
tional Society: A History of the English School s p.124; Toni Erskine, “Normative International Relations
Theory,” in Tim Dunne, et al., eds., International Relations Theories : Discipline and Diversity s pp. 40-41;
Stanley Hoffmann, “International Society,” pp. 16-18,

@  [E PR R s 3T AL % . 2 0L Emmanuel Navon, “The ‘ Third Debate’ Revisited,”
Review o f International Studies, Vol.27, No.4, 2001, pp. 614-621,
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@ Hedley Bull, “International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach,” p. 361; James L. Rich-
ardson, “Academic Study of International Relations,” in J. D. B. Miller and R. J. Vincent, eds., Order and
Violence , p.159.

@ Hedley Bull, “International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach,” pp. 361, 370-373.

@ Morton A. Kaplan, “The New Great Debate: Traditionalism Vs. Science in International Rela-
tions,” pp. 1-20. R 22 78 SCHORE BRAR 7RI D5 1k 0 g TR) SCAR] bk A 2R B B UL AR 1 DU, R ER AR TR TS
PR WA 12 BT,
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@® Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 1-17; T UL A JE IR RE KRB S 5% K
PSR AR B B G R B 1 T 00 1 A A X A K A TR . R N, IR UK %% R AR 2R T G T 1 1)
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@  Ole Waever, “Waltz's Theory of Theory,” International Relations, Vol.23, No.2, 2009, pp. 201-
205, 210; Steve Smith, “The United States and the Discipline of International Relations: ‘ Hegemonic Coun-
try, Hegemonic Discipline’,” International Studies Review, Vol.4, No.2, 2002, pp. 67-85.

@ BB B I AR R L R A2 H R L R R R DR IT S B AR R B 06 R LI (B TR S A R AR AR BB Ol 3
[E] (i R AE A« A5 /R 7,2 W Martin Griffiths, Fifty Key Thinkers in International Relations, London: Rout-
ledge, 2000, p.85; Stanley Hoffman, “Hedley Bull and His Contribution to International Relations,” Inter-
national Affairs. Vol.62, No.2, 1986, pp. 179-195; Raymond Aron, “What Is a Theory of International Re-
lations.” International Affairs. Vol.21, No.2., 1967, pp. 185-206,
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@ Hedley Bull, “International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach,” p. 361.

@  FHEYGE E SCRBAR £ X PRl S W AY A , 2 I Raymond Aron, “What Is a Theory of Interna-
tional Relations,” p. 186,

@  PREREREE R SG & IS 1 B %, 2 W Martin Wight, “Why Is There No International Theory?” in
Herbert Butterfield and Martin Wight, eds., Diplomatic Investigations: Essays in the Theory of Interna-
tional Politics » Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1966, p. 17; Hedley Bull, “Martin Wight and the
Theory of International Relations,” in Gabriele Wight and Brian Porter, eds., International Theory: The
Three Traditions s New York: Holmes & Meier, 1992, p. xi; (ZEIL T « P4 (N BUA) . RERER, L
BN R AR 2004 4ERRLES 6—12 1T,

@ Hedley Bull, “Martin Wight and the Theory of International Relations,” p. xxii; Hedley Bull,

“New Directions in the Theory of International Relations,” p. 277.
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