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struction of China’ sown R theories

The English School and Its International Society
Zhang Qianm ng (28)

The English School is an mportant school of IR theory Fram observations in tems of methodology and ontology,
we can e that the international sciety of the English School is different from that of the American mainstrean R theo-
ries it has unigue gopmaches and theoretical pergectives, and provides an mportant analytical franavork for us o un-
derstand international relations The pluralisn of the English School not only offers a franevork for smming up different
viavpointson the theory of intemational relations, but al® fomulates an ideal platform for dialogues anong the main-
stream IR theories However, it has al® brought about sme irrelvable contradictions and tensions

Posmodernisn and Posmodern International Relations A Basic Review
L iuYongtao (36)

Posmodernisn, asa concept in a broad sense, can be understood as a st of ideasand sntiments, away of think-
ing, and an altemative intellectual canpaign This article discusses sme features of posimodernisn, including posmo-
demisn as a force of negation of, and resistance t, modemisn, as a force concemed with and emancipating those
wicesmarginalized and silenced in ocial life, and as the product of changesof the contamporary era It al© examines
the meaningsof three fundamental tems frequently used by posmoderists deconstruction, intertexuality, and genealo-
gy Finally, the author investigates sme of the themes of posmodem intemational relations ( IR) , including its con-
cemswith ontlogical and epistanological isuues in IR, the cial and linguistic construction of IR, and the ethical dimen-
sions of world politics

Posmodernisn and Studies of International Relations
Zhuang L iwei (43)

The relationship of modernisn t post - moderisn isa combination of adjusment, updating, synchronization of the
balance, and ttal subversion of the old theory: amore advanced moderisn, a competitor, and a destroyer For the
most part, positmodemisn has a positive influence on the research and practice of international relations Postmoder-
nisn’ sentry ino IR acadamic circles as a challenger indicates that the existing R theories and ideas have sme <serious
inner defects and the existingworld is ewlving gradually © a posimodern one

Fen nist International Relationsand Its Future
LiY hgtao (50)

Faminist R emerged in the late 1980s There are a number of faninist gopraches o international relations,
including liberal faninisn, radical feminisn, posmodemn faninisn, etc They all shed light on wamen’ s lives and
share the asamption that gender isan important pergective o enhance the understanding of IR Feminist scholars advo-
cate that the male - damninated traditional IR should be modified or supplemented The author provides an overall intro-
duction o the main categoriesof faninist IR and its fundamental challenges o conventional IR, amsup the relationship
betveen feminisn and other schoolsof international relations, and finally explores the future of faninist intemational re-
lations



