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(‘the being of positive qualitative possibility ) » 57~ PERLE[EH1E (the being
of actual fact) > 7= {ELLyE}] (law) (Peirce, 1940: 74-94) - Bﬁﬁﬁﬁ”f?%
M Fo PV ZPALST - 1 VARV E ALY
(interpretant ) HLoY= % » ik 4 I?b 7# (emotional ) I?“ 57! (energetic )
F’;‘?BJ%"?V%EE{ (logical ) F;?BJ ‘fﬁfiﬁf\'_lﬁ = E*J ,|":FILJ1Fr_ﬁE ( Peirce,
1903d: 345) o7 {4y éﬁ‘%ﬁ"i?ﬁ% ~ BRpAT T (abductlon or retroductlon)
= FEHERIE Wﬂiw%uﬁﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ[# ﬁWﬁ
1% ( Peirce, 1903a. 151) > M= F?JE\J grH|= };E”F} SEL 5 WBUIEIENES IE”FHIEJEE

> B E 3] A Patricia Ann Turrisi 8% % - ke 1998 254 5% AR b 1903 4ob b Kk 2 3%
}iﬁ%‘iﬁ‘lﬂ ERGFEFH ATUARRERATA LR GRGFE -

6 i % #&/ Anthropology from a Pragmatic Point of View & & 57 247 » ¥ STk 4 B 308 1
% (2005) o

T A M Peirce #7% 4% » 2R 2% %% Charles Hartshorne and Paul Weiss 4 3 # 5t » 14
% Arthur W. Burks %83 69 —#t o ACRIE5H 04 1994 5 BiRb9ZE B EFHGmA

® Peirce thif ik ) R AM KR TAAEANFR CHMEST - 2R A RLH > 1)



84 BS"'M}TJ R *ﬁ} el Tuﬁiiﬂ%‘ﬁwﬂ e B

(Peirce, 1903c: 196) - ' pLaifi fays pUgi Forf - °

Peirce [IUdf | = ;ﬁp?ﬁ*] SHERIVAE M PG drH | (pragmatics )
T IR S T W] 2 Bdpa s pRIS S ERLE IS SR TR
e o R RS R A (inquiry) H2R o THEH ) LT 2RIV ED
T N IR A S BRI AR E T VT G (beliefs) < T

3y LT b TS RAEIOERID H AT b= Bipx_dl%iﬁitﬁ kLI
D0 SURLIZE) 41 (Peirce, 1868:228) « NI P43 ﬁlﬁimﬂ%@ﬂlﬁi
e T % Ul%i’ SORRLE T RS ’ﬁi'Jdl A PURER

”ﬁ?g?.ﬁ\ﬁudlié_lFf‘*jpdgﬂ,&\ P RLT ;%gt;lﬁ & IF‘ J;\,_ﬁ ~ g l?ﬁ’@?f—?
FOp o ZEE L Sy & (M R ':r‘x*jﬂg??[ﬁ' el F'tr’i? A
I TR I R (8 e
SR DA PILER B TR . R RS ffl- ﬁfii[ﬂ“r'{(flxatlon)
F:‘ SRV TR o FIRVRETE S 51\[“ JIE > Peirce i
R[22 (method of science) I'F: A FE RS E T TR A
MR R L EUEORE o ETE R IR[SE T (AIIRLE] S A
bl (laws of perception ) if’ﬂ»é* FEHERPVETRE ] (Peirce, 1877:5-22) - 10
FHF, o ]yﬁ”ﬁai'ﬂ = F R ILJI'— SRR S A RIPVE ] > AR RV R

Ch e AP & A2 F A gk 35 8] A & 8 8% 432 85 o J( The surprising fact, C is observed.
But if A were true; C would be a matter of course. Hence, there is reason to suspect that A is
true. )

B EABFEBLYERBERFETRFORL ARG TRRB U T B LN
B A 58 R A K gm0 42 BRAR IR o #0L Johannes Kepler #] A &4 #) X L &4k 15 .E Brahe
Copernicus 17 2 4 K G E 987 (ZATEAREB SRS ) ABI3 5% RHE
X L #4% » Kepler %3, Copernicus #4918 3% i & 48 X L% KR8 £ EHETR B4T £ 693F T30
i o Kepler #t K 2 R MK T EAE KD RFGE ~ FRMHE S (R—TELZKEG) ~ RF
kg %ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ’fhﬁ s B MM R LR R A EF BRI,
TR A RARES  BRAARY - REMKEZHEIRNEN K » #AEAKE
B R AT 308k o Kepler AR MA KRG AT EET BN A R BETEEARLR
REF T oA 3R BARM A8 L 08 5o AR 704 R R 48 By 09 3 98 3% #8( Peirce, 1903a:
150-156) -

HAEA B %] (the method of tenacity ) ~ 4 & 7 %1 (the method of authority)
& [ 58 7% ] (theapriorimethod) - #RFAARE T4 -~ MALIERGKE
HEAGHE  CERBABTHETEANHET R 4L LT T % o
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EX %a H-«?"ﬁiﬁ;ﬁw ﬁ;{b%ﬁ&g?lm IR R E R A o (R
T ? FRETE |19 RUE S MG O A T 00 S ﬁlji@#?ﬂg. , [ﬂtr, g
TE [JF”EE“J[EJF' Pt Niﬁéﬂ (inward activity) - [*[-=f] FpYRL

RN EEi RN 5{4 B2 0 PSR - Y i E?ﬂ‘]fgﬂﬂf%gﬁ
9T T R ORGP BIRURY BRI A B LR
s o FEELE N B IS R ph R ey FITE E‘FA%%%”VI* MRV
F175 (Peirce, 1906: 284 ) SR F I 1 ’IU@E’F?E BRI H 2 A (pragmaticism ) °
Peirce fUE(H|= ﬂﬁgﬁm (-~ JEJFJE'?%_HEWT T PREV RS
FpIRGEE PR B R igj PRI PR [/QEff’JF’?IFﬁ‘/EJEH PR =R fs 35
W@ YA SR PLAYISRL E'IJ F%f;d "E T MR B - “IP‘]PT*
TR ORI S+ (3) i RETrRR £ OT BRI AT - SRLE
I R sy S A E /S (meaning) 5 (4) HUERLRLF]AE T 8 IR A4 (R
k) o BRI g HHESP ﬁ']iﬁ@ﬁg%ﬁg?ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂﬁl B
(reality) 5 (5) TRLFTE) ikt > Bl 8- PURLE Fditfsa. (1Y
HOEPIRE BOZEEV FUIREE R T sy 8 s i pu S ) o T’Tﬁ’;
PRELE 5 (6) M AEP et E'@@lf N N 2 g RN E 2 kﬁ%??iﬂﬁ‘?
T*%"]EIJ%[%:{L@[’ i a1 I&ﬂﬂ%’?‘/?[ i (habits ) Elq’F'] “ A (Peirce,
1905:203-225) « [N 1 > (bl RV BUARLE Il A o -
%ﬂ“lﬁ[%ﬁjﬁﬁw’%ﬂ‘ﬁiE'ﬁ’ﬁfjﬂ\%& ST P VIS I S e i

Ry S

— ~ William James fVE R X HEE,

William James B 1" Peirce ElfJfE'FEF%%ﬁl?@’ }If]’qé'_’r'E'Jj; ENIN) o
YR B~ *ﬁ%‘?%i’:’fo 4% Pragmatism: A New Name for Some Old Ways
of Thinking ~ Essays in Radical Empiricism == The Meaning of Truth = i?} ’
[ RV AR |*‘1F=°7’:kﬁ'£l?ﬂf’:‘wﬂg\[ SE T ()
[ftffi (cashvalue) ~ I'f bi_ﬂr“ﬁj‘ TR N HERYE 3 © James F?d?@@@ﬁgl
HELRL- FELEE o [ ZEE P S RIS ~ B O R A R TR S
Hipr o I Pa— [l - -ﬁﬁ% v Pl- E‘liﬁ%ﬁﬂ@?’iﬁrﬁ ( materialism ) >
L) TAORERZER , (pure experience ) [ERLELREIY fﬁ'@ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ o T IR
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PR R G 7 T H R RURA RS 9 T S R (correspondence ) B -
P"T f_if‘ &Ag }&ﬁgut,’ T ﬂ‘_%%i}:[ﬁ/:ﬁ ’|€Jj JEEJ s »WJT i_ﬁfliﬁ[ éﬁ?ﬁl[ﬁ:ﬂ F[j
HIGHE (i L rﬁ HH VI ”TM o ATREREER F LRLETR Y T RGEZ]
(conscious Of) ﬁk, "AHE], (thought-of) - A 55 (TR EE t'ﬁﬁ'[ F*ﬁ&[ik

L SE RN ] ?F,ES’ P 2 Rpu T B o JiGH (consciousness ) £LT 5T
BIE 53 BV VR 5 S P o SR G R0 RORATER
MG, (concepts)  Hidf o —-%E"ﬁﬂcl[ ( memories ) [ F'EJ;‘[F M PRLE ST HIEY
ATEERSRR > R RIS E\J‘Tﬂﬁ][ﬁﬁzé‘fﬁg ' E Exﬂj‘@ﬁﬁ [BRlo
FoRgE o H E‘ﬁ’iﬁﬂiF URLgiag pacipy TEGEE] o FRLP 2 IR AT e Al
PRI A fp Lo AR Bk LA S ] PR RURIRVETR] » WL B o
fﬁ"?‘f— “IpuT K (James, 1968: 170-171) o %f o wﬁf‘wﬁi_iyE ﬁ]?r’ﬁ
wwﬂgg«yEmww’ LB -

James F%i ELEFE] }&f_lhﬁjziﬁ*ﬂ—% (ERTRE I Iﬁhﬁﬁe@ ﬂﬁ&ﬁ%\ iy
£E | Tl % TV (temperaments ) |1 F| X/ (the tender-minded ) == [iil ¥ (the
tough-minded ) .V }|] » "'*?T%E’Jj\ PIZRIE S AH LR |§[TEI%J e
FUR - #ﬁﬁ?i%ﬁwﬂmﬂ’ﬁﬁ THELE R o wﬁﬁ*i“’“
PRSI 453, T 1D BB B 119 ke
B i - W“:yiﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ+’@¢ﬁ7@*“"i'
o F:erp:'E ﬁ%@—;ﬂi :ﬁaqﬁ[[“ﬁﬁﬂlia,rﬁ R aca S AN ??I;Qtﬁq;ﬂ Iy
st o TdfBRCE ) RL- %zlm:%w;&r@ Gk P B3Rl (practical
consequences ) ' Fr?‘“@' =N F‘JZ#?TE‘EJI—&EJ“‘Jii (James, 1981: 31-
32) o

ﬂjﬂj?’t VAL P R 5 2 E 1@5& (= [ BRI = [RIVE S > AR
AT F“@F' S IPN TIPS S R ANE R i R T T e T
Fﬁﬁ’éﬁhk*—fﬁT?ﬁ’ﬂw*ﬂwﬁﬁﬁl“ﬁ” PO T T R
1 j\ﬁeiga&;;% BT > TR 7%‘@5& SURIEVEICE B R
EINEL R 1@’?‘77 [fil £ Fy i N o [l 0 4R ?E’T?F”WIFWJ Al
L[’ﬁj —Lﬁf?([] Tl pi 1 A=Y (world-formula ) 'F;*TI& I~ FHIH’?&IH
PR YR — fngﬁm Pl AR ' (James, 1981: 30) - Al
James ?J%“é’l “J“‘J?iﬁ% IR [LJ°E’ETU > kL FERER R o KL 7
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TEBESY- APy FUR TR SR SRR AT R A
FURiZ (James, 1981:32) o EETTFI,J/ PR AL AT ECE (primacy of
practice ) » FFIHE T~ o

= ~ John Dewey WERH T &EE2L

Dewey A @?ﬁﬁg‘g s 22 ﬁ]?ﬁ LR IR PR g
ERER - VR Fﬁﬁ FIFGEEOE ] = ApLT FIIRpRERRE & (naturallstlc
empiricism) - F "AZERAVEIIRE &, (empirical naturalism) < wﬁf\:

BRI R S 2 ARG TP IR A o FUIRE B ETERL rfﬁ@
[ﬁ !, (problematic situation ) > [WEL * KRS Jzﬁfﬁiﬂf\_:" q’fxijf% JEH Y o
uileEr FHI/W o (e fpjj;hﬁugt, F % EE[‘FWJ HYFEFERL » \"?Fhiﬁ—,wr
lﬁl%ﬂﬁ (Dewey, 1933: 15-16 3 Z Y [F[F > 1992) o (HNi=> ~ KR "#:?Jﬂ
SRR « B N TRIGEA B SR ] gj{@wp o
R E[J’TFZJFJI FTJ% AUEiZ (meaning ) fi' #5H FT'?F'JJ (utility ) H=G.580
w&mzﬂvﬂm’ﬁﬂ?%oriﬁjC%Tﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬂvm
FoH | /f\_f’ ﬂr‘giﬁfﬁigjﬁﬁ\& o FHIHS & KER lfJ%LﬁF'ij_Tj T

ng‘r’?f&[’ij‘ﬁlj@‘\[i?‘j_gjﬁgﬂﬁd%@ IR - FE J SNt T Frr“ﬁ;;t%
f‘rﬂ%%ﬁ?&ﬁ?@%p clsefgh o (ISR IE) T S O Al E R R S
B“jif\:”"’r;‘“ (TSN R pVH R ) (the instrumentalist theory of truth ) ( Dewey,
1962 ; 2000 ; ?Bfﬁl@ » 1982 : 51-79) -

Dewey Tﬂéﬁ‘;‘@iﬁj[ i T AR PRy §F}F%3F+j|'“‘ (evolutionary ) 3
Pi’}?ljél (genetic) 3% » “UHERLEEID Chistoric) 3% » %”%ﬁj—%]f I
P R EH S o NI R TEISRER ) (natural selection )
AR #Jﬁ[p@@yiﬂﬁ SRAY S (T EIRE R Ay ]’EEIJ’F‘IHE,U\%E[U » FLR
éﬁ%'%ﬁlﬂ‘ﬁéﬁ'@ﬁ IR ] s e ‘%EJI o W] AR R S [ AR

A §=§| e EJF%#*/ %ﬁu‘ﬁ“]*;’[ﬁ[%pfj S N SN 2
(Dewey= 1983' 3-14) - ]%?Jﬂﬁrﬁlﬁi_fﬁﬁﬂi » YR 2R ]
ek FOHAR ) PR o PSRRI o PR T R L S A
AR S B R PR B AR S & (Dewey,
1902) - f F[;‘/ ’irjé'ﬂjiiiﬁfi:%rﬁlﬁwg*%ﬂ SVt }%”J‘lﬁﬁﬂﬂgi?’i
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5 AR T T 10 I -

M0 + Richard Rorty FVE T &8,

T [ | RS iR 2 RS Rortyfjﬂﬁ'ﬂrrf“ & (social practice )
PUFrEr | = Y > TR N 2 APV 3;%- Fﬁf’: B ﬁg‘h 7
E[2— Rtk & H‘ Te (correspond ) H' 8 (reality ) Uéﬁ@?ﬁ_ (kL
SHEF TS MENE B 0 (how we tall) HLN S 78] [l T
(proposals ) e }Zirl » (B ﬁlag;“ Y R U#—ﬂ« ﬁ?T Flir TR
3!, (discover) H I ; T&’T—?T lHi_g]JIFL;@?EJ Y JF'JFUF':EA—‘J:MF'
¥~ HeHiPs (Rorty, 1992: 34) - gy ;?lfjﬁﬁiﬂl?ﬁz”"ﬁﬁ Hg gy
=i ﬁx_fﬂpi_éﬁ B A U[HPH'J o [NIF= s BUT s B SR éﬁ T 59:[
FEFLEAR I P A )8 o 25 P A B Rl FrRt (redescription)
degr o E”TI?FJ' FEPTS ) BERLE gg RETY s T RIpV PR R e
ER o E ;a?ﬁl_@ (IR prg IR, (The One Right
Description ) iy T F|IJER ] il 7 F"TF?H'FUF*LL vEHE e ﬁlﬁt f:lﬁg?ﬁl_
o }’[{/Jﬁﬁi_‘ﬁﬁﬂ:’ s ERLIT TR EUIFLJ ('self-creation ) fH[R
pHJffv U BRI Pl UMJE;J(— FEEED ] IEJEFFIJ [Tuit» )(Rorty, 1989: 39-49 ;
(Y > 1998) - fiTE ;lﬁﬁhiﬁi ISé‘miFi PRI Al P
TF*D\_‘TI °r oo
PP SIS T i_ﬁjdﬁ’ﬂi THAEEE o IR [ Y Ffﬁﬁjﬁ'fg’l

(Rorty, 1991: 1) o Hi>" 7 hLlo Tr":"ﬂff’i%‘éj (mind and object ) EIU%%]'%E » gL
ST BV T oRLE ) BB [ﬁj i (agreement ) fIVfE ]2 (Rorty, 1991: 88)
Rorty ?Eﬂli* Y (73[[ ATk pd ) FIRERE S K (i/D ) :FBIEIF' ffl
Py e g A= %%ﬁ%h% ARLES Py - &4 Wlﬁ*ﬂﬂ[ﬂ%ﬁl B
FF %L%ﬂ/iﬂ%ﬁ”m’?’?f\_ﬁ P R R PR lyjﬁ il
THIRIREL e~ S0 IVASH O By 1 9722 %@m%w%ﬁ%@“wﬁﬂ
BT o ;ﬂﬁl r%pl@@&“ FIJ{I%  (the spectorial account of knowledge)
s gﬁhn%wwﬁﬁF IR AL & PR o = FFW%$ﬁ%

P R T *%w%%(w*%)“ﬁﬁl w%%@ggm
PV I Ry R e [N PIRERSE IR AL T8 T

_ﬁfﬂ _'n =
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—]

iﬁﬁ% 4 (a general theory of representation ) [fij=! (Rorty, 1979: 3 ; EARIEAS
1994) -

Rorty = BRI 25 [P B B 12 | RO E Q2R Py ) fi

1 F:I'»*I/Eipfjgl%h (God’s-eye view ) » T[] [F=H]EF IFﬂF”IF{&
7&'?@‘@!5@%1?‘%— EE ] i ﬁ”’rl?'ﬂ' FEsfr | (justification ) ™ ZFfg
R TR pYI-ElE (accuracy of representation ) » [ RLEF U ffd TR
RL = 35 ORI 2D PRI P 15 S 2L [ﬁ’ #Jt e~ Y Chang
together ) o Y[IF=> RI& I - 3= (coherence) iy ek L ol fY Y
o TREETE f\_lﬂ (Y uf[]:[)gﬁ:]‘?J bS5 PR TR £ P
( conversation ) f_TJr%“‘Ef /"% (Rorty, 1979:170) | ljﬂ?”;r_ﬁﬁfﬁ?f RN
i FIJFW Uﬁ_,  (edifying or therapeutic philosophy ) » 7" I'J 5[ 1= ﬁj%
(sense) R[S (science) VHIPVZEGEPVETER o (BT ERR BV T
A e T AR e R pUE O BTV IEI%TH A 2R L (Rorty,
1979:373) -

> Rorty §F‘4|%f r iFW’?‘rQiﬁ . (therapeutic redescription ) ElfJ’IiJIZ'” TPE
= PR RLI P A TPl m T 2 S P AR R - W [E R
ARPIORIR, AT - SRS RO R, M - TR
FiR| S 2 ﬁy;ﬁwrﬁﬁu@ (Rorty, 1989:9) - FEWD S R A T
DY )RR Y R O - v N

AR Il 1 ,J@gﬁ B gl rii[[%ﬁ —miﬂ,u >
BRI CRIRED VR o= 3% E”ﬁ%lj#%%@%@@
I Bty ik R AR IR ™ 57 o ML m Sl e ff o gL
i AR B o R B vm%ﬁl% 2) i > 457
EENE pglgl&’!ﬂiéﬁ& EEE %"&Fruti"ﬁ“é’u ISRV VELRLE P (R[5
frRie,

I, [ES“[FJ?FTJI 0t %'-pu W E ”igeiﬁfﬂ*ja el F'Ji Fo T ﬁ*ﬁimj P
K [ES«I[Q}‘%% |«’E‘J%Fﬁﬁ§f‘%ﬁ > Tl EJ[ES«'FJ%‘TJM S T RIpVER] 2 S
FH PPy B T ERRAOR PR - SRy BIBRRRES E T T 2
PJZ#EM e ;«yﬁ%‘i  ACTRERLEL S ’S%il[ﬁﬁ'[f??rjdl 8 %T’” 'Jlar%iﬁpﬁlqm ’ Iﬁ'ﬁ

RIS E 14 ij? R 9F{§ﬁ[ﬁ5“‘53?7:&l,l %’ﬁﬁ"l il F”iﬂ%
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;[;% °
*2 BRIRTRBEMBRILERE
Peirce James Dewey Rorty

B AR CHWE |PRRR |TRRE |

Jlfﬁ'iflﬁﬁlsru i~ p Fisiagil TOEMEER] ) R

E&’Eﬁ ??[ﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁ% At ﬁf‘%’é%ﬁ EI’Z#E&?FE% T*%"*M’E%;@E?

Frll]

DY (reality) B | KRR ] | SREGHIO LY | DR
RSP | 2d il
gy

Pk R S | R R R
* * e

TORILE (R

2 -8M (E8) T&20FRE - WEHLTE
B - ZITHIRTIAERERE

Hid o Eﬁ‘ﬁ?}‘%% [P =R e | 7 2505 = IR[pl R B 4 (back to
basics ) fl& E13X #0555 (return to practice or practice turn) ﬁ‘/i_%,l%ﬁ‘? B«' [ FTJ
,.»%'Frm_ EHEandL F”Bﬁﬂ ( Biiger & Villumsen, 2007 ) » £ Tui'_w’\ VUG
YTE?E'FFuj # (Pouliot, 2008) > " F‘/f\:l%{u_ipn%wuﬁi??‘ ( Gadinger, 2006 )

" Vincent Pouliot ¥4 T4 54 5 97 | (logic of practicality) BT [ F# KK EL

WA Ti2eg478 34 (logic of social action) #9 = A4 : [ F B8] (logic of
consequences )~ i % 14 % # |(logic of appropriateness )¥1[ 2435 % # |(logic of arguing ) »
PRBEBHGESEIE EHIZAAEARLIATH IV LAHBEEIAFOE
o BPRRAT BB TR TAARLE o
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Y RLE R ok FFUEJ 2R (Jutersonke & Stucki, 2007) P HRLE
PR R 7 U W 03 R AL R T
R S A ) O R R f - M
R EPTRE o FIT S OO & 2 E[ 3 Jefl s BAHEY TR
PSR 1e  (European University Institute ) #8E T (Ei#r) 2 [pldigy @
:Eg[gylgj;%% PR FJJEH 5T ﬁ]‘ DF (The (Re-)turn to Practice: Thinking
Practices in International Relations and Security Studies) (European University
Institute, 2007 ) ; = OO~ & Juf[H = &= T I ’§Tﬂ~iﬁt?ﬁﬁf“@wﬁ?%aﬁﬁﬁl
ﬁ:ﬂ‘%ﬁ (the Sixth Pan-European Conference on International Relations) fU&7 13
B ORHRRLT Ei R 2 AT IQ?F%IEJ (¢ | ( Pragmatism and International Relations ) ;

= QO M FEA A A - B EEET TETRIEPA  (Workshop
on Practical Reason )> }%&ﬁjéﬁ 2 X7 [ES«W?FTJ [P iy (9 22 F Ut ( European
University Institute, 2008 )

??ﬂ U%J’W%ﬁ S R S
e H (EIEE R = ZATEH ( 7~ HRL FFAYSEH) El@ipﬁ@ﬁ%@%ﬁ’
=4 [ﬁﬁ'fg%‘%%l R SR GRS SR R T A RS - P
F AR

— - EIFFRARER (1B8) TEREENEBE

W@WM%wF 1 I A S 0] B L
*ﬁf AP R PFET It > BN Kratochwil LM g |2 s »
Haas &= [l {70 AR = B0 - < Hﬁﬂﬁ?iw7%W%?
[P 1802 B TR RS 7 1R ) SRR R 2 A
Alexander Wendt (1987: 351-352 ; 1999: 63) ~ John Ruggie (1989: 880) ~ Jeffrey

Frank Gadinger (2006) ¥A Bruno Latour #= Karin Knorr Cetina 7€ % # (social practice )
Fm2& 85 » ¥R David Campbell, Jutta Weldes, Ole Weever, Bill McSweeney #= Pinar Bilgin
’7 WAL AT Eﬂﬁ%l 911 ?#fﬁﬁ’l—’fcé\"‘ WA AT AN LR R LNER
WA b BB AGH £ BFLR o
Ollver Jutersonke and Ph111pp Stucki (2007) & 3Kk & A B 59 ik fLah ot R4S - BATE
R B AR 5 o
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Checkel (2001: 567) ~ Martha Finnemore (2003: 14)fki#[fI§£ SECH[F=AE
KL IR ERE A 2 BEHIG 2R | H I B
%ﬁgﬁaﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁt?ﬂiﬂi@ﬂ<ﬁ% = A HJU? Koran
Michal 7 }J'IH'[E” B2 PP UEE% HiEl'] Kratochwil #[I James Bohman
EJ%[Eﬁﬁ?fﬁl%ﬁ@%[ |5 2 AR ST '*F“F”T B IR E AL
fijl#4 % ( conditioned )~ | MV E M IR o H RLER '1‘1?*[ i gy
(reality ) #f! T&“‘ A RN 1&%1{55*'[53?%& frdr ™| = A5 H V=Y (Michal,
2007) = [ [ES«IBJ;‘FTM BP] S AR R RN RACERL A 9 2
AOBR B [ P RLAIRLE A0S BEOFR L - R
@M@%ﬂﬂﬁv%ﬂmwaw3%WW%ﬁéﬁ’@%%ﬁﬁﬂ%Wé
REH .

— - ErRRARER X RERVNERITE

[ES«'FJ%‘FTJI'”* Bl g 2 Ay u@;{gﬁ h et F‘aﬂ;pﬂm CIEE
@E’!‘p J3EE JH"[ES«'BJ?%J[ %‘rﬁ?*‘é’ﬁjjﬁ J?F"JIZJ‘“ {91 Matthew Festenstein Fﬁf’i )
|2 ?;IE 1 l7ﬂé§l : ﬁ’ﬁﬁ‘_ % (holism) -~ BJE = & (fallibilism) -~ &
Ei2 & (anti- scept1c1srn) =S (98 ) (B (primacy of practice )
( Festenstein, 2002 ) - H[JfL#E 7] = a&ﬁlif"?ﬁ\jﬁ 2 S L
(contingency ) S5 - p%ﬁwﬁwpw1%$?ﬂ?$-ﬁ@%5@
BB TR © 1 2657 T L B R B RS (The
Editors, 2002: iii ) > Minna Jokela [I| Fé’.ih“é’l B2 b L] Tg[,. %—Fu HHPVED
fol @ % (inspiration) Fyfi > #H[ 2 Fpl— (W] 52 ‘ﬁ‘ﬁ’%ﬂéfl “%TE VLR > F%
T V[ﬂ AU BT LY B ERRE 75 FH 1% (actorness ) [IY
A& (Jokela, 2008 ) - fgﬁ I, %f',"'J} Fopl— FEFF ﬁ“@ﬁ&ﬂ ) (pragmatic
attitude or stance ) iﬁiﬂ“ R Fﬁ%%ﬁmﬁﬁir oy JLAE [ITJIZLﬁ&
AR &2 ] Ctopics ) i) & i TRLIS— [RHAEH AL ES 'Jﬁ‘gﬁﬁ&%—ru RS
( Baert & Brighi, 2008:49) -

{#~ Jorg Friedrichs #! Friedrich Kratochwil (2009) Pﬁbf“ N 7\;&[ ]
*ﬁf »fr&«%ﬂmﬂjﬁﬁiﬂiw = f_i?E'TuEH”;Fﬁ’ﬁ%a;['%wuﬂﬂ"%if’_%-ru ’
SITRRL IS T R I A T:']?A@m FIRL R 99 5 R e

i

{7
=
71>
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HH %ﬁ i[[%ﬁ i'ﬁﬁ » Akl Rogier De Langhe %™ * = 328/ 11| = ZHAVE[ S
CBRIBER 2RISR ) FERL % P » 53 B Oy L e
sl -FFrE”JZ“F”FF R SIRL (2 CRLED) OBy ] B RL P o]
(data) ?ﬁm‘t?ﬂﬂ@iﬂ%p;\j (eplstemlc interests ) [i|t: (De Langhe et al.,
2007) - S ”WTW“ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%@’%ﬂJ%%@?ﬂ
ﬁi[ﬂ AL %’ﬁﬂﬁi[ﬂj [LJFJZQZE'J SRR A &IIFEW“ F}ﬂﬁ
s I/ , [E;J[g;rjvg,ra IEE-§ T’”ﬂ PR ?&i?&@%‘[ﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁ%l =2
uinp%&Tu 2T %EIEFF’ hﬂﬁ%‘ﬁfﬁ HJ;% RV ) u% z]fﬁf?’r RN
%IIJ‘ (7 :ﬁ“ﬁ) - }&IEJFFU FTJ\F;’WEJ[ES“[FPWI 28 %ﬁ%iﬂ%—rufgﬁ ) #Jf[f\_yiﬁ
Bk ??[ pup%ﬁﬁf[ %gjf_ rﬁ K -

= - EIfFRARER T EMNEREL B

@“[FPFTJI' = AR Fjgit" ' riﬁ'%wubﬂﬁiwu B e 2 R
T AERUED AT EERSE EIJ?:IF:'EJZLLWJ”? ]IV Rl
BRI (SRR 72 HUET B0 Molly Cochran P43 17
Max Weber ~ Ludwig Wlttgensteln Jurgen Habermas 7! John Dewey | ’lfJ?T%
il > & Dewey PUgfH] = gl W = Hﬂﬂ”‘bﬂgaﬁ”@‘w;jdl 7 » Dewey [IVAIGH:
Fu‘?’ﬂ#ﬁ DR E T R ST T PE—L[_& (indeterminacy ) F”L*P FH
i El’ﬂ»%%ﬁiﬂﬁ% FEIVE . (Cochran, 2002) < Jonathan B. Isacoff it 7
Prisq grs = ?ﬁ‘? R };«Eﬂﬁiﬂlg‘%ﬁa » F2 5% Dewey #H| = AGE
R #H » PIES Dewey e B RELHIR RLTE @*ﬁr P PR Rl R
R AT [}rg[gs«[[gg?%g“ Ejjr;{%ﬁnir%‘ e (pubhc good) VRe
Jooo HEH] 2 }ngJE PN K AT R YA Y S A J;{ﬁmﬂ
( meaning ) S&fpAS * nglrju A 2 T “[FTT&£A¢JFBE]’% ip%;—rm
FIJQWJ FE| 2 AEUH r (?F"JIZL w35 (consensus of community )
T Bl RS 2 RpPUAMIE 2 & (relativism ) ﬁ‘/“é’u:{ji =3 IJEL w2 A
(foundatlonahsm) o AL o R RS TE[ﬁfJIZI“ rf[l%}ﬁkﬁfwuﬁl*
=W O PR (WG EOR) o R - R R R
HI%&TU cAE T MRS REEVE ,{zﬁf}Hq‘\ ;,%@rﬁaq;ﬁ jﬂﬁqf[““‘gu@
BU ?‘“ﬁllﬁfﬁﬂ ’ﬁi‘ﬁa?@ﬂlﬁi (narratives ) FYEFHi (45 250 % o i1
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A RLAS I S T AR Y ) Cagree to agree) FEH 2 JHPVEL A AT
DR ﬁ%ﬁ" E@?}“i{l%ﬁ FEEPEPYH S (Tsacoff, 2002) - $ % Gunther
Hellmann ﬁ?ﬁ%[ﬁ% T&[’,T '—Fu??ﬁ fil Mjd = & (paradigmatism ) fv "
H i iE[J 1%, (imcommensurability ) 1 53 T fi %ﬁ?ﬁ& P P s s (ELf
A é‘«@ﬁ”’@&ﬁ”?" i V] AU TR B RIS %'v[']?ﬁ’ﬂ F TGk
2 E?[%g"*j o ik @"Bﬁrﬁffﬂ F”ﬁﬁfhf% SRR o I
Frgd [ErH] = A @“'f‘?r}rjd ],rTIEI F”ﬁﬁ‘g‘i%ﬁid i’#ﬂ#ﬂ‘f Thepr )2,
]_ﬁ'lm\fl_fj’ﬁj ﬁi]il\ff'%'ﬁ]'[?j (Hellmann 2003) -
E‘FTF;, o R 2 R BIE T“’T%—F” i o d iﬂ%wﬁuﬁ[*ﬂﬂxﬁ AT
gﬁ{?ﬁ:ﬂﬁ%@?’u% o PR SR A S o ES«I[K%T‘J[',T%P:'—F.J&?EH o E PV
fﬁﬁ% (useful and good theories ) * ;flJr%]?’ﬁt'[ [ER A RN S ELJTFF[

M0 - BIFFRARER TR ITHRDE
[g;;[[{j;%% (R B FlFJ’ﬁTg’}“F’[Ll'[iEIfFUIZIﬁiﬂj{ FRLE 7]

ﬁ«ﬂliﬂ%ﬁau r'b:g Eﬁ’ #l }irpgl%: A —Fu Uj:ﬂ%—ru B FJ ° ri—mi]: I
oy ;{4 F'Jg F 2 IRU LR 2 K (pluralism ) 2 % JEE TV B (e [N
R 2 B LRI S o S R
RS HEHEOH | 2 S PP (DI~ FBREE) &0 WP

L EEL R [ﬁﬁf_l*ﬁ%‘i QJT S E ';Ei_ﬁ“ R AP - uE] T
P2 Sl ¥ TU@"[‘?W]’T—% Hﬂifgﬁj =y ,f;a THH] 2 AT
ﬂFiaﬂL[ JEVJIZ’I““U?*JE\_I*%“\W o »ﬂﬁeﬁ T‘ ENE B 'BJ;F,J]YEJI'«T?'I MRS

?ﬁ%-tfjgf/, HIZ S PE=e Tk [ES“[H}FT% FREFR] 2 APV > 2 R

i_%'Tuw O ST AT iR (Friedrichs & Kratochwil, 2009: 707-711) >
R ] Rorty H Jirl’i‘f;ﬁ 7% (Deibert, 1997) ~ Dewey FrplIH™% (historiography )

Yomaaea @A REAR ( competitive testing) ~ i& A LB (domain of application) -

M B 5 2 (sequencing) ~ #,4 (incorporation or subsumption) ~ #3528 (RE)

J# %] (dynamic or iterative sequence ) #) 7% % » 42 A R F 9 E AR ERRBELET - #

FRAXABAB T FHORERIRF s AARAARE L EREAGRE - £
A0 3 FRAE A R 6934 > ML Rl R A FRAE 5 BB D) (sequencing) & 454
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(Isacoff, 2006 ) == Peirce fiJ ?T%F%ii (Kangas, 2009 ) ° 7.1 > HH = ?;?T
SO ﬁ?f_@«'ﬁﬁﬁl?éﬁ P2 SRR o i PR
F’ﬁ? i HJFT’?T’?E‘& ! ?ﬁf\_@“'ﬁ?@dlu %T”??ﬁ@ﬂugnﬁi%\:&* B A
ﬁ“:ﬂ%%wggﬁﬁﬁm1w?%%#,%%WWiméW&%TW
T R (T:'Fpu) YT E’L»ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬂ SN ES*'[‘??TJI'T(?@ ?ﬁﬁ'jﬂff
%Jﬁ’%r%ﬁwéf 2 T]'[f:ﬁj ( Kratzenstein & Sil, 2008: 111) -

F%"‘Sf/[l Finnemore #I Sikkink EI"TF;[ : i;TEJ - EIU@?F%} A ﬁgﬁmﬁ%‘
B0 BB BN RORE > Y @%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%&@wmw
~ 2= 3% (Finnemore & Sikkink, 2001: 396) - H[] EIf_lﬁj“ b= &
SIEEE S P RLEN RS = B BT RS HRLE T I EklF'Jﬁ@
ﬂf@}%q?”[f:é ﬁ?["?}ﬁ d[ﬂjﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁlﬂ BRI [Jf‘gﬂy%zl" j‘ﬂ—rs’?j\m _léfJ
F”TFTJ%BT#H |38 8 33 S8 (Klotz & Lynch, 2007 108) o JiE L HEE
o iy?‘*§4ﬁ+¢uﬂ3}ﬂﬂi fbiji+$l <= Vﬁ%gﬂfi MRLIE
F’}ﬁ“]?‘f&r’lﬁq“ ¢ HE - Antje Wiener HiEl) y_$7f“4 ?«;.?:[Fru[ “AYELE i (mosaic
of constructivist theorizing ) % [n—, EML P [ fﬂ[l%ﬁ,’ﬁﬂ i) Ugji?[?‘ A PERBIE
%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁp’Ubﬁﬁé%@w@#Vﬂwﬂ%ﬂfﬁﬂ(Wmm
2006 ) o Finnemore and Sikkink 7J T’Ty_i?ﬁﬁ - FAEHT IJTJIZL“W;IE %o fﬁﬁ‘,@)ﬁij
= A H T QRIS ARSI P SRR Y - R 2 ?yﬁifﬁ@f‘i
KoEZ %Frlﬁ 9= T RLH wﬁﬁlﬁi FIJ**E ( Finnemore & Sikkink, 2001 ) -
FEIEIT B R PR S R LR 2 AR RE S VR RTCRONE
2006a ; 2009 ) -

b _EH

""Kiﬂ"“%%f??’]ﬁ?f]‘?ﬁﬁ#%il‘%“ﬁx&*%% C RFESHERBFEEANGHRE > R
Flam Tty fidfE ;s ORI —HEROLSARARNS —HEH s HELTERELY
AR 0 BARA fh{&ﬂl’b‘éﬁi’&uﬁ;ﬂﬂ BEMAFGRAEBE B (RE) fﬂ
RATIN O B P R BRI TAREENG ~ RBOFI  RBITE IHARBOHE
2@ &4 % %% (Jupille et al., 2003 ; Tierney & Weaver, 2005: 16-24) o f\#ﬁ#ﬁﬁaia’&fi
FHR LRI BAE TR R BEARGARG ZAEET - BRA B IR AR E R 2
DM RM B LB RETUAEEER - & R AR A 9235824 (Tierney &
Weaver, 2005 ; Kratzenstein & Sil, 2004: 1-33) o
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#0012 BEBIER RO TR [ B W - R
AE fFjIZJu‘TV[F E’#Prmﬁlrﬁ[fk_d = “‘g‘{glfu Bz ;;:—'ﬁ[g;ﬁ[[g%%% %F]’”F” %
%%Jh‘ IR 2 A Uiﬁ@ﬁﬁ %ﬂﬁf@'ﬁ?ﬁ% RV ©

[i:rp%;w FUEIR L R AR ES«I[E%,JWJ[,. 5;4%‘7%*3 FRY I HER T
B S - mvp Jarmes Bohman 7159 | %@H% AR 4
EJTJ”‘A%'FFU ’ THIHE:FFU?E@ D pvErTS (praxis) B o i“" SR R

gt (F BUpE T J[ELERL N BT ELEE (praxeology ) f IJES«[B%TJ[,. %ﬁ;%ﬂ‘é{ iSEsL
o T IR O R ST UT“F*I* B i - IFWIJT“MFJI
FPUH F'J,?“;’%BJ HUMRERLEC R 2 A T %5 = ;«;f}j‘ﬂjwu% E‘wﬁﬁl
SR RS = g[g’!—EJIEJTUJ ( multiperspectival theory ) #5581 95 %F",“é’l H
= ?C:"‘ﬂ#**lﬁi'ﬁpu UL el liﬁi%‘**ﬁ[%ﬁ  EFE AR ES*‘[‘J%‘T&M: (a
practical-critical IR) (Bohman, 2002 ) - Harry Bauer 7! Elisabetta Brighi r?i
) .iiﬁﬁﬁ HECR 2 AT R LR T WY
[ @"W?Fﬁl?ﬁﬁ - % 5 (penumbra) 1 FIAFTHHIR o PNERE D2 FHpu gL
Féﬂau_ Qﬁ%iﬂuﬂliﬂ% i Fph 2 %@“'ﬁ%j\;&l{b”ﬁ\ X EEE T E
SRR o B PR R e
B = IEI[ESQ'@J%IIMﬁ”ﬂ'%ﬁﬁﬁf%wl’@i J3E e BYD o HrE] 2 ;«ﬁw%
K ES«[BJ?FTJ[ @@gﬁﬁ,wu@ﬂéilr (iconoclasm ) ’%E'lﬁfgﬁ@wﬂﬂ@@'%ﬁ
VRIPVEIBRE 5~ R SR SN plask > i3 fﬁﬁf’“ﬁ%ﬁlji‘:ﬁ
Ff??‘fh TUPE% (eclectic inquiry) » HEH BETPUAIHE ~ > RIZEHHTG - B
HrH] = AR [ES“[W?E:JI T EE EJ]I:J% ﬂ?F, 2] F1U .3 ( Bauer & Brighi,
2009b: 2) o H[IELI) HEEE T EILY, [ES“W?FTJI iﬂ%wuﬁuﬁ'@ﬁ (TG A1
‘l‘f?@[ﬁﬁ'ﬁ%‘%fﬁ FVEI S *“L*l‘?ﬁi_— Bl EE R 5 RIS
ri@"ﬁ?%l’fé’u“%ﬁﬁi[ 9.$7F1§|1 A f\_}‘ﬂjﬁw%ﬁ B2 SLL" f\_mﬁiﬂﬂl
LY I T*"“'ét*ﬁ (i == A ] IEI[ES“‘FJPF»I:J[,Tﬂ*HI%V |Fh R 2
i @F"“%Eﬁ'[ﬁﬁ'ﬁ}?%IT“E“IHJF'J’?”% (texture) > I'J "~ Rl ES*‘F??TJIT%H%??FE‘
BUEN IINEINE EJ G Pl e B A G. = (Friedrichs & Kratochwil,
2009: 711-714) -
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EPAELE W2 RSP Y SRR -
B2 Spl— FEEH] TLTE‘EWA » I “‘ﬂiﬂm 27 = R EEFSHHEE! (reasoning )
Hﬁﬁ(&wnwm> Bl W@WHﬁ“éﬂ*ﬁﬂ“WW#%
22 A IJ?F'JI?[“ ¢ H1£ 9t > Jorg Friedrichs and Friedrich Kratochwil PI '] %’F i
?%F'} OIS TR ST P RN R = S 2T
Friederichs [V Fighting Terrorism and Drugs: Europe and International Police
Cooperation £ {758 2 $23k s E'Jilf_}ﬁ% ( Friedrichs & Kratochwil, 2009:
723-724) - %'Frun ”H‘ﬁy}ﬁ%%ﬁl@?ﬁlé% B S AR SR A F' ’
T IE'i_[ES“‘W?FTJI E Y’f%i' (R = HZEh= &) g‘ﬂﬁl*%i' i CHAE=
WH’%&I%W[ﬁﬁmw@WVF ?H'W%ﬁ[m# Wﬁ@m
I J; F , g{a [ [ES“IFP%YEJI B %FF”ELJ%H Egspl o

I FIOTIR a“:ﬂ@W@ﬁnmww[Iwﬁtﬁw
{7191 David Owenév”E E“Jﬁ”ﬁﬁg‘ﬁ%’ [E@«'Fﬁﬁlf?iﬁ [fJ IR
IFJ,’?%HF g[ﬁﬂﬁﬁjﬁﬁj fodix:IF 0 (theoret1c1sm) Hi J TpUE [”V[HJ fl ¥

U]Eﬁ 53 ]LLJIE]EH’—JIZJUL_I”’ . @ﬁﬁ%ﬂ—tﬂi ) [}'}yi[” HEE:® JFIJ*‘J‘I:TF &I
Dewey 85| z«»?"[ﬁ&‘ﬁﬂ%‘%ﬁﬁfﬂgl%tm P THIRE EL BRI TR S sk
iF, ( government ) = iF[% ( governance ) FEEH - [IIH i ES EERSIET
(engagement ) A% ELAHH-fY (processual ) idi |ZEE TR %EJ*%[‘TV[H [
Fﬁ%lf?*[[ F’ZEJQ;E'T fﬂﬂﬁi CETHEST A ER ] J*Tﬁfl’k—lj ?5@:_‘4/
jEiJ?“EI R ) WP ES‘IBPFTFJ[T—%? if'r]-—ij jF'Y‘EJQS«[m;‘T&] T ﬂ*fﬁ: IJ%;}FET}’@‘ (Owen
2002 )  Peter M. Haas #{! Ernst B. Haas [l H| «}3?7}“4 Fo R = E,I[ES«'FPFTJ[,. B
7” [JiJFE'TUTﬂEI ) Jﬂpgﬁ E%L%dﬁfﬂ'ﬁ” (social reality) fi9e]e > I')
be‘JIzlu‘%ﬁ]ﬁﬁg (I %WﬁJ —;f,}ajt;.-;zﬂia'ﬂéﬁ?ﬂl[Pﬁrgl, ) FI*EJQ:EHEH'JEFEEJEJ
Wﬁﬁﬁ’ %%ﬁﬁwmﬁ%uﬁmj@ ”i%Wﬁ%w%#iﬁw
ﬁ?amﬁVaﬁfﬁWp Jﬁ%w$%’ﬁlwwW@m
lﬁ “bii FFUEJ?F[E’L"\&\FQ (Haas & Haas, 2009) o Fl %= > Anni Kangas’l[?*]ft]]JiE_fE'J
Pierce [IY js’F?f%Fu PRSI aﬂiﬁ”’ﬁ PR R A R — i S [
(popular culture) - P = AF A EOFEVE IR B 1) HER [EW‘\?F;?F’}ER
%HEIU (792 5 IyREHR 2 puiERy (Kangas, 2009) -
ff‘“ﬁlﬁrg]ik AYE gt > Wesley W. Widmaier 3 -t £%, Robert W. COX}L-H B

_ﬂ
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J%TI:JI % Tk 53 B EE(problem solutlon)ﬁllﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ*"‘[ﬁﬂwu(critical
theory ) ?ﬁﬁflﬁ"%@ﬁ; ’ vx?ﬁﬁ“] AR [\JT%AF“ﬁ:?f‘ﬁij] o lﬂﬁﬁ\ﬂﬁ 53
F ﬁ*ﬁ%@«'ﬁiﬁﬁl Inf:']iruﬂjéﬁ’:ﬂ' P*?E" JErH] «].iﬁ“ﬁ* a"m?I:[WU%WUJJT’?
e ST R L SR e N IEI[ES“[[%T;&M HA= ﬂi‘wﬁb?ﬁlﬁ R
= ke “ﬂ% ( Widmaier, 2004) E\r R F‘Jy_i*ﬁg aa;d:i:ﬁ%[}{jﬁ
= A [ELE R E rﬂbm HE e ”W@ﬁjﬂl b Tﬁ—f’” , m@qﬁg;ﬁ \;I/I-IJ Fﬁ&;
&ngriwuﬁu’liﬁzlu ) Hqéz,*gfl, 'iPTrJE'”J o
A SRR R G R B 2
il Llrpjaqngf,ﬂ[as«'[i?rw.%?ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁg .V HIF IJEﬁf%ﬁJﬂl ; riiﬁ%u ¢
v IHIFQW*%E' ’FEWT?SE H] (work) |7 = (coherence) - I'JT-
?51[] (legitimize ) JE[ HlsE (use) ( Teti & Hynek, 2007: 19) - H[JfL T = ZEIH
%FFUJ (a consensus theory of truth ) | lJfﬂD%ﬁ;’ﬁﬂ B o i ES i F o PIRLT ) &
R RNt RTEE ﬁ’?’ﬁﬁwgﬁ G - }Z\f IV R S
%lﬁjﬁiﬂiﬁa—ruﬁjj i j:["ru (agnosticism ) > B H |2 K (BRI EAURE RS
P MR ﬁ[ﬁ&'[ﬁﬁﬁh% F”?[?JFE'E*HQﬁ ’ Fé’iﬂF'? ?4 flr “drdy, E AT
e lﬂlﬁlﬁfu:{ji %[ES«IWFFTJ] T %'-Pu [Jﬁ'%@ﬂﬁéﬁ%#ﬁj R e 572 o HiH] =
ENEE 7 = FHIEJEE “t"iﬁf_lj‘??—??éﬁl ( context-dependent) ~ =
B~ FRRIPY o IS SRR SR RSPy o ) ;;5%‘5&?@ PR
N FF' £ (timeless wisdom )+ [N ’-""TF.::‘FJ']EIJr ;ﬁlingi:”E\J,\\ 19( contingent )
[*”F“]F ZHrH 2 ?&F LféﬁﬁH’ rj"ﬂ%‘ffr‘%%'wu (a correspondence theory of
truth) = J=fYELEE CAILRL EEILH' [ *"VH\f\j ff FEHVE) o AR~
PR RY TE = (8 e BT i) 2 }&F'FJ@%’Q*TEITN“A*[Qgi_ﬁ
(B Y (superior ) I (Tetl & Hynek, 2007: 20-21) - Ll;{,/ﬁ {ﬁ}?‘_i*’ﬁﬁgﬁ[[[it}«'
53?*%%[{?’[ AR ?s.ELJfT% e 9% PLBAR T JF"[ES«[B];—‘%YEM THYZ i
e CRE= Bz & ’“JT [P A = PR = SRR (S
HAZ &) | Niﬂ%ﬁ:u o
FHF= 1 ﬁ'ﬁl@‘ﬁﬁﬁ[. Fb— R SFRUUFERR o bR IO
F“%@Ffﬁrﬁ%ﬁw| ( Biiger, 2007 ) - f‘ﬂ*@ﬁ'&f P2 A TN F
Fﬁ%ln SHHT 5%@“557?%% R »f«&-%’ﬁ CHE= A= ph= %) puEF
ﬁ*g@f F AR F ﬂL[ES“[FJr}ﬁj:JI ER T FE N 2 A (B S

;tﬂt:‘ai
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@ﬁj%ﬁj jﬁ JEE S AR ﬁ[%ﬁﬁﬁ* oo FHRLE[SA Hﬂ:u r]
WmmFV*)Wﬁ%*%ﬂ;ﬁ%@@ﬂ“;qﬁﬁkﬁﬁ [%HJ T
FIf Uﬁ*@gﬁ " 5[4 Jorg Friedrichs i BP#FH e ﬁi HERE A2 A
[":Hm?fﬂwﬂ Bh o pLpr ) P TS ;«;El %ﬂl— 7> ( Friedrichs, 2004:
122-123) = [HIP=o E) u%,l‘ﬂ”}fyﬂf’TF“ﬂ,RH‘“*ﬁ'ﬁ H yﬂﬂ“: HEH o ME-
%I[ES“[W?F»I:J e ﬁ’f“* »f«&«ﬁ”iﬂﬁﬁ JEE T R e

h ~ BIFREERE BHEB EENE VR EmILER
— Adler « Kratochwil £] Haas 4=~

ﬂ“ﬁﬁ*%[ﬁm%$wj%ﬁi{fW[’ﬁi RV
1@[ o ng;,{/[[ [— R [ES‘IW;FTVJ],TEM Fl B 5-—, ?'yﬂir?itﬁfédf”f'i:m@“' g;, EIJQ
}yEJiﬂﬁﬁTu4‘iﬁ’ foLiiﬁﬁf;7 SETH 4“J;~;;EJﬁﬂ5F‘Hii [ Pt John
G. Ruggie H«ﬁi?f“i FoT M EHEN] 2 A ’Uﬁﬁi FH[RLE A E’?}JF’,%"E\J M7
5”_ @ﬁ: o ooy FA'] HH] 2 }yﬁliﬁlﬁsﬁ i AT 2 AT
Elfliﬁ"?ﬂ A ?[?ﬁn‘rf@%ﬁ% (speech act theory) - ?TELE[F‘*J%FEF’E ) ij[l[FJf
Searle |‘ﬁp][’l‘J;‘E]§l[J F‘Wﬁlhﬁmiﬂ%‘fm I b;;@f[igﬂﬂrfﬂeew% 4 o
lﬂi’:p]&uﬁﬁ - AR :,!3{ Ruggie 4 * -~ Ernst Haas Peter Haas ~ Kratochwil -
Nicholas Onuf ~ Emanuel Alder ~ Martha Finnemore ~ Katzenstein ~ Jean Elshtain
Z7 5 (Ruggie, 1999: 240-242) o EH[H B2 K IJﬁM“ = FH M EL Xavier
Guillaume Ar7E[1Y r%ﬁ@fﬁ} % ; (Guillaume, 2005) iﬁ/’ﬁ, |8 B
*%3 =N TN ﬁﬂ Peter M. Haas 7! Ernst B. Haas [ 178 - | g ) ﬁlif“?" EL%’EJQ
‘%Efglﬂj’l/ﬁ"sf » AV SRF ERHC R «]3?# = & o ljjj\_j{ygll F'J«]i?[“ﬁ = a&_, ?{3\_1*’ =
gif 53 #r b pLIECE T Ruggie }",Li'ﬂjgeﬁ I 7;/3}/ O SBR[ ﬁ# e
VYR EE > Hil] Adler ¥ Kratochwil H} ol B Eﬁ KL Adler
FELEH] = E&f_yiﬁé Fufl Jﬁ%ﬁiﬂé’ E g (epistemic community )

Pomnmt ABIANRERGY %%%%%ﬁim%ﬂ‘%é%,u&#iﬁ%g
RMERRBARLIE  BARZADZZAGHAHT LR -
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%A@ij\gﬁﬁ* e ik T” ( middle ground ) R fLA g;ﬂ]g,l B2 HAYNEY
Kratochwil FI[JfLPELE I 8rH] 2 55 ’F' =] S HF” , P rj[g [?ﬁ’ﬁ‘ﬁ%%
:ﬁﬁgg{% NR gF{%Iﬁylﬁ;;%Jﬁ‘ﬁjﬂlélﬁ[ {% ; Haas < <" [l[[RLF 178 gy B S
# iﬂﬁﬁ“ﬁ“:ﬂw#r#ﬂ*% H PR g 2 A
Rudra Sil and Peter J. Katzenstein > I'J /]2 & (=EEE TS5 frfrpe = 5
(‘analytic eclecticism ) | ’lfJip%Erﬁj»j% y Fe J%Fr"” 2 g ’J““ 7 %—f’” (i
TE P AETEES R WS 'LJ%EJZ# ( Sil & Katzenstein,
2005) -

— ~ Emanuel Adler (VE BT HETL

fi Adler pu {Ef[1 > J[1% Dewey ~ James = Peirce | ’lfJ@Eﬁ’ 5“',”'[5‘?‘?% P
BRTHL s 1y TR A I T (Adler, 2002: 97 5 2005: 97) = Adler I?: 7
ﬁ“:ﬂiﬁﬁ*ﬂwﬂ*ﬁ?ﬂﬁ P 5 e
RLE R AR (Adler, 1997:328-329) « PRI 5 %:‘axﬂiﬁ
R BEEN 3%_aﬁﬁ¢ PR - AL BT (@
B = AV TR E H : 5&¢Fﬁ'—ru s RO = TR
2% ﬁMWEFﬂF@% B A1 R LT 2 B (R
R PUE [ii‘[éiﬂﬁéﬁ 1K Fjg Fo ]%[ ?E%EJZTL |J§Jim+” ( cognitive
evolution ) %Fﬁiﬁﬁ”ﬂr%‘ v (social reality ) ’QJipliﬁj ]’“‘f\L_?F[TH“J[H il
ﬂ'ﬁrﬁijiéf.ﬁi“ﬁﬁ“ @Tﬂ”qwﬁ“ ;%L u*@ﬁjﬁﬁ PRI TR
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f (Adler 1997) o
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fwﬂ# gﬁﬁijﬁr;ﬂwWWﬁnm%u1w%§
prwi g?@j\_g[gﬁ HOSSE ELJ“F““I'%—#J;;( JE;FEL]"@EI’HH‘[% o [F ﬁu—tj
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ELF@E Elﬂﬁﬁg‘%f{gjﬁa[g{@%Hl,q 1) F ;geuésv* ﬂlh;f%ﬁﬁ,%ﬁt guﬁj,
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Fpulﬁ b2 E) B Wendt Eﬁﬂiﬁ TEHT % (Adler, 2005: 31-88)
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e ER YRS o %W’mi—ﬁiwurﬂﬁ S E
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SR T AL (R RORE (0 A B
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S ST B R P b P B i [
flT > 9[7% Rorty ~ James ~ Deway * Putnam = Pierce [/ H |2 % ?T @Eﬁ
f\_ﬁ[ 'jEI*J (acting ) {=£% uiﬂ%#ﬁwﬁl 'El[[’ T FLI A 5 J/ﬁ& ¥+ (being )
FK/EJ:V (‘'speculation ) ( Kratochwil, 2007b 2007c 2007d ; 2007e: 496 ; 2009:
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o TR BURG ) T R R DRI TR T
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practice of science ) ﬁ& F(E[Z) wHEEAVEEE | (communal practice ) 3T
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_»Tf%?ﬂf\_ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂj o l*‘i[%z‘ﬁ RS gﬂr’?ﬁ%ﬁ 'Jj:ﬂ%;—ruﬁf’%r’ Eﬁh 71 =
BSOS PR (brute) F1EF -~ AR A EEIR S (hybrid) F16 o PIgk
HUUCRLF SRR S Ak > IR u glghﬂﬁﬂ,—:t B e

O e E P EERE TN LAN S RARDE BB EELNENIAY LS

o T AT A &9 F AR 645 Jurgen Habermas $2 Paul Ricoeurs B {# Habermas
BAETHSTRIALERG » {8 B#AH) 2% > @ Ricoeur A% AKREH » B4
S T AT R AT R R T AL o



104 [BS"'MSE-;J #H ﬁ*ﬁ}? TUFUiU%FTUJJT’T B

BT 2P (RS R RS RO R
mﬂq%%ﬁmwm%%oﬂﬁﬁwﬂ%#ﬁ?&ﬁﬁ@ﬁ’w{ﬁﬁp
B WO RUEL s R fem b e F::@Lﬁfiq‘liﬁi = 5D J&ﬁ'ﬁ?'“ » R (A
4mw@1ﬂwﬁwFLH¢#wLw?@’@%% upﬁﬂ*w%%°

@[$ﬂiwﬁlﬁ$ﬂ@ﬁ{mﬂ’ﬁiﬁ ru%%ﬂﬁiﬁmﬂ
PR S 01 g - iﬂHQ@Wf R H B
ﬁ;ﬁuggﬁ. ) JEQ (%ﬁ_ﬂgﬂ) _ﬁﬁgﬁur?: jFﬁLip%:zr%Eﬁf 2| R A

%@H$%w%%%#3@#’U“%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ$%%fﬁfgm$@
fE‘iEU[ﬂ'ﬁfﬁ’&‘}‘ﬁjﬂ (Haas & Haas, 2002b: 588-591) -

P11 PR £ I8 P A = 5 o LB AL R i
_%%ﬁ%$ﬁ$uﬁrmﬂﬁ$w%@ u¢uJ¢%%WLEngPEJ
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On the Epistemology of Pragmatic
Constructivism in International Relations Theory:

Its Origins, Character, Development and Challenges

Ta-hua Mo™

Abstract

The history of international relations has been written in terms of “great
debates” among different theories. After the third great debate, researchers moved in
a more pragmatic direction and away from the metatheoretical debates of the past,
particularly epistemological and methodological controversy. After decades of effort,
pragmatism emerged as a rising trend in the IR conferences, textbooks and journals.
Some researchers havereferred to this as a “pragmatist turn” or “unexpected
renaissance of pragmatism”. Pragmatism has not only influenced international
relations theory, but also has had an effect on the epistemological controversy
within the international relations constructivism. Constructivists such as Friedrich
Kartochwil, Emmuel Adler, Peter M. Haas, and Ernst B. Haas have claimed a
pragmatic constructivism, incorporating pragmatism as an epistemological stance
against Alexander Wendt’s scientific realism.Pragmatic constructivism argues
thatIR should get back to the basics, that is, back to question-driven orientations, an
appreciation of different epistemological and methodological approaches, and an
emphasis on practice. The aim is to develop a more practical science of international
relations.

This paper explores the philosophical pragmatism of Charles Peirce, Williams
James, John Dewey, and Richard Rorty. The paper examines their epistemological
perspectives and pragmatism as a metatheoretic foundationfor pragmatic
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constructivism. It also discusses epistemological issues, the relative strengths, and
methodological contributions of pragmatic constructivism. Finally, the paper looks
at the future challenges forpragmatic constructivism.

Keywords: International Relations Theory, Constructivism, Pragmatism,
Pragmatic Constructivism



