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1997 4 Richard Betts 1“Should Strategic Studies Survive?”ky
B B E LT World Politics | - 5128 B W BfF 52 ik BEET SR A %
( Betts, 1997: 5-33)-2000 4% Betts F & X 55— 44 HA 1] International
Security &3 “Is Strategy an Hlusion?” » & & M Y 5 FE B[] JFE Bk Bk
FHHISHLHL A (Betts, 2000: 5-50) - &R - 2 7Bk 722 e
A0 Fee B AL A B S SR R BRI T S P TR R A R I B R R O
Bk W& B 9 HH B B R SR 52 5 [ (Payne, 1996: 2001; Gray, 2002;
Baylis et al., 2002) - kR - (SRR R - ERICFHEE ~ HREZEM
R~ 2 BRI BB R T RE AL T IR RO R BRI BR R R R E T
2 Ry B R SRR BRI o DT DIBER T R EEH &
Dlanfe] A 250GHE F 07 e BO R ERIS I 98 - (K122 2 B8 B R Y o 4
EREE H R o B - DU 384 4 Ry I 40 2 Bt J2 7 K
B oo HELHIFEEE - < BRI B B S22 R R IE A B 1 REE » H
P T S o5 % BRI % g P S BA RS B [ 58 20 s BRI S B TR T Y SRR B %
EL PR AR - T R 58 11 B M BF 52 R R AR Y 7 vk A - U BF 5 L o
DU S B {5 ep o

THI S AT A BE A+ BB BT 98 ELAY 2 85 A OR BRI 2 BB IMER
5 e A 5 1 S A O £ O R R R TR 0 Y ( state-centered ) 2K ¥ 2
h ol B BT 5 Bl 22 2 BT 58 e B SR IE SE Al JB I RHGT - R A 2
IEHERRME 2 MR - S S B 22 35 1 b A gl PR - 2
It o AN SCEA B B R B SR AT 0 M RREE B SR o WS B - R
Bt 5 36 1 2 i B 22 - (e BROPS 2 BB ] B9 R 1 W BELBAF 52 - TR L 75 1A



4 HHUREEERERI2009/5 — s Py

B 5 A T P i R FE B B o (BB BT S AR AR AT LR G E  E9f
L B E - & eI T el ~ & 2 BRI 1 1R RS - PR ITH
ofF 5% 0 Gk A A g 7 9 e B LSRR A 0T - P PR B B O A A A R
TTHCAI B S - B f% e B B S B A (L B D RE - G B HE R 2K AT E
WrsEJimE

= BRI RARE - E RS

(—) MR

FEVE ST - Mg (strategy) —FAREIEHE R » i P Ay SR
PR SEE ] ] ) A B IRR B - W R Bz 38 (generalship)  (McLean,
1996: 480; #fts:gE » 1998 : 12-13) - 1k » FEHEE (Byzantine) 7%
[ Rf AR B 2 7 A (Emperor Maurice ) - fREx SERF B FHHRHE T 8K
W& o (A B SL Strategicon) » F A FIIHR = 5 K & ( Palmer, 1978: 73) -
Makers of Modern Strategy —E{E#& 2 — Felix Gilbert 5 H - BLHZHY
IR A E W H B A2 (Nicolos Machiavelli) IRfj o FA 2 —71E
H B B KAV S B MR TT By (Gilbert, 1986: 11-15) o fEHhBE] » T
W o — & Ky B 51 F) RS T Al - SR R B s 5 FULRE R K G I Py ]
(BT Ik ) B BLATRY RIS A S5 AR AF (Sl - 1995:3) -

AT OB B FEROE MG AU (L 18 THACRIER 19 {HACH] - LRI A]
At 2 B WS T 22 B L B IR U] - B R B R 5 TR Y A £R 2 B T SR
My sl - P ER % (Napoleon Bonapartem 1769-1821) il EL
B o IGAE TR, o~ TIRE, o~ TR, > TR FEREFE S
ANE DL B R DL B RIS B A o T R i se 55 FEAE 4K (Carl
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Von Clausewitz ) Ei# k2 (Antoine Henri Jomini) DIEERE & ERRY
B SE ] R BFE B 5 - IR R T (BSEm ) (On War) Bl (B
2di7) (Artof War) M2 F - SERATSEFE BRI EE - L
FOEE U RIS Y ] o 58 - 2 25 L 2 3 - Gray & iy O
FRERIE > (Modern Strategy ) - ti& L Clausewitz ks iff 5242 BE ( Gray,
1999a: 16) - Buzan tHF%y » bR ER1E G ¥ 1% g g - H
Clausewitz fiE5¢/2 19 {HACLIZK » 52 28 5 = B B 5% i 92 f 2L AR TR Y
APy Ay AR BE BGT AR S B G b 72 A 5B - B ARt E E e L
BAEHE S FR Y ML EE (Buzan, 1987:32) - Holsti [X1fy & Bl#E i -
Clausewitz HYEE T EAE » Ry & QB BR BOG 22 5 IRET B R o Rk
TN - NEERABE %S (Holsti, 1996: 6-7; Holsti, 1991:
13) - HILEH - BRI B SRR R R - HEEXIEH
MR AP R HEE PR EEE - EDL 0
W Ry — P B SR 92 B 3 S B T R R Y 220 -

FHRA B BB 57 T BB BT Bl - B e B S B e a1
B 5 =0 2R 0 A R R B B AR AL S B i AR - T 2 B K T
oy 25+ B REUAR A o A I 2 B S PR - AR R BN RS B 2
i (multi-dimensional ) £ 1914 £E {55 — K T UK BE 2 1939 55
TR SORE - W] DU B H R B G G R (R O Sy
U - PRI B BT S 0% 8 4 i A B T B SR B AR R ER L - SRR
fang %y (Liddell Hart) fy (EM%Ga) (On Strategy) - yABIWE#H
(Andre Beaufre) By (#kES &%) (An Introduction to Strategy ) Ed
(HENS : TEEEEGHR ) (Strategy: The Indirect Approach) - DIk ER
F5 3 (Alfred Thayer Mahan) #y (#ig#HE) (Sea Power) 2 ILIHIfAIIY
REAME - Kol —12RyE Mahan » H3EE 58 R — RKERET - {HighE
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AR E R EBIE - AlZIEI R IIIRAE « RIEZK - LI
RGBT THRE - (HHEFE 8P EE & - K
B BT 5233 Clausewitz ~ Jomini By {0 /5 BT AR 2 2 -

— R S - AR T DL MBI R 2 R SR Y
H o WELE @ B RIS LI o iR BRI E AR AL T K 2R
TH 5 ol Bk 37 B RE AN 3+ NIf {12 BRI B 2 Y DO LAY - Booth#E H - B
s BT 52 2 70 (L RO RE BE E RZ 2 1945 .2 1% - WS v = S B -
S H RIS B E S (Booth, 1094: 109-119) « 55— BL ky
1945-1955 - fif Ty TR NS B 5% - T2 B B SE OB S I T - B
A R MR - 25 RS B¢ Ry 1956-1985 » i Ly ik et ffF 52 5 <2 1
(golden age ) - Jtk J0 ii] 2 ik Mt BfF 52 3 A K52 b B2 1 BfF 52 A A Y B 22
RFHA - TWRREH o e Mt BfF 92 O R Lo R RE - F 22 Y SRS A AR R
FEMH - RSB ~ AR LB FER S SR EERER
18 Jed T Y RHER B 5 AP 92 Cinterdisciplinary study ) o fif 3% & Bk Al
BT - B E M (discipline) BTGB A - Hik
HACER M 22 % e J8 P B 22 35 Kahn ~ JE 3% B235 Schelling ~ RS2 35
Kissinger ~ Bti5 23 Brodie jz Huntington ~ Z¢ 2> £ 35 Jervis Bt B i iff 55
2.2 Gray B Buzan S 2 WF 76 BRI 9% i A ARG R G - 55 =
BBy 1985-1991 » 7 Koy Mo HY Ey BEG WS BT 52 7 U 4 27 g L5 52 ) e s 4t
F - RS SEFa AR ALEL T 10 AN E RV o 2 Ik - BoothBd Buzaniy
IR o DU BCR B BN BT S B ML Ay o iR SR R A A
Fr DLER IS ifF g2 248k FT ¢ (extinction) ( Booth, 1994: 119; Booth,

1 A2ZFEEF A FAIFI R~y F# % 2 Kahn (1960), Schelling (1989), Kissinger
(1969), Brodie (1973), Huntington (1983/1984), Gray (1999a), Jervis (1989); Buzan (1987)%

R R
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1996: 334-335; Buzan, 1991: 272-273; Buzan, 1998: 33-35) -

Booth Fit £ H #Y af 85 12 15 2 B ARG SRAT A - 5 IR B IS i 22 1K T A% 1
WHRH J R AR - I AR TR HY 2 T e B B A A T RE T B - BRI B S
RIS 1) S SR Y &2 T 5E - IR - I hR SMEBR SR DR EE - 2
{0 2 i L B 5 A [ 52 T o B PR B o BRSBTS R A EELHT RE 3 AU S
Bt — U7 EH FUERPHAY AR B ¢ 53— TR B B B
FE o 7 T R BT SR OR 2K E SR A BF SE B R B EY ) - Betts » Payne, Gray »
Baylis B Wirtz <525 » DUL I 0 BB 2 $8 5 1% 1% B IRy ST Sk et BF 52 Al
T PRI 85+ 3R e 7 3 B S P 2 B R B R PR B 52 5 17 ( Betts, 2000
5-50; Payne, 2001; Gray, 2002; Baylis et al., 2002) -

fEEERY R W LIRS 3 - BRSO SR B IR R - e R B
FA) B R B S BRI 5 - 4 e 22 T AR G e o AR O B T B
¢ » FE 1950-60 FEACUERAKRE R - BRI 038 g 52 T 2
PG G R & — - AHEWTFE RIS 15 B R T - BRI i
PELES T R o 152 Sl b (o L AN I Q3 - 18 1T A A HH B B P
FURCAR o [RIBREY » o IE 2 B2l {5 7R 52 AN i (g P B B B BR - 2 329K
MEFHFEK -

(Z) EEMEH

i — e S AR R B DT SR SR Al L B R H S B (R B AR S
MBI 92 R SR - (A RIRF AR A AT ERYE Egrh - el & b
FeH RS A AP R 22 2 -

1. EBAR
DHERETREEHE R &FRE —FTLLEYEESE - &
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flE Clausewitz - fligE Ry = " Bt 2 HI 8™ (engagement) YT B KA
e Ry H AR (Clausewitz, 1976: 178) -, [AFthaREE : " §kig.Z
HFEEEEE . AlJEEER S - | (Everything in strategy is very simple,
but that does not mean that everything is very easy )( Clausewitz, 1976:
86 ) o 53 — v [F] IRF A 1 B SR B g 52 Jomini » 44 5 _E R 40 Clausewitz »
T R S B S — ) £ HH AR ) 0 [ L A0 - (L EL B s i R A 38 R A
FUHE R P B PR - FE R B Moran FE 7 Jomini Ty &
ik B8 I E R R (Moran, 2002: 25) - Hik - FHHHVE
HHRIE S Liddell Hart $2 1 - 7 B2 o0 Fic B 38 ] B 58 T B R BUR
HARRY Rl - MR I8 - HE (HIS) 1TENER " TR E
(Strategy: The Indirect approach 7RI EZEGER ) » A REFHELES L
I A2 o [EIFF - MREE R fE L HE RIS < FOEAATAERY T R
(grand strategy) - iR B 5 0= BRAS LT E85T - (5 T B I B B
6~ Ry~ Fhas ~ SR (Hart, 1967: 336-370) - %% Andre Beaufre
EFE TR ZEIRRE (dialectic) RyZefly - BiE ERIFERIH - 2
S E AT By B T i ) KT R O O R RE 2o ( Beaufre, 1965:
22) -y BRSPS E A Clausewitz HYSEE Mg #E L Wylie '€
# o0 TERIRE RNy T L H YT E AT I T EN A (plan of
action) - R —HERSEZEESHRATFE (asystem of measures)
(Wylie, 1989: 14) - ; LEE5E (DOD ) HIfjR: ki — B 1y
MR o SR ) TH - 35 LLE e - BRE (5) R
B P2 A ) o L FELHE LR &7 (US Department of Defense, 2009) - |

Ll EHEFEEREIEITEE E T - H ] RERE XTI A
O AE B IS SR B E ] BB B - BRI T - B A
rmh — R B AR B E T - B EENZE - TSt e g
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F1°) B 5 B M BfF 92 B S AN 35 DU - BT 140 Liddell Hart gt 35 4% sk
WavEe - TR R B R o B I SE (LIRS ) 15
EEEE - BT E LRSS RN EA - R
JE (Hart, 1960: 66) - , #1552 > HEZ TR HH > BRAERIZR
ZEWFE - JF TR AR ) ERE - IR A AT
BRI AF o BIKANL 8 DU Ry B BF FE % 00 142 BT
BT B BN P A S R 2 Y S Y S

2. XAHBHBEE

(1) 7B BORE A

B HL Ry WM ER Al MR R 22 3 » FEHE 1958 47 fiy 250 " I R B s i
Z2H1 ,  (International Institute for Strategic Studies, 11SS) A ES :
T B Bt 52 S B A il 22K B0 T A e E A o) 2 o A (S EE
1995:2) - | S—fiFEHHVEIS I SEERE Gray - B EEIE & F A5
b - s - TEREER D EEBUGEE CHER - A EE
BNE - WAZBUGEE - E R 1R H A 60 B
MR T1ZW5e (Gray, 1999a: 17) -, Gray thigg - Bl T 5eE —
T % A (dimensions) RYRFSE - H DIEGE KB 35 Ry IO 20 » A1 4)
RS TS ~ BEE ~ HEE o fHE - BEH - b~ ke~ BEAR - B -
IRF 22 B ~ 3 = S [AI 3R - {5 AR Mt Bff 5 i R 6 JREE O R38R B ( Gray, 2002:
126-129) - Betts yERELEL Gray UL » Sl &4 HF ke 7 28 By — il 5
fi (link) FB - For T RIS 2 B 3 T B BBy H iy R84S
HE T B B HAYRIAYE RS (Betts, 2000: 5) -, EEBUAEHE
Bull AIF Ry « T BRNE S AE AT ] Sk iy zevh - anef5E A B i H
FA Y 229l B RHEE (Bull, 1968: 593-605) - I £ Schelling 7E " i
ZEB G 4 (theory of game) HYfREEIREAIEAYE M FE ! © 7 BN
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HEWARRY I = FHREE (efficient application of force) - i
e E R (exploitation) B RGHYRE ST o B FT BE UTHY N 2 AR
TRERE - TR R EEREE (Schelling, 1989:5) -

AN - e H BRI T 52 22 25 411 Booth ~  Halle ~ Buzan ~ Murray
Bl Grimslay 55 - 7E [ 5% BR 1R O 7o BE o Bk s o1 2 3t 2 20 i 2 B s B
5% o Booth 38k : " HEKNGZEIE T3 My — a0 E - FHIR 2 R
PRanfER D EE TR - g BB R MR ARIHSE (Booth, 1994:
109) - , Halle AEFEMSHTTE Ry © " BUGEARIE T HEETBI 2 K
EEA R 6E B T EEAYMISE (Halle, 1984: 4) - | Buzan 28 Fy Fy
TR RIS BT ZE B o At B Ry NS A T R B BR B AR TRy A - SUBK
JiE 2 SCJREME e LT fofe i o B PSS B SE 3R - IR IR At ST R O SR B 5
32 Ry T+ L2 A A3 BRI I 92 09 5 RE PR 2 BUA R A LR R R R
#E5E (Buzan, 1987: 1-8) - Murray Ei Grimslay HIJ DL T Bk B & —Ff
e (process) - thig — A& H A & (chance) - ANHEE
(uncertainty ) B{RJCREH] (ambiguity ) BREG BT - AN e e 2 b
Wi#e (Murray and Grimsley, 1994: 1) - | BRI BS54 RGO
BLRF 2 TR A A A E - (B U5 I B i Fy 2 77 B s
TR DUR BMS 5 98 T B Bl @ — MR o e RO RS - i Herp 5 DL
JIEEIGR AR Ty L E S

(2) % aCERHS b 52

K Booth#i &l - 1 B B R ECAT Ay T WRFH o B9 - fESEEE
B B JE RO B L AT AE < JervisRIT#E HY T WREH BH 3 2 & AU SR
VR4 Ay B - 2 BB A AR R A A FTEE R (Jervis, 1979: 289) - |
T - B IRF EE /D B i 98 3 ) DADUHE b — U B W A A% 1 355 37 1Y B s
FREE R 5B ZUR 5[ 7 o #5 E — B I - PR AL 1 Wik BEL A 52 [ ME

b=rl
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BB TR - R R T AR BT AR O RS TSR A R B« TE A SRR
[F B P A B+ R REL T 2 32 G o TR L % TR SR
S BN L E ] - O HAR AR - W B AR S R - MY
Bk T B RO ZE R T B B T B R 70 E B
5o Bt SR 2 S 1 W L F 5% 5 1 R L A 2 OB DL s B N B S - L —
R H TS R B T Ze T B o

EELE BIREEE EARSR S - F-HEERERY
BRI - RPN E R Rk - T R R N E RS
ERHOSEF Sl DU R R E A o 55 DR I T SR LR A B
W9 » ERIRTIFEA0E 3 IR R S S5 SR [E] - I 5 e
QB ~ 49 ~ DB BHE » SUb% - AR RNBZmE - R—
A5 07 e T 72 BB B O P B4R 28 = BEUR AR IR A - TSR
e R T B RS T S VS R e (LT S I L U G S
S o [ » PRI Y B E ST B SRR A B A
EFE IR B ETE R - SR KB BRI ST - 2k DUE S
R s 2tk 0 BRES Y S % 0 - W T A S
b AR R T B T T 1 2 e R AR L B B AR K
fE - PFEEBRTT AR | - HENBISHOERER MBI » 2
7 BRI B2 2 2T - BRI SR A I - RO B B R R
¥t (nonlinear) 9y (RHERZARMHBL) B » R BISRH & T i
B B~ fTERE R ~ BCERE - EEnEEER] (doctrine) - g FH

Beyerchen, 1992/1993: 59-90) -

2. FHPFREERaE g 03 b M B4R (Jervis et al, 1985: 1-13; Gerasimov, 1982:
55-6; Gallois, 1961: 119-122,195-210; Brodie, 1959: 177).
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ARSCHEERFEEE - R B B 22 0 B+ ] i o AT B 8 22 B A
FEFE TN st 2 - (B2 AR SRR FE 8 2E A M B B e 0 > 2
f g AT IR - B R e BB BRI - #l40 Luttwak Y (R
By SFEL RIS Ry #E e ) ( Strategy: The Logic of Was and Peace) —& -
AR ARG - ZEFCREZEFESIRAHERTME - mEREIHE
56 e IS [ - Al RO — ) A T DA E 5% 0 (R AE SO RGE K
Bkl (grand strategy ) #iWE - DUk I &% 72 58 H S [A) Beaufre %
¥L (Luttwak, 1987: 179-189, 241) - Al » B3Ry E R 2R 2R
BAaRNE r BRligyieilEfE R e Rl - 2EHHR
NHFFEE R HRE - KL - AU BT & 3Ry 0 JH B P B sl oy - A
B R M Sy o A TR AR — Ry R -

= FAEmEA EEiE YT

TR IR AT B E 25 AT AT - B JF SE A A R B B A L A (] BfF 5 B R B
Jiik o (ETIE e it B AR LI BR Y T a0 DU R BRI A FERY
WAL~ JTvRELE pRy S o B A

(=) MRERETGZA

John Baylis » James J. Wirtz + Ken Booth Ei Barry Buzan 23
2 E SR O IS T DL - (B A E R ERER EE (Baylis et al.,
2002: 3-7; Booth, 1994: 109-119; Buzan, 1987: 144-145) - gt ARSCER
Rl B B SE Y I B B R A B T M T B Ry T - AR H B
FIFUME 73 By - 55 — SR BRI B 225 - iR IS B T HE KT |
J& i - DL Clausewitz iy 3= B B S B S 5 T LAY 5 55 “BAPRIE R EE R
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FJ3& , (power) BEiG " HAY , ZEEYESERI % - Gray Bl Booth
ZEMME R 2 FEE 5 =B R WH "B PR, (rational
decision making) @R FE LB EZ % » ) Schelling - Zagare ~ Kilgour
FhE  BUHERN "R ) REBEVIRES > KR HELDN
W BEL 2 RE Bil s 8 - DL Freeman ¢ Baylis FH{E Ry 25 Rk ; BNl
BUT3zqb s Ceulture) BeRfFes& € - Snyder B Johnston FYHFE > B
BT BRI I SRR 5 — iy e

B — RE Y T B E 26 U G AT B TR o Eh P S B B S R S
TEIGE » Pl i B e i fy B SE i - B0 IE RIS AR B
PAELELHE » i E2EFAEE S - SN HREA B S A B R - %
A - BB E 2 R EMER - R ABRRRREL &
Ry - HAEERTER EWat &t~ - 8 RBUGEB 8RR EY
P AHE A TR IRk BRI B 52 0 P AR PR B =R g 1 o3 T 7 3k
Fr 1B B, - R Collins Fi 1R 1Y 35 B BRI g #4325 5 (40
x—) B ERWIRABW AL NTHEE BT B5R H R
MR ERS ) B T EREERES  FEPEE R BB RS B R
2 HENE o BIlR DASC A EEE Ry A9 SRS AR BRI i 52 ( Collins,
2002: 4-5) -
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*— ZBIEMRERE D

B 2% | FEPGE | #WA input | ZE ] output
BRI ERNS |BRFEE | R | EEEGR | B R EGRET =
B 52 g [
W R LZeE | BREREE | FREE | B{EEE | EENET] | BREREiTSE
7124 H i LR | BOR
B ERE BEFEE | FREE | RFES | HEENE |RHFEFHE
Bk % H i AR | BOR
IR | @I ERE | AR EE [ INREBGR | IR IR | BIRSE E
LA fif ZBh
BR U RS | W Ik 2 | BRIBG S | 0L B | O s A | T B A R
5% B EE | SBR[ R =
HE

BRF R ¢ Collins (2002: 4) -

HR BB B RN ESRE R HEgs T H
[y PR E PR R 1% - th e BRI b 98 i B SO WT 52288 » DLGray Ry 61 -

HENS e FRE - RERES - #iRBUE

DNHPOR ~ B

J& ~ BT SE IS 1 JBE S SR T 5 - W AR i B AR 1 B s B
JeEH L — - WESRGray i A & B IS A = 0 - (HE L IR 2 B
B i T BRI R 2 o MR B v A — AR R - 2

3. Colin S. Gray th¥ fezbd 2§ % ~ >

#ET N

3 The Navy in the Post-Cold War

World:The Uses and Value of Strategic Sea Power (1994); Strategy for Chaos: Revolutions in

Military Affairs and the Evidence of History (2002); Wis¢ £ st & Strategic Studies and

Public Policy:The American Experience (1982); War, Peace, and Victory:Strategy and
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—HMEFE - — T HEE IR DRC B EEEN 55— i R
BGAEEHRI P DI S EERAL T A B TR BUERIEESEE (Gray,
2002: 90-94 ; Gray, 1999a: 16-20) - 55 * Grayil k12 SE
BB HE TS HEIRR 7 EERBUAH - FE
{AVHEE B RO M B Y

Booth Hy#{ELEL Gray JT bl - ST HE " TR  BBUA"H
1y o AR R R - A ERIS R B L BN RIRE R 2 -
AN AR s FEUREU R U AT 17 20 PR B g 401 v 58 P 0/ i DA B 5 H
£ (Booth, 1979: 1-37) - k4 - Booth Wi HIHERE » £ 1< Bl PR E
RS R A R TR B B R & U SRR S E
%o AR SN IR B SR L R o KL - T R R Y
PR B B - BUMS BT ST RE A 0T T MR R S8 o (New Thinking About
Strategy ) ZK[XIfE ( Booth, 1987: 30-37; Booth, 1991: 1-28) - {HZ¢%=
B s ST JEL A EL B 3R 2 A7 - Booth WiRFHHESEH » FF A —1EHY
/& » Booth FHIHYE VE AR DABRNE Iff 72 K & - (H 12 B4R 01 =10 R RS
BLREWR -

R T EREOLIR ) B E A M 232 1960
FEARIEE S (interdisciplinary ) Bif7 ks FIE (behavioral science)
2R PR - Schelling 35 419 ( fEZ2 AV EEHG ) ( The Strategy of Conflict)
—EHHELRL - 2 U PR Y A R S B R o AR 0 RS

Statecraft for the Next Century (1990), Explorations in Strategy (1996); Modern Strategy
(1999a); £ 4448 B + Weapons Don't Make War:Policy, Strategy, and Technology (1993);
¥ 44 opcis 2 & F $ei The Geopolitics of Super Power (1988); A ¢ < i #= % Strategy and
History:Essays on Theory and Practice (2006); War, Peace, and International Relations. An
Introduction to Strategic History (2007); +% # %% Nuclear Strategy and National Style
(1986) -
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Bl 22 15 Ul 2 e AE 1] LLER FIRY 15 84 (bargaining situations) T - i
2B FH BB PEHENRET) » FAMEH M 2 HEE I RGEE - il
KR o BRI P YRR FE R — T T AR . Cinterest) TELE
(threat) "&{F, (cooperation) "%, (options) i MIIRRE -
A TEAR ) (status quo) " EEF] , (mutual gains) " A8, (mutual
damage ) HYJ5jiEIA FTRERIIRF HiER » Schelling DU BH By G5 Hi - Wi EH
&R B o B B B (Keystone ) - [T fx = SCRE B W FELEE - EIT2
B F A (military skills ) AN {5 ] 25 58 77 & DU Rl 58 H AR
( Schelling, 1989: 5-11) - 552 » Schelling 3 kB 0% PSR 19 & 4 -
—Ji K E B T OB R - 53— T AL S O ] R ) &
BatRE FEBME T AN - IEZ2UBLAREBIREK - kA
DAk 7 g ok R R ) T T 52 22

Zagare il Kilgour [A]£% 2 LR AL BEPE DR IR 89" HEFE (matrix)
R > SRER SRR T R B T REEE AR Y52 2 - W A DU 2 B9 R E A4
(B ) R¥5 - (S ZEay /AR R 2 IERvEt &5 20 Rk
BELEH G Wt o Ry T AS A PEWBRPEL o B2 T PR SRMEWRRH o W - T DI
bt AT RE Y L B B R BEAH & » F5 Jbb RS £ H 3 e B e SR - I
£ H AT BEFY B %8 ( Zagare and Kilgare, 2000: 7-30; Zagare and Kilgare,
1998: 59-87; Zagare, 1990: 238-260; PR{&E®HE » 2002 : 23-42) - gk
JE it Zagare Bl Kilgour By BEIS i 5T » 2 PRET ZLEIBA R T RYIRSRE 4
Bl g 2 - SN ATE L2 S J7 g DIBE M A HH 3% -
FUYRHAY BRI B SR B AN - (R R R R B — i
WAL - WFSEH SR L 2 B A A % - Freedmen fit 1981 £ HREY (%
T-HEESEHE )  (The Evolution of Nuclear Strategy) - Booth f§H ki
U BT SR BT (Booth, 1994: 110) - ZEMEHEREELE - ¢
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JRE S HE BR AT IR~ WHPH B AR~ KRB » BIRFEFEGEA
P PRET B AR ST o S A R M Fg 528 108 B A iy 208 R 05 5 » Freedman #2
T RS S R B Bl R A R o OR EL A RS BT ST A B R
(Freedman, 1992: 281) - [th#4} - Freedmen 5 DIA% 5 By i B 58 H Rl
FAE - BRI B B R S R L R g R R A BR AR BT
(Freedman, 1998; Freedman, 2004 ) - ¥-HBEFEENS > HE
ZZEMH - Baylis &5 — 0 iz midd By 2 Bkl i SR Y B 2R 18 - 2
e R R i BAE bR Ry 2 B M - AN S AL AE BRI B
B b HArin & ey (% T HEg RN # ) (Makers of Nuclear
Strategy) - M%7 JURLE AR BB B F 52 £ [R5 G B R R AL K
WEZ  EEHEPZE (Baylisand Garnett, 1991) - FLIMIEE —f2HY
&+ Gray th B ER R E LA F 8 - R nlE BHRH oy EAHER - i3k
N EMERAEE LR b BIEMERZ aET) (5 M) By
EEEWERE (minimun deterrence) - th [F] 4% AE 3 4= W & e 2L W BH 2 2%
( Gray 1979, 54-87; Gray, 1992b: 255) -

BT ZER L. T SOl o R RS R 2R 18 - R DU it B e 4
EEE S R E - UefrEEng B -8 - HREC BB
HIHIRE < — » HEK T b o fliE H B8 5105 B i 2 3R 18 - KU
1970 £z - I FBEM T kg SCfk ,  (Strategic Culture) —&#%
Ry Snyder » ft DL I Ry 1] » H238 BOH SIS ARV BRI F8 < (strategic
command ) Bl FEUHE R - B AT K M A 1 K B B DRy S AL E -
1 1T 28 Bl H A AL iR IS B 51 SO ) By =M & (Snyder, 1977, B
K3 » 1996 : 39-52) - Snyder HINZ BRI FEE LR HYME Fo 2L BEIV
BB B 2 v ACHT Y SR A T e - SR RIS B SR L UR DA B B R Ty
HE o A 7HTRY RS E
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Johnston ¥ #kNE AL S5 A R EE M A TR DAL Ry B b 52 5%
f&EL Schelling 1y "EIPEORR ) BREEAE EHAR » AR AE
Schelling $R&f HiH 2 BEME ", (best) BRIR - 1 H S AT ATZE
DAEE B ST AL B 7 i 62 B R B ik et 47 s (strategic behavior ) B g
R EARRNEHERBE MR (Johnston, 1995: 1-3) - Johnston #ff 3¢
BRI SOAL Y 52 2 Hh B BH R R B B G B A - DL T FRER ik
TRy B RO B R G R R AT o B A R B A A B T JeE A
SR SCAL AR - EAREE Ry B A B i ok 5 i A R AR B D R Y 1S
& o tAh - it FE Snyder FIBREfRH - BRERAYSULEKE AL &
JRE R AT 3B K T Jodl ., (preemptive offense) (8K - ifi o
] Ay B g SCA DA A PR 7+ B o ol R R R B S 44 (Johinston,
1996: 216-228) - Kfh{EHG — 2 L BEAE » Johnston & T BEEE AL |
— A E SRR S B - BT WA RE RO R SRR -
T4 AHH—# (Johnston, 1996: 216-268) -

HE L - BT Snyder Ed Johnston 4} - Gray Ei Booth th#[
TR SCALHY 7 5 PR A 5t Bt it 1y SEVAR B PR SR AT TP B - Gray HYERBEEE Ry -
A A E R BT R B2 - g2 HBRAR (ideal ) BlAT Ry 38 18 i
5 o FTLL » BRES SO 72 2 AR B AR PEaT - L2 sy A £
R FEE RV R - 71 = H AT DU2 3 17 T 15 20 B R %
(Gray, 1999c: 49-69;) - Booth HIZR/R » BEME UL & — 18 B 2R 1E =X
JIEM ER AR AT R B E R - e — W RReEEE - BEEE -
TRt =0~ DUR i e R RE 1 I Y T B¢ (Booth, 1990: 121-128) -

o 5 1 B E 3% DA S A BT B B 52 05 3 o JEEL DA T A0 - BRI B ST
—HMZ It HE AERIRER - 8 AR A i85 B E R AT 5=
ANFE - MAEANFREREmFA - PIAES  BOE ~ &%~ SRR ER



WP PR O R A BN 19

XALFFEA 1L - H 2 5 I 525 5T DU S A e e I A
B A BIAE R 5 3m BE A B8 5 o B0 IR H R B B S A
S BRI RIE I % - F U Gray Bl Booth % ff & £RE kMG - A1 I
WRES » BUGH L IR EERIER - B - J7 ke A
RN DLEFE > JRE A — BRI W2 51 E - W%
H R ER R T 5 B (E (R -

(=) HEEEYT

AR A 5 vk i v o] DU B s T 9 3 e SRV - ISP A B
BEFAS [F] Wt 22 ik B iy 68 FH B9 75 6 - ST 2 5% B2 R L@ ny 17 B 4L
% Rl 2 Frag Ay i (paradigm) - Laudan 525 # BA —HE
W B 2B N BB RY AR B
E—EWRENE B - LH - AR RHERE SIS EY s 5=
AN [E Y S AN A R A1 H FE B B AR (Laudan, 1998: 140-141) -
Rosenau Ed Durfee S — 2 ¥EHESR 1 » (17 S0 B 3 8 IR AU B /=51 )P
2RIy S - 102 3 ZR B B 28 fif R ] RE Yy 2 58 7% Al Rosenau and
Durfee, 1995 : 6) - {HJ2 Khun R jl 5830 - BN 2K A EH -
E—ENEREERZRHTE R - K I O b R 2B RS I A B
i HO AN BT RO R R A O B A A M BR R 58 % (Kuhn, 1991: 148-157) -
DAL #igE - s RE B I 22BR BT N EY) - FEH A B T 558 ) REAE
H BB A FERBEEERRE - SomiEnERE RS T FE
(continuity) i T4 5 | (change) MEE » EthiF 2 TG 2Bk
FBE LR -

1€ AT ot B B MG B 7 GE 38~ BEAUER T iE AR R T DAE Y o BRI O
FHEREE F A H R - WFC 5 5 B R B A9 58 0 A e B

F 4B

\|
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A o SR {24 BRI T 52 3% 1 2 » Clausewitz i On War~ Jomini #9 The Art
of War~ Liddell Hart i On Strategy~ LA & Beaufre ¥ An Introduction
to Strategy » iS¢ 2 & 1 H RS i 78 rh e F Yy S G - HERR R T
BSE R B B FIAUE S » BESIRAR G B Z HEW ST AN E
i e HR (28 ) - R BRI i e 2 ) B BB AR R Y Gray B2 Booth o
Gray 1) Strategic Studies and Public Policy B Modern Strategy » 7] £
T R B B SR R s T B AR IE T A R BV o AT [ BE 5 Booth |y Strategy
and Ethnocentrism [ 46 B4 B i 17 B AR 45 7 00 B0 - 25 = X
DUT RERE ) R AU Ry B P SR BRI iff 5% - Schelling (9 The Strategy of
Conflict - Zagare B Kilgour 1y Perfect Deterrence #{H 1S5S - 5514
FEA B T WRFE BF 52 - Freeman FAp3&HAY The Evolution of Nuclear
Strategy Eil Deterrence HE#E & #RaT 1% 2k FH Y A FTEERT - Baylis 19
The Makers of Nuclear Strategy 126 G 4 5 81 2 A% AU RE - th 288
2EwmE - &k - R BEIRITEI S ®RAVSLIKER - Snyder 1y
Soviet Strategic Culture Ed Johnston F4 Cultural Realism:Strategic
Culture and Grand Strategy in Chinese History 43 51 DL &% B Fl 0P 3
B+ BARL T DAL B RIS I 9 i AR 2 — RO B - (23R =)

T HEMERE - RE - HEREAKREF

. ECPUNCER . .
wti | RN | s | feakn
$—H CarlVon | memes—f& | 1L M #ig{f | 1. On War
1945 2 | SRS S | sppr | 2 The Art of War
Antonni S 3. On Strategy
CHOSETANS | jomini, | EXFIUBT | gemimmme | 00T
ffF5e) Liddell BEFIROTER | FOFEE | 4 ction to
Hart, SEA
Andred Strategy
Beaufre
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M Colin S. BRIGESE A | DL T#L | 1 Strategic
1956-1989 | Gray, Ken | &J] (HZ | BiRfEhf Studies and
(EJ7928 | Booth TR B | R TR | ,F\’/‘IJ:;;:"“CV
1RRATRT Bus MW | SERE Strategy
7t) ey EEPE |3 Strategy and
VAl Ethnocentrism
| Thomas BRES 2 —FE | DL T s, | 1. The Strategy of
1960 4, | Schelling HERICR | By AR Conflict
i Frank C. | MmN | BT |2 OO
(RIS ZLE) | Zagare (B2 | BEEF elerrence
EHPRPEYRIE | D. Marc T R
W5e) Kilgour
g e Lawrence | K Fit2e )k | DL TWFH , | 1. The Evolution
1956-1989 | Freedman | BRESEHSCHE: | hu kIS of Nuclear
(WS | John Baylis | BT | sesgtsts | DT
R SEERR 3. Makers of
Hies8 Nuclear
E )] Strategy
B Jack L. DIFEsSzAb | BL T2k, | 1. Soviet Strategic
1970 /4% | Snyder BRI | RICHTSE Culture:
Rz | Alastair | | BS{TEIES R | BROOR 'LTrf]'i't‘;Z“O”S for
(SZALHFZE) | Johnston AIBENHRIRIR | i AR Nuclear
ABT Ry Operations
S 2. Cultural
Realism:
Strategic
Culture and
Grand Strategy
in Chinese
History

BRI (EE EITRE -
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v B RS A T RO B R B HEH

41 Kuhn (1991) Fras - dii A2 3 - e R E Rt Hl 2% -
H Mt B2 EAEERNSRE - QBIHRE - EE R RE
L FEART S B o R b R 2 A R R AU SR EL AL A o AR -
Bk Mt P e R T 5 B A A R AR A R R R - U BRI S R P
B VLA o SR UL T B T ST R FIRORERE o RO EE 1R o HEH
R FE R S v A 1% R S D AR L s 01 5 42 1 Y 75 ek B P T B Y L R
b oo ASCHRREEAL AN B AVERE - BEA] 0 R =007 o 55— ER 0 2 it A B
Wt B e S R A P 52 M8 IR B B - R T B T R J(reality)
MEE B (reflection) 5 HXHIZESMEEREREII AL » ERLIA
R RIS EAME &%k - HREIEPTEE Y k L BlRLT - ot
IR FIT 5 ) TR SR A7 B FE I E ) S A s S

(=) RENTERE

b — R 0 B AL A 53 T W T G o B8 — o BRMS PSR DL T fEZE
(conflict) BB aaybse - #H B0 B REIIFEIZE - 2R
TS - A EREN R (Keegan, 19930 21-22) - Walt DUt A #
AaTE o S BORS R BPRER B A BRI SR R - LB DT IR L
R MU I W sE iy A (Walt, 1991: 111-112) - Lebow thi@FH
B Wt Bff 92 8 36 I % 2 2 Bl TS o B B B R F - SR B A AR &
SERI R o Fi A H AR [ R B PR F S8 E SR A - T i B 22 2 B S2 Y
PR B & T3 T 2 00 e f DR i 22 Y e (53R 1€ (Lebow, 1994
251-252) - Ullman B ¢ - i’ B K 4 = E R E F R IR ARGEHE
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& HEHBE RN > SRR EEREREREN AR LG
& PO R fR B B AL [ - R BRI I A R SE A R
mEEAMAERRERN SRR -HE "TREEMELE
( Comprehensive Security ) (Ullman, 1983: 129; Nye, 1989: 20-34) -

HE | BAE 1966 4 Philip Green (G fE 4645 ) (Deadly Logic)
—EHHRBICR HHEH] - 15 5 RO I 52 3 P 38 IR U RZ Wi PH - IRACE
[t EErs RA - ANFFE ANBATEE R (just war)  (Green, 1966:
2-3) - Payne B E#GHYFRIR » BRWE B 55 F E 2% 10 2K 0 ¥ DURZ Wi FHL
R Wi L B8 B P B AT FR K M RE B R & 2 > 2 v W PRy 301 i K g R B
AR o ASRE - PRIERINS R R T B T AR BRI - DU W25 A
FEHTIIABBIVEIE - & UEATRRA I 5 AR E - Payne
ok o BITRR I B R PR AL TR TR R SE A O ARG Bl i e o DR — )
Y 187 2 ] DURE B A% sCBR W B » 55 B | 38 e Xk w5 PR SR & AR Y
8 ZrlEm AR E A - R o G R T — B AR
W BT 92 5 B AR 5 1 SR oh R % 422 1) (Payne, 1996: 37-40; Lebow and
Stein, 1995: 357 ) - Davis B Gray 38k » BRES IS & 19 i KR E »
12 75 TR A% - X 2 1 B 1k e RM M (R s R Ibb 5 PH A EL B s LA B A
I BRCER © 4 BBGAS R D S8 Tl f B 2% JJ WY R X 75 Davis and Gray, 2002:
256) -

HRGEH AU A - th— BRI R EIZ R A - HRPFARE
Bk T EIMERIE  (rational choice) FEIREAYE BE - BHE PRI 1Ay Bk
WS BT 2 PR B DR SROSEE T AT s IRF Y 00 SR G R+ 170 L — R R A N R T
JHATHE © H— 0 ABITREEFAR - B RARAIT Ry w
e s 55 BRR DR SRAY B B A B ] DUIE Bt it & B R R A R HI R ST
FER o WP L ERBERE S (Harsanyi, 2006: 1-2) -
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L - Stein fg JE #E PRI i 92 18 E U IR BE - s H - 7EBIRR B
REE T - EME R BRREBUFE BRI R R E - B
PREERAR (strategic-choice approach ) #RA] LA 08 A - (HI2E R
F.LEE (cognitive psychology) HIFEERE » A2 wmiFin HzR
FIRESTFRIR » AT LARNBE AR AR g SRR+ (A PR & EHOE A BRI TH
HIRE ST » B R SR DL A SR B - (Tl B DR SR 2 DAME Ry & -
PRI Arthur 53R - B PR SR Gy I fy FH e [ 2 15 356 5% B 5 el g B [
BAEE )R (anarchy) JRRE N AE H CRVBE S » HREHE IR 2L
Fe 1o 35 B BRI 2 4] P 55 9 ( Stein, 1999: 200, 211-215) - Betts h,
FEHT &P | (resources) ~ T 582 | (options) ~ " &EH , (information)
Ry BRME YRR i B R 1R AE RIEHUE = TR BRI AT - BRMg Y
FArT S5 i BCR REx B A ER A v RE & 8 T BB B8 (Betts, 2000: 6-8) -

Berejikian 2 £& F3 AN B BG » 5 BRNE TF 5T 5 [ Ry L 30 Y Wi PH B 1
T2 R H BT EGE A - EITHUAIERYE B - M DR AR R R s
fige A W REL 11 2 AT P — P PR DR SR - 3% TR R PR THD S H AR B B Y DR R
HEKE - 2B ERErEEE " HM , (rationality ) J5H] -
Rk 2 AR DRERE G FE AN I P SR Pt - 3 45 R I ) o KR 2 S
HY - 2 et B R 2k - BUBE vl pEE X i/ N ARk - A E B
i B Ik ( Berejikian, 2002: 165-166) - #1527 » % Berejikian 8% »
SR R WS LR R T IR ER PR B AR FFBLIR - Harsanyi AYHLFIIR
T s o MR ZE B G TR RO B R SR R K FEAE Y - WA R
PR i R K A B B G 2R IR E BRI R A
HERA EEMETEEE AIE (moral value judgments) - fEBIH {H 5}
rhEy A]E A PR RS (Harsanyi, 2006: 2) -

George HYHE A HIIE BRAH S P A B g 8% - a8 Ry » A% Wi PELBR
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W5 ) 115 B% AT HE P 2 AR R PE - HE 2 R T B2 — S ey T
M AR BRI R SR S 3 Bl 2 (self-interest) Ay f A L% -
38 AT DAFE % 1 28 1 S g ) 2t A4 W BHL SR A i B 22 i L
A B TRV BOE LB ST TH PR A B AR - A RE
il 5T AT {3 B A] 5E Y U FH B g ( George, 1991: 2; George, 1988:
1-12) -

(Z) BivgERERRE

Il — 1 7 B ek o 5 [0 A6 T B o KB B BB R 5 2B — Pt 2R
MAEME B _Mr R SR EA RS2 T,
(testability ) [HRHE

BRI FEsE S m T B L B T ' RS o — MR
Bt EM ST EER  HXUMZRBMRESE T "HME
by T8 N7 BB SR 0 A T S S Y 3 3 I SR - SE T
QUENFE Ry TRl (generality) o T5@Rl ;2P A B2 LY
FEAE R - JI 7 [ B B e R P B X M Y KB B 1 (Goldstein and
Goldstein, 1980: 198) - j@HZ2 @ EFEHHE R SRS L - L2
FIGR ARG AL RE B o R DARI R S T ikim ey 2Rt - — HAEME S8
I R S T B B AR T A R 0 R R R ISR U7k 0
DAGIEFE - "TRFIE S (pseudo science) HYFEHERIFE R AR L
g - BEL  FTERRE PR - HE R R
BL5 BRACHE 78 S I L Ry T IXIRBAGR o (causal effects) -+ 3f DUAT5E

4. “r3) ehiE AL H (pseudo science) Hp i EIE - B e p L PLE 0 R F B R
WY FEREALIFEDFFL o BERHEL 2R AP RERL X

A ﬁ BAE g3 o 42 (Still and Dryden, 2004: 265-290) °
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ZASHE (reliability) BaZE (validity) ; 5@ALBFSERER - °

AR HEFIFE T Ry BUEL 2 Y B BT 50 35 QRS S HY BURF S - BE
M—EERE TR #E (a paid basis) RIBURES - HAH W
ABGREIES AR R BUFBORBEEE - #5 DU BUR BORN &
B oM KB R EE THRARE L TURERE (EE B
& F AW FEAE R Sk BB R BB N IEE (Baylis et al.,
2002: 9) - MAEZ - BERMSIASEE b T B ERRIE IR - #HA T
—EERBELWE - 7S T BCRV R RH R RE - 'EA
AR RO ESR  BORTNBREREEMC © AL - #0715 20 R B
FF 2 2 27 A5 FUU R S8 2 i 3R AR E 2 TR -

Freedman thf5 ) » BRI IR R R K E|A ~ WITEEE - 2 HE
B B B R FIE T+ B IS T il Ok By f B - P DABH G 1 BERG
JELURBHR AR #E - MEZE - B2 D@l AE2REELR
P BRREREAGHE "R FE o RILFTENREREAH
B IR IR TR A BERYE I 2 — - 1 AN 2 L AR Y 33 7 (Freedman, 2002:
334) - Betts tf1]2] 1950 4 s Bk IRF 28 wi i 38 ( MacArthur) J78E R -
5 i 5 R B p = B 21T (Inchon ) Sk 285 02 ol D 1 B I 588 452
A FH B et o SR R 1y B B S A ER A R B2 ) 0 AN AR SRR Bk A R RE
(Betts, 2000: 10-11) - 41tk —2K - B A3 2RIV - B RR
RAERIEIE » s B MacArthur 3R SRE A MR RE - 522

5. 2 & (reliability) 2 2c& (validity) p eha B EHL c CAMARE S F BB ELA
BB AMIFAT LI AMES PRRMEOHINE  FRFRA G =S
(content validity) ~ " 3f /¢l < & | (predictive validity) ~ " 5.8 »< & | (empirical validity) ~ " %
& & | (face validity) ~ " 22 22 & | (construct validity) ~ T & #F »c & | (internal and external
validity) ¥ » & 3oL 183 2% IR @ R#FRZH S o L (Pennings et al., 1999: 6-7,

85-90; Burns, 2000: 350-7) °
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A8 MacArthur ZHPERIR - SR ER S RE ) &R
HYEBIE? Betts thfg i - BN 95 & B R B R - LR
HERLZ W RKEH - BETHE L BMg R 3R 7 2 B oK e T 3
FRHEL R AR SRR - T R B TR L MUTRE o DUk REZ S H
2 Bl 55 B G RE AE ET[K REE ( Betts, 2000: 10-11) -

LR R B S R ] B MR R R - HEHI B ARBR - & PR BRI B i
EHELLTERE 0y o AT WHBH B G A9 T A A OR 3 B L ( Mutual Assured
Destruction, MAD ) Fir 2 i 24 i -t F 1] - k2 — ARG H L B 3
AR = Pry 7€ Ail ik Ik e 0 1% (2 0 A 2% Y 0 R BRI 3 Bl R 8 B
7 SR O R Tt ) R R N A5 - Pl R L PR B B - IR 2 36
[ B P 5 S R R e -SSR Bl e UG I S ELIE A BRIE = A - 2 AN
]IS 18 S U B IR AR B Ry Hy (Pry, 1999: 7) - Bi5 2 » #RERIR
AR MAD HYAH B BE i Ky 2 € 77 SR I8 B R SRR IR 32 I
ARy S AL 7 B A AL s — B e B R AU R AR (NATO) myEtiET)
B B 15 P A O HC B R SR A 48 5 32 1 ( Gould-Davis, 1999: 90-109;
Odom, 1998: 71) -~ AN —2K » AN K8 1 Wi PH P 3w F 9 MAD # 1
AR R i 2 — T A E A RV BRI R 2 Y AR — T IR 158 —
BIZ% B -TEGEERIERIREHFERE - E2H
HERME -

(=) FRAEENBRESRE

iR W5 5 T B 19 53— SE PR B 2 TR DO R - — ki S - M
i I A B AR S B O S R B R AL B B AR - R
Kegley 38 Fy » Bl 3 e L fi PU K 3 ZLj6E - JREDZHEu (describe) -
fg e (explain) ~ FHHI (predict) ~ Bafi# gk /575 (prescribe ) 5 (Kegley,
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1995: 8; Kegley, 1993: 131-147) - thygh 23t - THHIGE JJ/2 2 5 FE fF
HYMR 1z — - Betts ETRE » 75 Mkl ELANBEIS b 525 A - JB R B M ok
RHEA "THM , (instrumentality) - HSEREE T HAYAE A
FEFSHE T AT FEEIME . (predictability)) - R IFEES £ 5 RETE HI Bk 5
FEAEHE BE G T WT DUE AR FE L0 5 E B RG SR o Ay FUTBER G 3 A 2 AR ik 7H
HIEAk J7 (Betts, 2000: 8-20) -

Freedman DL " R F# E5¢ 4 (hindsight ) AYERLFF G B B 52 -
fll IR o R e SR 2 DU 5 R LR e 3R 5 =X - 2 R s 1 S 1 B 3l
THERENER - FFERKER L EHFSHIRTEE § - BRig KT
o g A S - (H 2 A0 RS Yy B B Bl R SRS B RER e T &
®aW 5 (judged by result) - ify JF EL i 72 fo (U FHHIRE ST - BRI E £
Ay Bt s B0 JE L IE B R OR - IR BT Se AR A B FHIIRE ST B
B IR RIS IEMERY > et g Tl T AL ME
BB PR Y T AE JJ #ERH (Freedman, 2002: 5-11) - L)X Freedman FY &
BiARE » B RIRFEE RR AT W B ) o HL AR R B R
RAT Ry » I EFFTHY T B R AL RE T) - BRI E B2 s B ¥ -
T AN T2 57 R el SR HE I A B DR SR LB -

h ~ HilgA R AY[ElFE

THI BT 22 g T Y PR~ B2l B E EEE I AN - EITHIIEE
AR - BRI SEAUMER SR & - W2 - A SCFE Gray ~ Betts
Zagare ~ Schelling ~ Baylis ~ Wirtz ~ Ermarth ~ Zacher - Beyerchen %

B T S 52 Ty E AV ELRS - 0 BUAE A (R A L2k (Bl JE sl iy HE D -
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(=) LEFABRFACHNTEBE

HLE B S BT R B R - HE L HIER
FH A g DR RO RE - it DA (] B 22 R 61 38 P A e DR A [RD A T - i B g
Wrge et seanm B/ "ty . (JREEETT) MRORBIS KD R
E e EH IR E B o G R QBB i & i 17 S 3 U g v il A - Al
NEEXI L S R B SR [ e Rk Fr YR E - Gray FFplIFEH - ERF 2 A
i R R RTE - (AE RS R AR o T RS SEm
FEE B L S A A R B e A E o DURANRT o T 2 T A SR EAE 17
(Gray, 2007: 5-9) - Betts RII{¢ /(o BE 53 BT 69 F B 5K 21 E » (300 -
B AR B RO 2 JEBRIERY o AT DUBRIS IR B AR S0 5 - B 20
T - DAEI B RE R » D & T Y B A - DU 2 B
REMRBUR - MFERGEREL - RIIL - B i 5% i B S 58F RE A
TEHUE - AHR Y » DUETEIROE B F AZEERTE - St H B i 52 K I
B - A RIE R (Betts, 2000: 22-25) o A 1 B BF 525 Ky
PR X T PR DR B R R - 2 — TR - B3 B R LR E R
A IR A HE K T HERR - BRES BT E E A A R RS R A R LK T #
R F AR E T L 2R E -

LR B S DR M R SR R R o BE 2 BE Ry AR AT RE A AR
T o] o B S T 5% 3 A Bt b BRI T E IR LR IS PSR DL A 2R
BEYE o SHEAGIEANLL - BB Stein (3 1k [E 4R I JE H B S AE TR 3R
I 2 R R E N S RGN LT - (HE R ER R EN
B R NP MERY o Zagare R - FF IR T ERI S — R TS
&t 5 (contingency plan) - 2 [ ¥ IRF [ RE 771 20 JH IR SR AY B 7R
ARRE o L — IR - DAHERE I T A W] RO & AR B B - B R B
FRAFTRERYATEN T 5 - WD E A Ry A @ B R AR T4

H

s

>
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FEFTE ] HEE LGB R B - (A Zagare a2 Fy » BRPEDRIR
FE o 2 BRI P sk Ay T. B (instrumentalist approach) - B DUz B ER
FHREE - T AREEEEAR(CHFNRT) (Zagare, 1987: 8-11) -
Schelling R[5 H; » BEMEPR S — 1 " IRIR A58 5 WYH Gy (theory of
interdependent decision) - {REE V7 fEETE (calculate) fEILFIIESZ E
B A B EERE b - Sk KB R M S0 Ok 2K I G T B KM 2 B A)
AE » HRERIR S A 8BS R E & (Schelling, 1989: 15-17) -

BT - IS o5 AN DLBE R T Se DR B 1+ FUJRER S 26 2R S DUAR 381 i i
B[R 25 T 28 BB 5 - F - BRMS S BT A DL T B SR
(worst case scenario) it - AKX TS - BExHJiA6e
FEFIRIRTHE N OB #8 - DISOKBI R Ir KL &R 8 ER R Ik
FI A » SRTITAS AT RE S Y2 - BRI A ORI B e IR AR A e 3R T
FREEME , RSB - 38 12 O PR SR 35 00 L ThI B BRUR $E B Jal B - st
TERR  BRES BT IE S 2 E T AR AV B IR RE R T R AR B T AR g B
B - G DUE Ry F - SROE B JT 5 o Pt DUB I Bt 52 2 P 1 8 oL TR 3R
B BER M R DR TS RO TR IR TT 5 > R FAR — 5 - BB 0 H7 Bl PR

(Z) BRREEMENERE

LA FFE T - BRSO SRR B G AR A AR G - FE L
B BIF 92 B S 2 W] DU RERY - i LA 2 i@ I s A 8 - B4Rl
B W F 52 o0 JE b - B B S BT 52 2 B B R 2 2K E Napoleon B itk
FCEE 2R B E R - iy LLA A5 Clausewitziy (B S5 > BdJomini
y CBS Bl ) 5 - HLE S MBS A B T e - thh 2
B Mt R 12X 7 B BRI o TR AB R+ DA R Wk Bl b ]y BRE S S AR BT 5
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S o SR T B G A R S o B A A R L 3 o CHL R R B
FEEW A BRI HE - BUE R AL TR A R E L BIFE - FEVIRYER
BLHIE DF S5 B BIS T JE B B SR B A B B - BE L - BT
5eF B RIS PSR 2 AN R A i - w2 B o 0T B T A
o BREABEAHERKRE FENEAEBREA - BFEEEHEE i)
A HRRRBNRERE & FTLIR & N EER B —#% - 3 iBaylis
FTas » BRES CREE SR B BEAT B A B R - T B AfF 92 5 U2 B 9 £2 1%
IRTREES » [KILGMERF A AT 38 2 B2 (Baylis et al., 2002: 4-5) -
HR bt 2 B i S I H A 2 — - Baylis Bl Wirtz
AN T8 Ry B S TF 70 3 AU A DR TR+ KD R B S 7 1 A ) PR 7
MEHE - T ABIE ~ 895 - LEFERASTER - AT LU T
FUREEAR B2 DUt G BRI IE 7 35 Ry RO RL - BRI T SE e
IR ST ZE - (REBHE MR TR RE IR - (HE R T 58 B BN R RE
FyER$E (Baylis et al., 2002: 9) - P35 - BN B 52 25 8 H BURF PR S
PRI - Gray BISRoR - BRES BT Semt B ok & 8 o Y BURF A - 83
R Mgt fF 9 ) v BE ik (L B PR B M - BT I MR L SO BURF
O Sk BUER R s 8 7 B i U - T S B i & 5 2 DA SR S A B 5 ( Gray,
1982: 2) - Ermarth th 4513 BEME W FEFR A0 2 — R 51 AT DURIERY(E ik -
EE I EL L3R (assertion) - WGHE L H BN IR A BHYIT R A SR
#IE (Ermarth, 1978: 138) - i » R BB FHAGRIA - BN
WHoE 2 S A RV RIS » 12 DA PRI E BT B BARY -
ARMEIEESERNE » SIS "t RE  miEEM
R JB TS BRI I SR R 2R =~ OB o H e O DURZ T BE Ry ML o

6. Gray /4 20 £ (1919-1930) W £ « % — - 4 B X Wi F %P % 5 B fonRa L5
4 g1y B off iR o % L (Gray, 2007: 85-113; Johnston, 1996: 216-268) ©
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AEWE - WEEEN GRS 5 K - #7555 B i e
Pt #i2 1O B I 77 Bl 22 A A AR+ 2 B T 5 5 4 vk R L
Bidw - LHZE MAD A& AP B B 88 R Al B % - 362 fik
B HE R - FrDUBH 2 RSE B RS - MERE » T Sir s
IS ) B AN EE H IR fa ke o s B R A DURZ U R o R B B R
FYIEEME - I SRR SE SRPT Ay E BB - 0 HLAS R FOR i 152 16
JA H AR i 2 B R IR 1 - SRR R D W SE R B R UL T AR - Betts
Rl fE H - BRES FF AL A B H UL e 8 - 3 T 08 7 BH i Wik it 2R
REFBHAVARE - ER 2 IS R SR BB £R - H2 T B
J1 0 A 2RI K 3R - ERI R R ERRHE TS - O REE
ZAE (Betts, 2000: 28-29) - #2152 - {4k Betts fUEI K B RE > b
KA ARG - BIRES FRIRERRNRZSE - HEEESE
AR PELSSCRE NI f1E A K BR B - 1T ik 2 AN B B B M 2 2 SRR — 1) -
E-PMEZEENS - BFUPFEKEER RN EG - E
B I B 5 1 FF — AN SR A B B KR S B A IEZN AT B Liddell
Hartfirait - B 7 RE M % - BT 7 C A FE K F A
10 A2 A0 e 3 o0 RH 7B gk © [ATIE » DAR% 7 2 R RS B S8 3R 1% » T
B B {5 0 B IS it 92 2 AP B9 55 — JE AU 5T » RSB N R ZEAER -
A% W BEL Y B s JF 22 AN DU IS B - T SRR B+ ~ MERF A SPARE
R AR IE - B2 ES R E F R HEEZ - WK Zacherbff SE#ET
(BRI RE PN 1950-53 AR EE ~ 1962-1975 4F 1y kB - B 1974
Y+ (Turkey ) Z£ (Cyprus) fEjZ€ » 1967 4Bl 1973 F#9 L (Israel )
ff (Arab States) B - 1979 FRYHhBRHE S - 28 1991 5 A 52 8 Bk
F o K7 30 BRI A/NA —HEE T - H A Z A KBS -
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Z 1l R S 7 A 6 8 A R T R A SR » TR+ B T
5 —HEH - BTl SRR R R R —FEm e -
B B S R A 1 3 R 8 T L AR

(=) BRSFRIERRIEIRA

THHRE IR ERE » 2t AHFER.OREE - B2 —MER
EFEER RIS » EREERE R R R EEN S EER 2
e Yl H - FHIIGE ST B 2 g i SR B R R R BRI B S - R
RGP ERIE o A o DU R 5 106 R JE DU R B s it 5
KB4l HE SR 11953 )7 J5 1A - Beyerchen 19 3 BE{E 15 L FI 5 18 55— A
% o M FE L o HE BN B 3 RO THIIRE T o U A It B et
FHEHIEEEL - Ky - Bl EE 2 —HEIERE (nonlinearity )
FERE » A PR — i B A 0P AR M SEAE BRI - A5 A 2 B RS A P
Y8 - Ml R AW G ( Beyerchen, 1992/1993: 59-90) - th k2t
Beyerchen F8%y » B 3 v FHM 1 2 2 B B G A B HE B 2 B9 HR 1 &
]+ AR 2 — W] DUAE i AR G 15 S SR A e i #E A - At —2k
BN SR A A BB T R LR AU = E N AR T E R
[ eg B g - 38 2 i B 3 B I 92 3 B R SR B 1Y i KN B R P AE -

Gray By EEWATH — W - L - BIK 2 — 8 2 H W
(multi-dimensions ) Yy &#E - fEHE ~ & ~ Bus ~ Kb~ LE -
RS~ S PR S T R A R o P AR I A 5 6 TE 0 A o3 {1 e e
DARS 5 K 2 A B MG BfF 52 R 1) - 55— Jidh T S R NS T 2 5 LT » R )
BTN - SO E AR R DU & R S

oo

N
H

CH it

7. 3 B 1945-1990 # B¥ chgk £ St geF 2R F1 & o 35 R (Zacher, 2001: 221-233).



34 HIRBUAEERI2000/5 LB UM

BE - NIt - 38— PSR ATEH > SEFREEN N - E255—Him
A FHIRE T AR Ry IR - SE S I E FRETI I MR » AIREE A
% DRGSR o B RO HBUA HAZ R P RETE R 2 D B4t - It
— P RO TR - S RE MR BUGSRERY TR (Gray, 2002: 98-99) -
T« > Gray Frfi iy FHEIRE JJ A AR PEIUA - 12— AR 5 FIET -

7N~ By RS T AY 2 FE B BT HE

AR EE - Ll EAYEIERE - BT BRI S =S
B (o] AL FI 5 B TR E BE - (HAIER LA B A E BRI AT A - RS
I 2 P B S BT 7 SRR R U 0 A O B A e - M0 OR 2 AR5 T LR
B et BT 92 B 7 AE (BB - 2R R Pk B s £ X 07 B s I A R R AR A i
e o bR R o A E BEAY i B 1 2 A A B W BE B B -
MR B A Ay 911 A e BE - B TR E BERL 1 i A% S R S
it 717 R AMERHBE ST - AL - BRME BT 98 H 40 Booth FTiit - BEE %
T R - S — BB AMEEL 2 Booth —FEa@EH - ' ki
Wrse s B TEREE , 2AFAYRRE e E - ARERRy —ER o FTLL > B
il AR 2 B BT JE A S PR (Booth, 1994: 118) -

R 2 NBERRIYIE » BRI e A B2 AERT 7T T Bl 5 ATRA LAY
U] LG 2 5 5 B WS JF 92 SR 41 Booth AT » B GE 4 X 28 7 1% 2k BH
WS 2 IR EAE G o il B[R] Iy T B B 9T L B I S R B R SRR A - K
Rl A e B E BT > WA RBUGREE HE2XXARK » k%
FBFTE - IR R ok R PR - AN S DUBE 5 Fr A ¢ 4= [l - W] 57, » Booth
HEIS T ST B - Al TR RE A RER S - M 7 E
H7E B M BfF 52 3 A M T SR B R B 5 [ S RE » [AIAREY - BRES BT 5%
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AR S se b - [ 2K B AL w38 IR AH B (ELAIAT ATl - BRI i
Fe i i IR R E R PH B — - - Gray Pt iyl )7 B BUE B AR
NEREPIEE?

59— A AE 15 B it 92 S SR T R 40 Buzan fir s BRIS IF9E 58
13 P8 5 0 a0 BR A B S 2 b+ IO e o B AR R AT R i Y L &
FIRE - 20 ~ ARE ~ BRER ~ R T4 ff Ry B I R RE B9 15 TR AH
d oo PLULFEFE - B B T 90 S0 AT B £R 5 B R B A 38R - if E
Zaise & 4 (Buzan, 1991: 368-374) - [YRfE » Mg b 5% 50 38 HL A
G Ry TERBIR L 2 BEe BT Ry - R - BIR L 2R
% A A A BRAE S AR B By B 58 P S R A ey o 28 KR A1 E
% - #i40 Bosnia (#zL:yeni) ~ Kosovo (E}EE{K) ~ Chechnya (H
B ) ~ Afghanistan ([['E{F ) BLTARY Georgia (&iRnE ) MWEL » #P
B RN 5T FHE L B BB R B - L ER 5 H B i SR B R K
R - HEEYZE - Buzan H OB S H RIS IF 22 B 22 2 22 A9 &
A KR anfifi R 52 (defense dilemma) ~ REJJ Bl 22 2= A $5 ( power
and security dilemma) ~ % 55 » 15 L0402 BRMS D ST B8 3
o AN — L ERERE - SRS R ERRER L RER
B T S R AR A FE K] (Buzan, 1991:23-25) -

TERTat FHE K] ~ [0l g B sz S8 - A R B L B S A SR A 2 02 R
WEHART M S AR IHEE - 20— » RHEIHB DU TRRE o e BRI
B WS I e E A - ERERE USRI s BT MPFFENEEARARE TR
ar B M R R B L 38 = KB ER I X 2% ( Weapon of Mass
Destruction WMD - Ji #5881 i fif B A= AL 25 ) 31t A ] Whik BEL 24 Gy i
g - MAEBEEME » B0 - CHEEAZE - A0 5] H R 5
BV E MR E RIS R L 25T - B fE - BRI

N
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(=) BRMEDNEERLZENERER

B R o B AR SR B R S T A R R R RS )
J& -t BEHE 1 R R I 5 5 i B AU Y RO D38 BN AR NEE
AT AE R - RAR - BIBERRATENS o (H2 o B B R RCR T
5 HATBERVEREANRAE e EL = L 8RR MBERLZE
) HE R 5 (P A S50 B B A B > it — TR IR ARz R/ ~
JIREgMA 25 - BB S - Bl Eat BLE Ay EE - (i
Rl X FFBUR HAZ YA TR - SEE H T 7 o B [ 5 v Bl Ry
Plvz— - BHEEEms @ BIREEEAEFRENE N TE  ZiR
ZIRV RIS BT SR 2R AR 4G ~ BT~ TG SRE R - 5 BT DUB 5 ]
i@ A DA B2 M2k o DUSR IR B 52 Fo 1] - L o i R DR B s 07 SR 7
bk (ASEAN Regional Forum) - iff s 78 By i 4k B [ ok 4 &
MEAEBENIG - BRZEREBEKIN S - B 72 E S e (1 BUR
5 BRI EERERE MM - HEI - BT T B R AT
B2z 2 ifeng - R A A H LIS AV EZIIRE -

(Z) BFPEHRATRERCHESE

AT o AR L= ARERATE - MR R L 2K
RBEE AP E B F - LEMERERZZITA ML - HRTTEES
5o PRME — {5 B S 1B F U S BT o BV A A AR 4 SR B
R 30 SRR AN A — BT CHE 7S EE KA E
MEEE - ATLL - Wt g de 16 2 DIE P Bk & 10 JE LA W - JhH
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A% RN — BB » 3l AR K] v B A TR A [F 3 8 5% 1Y B - Lathan
fEH > FEBI B R SRR T - PSR DA JH $ L CE B 1 i i m]
REJE G B BRI JBE ) » B3 T2 B R M 4k B A A7 P iR e B O BRI JBE
TR 17T 56 55 26 B 7 1/ Hh sl B B s 3¢ AT Bl S (Latham, 1995:9) » [
o Ry - 8GN K H AT RSB PRAIRR IH K BB 16 FAE 2
NFRBEE - BIEEEUCRE T ey H A - 58 800 1 71
R ILEER IR o [RIEL » JCEE BN BT 50 M6 52 R RO S B i ek L
ANEA] L — B - BA0 R 11SS Fit & John Chipman Flrait » £ 2 BRIRF
FR R IS B 52 - B R R R R ) B IR (< TR BB AR BA AR - R B
FEIE AR B ~ o R 1y 22 S Bl R R G 2 B AN A R 2+ BRI i
JEREEE B H 4 (Chipman, 1992: 131) -

(=) LUEH R &5 0% = 5 5 1 b Wit BE AFF 72

RS R 2 B o RS B S P TR R R E T - T RS R
BRI AT - H 72 B A BRI A A % 1 088 Bl WMD £ Bk g 1fF
FEHRIE R AR B I SE AR L - MY - RIS E A S
HBIRRER B - i L Ul ~ BIRR 2 ME B ~ JEIESLIEEL (3
BB LT ) FRE - A0 B B MRS & 7E 0 e e
AT LA T R )G - Payne FEHT » 2% 42 BRIRF A Wk BEL B 52 1 8
HEDEREBE—-H% > WEss WMD G (carriers) Bl
PRV R B 5 1T 5 — R RV BS 5T - T o R R
RN - RIFL 2 WSEE A ERAYEE (Payne, 2001: 7-15; Wirtz,
2002: 309-326) - Freedman 5 F W FH A/ 72 5 A U2 % 1 5l » =
JEE B i ¥t A AL 25 B il 1k i E5 (radiological ) YL » — 7R
%8 & VR N i PR B RS - SS— TR E S
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55 P 82 B4 50T FERR - Freedman Frat iy 83K 07 Win L EFKTT
DU S i B Rs ARG T R 2 R DA T 1% - Fr i BB WMD By i e
B2 (rogue states) (Freedman, 2004: 94-99) -

T bl 3% 57 22 F WY BURE OB H - R 0% BRIRF I A R BT SEAE I 5
AR L AHRRRERAGHLEHEENT - Lz
iP5 I ] L g A e 0 1 ] R B - R 238 - AR AR 2 i I
=l g B S BIT E R DRI 2 1< B 1 A0 20 St ) R PR BR S BB SR TR 2
7 W L 7 R P B — M+ R e R B R P2 R~ S R BB o R 1 Y
FEIR I EE B - (RS B Se A B AR BR B ARG & - SE R
B R SRR BRI -

(F9) ERRAFTE A BRI EFE (L

Baylis » Writz ~ Cohen i Gray % % i £2 35 JL[AIFR - Bk T 52
FREIRRBA PRI T Wy iz — » RSB 1 bR 20 2 It 5T Bl ' S
geZ il (A=) - #ERP L IR FEEE « Jiikim ~ R M
EMEWI U EERR - (B2 0T 2HEMFEELAE AL - §
W Bt 7 B o 9 2 oK T B BUG TR A SEF R £R - LRI BE A (BBl
D) RIPEKRBAEER - Z 2R HIRERE - EEA ~ BAEEE
LA REY 8~ (Nye and Lynn-Jones, 1988: 5-27; 2 & 8 ~ E &AL »
2008 : 151-178 ; BL Ak 3#E » 2003 : 151-178) - H 5 IJF 9 i e o s 3%
R+ (R CLAIRT £ 00 B 2 T B i 13- B T 1B A1) Ry i 2 I ( Colllins, 2002
3-5; Rosen, 1988: 134-168) -
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x= BUARFISRERARE

Political Science (¥xis % )

International Relations ( & * & % )

Security Studies (% >/ 3 )

Strategic Studies
(Fewr a3 )

Military Studies
(Z2F#7%)

BRI © 2255 Baylis, et al (2002:12) f&Hd -

Betts J5 42 HH [ Bk W& iff 72 Fir 1 i 9 Bk B B[R] J&) -+ [T A 42 HY Bk g
BF 9 4K 5 B8 LA () FRp th 5 B - B BT 9 12 B 8 X ) B SN IR R Y
BRI GEAE A - AN EEPEZ XN - B BOs HERYER - B
W FEEE IR S5 W 3T 2 S - WA ~ k& - B >~ SLF - [HEE
% {50 I M B 52 3% 1 DAPRES 07 BB G H Y Ry FE 3G - B AN 6E HA 757 B
FEHEENAREE R I - HE L 2 ME (Betts, 1997:
7-33) o ERREIEMS T IEE S HERE T PR {LIRF - Freedman Ed Betts 2
— B AN TR ER - 58 R IR 0 A2 O 2 A A R AR B
R SRS BT T R 1YY ) R S O B R T S AR AR Y [T RE o BRI B 5
TS AT L E IS A2 2 Ji( Freedman, 2002: 328-342; Betts,
1997: 24) - 5yE . - Betts 38 Ry KERHY HIEH R M8 /2 B i SE g LA
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FRRYE ZE A o KRB DU R AR B ME BT 9T - B LUK -

Gray 58 5 B g BT 72 2 75 iF 9% 8 A i 7 BB R BOG HAY
> A G e AR R ik & 40 {r] 3 R 1 AR S B Ry JE i (antimilitary
fashion) -+ HX IR ZBIZ R ITEOR YR E S ERF# - i
DL BEEXIGERMASCABIE B - F R E AT
J§ X T (Gray, 1982: 1-10; Gray, 1992a: 610-635) - [A]3 » %% Z¢ % i
RE YD B oK 0 DRI R 167+ BEGIS BT 5 AR B &2 2 W e O A% L R FI
5t o Daniel Moran BEEAERYELH - M ICH i 2 B B AR A B HE
FEIA FE S HE G (historical inference) -+ F LU 55 U5 [HI Y B R 8
THETHEETH - BEZEHKE WMD R - fn b2 # B R
PR B+ B A 58 O MR A D SR R DLOM BT RE D » ik
F Bk iff 92 X AR .2 (Moran, 2002: 17) -

Aok By A WD T O e L AT B S T S R A B il A e B A
TFE - L2 2R S B PR FI R - PR B T I S H K
TR - BT E R R EE A - KRBk
i & 38 3117 #2 2 N B O B BE B PR B - 2 TR o AERETIVERE
TIRES R R AR 0 NS W Se A GE B L L EE DI RE AT LE -

Tt %

R S Al i R B B R M T e SRS 1k - A DURT AR 32 L LR R R0
R DR B RF S € A R P AE B S R SR D - WP SRR B o B BT SR
BRI R - MR 28~ JT kR RRON E AR BB AR A B - (H AL AR
% B DI T Wi B R A0 B2 BOE B 5 ik o Rl g 3 - L F
FBIRHEAN LT - AR G RE i B W BT 5 0 JER BRI R IR A - 1T
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Rt 1 BB S DL T BISE ) R T U RH B R A Y EER
SR G B LA o AR T HERMEREGETT - HIE A - WRH
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Critics and Reflections of Strategic Studies:
Stalemate of the Paradigm

Wei-Hwa Chen*

Historically, the origin of Strategic Studies began very early and
its definitions and scopes have evolved in accordance with the
change of time. During the Cold War period, the state-centric
approach was seen as a main tool for Strategic Studies, through
which states are seeking their survival in the international society.
When the bipolar system collapsed, critics argued that the
methodology of knowledge-building for Strategic Studies were
apparently short of scientific proof and testability. Critics also
challenged the feasibility of rational decision-making and
predictability of Strategic Studies. This essay has collected some
of the main critics and has found that the course of Strategic Studies
has evidently been affected by the strategic environment, which has
rendered not only the danger of paradigm lost but also its stalemate.
In so doing, Strategic Studies may highlight its value and function
so as to differentiate itself with Military Studies and Security
Studies and establish a specialty of its discipline. In conclusion,
Strategic Studies has to abolish its outdated paradigm, as this essay

indicates, and build up new research fields. In addition, whatever
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changes are made to the international environments, Strategic
Studies will still be considered as an indispensable means and

instrument for national security and survival.

Key words: strategic studies, paradigm, deterrence, rational choice,

security studies, military studies
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