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Thus far the chief purpose of our military establishment has been to
win wars. From now on its chief purpose must be to avert them.
It can have almost no other useful purpose.

Bernard Brodie (Buzan, 1987: 35)
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L iRl THSE ) (strategy ) ? TR ’Vﬁivllﬂ RIS PR
%éﬁlﬁ% (Buzan, 1987: 3) > F{‘fch ﬁ@s JiE! = E‘fﬂﬁf F'fY (Gray,
1982a: 1) [K]F=» 5?1?%}3@%???{?(/@] ~ )R B (Brodie, 1973: 452; Gray,
1982a: 2; 1982b: 3-4: Luttwak, 1986: 243) - £UE 253 747 (Karl Von
Clausewitz, 1780-1831) » & kL r*‘ FT'M[I SETE | B = Eﬁrrﬁﬁ%fgu*ﬂwu
(Clausewitz, 1968: 173) » “iEhLy[ ¥ S ~ pu ) =0 - % #lp "’ﬁj (B. H.
Liddell Hart, 1885-1970) FI[J#fi# E:55 - SRHEFSAI LG © 55 il i 2 [ Fi g =
IRy PTT' PO AR YRS | (Hart, 1974: 321) }Z\F'Jj% A= R S
P B o~ =t RIETRIIRLE T BRAE U B R
4 (Gray, 1982b: 4, 24; Rosecrance & Stein, 1993: 3) - ,lg A= RyE EE
UIFIR > SELRLIISPER B IR T i i s o 46> Art (1992: 70-71)
%f%ﬂ (NGRSl L R R e SRR IR ERE TR AT id iy
W PPRRERET SRS BRI = BISE AR B A2
P ZEL = [ (Deibel, 1992: 41-42) » iERLE R E]J?ﬂwﬁ*ﬁgﬁ o~
PP CREOp R A ) IS P L e SRR
WP S A= 2R =t W AR HUEe ﬁi‘%&ffﬁq?, » BN
pUEs T P (L) -
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%‘%F'@ A R - A R 2) - RS A T T
(national policy ) ~ & EE T [l B /*'TEE,J (national strategy ) ~ F5% L
#\F” TAHERS | (grand strategy ) t T ?I»ﬂ s PR RS TE AT

Co BATT BRI B ROV IR - B
%E?l"l PRy RETE > B R U g T R SR A
N9 I3 RSP AR R g‘)ﬂa&zlm&ﬁo A4
nﬁpﬁﬁﬁﬁjjmﬁﬁwwHﬁ~ S B
TOSEL b S g E R T 5 R PR R AL
ERIEEY - T HIRLB %4 = pufiEfl -

fij "B (defense policy ) <7 EG [ s ﬂhu (defense
strategy ) = HEVAPRG [ € o B FRY MR IERLE (=5 )~ [ O E

CIFG SRR S R g - RV EhE A L BV R B
HFWKF A BRI T BRI F o WP
Fliﬁfé Pl RLP ARy ~ BRI FRVSTR o e [ RS R 5
B RLERE A Elflﬁiﬁ o PIE s B TEEL R > BT PR
FYRLZERTA = R+ [ B R LA AR Y

Huntington (1991: 12) #iz5# 1 % T i 4 = W% | (national security strategy ) o
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B 2: ESBRBEERZE

"RigiHEpE ) (military strategy ) [ 0F fEE (520 T S ¢ %gﬂs
R JI,E' (EBIFG QRS ~ F LB G GV RAISE 5 SRS F o Sl
FL (=S B R > BRIV S~ BRI SE o ST 2 ER T~ R
HJIF(E[%JI , %[L_l—,fﬁéﬁl N aji_f/ EJEJ]'P‘AE}?& %[T %[L_'—’F‘P”t% /’E\,_7 %[
A AR R LN e 1SS0 -

SAERNF=L S @«'iiﬁﬂ%ﬁvﬁﬁﬂ'%ﬂm B cu’ﬂa@ﬁﬁ&
Pif < SR o R AERRG £ BRI 2 R R ORI e
P TSR R T B BRSO o [ TR o 0 G
g ( &;ﬂ 3)e FLE=HH = H I ?;Fﬂz?.fl' f‘e[ﬁjg;;;tg:.ﬂp *‘\FT'E‘ B S RLEY
A o = B

2 Luttwak (1987) =1#SES T £ EE i < WS . [/ (B85 (operational ) ~ BT ~ I RN
B P R e e
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FIfe 2% I'F'EJEE]’%W 2§ ’[U*F,qf‘fﬁ o Bi% 4 2 | (national security) i

JEURLB % T v pUfE LA I (raison d’Btre) » SUTERLEL I[N - (I
TF TERUE = o R = AR~ Y RLIEI SRR SRR R %K”J‘
FPIPVTELf ~ pORLE VR o B0 N A N2 A S PP R lﬂ“‘ﬁ’ﬁﬁ'”“'a}
V=B R EE 2D IHI B P R vﬁwi,ﬁ,q; R
[quawau [ ']J@F;%fa&'ig[ (national identity ) i/[[]ﬁf-ﬂ[ﬁ&'ijlv‘a B

W TR Y A NI R 1E'/]‘f U‘fr&f%‘ TRE ﬁﬁ”w:ﬁ?ﬁ’&*
ﬂrﬁ?ﬁi‘ﬁfiﬂz » HERLN SRS a2 A A R

fipd = EJ’FETAﬂ = ]E’Hﬁﬁu]éﬁii_ﬁ”v FITIpu e T =
%Tl s iRl T Plﬂ:\j‘%&? p ERERt ”FJ ]9, (Buzan, et al.: 1998: 27) o
F e 4= RS (S F ¥E A (Lipschutz, 1995; Tickner, 1995; Krause, 1996;
Baldwin, 1997; Buzan, et al.: 1998; Waver, 2004; Brauch, 2007; Baylis,
2007 ) » =S {Mp 5T HilE ”ﬁ, (*, (widening) ~ I'J % Ty {* , (deepening)
Ry 7 (I 4) -
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Fitk o R [ JAE p%%ﬁwﬁva$W®ﬁ%%
F'Jﬁlqi/ﬂ?[%%’ P Pl o At TR ~ L = F”T*g‘ SR
FfE* (Lynn-Jones & Miller, 1995; Terriff, et al., 1999) - Eéfilp SR E\E%JW
THEHATE A R o B E JURRE ’Fj‘ii?ﬁr‘ﬁ’lfll'ﬁ#‘@%%fﬁ? bl
It ’T*ffm e a2 1 W) B B | PR R S SR ’ﬂ?F‘ O SRR
Bl Vjﬁ)"‘fnf{fl‘ "?ﬂl? g f[‘/iﬁgﬁ*fﬂflpﬂﬂ 5554 U
*JE”FJ?F?H FRIY i_;r[lf&ff#fpmf% SR E Y Jﬁﬂ > RIS R
FTfee TJ‘“‘F”[E&'%L\ _J‘??bﬂl*@“‘ﬁ%*ﬁﬂv IfRf >~ = ER R~ (Buzan,
etal., 1998:5-6) - %f[Jﬁ% ST IE'FQIFTJ 1T E s BRI T
FE+4 =, (international security) Fi’ J“i” R EL%JE?‘EI%I%%A TRy

RN v U (lnsecurlty)
/fﬁtifl{fj W ﬁ‘/i f , (sector) ; bl Buzan =~ (1998) -
G, W‘giﬁ%%@ (referent objects) o
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=%, (human security ) o Z% {47 p;rF[LI o R el JF | REEy > H
iee;,ltﬁﬂgv‘ FYREERY T i > BT i}&fﬁp@@ Ur%@
PR LS el cE

ik {0 5 Jﬁgﬂfﬁ’—pi@c MRS e o T EEE A (Strategic Studies) 'l
ekl T 29 (Security Studies) fiu— Lo i g?ﬁfdu’iﬁ?fﬁfc S

ﬁ%[’%ﬁﬁ (International Relations) A&y~ F’fﬂj ; *JE”ES«IBJ;FTJ[ £
LﬂF[; , (Political Science ) xﬁua{e’g Q%ﬂ 5) ( Baylis, 2001; Betts,

1997) o P AT V] o (IR PIRE > N RRLE P S 1
S F’ﬁ‘zﬁ B ESRE T RS /25 (Military Science ) ﬁ'ﬁ i
FUROR (5 o Tl T a o B 2 pUERE AR - M
ffe (7SR R “ﬁ?%$’ﬁaiﬁlﬁ-ﬁm%%J’7%ﬂi L
2 UHESE RO

[ F%?J i

8 5 : BRESHREEN

OB HOEIRAL TR 2 o e SRR IRERL > T R K
SRS PO . (lny'Jﬂgﬁi?ﬁfﬁ??J [ EERLEE S RIEY human FLEE £ 3
He > f‘}’ﬁ?ﬁ‘??’ri@fﬁ%ﬁﬁ 4 PRI o ERL T BRI E O a o - rox
B SRR R T R -

Tt r[ﬁﬁ’[‘\“fﬁfﬁfu (International Politics )» = FolfL < b I T‘“/ B B R
Bty Aﬁl?{ e gb]ﬂm

[ES«‘!{F’FP»T%J (International Studies ) FI[[RLES ffiuf i it > =7 |EH}[§¢15"FI3F =

‘%
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T S P 2 PR AR B LY 2 =
Z;E[HJ ) %Eéﬁm{ta‘é‘*fﬁﬂgﬁ?%?ﬁmP Snyder (1999: 4) H =830 >

FYHE A S U AL I s
ferR ] = m%’UWW%W?%WW%$m°T@’TQE$QT% Bl
RLESFEAC > F5 TR TE ] > A1 wwEXﬁﬁ@F@?awmy%a@zﬁggg

POl Fay [ﬁﬁﬁiﬁf«g : ~/+?fzw‘fmn #° , (Foreign Policy Analysis) ~ I'| & T BIfE%
iFﬁ;?fﬁ (International Political Economy ) i%lﬁil_?ml?f( 2t & (qﬁ[ 6) e

i

BT A e e

8 6 - BRAREBEFREREMRENIE

ARz Ty g B

7 FELE R GRS RURES > Jp gl IﬁJI*J“ pJﬂélmlz v 2 RIRL T E R

Eﬁ'r%ﬁll fobl- [ iRt TR BERE S, (International Organizations) i F5 3 » ' ') F]

- TR (Internatlonal Law) °

P A B L T PR LJTNJJ ( Comparative Foreign Policy ) ; f. Hermann ==

Peacock (1987) ~ Kaarbo =~ (2002) -

S I B RO L Barle (1971) Weigley (1973) - Betts (1983) /|7
Malik (1999) -

12 B Gray (1982a: 8-10) FUsR| 557!Ix%glxﬁmufigglggggm;?ﬁ, (-) %’\@ZIIXTT{TFE’F’

fiﬁﬂb{fjrﬁﬁ B fﬁLJ—‘F;'J ?El’ﬁjj'if FRORL (T ) PRSI R ORI T GR

G HRPH ] RSO AIES C (5) rﬂf”%wﬁw AT () =i

10
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o WG E S A SR A RS (Brodie, 1949, 1965) 0 F AL
ZULICR Y 1952-66 /] (Trachtenberg, 1991: 3) « ¢ 1M 0] » 4%~ i
SR B B B R OB » [P S E T
& |'*’ L N e (e = f‘%’é‘{ﬁ%ﬁ W P B AT Y Y LR

=PV T2 PR R R A SR S (Walt, 1991 Kolodziej,
1992; Baldwin, 1995; Betts, 1997, 2000; Baylis, 2001) » i 1| %%E"‘?‘Li
AEE DS R

B IS MRS Gray (1982b) ~ I' % Betts (1997) » e [VEEHSfK
AP T o T‘i‘(ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ Gray (1982b: 15-17) » 1[I A pY
BN ST RS e Y- PR, 194546 V] SRl S R
G IR PO R B - BRI IR
}%@]‘ FL7 N S B TS '[ﬂi Y c[JTF, Bernard Brodie [y A1~ 4%~
[= | ( mutual nuclear deterrence) % RIS > E“ﬁi:rilﬁﬁﬁ.ﬂj [E<iERRE ISR
Tzﬁ} RS P YRR [Fﬂdj IJ%I—FME%QT’,% gg;cﬁjﬁ&

SV PRI 1954-65 & I [H] » L G 3 BB PO F APEJJE REI
FFIRES (1950-53) fiU FEJ [F«L&E@'u (limited war) k& - | y%‘%ﬂ%f
AU Fpp l—p‘rr{T SBE T DA Pl U rg%uﬁg; | (Rand
Corporation ) £/~ * f[\/iﬂﬂuﬁﬂﬁ ﬂ‘ﬂm . cpyprzﬁfﬂ” ngvygi I
PRIl Carms control) ol I’*%E'U%Tu P HERL T A
(S ’5 | S R A e IEF TR SR P R R [

AV WRLI 1971-81 # VR o 1960 £ FCE I FHTIERL

>L

"r

EA

AT R A TR () Eﬁ‘ffFWﬁH% o iERLE ni‘ﬂau SR A
PR '**FE‘ELFWW
B Hi 7# ~ ¥l Quincy Wright (1964) 7 1942 & VS (W51 ) > (4G 2f (S Wi
’F'JIJMEMJF?:' ('Snyder, 1999:5) -
14 PR BT RS B T QEJJEH‘ CEEE S e iR ARV (Robert McNamara,
1916-2009) [sszlﬁ’ﬁﬁ[igir '] (1961-68) - F %%J T FIJE%EIK’FIE?J“’ ~ Fﬁiﬁ' TIETNTR
PO o I ) I T O T S R OB 5 U PR
SRVHS > B kS A IJATFF.JWH f ( Gray, 1982b: 15-17) -

|—

w



40 (EREABRMEFR) H 645 5 3M (2010/ 4 F5k)

WQ'E\JI‘['*‘EIU%E' RlAE = Fr i Ay - 3% o TR B P L
AP e P BS«'B’B%[F”FLi %QLJFEJ%F%’?JIM BN R LR
[ HRH]) o T RS, (preponderance ) » % MRLArGR Y T AL (R
( mutual assured destruction, MAD ) » E"é?ﬁ%@@fb* ’ ﬁ (15 & (i SR V- [ﬁj
BPy o E RS ST G (1950-75) pusEiR] n?rjf%;[aﬁlﬂé‘lflﬁ'_iﬁ’?ﬁ‘:?k’zi\p@
sl e R [EGE] S PR VRIS (SR R BRSO TERL— W (A
LS > A PURLT I <A B R ?

B 1=y E’EEJ]‘ FUfY Betts (1997) > f*IHASHHZEIY 5L 1 o3 B = (el P
BUENT - 27 (W AR IR SR b i B R S
FRIGETIET ~ =N S s SR 39 0 2 il > P B /gﬁ,@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ
AR R A= ¢FITJ ,."g,[E&I[fjrlfr_j% R - F{.I‘Egjf » % William T. R.
Fox(1912-88)fv= & ™ »%@ﬁlﬁfﬁ’ﬁﬁ[%ﬁz‘%% ﬁ? ( Social Science Research
Council ) ﬁ’?%‘;}”lfj[ﬁﬁl%ﬁ%?’ﬁ¢ E 7 (Committee on National Security
Research ) » FfJf; v 57 o 52 it - W&W}“FJ}%} Po [ o M
AU BIF[P2RL World Politics

Ll g 17 T,FE—EF'EJ*?{ g‘%ﬂm 3?@&&'5@%7 Betts (1997: 14)
P@;E’, s A AR o PR %F FE AR e PV
PRI e PR e R] o 7 b A2 = BT [ HJJT’T b rfﬂﬁ”éf?%%'["éfl@: =
B o 3= T FIA SRR PO T S A e I [URISCRRE BT
TS 0L I;TI*‘ OHRS £ o % 35 H[Zﬁfm, G I fFJr,{ug“th NEASAY N
PUTS  E9W 1) S AT T W P P S

“IJ}_F F A SRy Center of International Studies » 5% ) Klaus Knorr ~ Glenn
Snyder William Kaufmann ~ I')] % Herman Kahn ; £ |AF“EH4\??>EIU Institute of War and
Peace Studies - #| Kennth Waltz ~ Samul Huntington ~ Paul Hammond ~ Warner Schilling ;
¥ 1 A 229 Mershon Center | Philip Green; [ifj 4 219 Center for International
Affairs > *EJ Henry Kissinger; I'] Uﬁw@ﬁ%j [k Center of International Studies( Betts,
1997:13) -

16 F{’ﬁ f:zgz;[gywmg fURSEREEH Alain Enthoven (1930-) &2 i * 3% 5 WSS FHEH Wik
N }’J,‘Iﬁp I] eyt F}Hﬁ[ FY LT MR AT AU L B4 (Betts, 1997: 14)-
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ST [ TEE S PR P LA F[J’f'g'??}ii']spu LS o =9 FITE 1970
=) F*F’JﬁEJF'ﬁJiIF QLA UEZ@T‘TJIVT?%?D (détente ) » A% = R AU
TIEN R (S ST R VERDY ju?[jtﬂjiﬁ%;IJF]sjﬁff?[@j (o =
5 ?E’ﬁﬁif,ﬁ (Ford Foundation) E‘Y%PF—‘ 4~ L] i S0k -
PRz sgy "(’“FE'%’UI?'EE‘*\ ’El%wiﬁi lfﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬂ I SR il’ £t ST
%E’ij“@f@'[‘%rﬁlfi = R %ag[ﬁlb«@ﬁ’wyfjpﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁ I
[ES“[SJ%‘E&?HH%( Betts, 1997: 16-17)

S [l MO R e 0 PRL > A B Y R By (1977
81) # M- Fl£ o gﬂ?{@dfﬂhﬁiiﬂ (e 2y = ﬁﬂ[ﬁ#*%éﬁé@: QE#‘
P APt P e o Ey 2 [ & S IR VP T ST o
PR« DA IS g TR R - 7‘“ 4 S M TUWFLW yo
Ty BRI i e = e~ § Ulﬁ%&’if [E38gE2 F{VH SEuHERIAY T B TS A
TaglEEE o SRR R S e R T SRR P
A PR T*‘*A Fers s A~ I e S0 ’{mﬁﬂ&ﬁﬂ%wl?%{ﬁlqﬁﬁifﬁ °
A 1980 F R t’}?&?&.pj MR S ngg (VRO R E s
= AP AR - PSR T\’T’?”E'*TW'*TJ“ VS PR
Mo R RIS [ IO R R TR o [TORS S 3 A b
FREOFIBA - FISERLD 2 PrRfs T BT | R W IR T
PPl ['[E{ﬁ,'J'J'é% ( Betts, 1997: 20-21) - fiiﬁ[iﬁ“.?& ) EJ%YEJW&EIXF’[UF'JWIJ )
= RLRLILAKT International Security -

Y= [P R AR I OB e T BURL s %Ef YRy Y- [ETFE - h
ST 1991 F ELIR(N) (- - %Eﬂmﬁmﬁ_[pl*uﬁs«[[ﬂ;;%[ (EETSE SRl gf/p
TREEEST ~ PR AT (U sk o RS2 e 4R —i?’ék b ] o T 38 !
> SEHpup o 27 8 > BN B (low intensity conflict) ~ Y
RLFIESRC] T e B PR 5E s (Betts, 19970 21-22) - T {fe@fE ~ I &

(:uﬁ —T&‘Fun‘J D) MIEEER o R E R fRLAT
B S P ERLRH AT (7)) -
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Frifg
s
Prif s
ﬁ%ﬁ
i
FUR S a1l

7 BIBTROBE

ISR 6 PR BROARE - I AL
¥ PSP PR FIGOFS » AL s BRI A
P P (A Y (Art, 1902: 70; Kaufman, et al., 1991a: 3) « 25 i
P PP AT D (A0 WL S AL R [
(causes) » {5 i i P i 1oF1 Coutputs) » PR [FASF IR ~ HVRL
Adifl Coutcomes) ([l 8) < 15K Betts (1997: 10) fufis - — Jﬂ%g[ﬁ&[@rﬁ
s LRI CHICMNET T g EREATE o HESie ST
I T ERAD( A BRI T WS ) (K= LY - @
ST HIRIGR < B 2 IR B DR R B o S BERL
RIS IS 038 48 -

X Y 5

i —» Wil [

8 : B EERMIE

17 ?,I’]ji » Kaufman = * (1991a: 3) Fg]:m , E—ﬁlm%%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁflgﬂp“'f[ﬁﬁi}ﬁ )
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Betts (1997: 22-30) ¥% » MEPSFAC pUA g R AR 8 T
TS D) PR STE PR PR PSR s T L@«ﬁ DU
Ej&ﬂﬁ”i’ﬂzu ’ %FFHJE-IELMU‘EEWE; (Bull, 1968: 595-96; Baylis, et al.,
1987a: 5) - Hh 2 PUAE B HIISEEFIR - PyH AT L P
%'F]m _Hpu gl (Suchy, 2003: 8-9) -

WWE@W@WW‘ﬁﬁ%wﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ“’ﬂi%ﬁﬁﬁ@wi,
"R li%TM (explanatory theory ) ' I'J 1= it T 53 #7 g%, (level of
analysis) %, (Waltz, 1979) - c[J? B R lJ*ﬁﬁlB I PR S TR
VR fOR B o BT - Rosecrance ¥ Stein (1993) I[Pk ey
Bl pu-SHEE 2~ Johnston (11995) J‘}[asziéj&‘pfji‘fﬁﬁlﬁd/ [~ Gray (1986) ||
E&I%j;’ﬁffﬁﬁ\ EiSl e S (U I [ﬂ | % Buzan (1987: 76-113) # [n, =
i [l E.ﬂyﬂiﬁ B FR wgf (arms race) °

WA G BRI )] 0 [0 (Gray, 1982a: 6-7): (- ) T
?rj‘[‘ik%]?r%J (‘empirical theory) ﬂ?ﬁ&@ Lﬂf‘[mt H s ﬁl,rﬁ AN
o - WENRP T (regularities) - 5 RLEY (patterns) - B[ Halperin

'%

1 PIaER T (structure) fOBIEG 7 o B0 D5 F;I“"Iu’y}?SF%F}"{IE‘JQ’??F%'[%
fﬂlﬂ ﬁﬁJJit‘ﬂf” I BIF 'Fﬂi‘ (il Cagent) FOBIRG % > EEPUBIF 7 15
HEp ﬁ“?ﬂ'hW‘ ’ﬂ?[iﬁj‘i Joo B E LA E A 2 A -

1 J"‘Jﬂ'ﬁi[ﬁyla}; 7yﬂ-%* Jﬁjc[, E[J;r”._kg?aﬁu uanfﬁﬁ B PR

NEFHA ‘H?"?‘ﬁﬂ ] N REE L AR ’”J?d‘tféfﬁfifi‘ﬁi??‘i\‘fiﬁ >

PR 2k o

“ifiERL idiosyncratic characteristics > Eu?ﬁ%' o~ fitE S R S ATER TR RS

2L {1 Edwards (1991) 1 LR R a«wlghwffuus«la;% $AIEY I -

PO TP T R SR RS KT RO 0SS (Mearsheimer, 1083;
Miller & Lynn- Jones 1989 ) ~ Fh I (Miller, 1984; Sederberg, 1986; Quester, 1986;
Goldfischer & Graham, 1992) - ﬁl’ﬁﬁ%’ﬂjﬂ ( Garnett, 1979; Baylis, et al., 1987a) ~ ﬁl’[’fﬁjﬁ%f
( Gray, 1976; Aldridge, 1983 ) “Ejﬂfiﬁﬂk?%‘i (Osgood, 1979; Baylis, et al., 1987a) ~ Fﬁji”rﬁgi
(Baylis, etal., 1987a )~ %&W(Bell 1979; Lynn-Jones, et al., 1990 )~ 5# [ ( Calleo, 1987;
Baylis, et al., 1987a) ~ ¥ 29513 (strategic defense initiative » ~Z4 £ T Bl [RE¥EST )
(Miller & Evera, 1986; Charlton, 1987; Sagan, 1989) - ﬂﬁ?«gf&%ﬁﬁm;ﬁ? ('ballistic missile
defense ) ('Yost, 1988; Pfaltzgraff, 1996; Yanarella, 2002 ) - ﬁ(gugﬁ;ﬁﬁ'.ﬁﬁﬂ (revolution in
military affairs) ( Metz & Kievit, 1995; Sterner, 1999; Morgan, 2000 )~ I'| % fiﬁgi@ & (low
intensity conflict) ( Thompson, 1989; Sarkesian, 1993 ) °

20
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(1967) SFCSBIAVHIH S - George == Smoke (1974 ) Sf# S [p ot
#SpE ~ Mandelbaum (1979 ) == Jervis (1984 ) /T3 Bf JW}P‘“‘H Gaddis
(1982) SEpH Sy R ER#EE ~ Garthoff (1985) ¢ ﬁrjﬂ\ ES«'E‘“”W%"& hj%
%%fLIEHJ%HFELJ’ﬁ HGFE ~ Baylis =~ (1987b) +ﬁ"ﬁ,@§g@ Heuser (1998)
SIS =55 ( EN?F PR~ sl ~ 1) Bk ) A% R EEEE - ONeill = Horner (1981)
K Legro (2005) % JE”?B«IEJEFF&:E 2B ~ Swaine = Tellis (2000) S5
B P O o () T liE%FFuJ (normative theory) = E}Iiifi#’é]‘f
FEIES P T S A #Hﬁ’ B[ Rapoport (1964 ) S LUAE
FUNIIBESS > Blake = Pole (1983 ) - Nigel == Pole (1984 ) - Kavka (1987 ) -
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Abstract

We shall start with the clarification of some basic concepts, such as
strategy, national strategy, national strategy, and defense strategy.
Efforts will be made to identity the status of Strategic Studies within the
field of International Relations and to trace its development. We will
then look into theories and approaches that may be appropriated. We
will endeavor to examine various options toward peace. Finally, we will

offer some policy choices for Taiwan’s survival.
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