BV 9BV S R BAG R

@'FP%EJ B SEPE ] @Fpuf’ﬁlf “ﬁ-puifé% = SAE
%J I il

BB R 2

!

SUHPVERLTE = RO i (R GV S8 2 3 (realism) i
ﬁﬁfji 2. (rationalist constructivism ) 3§ 11 IJTJrF‘* Eﬁ@ﬁ s I ;@zlgg;r%;;&}gg
[gyl[;];ﬂrf e, = E/[” e, %F %@[Eﬁﬁ&ﬁ@: ;“&AEJI:E}J%‘\ ;}:@EA ,_ijn
TR SR AR AL 2 SO
Pri 2 AV BRI RS i (=it (TP <0 250
ool R = S Rl (7 Il’r; T[]~ FlAE AT R
FER I -

%EJ%:_J DI ST [a}«']gr}?ri‘ﬁ > @%3 Ho @ﬁjﬂiﬁ%

153



NPT

A Review of English School Theory in International Relations:Its

theoretical differences from constructivism and regime theory
Center for General Education, Providence University

Tsai Cheng-hsiu

Abstract

English School was a sociological theory combining international realism
with rationalist constructivism and developed after WWII. The international
society made up of states is the focus of analysis in English school theory.
Based on the concept of state’s sovereignty, English School introduces the
shared social norms and intersubjective rules and practices from social
constructivism, at the same time emphasize the role of neoliberal international
regime in promoting international cooperation and state’s socialization process;
that help us understand the complex relationships among power, interest, value

and norm in the globalized world.

Keyword: English School Theory, International Society, Constructivism,
Regime Theory.
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Dialogue” in B. A. Roberson ed., International Society and the Development of International
Relations Theory (London: Printer, 1998).

2% Tim Dunne, “Global governance: A English School perspective,” in Alice D. Ba and
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contestation and world order (London and New York: Routledge, 2005), p. 73.

7 Barry Buzan and Richard Little, International Systems in World History: Remaking the
Study of International Relations (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), p. 46.

8 Martin Finnemore, National Interests in International Society (Ithaca: Cornell University
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Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1999).
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Journal of Politics and International Relations, Vol. 4, No. 3 (2002), pp. 487-509.

2% David Armstrong, “Globalization and the social state,” Review of International Studies, Vol.
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Columbia University Press, 1977), p. 13.
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Expansion of International Society (New York : Oxford University, 1984), p. 1.
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