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TEOPIT MDKHAPOAHMX BIAHOCHMH YV HAYKOBMX AMCKYCISIX:
VAIBHUIM AJAAOT MIDK OAE BEMBEPOM TA KHYTOM EPIKOM
MOPITEHCEHOM

BaxsmvBuM 3aBAaHHAM I BCiX HAYKOBIIIB € PO3YMiHHSA TOrO, SK IIiJICYMyBaTU
Ta K BUKopucratu aebatu pisHux mkin «MB» pnasa BmacHoro mpoexty. Hu i
Teopil KMAaioTh OfHA ONHIM BUKJWK, UM BOHU HiATPUMYIOTH omxHa oxHy? Ha-
CKimbKM pisHi Teopii, 1m0 Hapasi BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCA IPaKTUKaMU, HAJIEKATh
no TMB? [eski 3 HUX HOXOJATH i3 iHINMX Taay3eili — 3 €KOHOMiKu (Teopis
irop Ta HeosiGepaJabHUN IHCTUTYIIOHATIIZM), KYJIbTYPOJOrii (IOCTKOJIOHIAIIZM),
dimocodii (mocTeTpyKTypasism), MOJMITUYHOI eKoHOMil (Mapkcusm), — a mesaki
Teopili mpoTucTOATh TpaxuliHii KoHmenrii «MB». Hapemrti BaskauBO 3HaTH,
AKi 1ebaTy CTaHYTh KJIIOYOBUMH Y MarOyTHHOMY. MeToo po0OTH € OIliHKa CTaHy
PO3BUTKY AucuuILTiHu « MidKHapoaHiI BiTHOCMHM» KPidh IPU3MY OCHOBHUX Hay-
KOBUX AWCKYCi#t i1 HaOi/IbIl 3BHAHUX TEOPETHUKiB, cepes AKUX BuAiidaoTheA Oue
BeiiBep Ta Kuyr Epik Moprescen. ¥V pesysnbrari anamzisy ix mpamb MOKHA LiHTH
BUCHOBKY, 110 MeiiHcTpiM TMB BigiiinoB Hasanm A0 eMIIipUYHOTO, iHAYKTHUBICT-
ChKOTO TIOTJIAAY Ha Teopifo. AJjie Ile He O3HAUae 3aKiHYEeHHS BEJUKUX AebaTiB;
MipKyBaHHS PO «KiHeIb Teopii» mepeguacHi: KiHeIb 3aBiKIW O3HAUYAE€ HOBUM
KPOK yIiepen, AKuii Mmoxke nepenactpoitu TMB.

Kiiouosi cioBa: Teopisa mikmapoguux BigaocuH, One Beiisep, Kuyr Epix Mop-
TeHCEeH, «BeJIMKi mebaTm».

ITocranoBka mpooaemu. Te, 110 MU 3HaeEMO PO AuUCHUILIiHY «MiskHapomui
BigHocuHuU» («MB») Ta cami mirkHaponui BimHOocmHU (MB) AK peasbHicTB, AKa
HaJaHa HaM 4yepes3 HAIlli BiIuyTTs, 3aJIeKUTh BiJi BUKOPUCTOBYBaHOiI Teopii. Iu-
IIMMHU CJIOBaMHU, He MOKHa irHOPYBaTU TEOPil0 i OTPMMYyBaATU «UYUCTi» 3HAHHA
npo peanbHicTh. MB MoKHa mpoaHajidyBaTu JIHIIE TOAi, KOJU MU BiIIIITOBXY-
eMocsa Bim Teopii miskHapomumx BimHocuu (TMB). Orike, Heo6XimHO pPO3yMmMiTH
MHUHYyJIe, cyuacHe Ta maiioyrae TMB aisa po3syMiHHS CBiTY, SIKMI MU BIBUYAEMO.

CyThb iHTeJIeKTyanbHOI cTPpYyKTypu aucnuiiainu «MB» — me T. 3B. «Benmuki
nebatu». Ha choromui 6ijibille JecATKA OCHOBHUX TeOPiii Ta cOTHI Bapiariii Ta
MiKCiB MIMPOKO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCA MPaKTUKaMHU IJA CTBOPEHHA KpAaIoro Au-
3afHy 1X mocuaimkeHb. ToMy BasKJIMBUM 3aBIAHHAM OJIS BCiX HAYKOBIIIB € PO-
3yMiHHS, AK MiICYyMyBaTu Ta K BUKOpPUCTATU AebaTu pisHmX mKiad «MB» masa
BJIACHOTO IIPoeKTy. Um IIi Teopil KMaaioTh OAHA ONHiNI BHUKJIWNK, YM BOHU MilI-
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TPUMYIOTH ofHa oxuy? HackinbKu pisHi Teopii, 110 Hapasi BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCSA
mpakTuKamu, Hajmexatrb 1o TMB? [lesaki 3 HUX mOXoAATH i3 iHINIUX raayseii — 3
eKOHOMiKUY (Teopis irop Ta HeosibepadbHUI iHCTHUTYIIOHANIZM), KYJBTYPOJIO-
rii (mocTtkosoHianisam), dimocodii (mocTcTpyKTypaniam), MOJTiTHYHOI eKOHOMIil
(MmapkcusMm) abo B3arasi 3 KimbKox mxeper (heminiam), — a meari Teopii HaBiTH
IPOTUCTOATDH 3BUUHIN A Hac KoHIenii «MB». Yu Bce-Taxku 1e Teopii «MB»?
Ax mi muTaHHA PO3TAAAAIOTH CydYacHi TeopeTuku, Taki axk Oise BeiiBep Ta KuyT
Epik ropreHceH? Hapernrri Bci Mmu xoTisin 6 orpuMaTu BiamoBigb, aki mebartu,
WMOBIpHO, CTAaHYTH KJIIOUOBUMHU y MaliOyTHHOMY.

Amnanis monepenHix mocaimskens. 11106 3posymiTu cran mocaimxens TMB Ha
CBOTOJIHi, ITO-TIEPIIIE, CJIiJ 3BEPHYTHUCA IO CAMOTO MOHATTA «CYYaCHOCTi». SIKIITO
Iast gociimxerndas MB BoHo 6iJbIIIicTIO aBTOPiB BUBHAUAETHCS «IIOCTOITIONSAPHIC-
TIO», TO 3 «MB» AK quCIUILIIHOIO BCe HE TaK IIPOCTO; OUYEBUHO HEMOIKJIMBO Ha-
3BaTH ONHY IIPAIlI0 UM OAHY MOMii0, IO IIepeBepHyJia Ou HayKy Ta BiJoKpeMua
«BUYOPAIITHIN AeHb» Bif choTomHiImHBOr0. HaBiTh AKINO ITifi «BUOpaAITHIM» MaTH
Ha yBasi MiHJIMBY «MOAy» Ha Ti um iHImi Teopetmuni migxonwm. Ha mare mepe-
KOHAHHA, CbOTOAHIIMHA Hayka MB yce 1mie memo:xkauBa 6e3 ypaxyBaHHS imeit,
BukJgazenux y mouorpadii Kerarnera Yoama «Theory of International Politics»
(Waltz, 1979). Bona sHamMeHyBaJja IOABY CTPYKTYPHOro peajiismy (Heopeasis-
MY), AKUH 0 MHOT0 MTHA 3aJIUIITAETHCA OCHOBHOIO TOUKOIO BiJIIKY IJIA peasicTiB
CIITA, a ocKinpKU Ile «Imepiia cepel PiBHUX» y gocaimxenuasx MB kpaima, — it
I BCHOTO CBITY.

Hacrynuum BusHauHUM KpoKoM y po3BuTky TMB cras 1989 pik, xoam
OMHOYACHO BUUIILJIM [ABI BUAaTHI mpari, fAKi 3amodyaTKyBaJid KOHCTPYKTHU-
BicTrcbkuit moBopor y «MB» — «World of Our Making: Rules and Rule in
Social Theory and International Relations» Hikosmaca Omyda (Onuf, 1989)
ta «Rules, Norms and Decisions: On the Conditions of Practical and Legal
Reasoning in International Relations and Domestic Affairs» ®pigpixa Kpa-
toxsina (Kratochwil, 1989). OcTaTouHO KOHCTPYKTUBiIZM 3aKpPimmMBCA Y AKOCTL
OCHOBHOI JibepasbHOI aJabTepHATHUBU HEOPeaIidMy 3 BUXOIOM CTATTi AJieKcaH-
npa Bergra «Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of
Power Politics» (Wendt, 1992). BiuspbKuMu 10 KOHCTPYKTUBICTIB BUSIBUJINCS
IpeACTaBHUKM TaK 3BaHOi AHTIIHICHKOI IITKOJM, TPO AKY HalKpallle Po3IoBiB y
1993 p. y cBoiit crarti «From International System to International Society:
Structural Realism and Regime Theory Meet the English School» ii BumaTumit
upencraBHuK Bappi Bysau (Buzan, 1993).

Y nmpyritt momoBuHi 1990-x pp. OCHOBHI AebaTw TPOIOBIKYBAJIW TOUUTHUCS
MidK CTpyKTypaJjicramMmu Ta KOHCTPYKTuBictamu. TyT cainx Buminutu nparmi Tima
Hanma «The Social Construction of International Society» (Dunne, 1995),
Moxoua Pomsxepca Cipima «The Construction of Social Reality» (Searle, 1995),
3 oguHoro Oory, Ta crarti Komima Exmana «Horses for Courses: Why Not a
Neorealist Theory of Foreign Policy?» (Elman, 1996) ta Peunmanna Illsesniepa
it lesima Ilpica «A Tale of Two Realisms: Expanding the Institutions Debate»
(Schweller & Priess, 1997), 3 immoro. Oguax y 1998 poui Buxinx Bimpasy me-
KiJIBKOX OCHOBOIIOJIOMKHMX ITpalb KOHCTPYKTUBICTIB, 3Ja€ThCsd, 3aKpimuB 3a
HUMU POJb Jifepa y npocyBauui HoBux imeit y TMB. Tyt i «The Constructivist
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Turn in International Relations Theory» Ixeddpi Hexena (Checkel, 1998), i
«Domestic Politics, Foreign Policy, and Theories of International Relations»
Hxeiimca @ipona (Fearon, 1998), i «What Makes the World Hang Together?
Neo-Utilitarianism and the Social Constructivist Challenge» :xona Parri
(Ruggie, 1998). Ommak ¢aarmMaHOM KOHCTPYKTUBICTIB, 3 iM’AM SKOTO CHOTOIHI
OB’ A3YIOThCA 3M00yTKU Bciei mKosu, craB AJsiekcanap Beuar, aAKuii BUIAB
«Constitution and Causation in International Relations» (1998) ta «Social
Theory of International Politics» (1999). Takwuit cran peueit 0yB s3adikcoBa-
unii Ha nouaTky XXI cr. y «Competing Paradigms or Birds of a Feather?
Constructivism and Neoliberalism Institutionalism Compared» [:xeuuicdep
Crepaiur-®@oarep (Sterling-Folker, 2000) Ta 36ipii crareii 3a pefaxiiieio
II. Mxexcona «Bridging the Gap: Toward a Realist-Constructivist Dialogue»
(Jackson, 2004).

MeToi0 po60TH € OITiHKA CTAaHY PO3BUTKY AucHuIIinu «MiskHapomHi Bif-
HOCWHUN» KPidh IPUBMY OCHOBHUX HAYKOBUX AUCKYCiH i1 HafibinbIln 3HAHUX Te-
opetukiB. BigmoBiguo 36ip manux OyB IIpOBemeHUI 3a JOIOMOTOI0 METOAY MO-
KYMEHTaJbHUX OOCTiMKeHb; TAaKOMK OyJiM BUKOPHCTaHI Marepiaiau iHTeps’io,
AK1 aBTOPIII Brajocsa B3ATH y TeopeTukiB «MB» mig uac mMidKHapoOgHUX KOH-
(depentiii. Ananis 3i0paHUX JOKYMEHTIiB OyJI0 TPOBEIEHO 3a MOIOMOTOIO JHC-
Kypc-aHalidy, AKWN BUKOPUCTAHO OJA MHOACHEHHA AK BiAKpPUTOrOo (EKCILTi-
IIUTHOTO) cCeHCy MoHoTpadiii Ta crareil, Tak i iX mpuxoBaHOro (IMILIIIIUTHOTO)
cmucay. JIUCKypc po3yMieTbcA y MOTO 3BUUYAMHOMY 3HAUYEHHI AK MOCJIiKeHHA
CEMaHTUYHOI CTPYKTYPH TEKCTY y MOT0 JIHTBiCTUYHOMY Ta COIiIOKYJIBTYPHOMY
BuMmipax. CTaTTss HOCUTH y3arajJbHIOIOUMNA XapaKTep W Mae MOKasaTu HU3KY
OUJIeM, Ki CTOATH Iepej Cy4YaCHUMU JNOCHiJHUKAMU MiKHapOIHUX BiJHOCUH.
Tomy Oyam mocraBjieHi Taki mocaigHuIbKi nmuranHsa: Yum iCHYIOTH ChOTOAHI
«Besquki gebatu» B TMB, ax mokHa Oyja0 0 MOPiBHATH 3 MOIEpeqHIMU JuC-
Kyciamu 1980-1990-x pp.? Illo o3Hauvae miatopasiam Teopiiti? Yu BimOyBaeTh-
ca xkouBepreniria Tpaauiliii TMB y CIITA ta €Bpomi? Yum 3MiHIOETHCA TPEHT
nusaiiHy myOJsikaIiii B OCHOBHUX JKypHajax 3 gucnuiiainm «MB»? ¥V uomy
moJsiArae posib TeopermuHux mebatiB y TMB Ta um cBimuuTh ixX 3aHemajs mpo
«KiHEmp Teopii»?

Teoperuune nepeocmuciieHHs ypokiB 9/11 (repaktu y CIIMA) nna TMB Bin-
OyJiocss TPpUOJIM3HO AecATh PokiB Tomy. Ila momia BukAuKanaa eHOMeH, AKU
JacTHHA HAYKOBIIIB Ha3BaJjla «IIOBEPHEHHAM peasidaMy»: «MiKHapomHAa IIOJiTH-
Ka» HiOMTO 3HOBY cTajia TOPiBHIOBATU «CUJIOBil MOMiTUII», a «iHTEepecu» «BeJu-
KUX IOTYr» 3HOBY OIMCYBAJINCS y TePMiHAX «0ajaHCy CHUJI» TA «BUKUBAHHS».
ITe 6yso sadixkcoBamo Kpicom Bpaymom Ta Kipcrerm Eifimai B «Understanding
International Relations» (Brown & Ainley, 2009), Yapasom Iieiizepom y
«Rational Theory of International Politics: The Logic of Competition and
Cooperation» (Glaser, 2010). IIuTauHs 11010 MOKJIMBOIO «PEBAHIITY PEaIisMy»
craBunoca it Kmyrom Epikom Mopremcenom y itoro «International Relations
Theories. A New Introduction» (Jorgensen, 2010), i y 36ipii 3a pemakiriero
Tima Ilamuna, Mini Kypki Ta Crisa Cmira «International Relations Theories.
Discipline and Diversity», me 3i0pani crarTi cy4acHMX TEOPETHKiB, OOHUM 3
saxux € Oixe Beiisep (Dunne, Kurki & Smith, 2013). Ocrauui n8i 3 BuiieBkasa-
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HUX IIpalb € HahOiabIIT 3HAKOBUMHU MJIsI PO3YMiHHS IIPOIECiB PO3BUTKY cydac-
HOI Teopil MiKHAPOJHUX BiTHOCHUH.

ITpuiinaTo ckapXuUTUCA Ha NOIINPEeHY IPaKTUKYy ONUCY JUCHUIIiHN «Mixk-
HApPOAHI BiMHOCWMHUW» TAaKMMH TepMiHaMU SAK «BeJuKi mebaTu», Tak, HiOu 11e
JIUIIIEe SKach «IOoraHa 3BUYKA», AKIN «MU MOKEMO IIepecTaTu CJIifyBaTh, AKIIO
tak Bupimumo» (Lake, 2011). Ase, na gymry Oue BeiiBepa, 1me (pakTuuHO yac-
TUHA CTPYKTYPU AUCIUILIIHN; BOHA CHYKUTDH IMiJAM AUCIHUILIIHU, a YCYHEHHSI
miel yacTUHU MaTuUMe majeKocs:kHi Hacaigku (Waver, 1996).

Jucnumnainy BiATBOPIOIOTHCS K COIiaJbHI CTPYKTypu. AJie OUeBUIHUM 3a-
mepeueHHAM Oyme Te, o «MB» — 11e cy6aucnunrina y mosmitTuuHiit mayimi. Ile
mpaBaa, IO IOJIITOJIOTiA — Iie AuCIuILIiHa, a «MB» Hi: y mepeBakHill 6inb-
IIIOCTi YHiBepCUTETiB MOJIiTONIOTiA Bifirpae moaBifiHy iHCTUTYIIHHY POJb, OYIY-
yu camocTiinoio oxmuuieio (Iareps’to 3 Bappi Bysanom, 18 Bepecusa 2013 p.).
OpHak KoHmeniis moJaitosorii € emmemiunoro. Y CIITA mro KOHILEII[iI0 CKJAa-
al0Th, AK IpaBUio: 1) aMepMKaHChKA IOJiTUKA, 2) MOPiBHAJBHA IOJITHUKA,
3) moxituuna Teopia, 4) «MB». A y meaKuX €BpPOUENCHKUX CHUCTEMAX — IIE:
1) mopiBHAJNbHA TOJNITHUKA, 2) MOJiTHYHA Teopid, 3) mep:KkaBHeE YIPaBIiHHAI,
4) «MB». IIa crpyrrypa He € mpupoguoio (Kaufman-Osborn, 2006), amxe y
1950-x pp. BoHA cTaja yCTAJIEHOIO i MOCTIHO BiATBOPIOETHCSA Y HOBUX HAYKO-
BUX oceperKax.

TMB 3’aBusaca pasoM 3 oKpeMuMH KadeapaMu Ta iHCTUTYyTaMU, UAaCTKO-
BO He3aJIeXKHUMU Bij moJjitoJsorii, ocobsuBo y BenmkoOpuranii Ta Ha €Bpo-
nelficbKOMY KOHTHHEHTi, Ta IpOBigHUMU IpodeciiiHuMu opraHisaiiamMu, TaKu-
Mu gk Acoriamnia miskHapomuux mociaimxendb (ISA) ta ii 6puTaHcbKU Kojera
(BISA), axki odirmitino posraamaioThs cebe AK MiKIUCIUILIIHAPHI, He3BaKAIOUN
Ha peaJbHICTh AJOMiHYBaHHA MOJITUUYHUX HayK. ¥ «MB» € cBoi :ypHamu, He-
3aJIiesKHiI opramisarlii Ta xomdepeHilii, Tomy 6araTo XTo BBayKae cebe «MiKHAa-
POOHUMU pessATHUBicTaMu», a He «IojiTosoramMm». «MB» — me mucnuniina y
mekax pucnumiainu (Iareps’to 3 Bappi Bysanom, 6 cepmua 2014 p.).

«MB» — 11e «amepuKaHChbKa cycmiabHa Hayka» (Hoffmann, 1977). CyuacHa
TMB nmapogumnaca y CIIIA micaa [Ipyroi cBiToBoi Bifinu. « XosoxHa BiifiHa» o3Ha-
yaja BeJauKe (piHaHCyBaHHS, a HayKoBO-mociimue cuiBroBapucTBo CIITA cramo
HaA#OiMbIUM i HaWTpPUBAOIUBINIIUM MiciieM, Je MOXKHA OYJI0 JOCATTHU YCHiXy.
AmMepuKaHChKi JKypHAJIN POITIALATIUCA IK OPOBIMHI «MisKHaApOAHI KypHAIN»,
He3BaKamuMW Ha Te, IO BOHM uyacTo nybaikysaam juiiie 10 BifCOTKiIB HAyKOB-
1iB, AKi He mparioBanu B yHiBepcuTerax CIIIA (Waver, 1998). V mi#i curyarrii
aMepUKaHChbKiI HAYKOBIII MOTJIM AO3BOJUTHU CO0i irHOpyBaTum pPOOOTY, IO IIPO-
Boguiaach 3a mexxamu CIITA.

Cuoiz Bu3HATU He TiNBKM HIpUPOAHi cyTTeBi BigminaocTi misxk TMB y Himeu-
ynHi, Beaukoopuranii, dmownii Ta CIIIA, asie it po3mOBCIOIKEHICTh caMe aMepu-
KaHcbKoro cTriio «MB» y Bcromy cBiTi. CBiT « MB» Halikpalie pos3rianaTu AK
noenuauHA cucremu CIITA /rio6anbHOI Ta HAIiOHANBHOI/PETiOHANBHOI 3 PisHUM
crymeuneM HesasnexkHocTi (Waver, 2013, c. 310). AmMepuKaHCbKa CIleHa € IleH-
TpanbHOI. OTKe, amepukancbka TMB mo choroami € 6a30Boi0.

TMB wmae iepapxito :xypramais. ¥ CHIA icHye BeJMKUN PUHOK aKaAeMiuHUX
mocaj i iX HAYKOBIIi € my:ke MOOiTbHUMU. YHiBepcuTeTu (GopMyIOTh i€epapxito,
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a TOJIOBHUM CIOCi0 MigHATHCS «I0 cxomax» — myoOuikaiii. IIpoBigHi :KypHamn
COLiaJILHMX HAYK MaloTh dacToTy myoOiaikamiin 11-18% (mopiBusano 3 65—-83%
y npupoganunx Haykax) (Hargens, 1988, c. 150). ¥V 6inbpiocti rymaniTapHIX
HayK Ta JedKHX COIiaJbHHX HAYKaX OIIYOJiKyBaTH CTATTIO BiJHOCHO JIETKO,
BpPaxoOBYIOUM KiJbKiCTh JKypHAJiB, aje iCHye HOCUTDL UiTKe cy0’€KTHBHE pPO3y-
MiHHA IIHHOCTiI Pi3HUX JKYPHAJIB Ta BUAABHUIITB. [IpoBimui KypHamu € abco-
JIOTHUMHE «3aKoHOZaBmaMu Monu» (Iureps’io 3 Kayrom Epikom Moprencenom,
13 Bepecua 2017 p.).

Ha nymky K. E. HMoprencena, chOrofHi Mu CIocTepiraeMo BiZuyTHY BTOMY
Bixm HOBUX Teopiti um Mmerareopiit (Jorgensen, 2010, c. 15). Oguak KypHaIU B
OCHOBHOMY BU3HAYAIOTHCHA, CTPYKTYPYIOTHCA i TEBHOIO MipOI0 KOHTPOJIIOIOTHCS
TeOpeTUKaMMU. YcCi HAWBUINI OI[iHKM iHAEKCY IMTYBaHHA HaJIeXKATh TEOPETU-
kam. Takum uuHOM, OUTBa TeopeTHKiB BusHauae Bce (Jorgensen, 2010, c. 29).

Y «MB» pesyabTaToM € ABOApYyCcHicTh aucrumiainu. 106 moTpamuTu Ha
HUKHIN piBeHb, BU MMOBWHHI CTaTU KOMIIETEHTHUM Y MEeBHOMY PO3MAiji abo pos-
mimax HayKW. BigblIicTs po3AiiiB HayKuW BiJHOCHO TOJIEPAHTHIi, BiTAOTh HOBUX
4JjleHiB 1 He € HaA3BUYAWHO KOHKYDPEHTOCHPOMOMKHUMU. BoHU € iepapxiunu-
MU, ajie iepapxisa He BperyJboBaHa BHYTPIITHBO, TOMY OOPOTHCA He TaK BiKe I
Baskko. HaifiBuii mosuirii 3aBOMOBYIOTHCS V BEPXHBOMY SAPYCi, TOOTO KOJIU BU
myOJiKyeTech y MPOBiAHUX KypHAaJaxX, KyAW MOTPAIUTH Maii:Ke HEeMOXKJIUBO,
AKIO BU He HAJEXKUTE IO «30JI0TOI COTHi» HAayKOBUX 3aKJAaIiB.

OpHak yce dacTillle KpuTepil ycHmixy HayKOBIA IOUYMHAIOTHL BKJIIOUATH HeE
JUIe AOCJTiMKeHHs, aje i BuKJIagaHHA Ta myosaivui Buctynu y 3MI. Ile mo-
caa0ai0€ BJAAAy MUCIHUILIiHAPHOLI eJiThm, AKa KOHTPOJIIOE IIPOBiAHI KypHAaIHU.
30KpeMa cTaTyC y CBiTi MOJITMKH He CHiBBiIHOCHUTHCA i He BUILJIMBAE 3 BHY-
TpilTtHbO-aKageMiunoi auckycii. Yacto Teopii MOKyTh OyTH OyKe YCHIiIITHUMU
B aKaJgeMiuHOMY ILJIaHi, ajie He MaTH BILIMBY Ha IIOJITHKY, i Bce dacTimie mo-
CHiMKeHHA TOJITUKU B aHAJITUYHUX IEHTpax BimbyBaoThcAa 06€3 MOTJIANY U’
s3akpimnenua pesyabrariB y TMB (Waver & Buzan, 2007).

TakoK chOTOAHI BimOyBaeThCA 3arajbHa 3MiHa XapaKTepy Ta CTaTycy HAyKH,
moB’sA3aHA 3 «CYCIILJIBCTBOM 3HaHb» . CIIOUATKY MOYKHA IIOAYMATH, IO «CYCIIiIb-
CTBO 3HAHb» O3HAUa€ MiABUINEHHA cTaTycy BueHux. lle He 30Bcim Tak. Hayka
cTajia HaATO BAYKJIMWBOIO, 1100 sasuuinuTu ii Buenum (Gibbons et al., 1994). Ilo-
JiTuKa Bce OijibIlle IOB’sI3aHAa 3 HAYKOIO, ajie 1 HayKa CTa€ IOoJiTH30BaHoo. Ye-
pes pusuru (Beck, 1992), a TaKoK I[iHHICTE IJIA CYCILIBCTBA HAYKA MOXKe OyTH
JIUIIe OSHUM T'OJIOCOM y TIPUUHATTI pillleHb, MOB’A3aHUX 3 HAYKOIO, — €KOHO-
MiuHI Ta MOJiTHYHI ToJ0CcU 3apaxoBYyIOThCA i B akagemii (IuTeps’to 3 Yabpixom
Bexowm, 5 mucromaza 2009 p.).

Crmenudika cy4yacHUX B3a€EMOBiTHOCHMH HAYKM Ta MOJITUKU ITOSCHIOE UACTO
noMiueHy ocobauBicTh «MB»: ii mpuxuabHiCTh DO «BedumKux mebdariB». Came
OUCKYCil rapaHTYIOTh, III0 TEOPETUKM BaJUNIATHCA IEHTPAJbHUMU (Qirypammn.
Bes pmebariB emmipuuma pob6ora Oyme TpPOCTO MOBTOPIOBATH MPUUHATY TEOPiio.
Huckycii maitmermie mpoBoautu y CIIIA, me icHye oquH BeIUKUN HAIiOHAJILHUHA
«puHOK». ¥ CIITA TaKoX MOMKJIMBO 3MaraTucs 3a BU3HAUEHHA I[ij0i chepu
HayKu, ToAi AK B €Bpomi Ta iHIMUX MicIlAX Jierire AOTPUMYBATUCSA MiCIIEBUX
0Cco0JIMBOCTEM Ta TPATUITIH.

43



ISSN 2707-5206. Mixcrnapodni ma norimuuni docaidxcenns. 2020. Bun. 33

HanamryBanua «MB» 3 mepiogmuHuMM BeJIUKUMHU medbatraMu OyJIO UacTH-
HOIO CTPYKTYPH MUCIUILIiHU. AJie Bce OiJbIlle eKCIepTiB CIOAiBalOTHCHA, IO
MOXKJINBO HpunuHUTH auckycii. Ile smaeTbcsa mpobieMaTUYHUM i3 TPHOX IPHU-
ymH: 1) KPUTHMKY AUCKYCif HeABHO NIPUIYCKAIOThH, 110 aJILTEPHATUBOIO € 6ibII
ysromxeHna agucrnumrina. Ha nymry O. BeiiBepa, HaBmaxku, chepa «MB», miBuz-
e 3a Bce, OyJe MeHIN iHTerpoBaHa, SKINO NPUOWUHUTH AUCKYCii; 2) AUCKY-
cii € HaCTMHOIO CTPYKTYPHU, MOTPiOHO MO ITHOTO CEPIIO3HO CTABUTUCI, 00 3MiHU
CIIPOBOKYIOTH ITle OisibItie mpobseM; 3) AMCKYcCii momomaraioTh 3po3yMiTu Teopii
(Waver, 2013, c. 317).

BuBuennsa mebaTiB momoMarae He TiTbKM 3p0O3yMiTH 3aKOHOMipHicThH abo Bif-
CTeXXUTHU, AKi Teopii icHyroThs Hapasi y «MB», ase i1 3po3ymiTu, 1110 BjIacHE € y
IMUX TeopiAx, AK BOHU CTPYKTypoBaHi. Ilyid posyMiHHA Teopii moTpi6HO poBy-
MiTH, YOMy BOHA CTBOPEHA caMe TaK. [HIIMMH cJI0oBaMHU, €JIeMEeHTU IMOCTCTPYK-
TypaismMy HaOyJM TUBOBUKHOI KOHIIENITYaJbHOI IEeHTPAJIBHOCTI ¥ AUCIIUILIiHL
«MB» y 1980-x pp., OCKiIbKU KOJHUIITHA OCHOBHA JiHiA (peasism) BTpaTuia
TpuBabJIMBICTE, a Iije cysip’d Teopiit «MB» mo3Boauso 3poO6UTH BUKJIUK PaIlio-
magnismy (Waver, 1996). Teopia A. Bennra kunysna Bukjauk teopiam K. Yomama
ta P. Keoxana.

Is TpuKyTHUKa peasismy, JgibepanmismMy Ta paguKanziaMy (MapKcus-
My) 3’ABIAEThCA Te, IO, 3a BeiiBepoM, MOKHa Ha3BaTH «CHUHTE30M»
(Wever, 2013, c. 318) Heopeasiamy i Heosibepasismy, 1110, ¥ CBOIO Uepry, CTHU-
MYJIIOE PaAUKaJIi3allito BCeOCAKHOI Pe()JIeKTUBICTChKOI KPUTUKU.

IlincymoByroun BuIllecKasaHe, MOKHA, HacaMIiepeJ 3a JOIOMOTOI0 Irparli
K. E. VopreHncena, BUALIATH KiJbKa OCHOBOIOJIOXKHUX TeOPiil, KOHKYDPYIOUHX
MiK cob6or0 y pamMKax aucnuitiau «MB».

CTpyKTypHUH peasizm (HeopeasnidM) HUHI moOyJOBaHUI 3a JTOIIOMOIOI KOH-
Kypylooumx Teopiii Bcepenuni cebe. OcHOBHi mebaTu BemyThCA MiK T. 3B. «Ha-
CTYNAJBHUM» Ta <«OOOPDOHHUM» peayidaMoM (Ta IHIMUMU: «HEOKJACUYHUM» Ta
«IOCTKJIacuuHUM» peasismom) (Jorgensen, 2010, c. 88). TunoBuii Buj TakOro
IOCJIII?KeHHA BUKOPUMCTOBYE He KiJbKicHI mMeTomu uym (opMasibHEe MOAETIOBAH-
H, a iICTOPUYHI MPUKJIAAU IS aHANi3y abCTPaKTHUX 3arajJbHOTEOPEeTUUYHUX
OUTaHb IIO0 TPUUYUHHO-HACHIAKOBUX 3B’ A3KIB MisK KiJTbKOMa KJIIOUOBUMU
svimaumu (Walt, 1999). OckiibKy CTPYKTYPHUN peajidM € CTPUMKHEM aMepH-
KaHChKUX JOCJiIKeHb y chepi 6e3meru, meit popMaT TaKOMK XapaKTepU3yeThCa
cupobaMu iHITUX Teopili mocaiguTu 6Ges3meKy, TaKUX AK M AKUN «KOHCTPYKTHU-
BiZM».

HeouibGepanism mae 30Bcim immmit Buj. ¥ HeosibepasiB HeMae BHYTPIIITHiX
IUCKYCifi, AK y CTPYKTypHUX peatictiB. TumoBa crarTta 1mporo Gopmary mo-
CIiI)KeHb CIIMPAEThCA HAa KOHKPETHY TEOpPilo UM MOJeJib 3 OpraHisamiitHol 4yu
exoHoMiuHOi Teopii (Jorgensen, 2010, c. 68). IToTiMm BoHa TecTyeThCsA Ha OLHO-
My abo meKinbKox Bumamkax, ik y Mopasuuka (Moravesik, 2003). HeouiGepa-
JidM — IIe ciMeHCcTBO OOHOMYMILiB, AKi, OJHAK, He € JerKo cymicEumu. Ile mm-
POKa poAuHAa, M0 MOAIJIA€E 3arajbHy TOUKY 30Py Ha iHCTUTYTHU Ta palioHaJbHUHN
BUOip, aje Ie He €IUHUN MiaXif.

KomcTpykTuBisM BifmsHauaeThcsA HacaMIlepel OTUCKYCi€Io IOAO0 PiBHUX «CTY-
meHiB» KoOHCTPyKTuBidmMy. Hapasi Bemerbcs HabaraTo MeHIne mebaTiB, HixK
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Hanpukinmi 1980-x — mouatrky 1990-x pp. Iebatu mpo «palfioHagidM IIpo-
™1 pe()JIEKTUBIBMY» YaCTO XapaKTepusyThcA (DOKyCOM Ha HeopeasisMi AK Ha
KBiHTeceHIIii pamionamictuunoi Teopii (Jorgensen, 2010, c. 70). Kpim Toro, 6a-
raTo M’ AKUX KOHCTPYKTUBICTCHKUX POOIT 6y10 OTy6IiKOBAaHO Y IPOBiTHUX 3KYP-
HajJax, Je BOHU CJlimyBayu IiabjoHy Heosibepamismy (Sterling-Folker, 2000):
He PO3POOJIATI OCHOBHOI TeOpii (MOXKJINBO, TOMY, III0 KOHCTPYKTUBIZM — Iie He
Teopia «MB», a, sa Orydom, merareopia (Onuf, 2002), a cnuparucsa Ha pisHi
Teopii, B3ATiI 3 cormiosorii um opraHisarmiiiHoi Teopii, A/ BIPOBaIKeHHA KOH-
KPEeTHUX MEeXaHi3MiB JOCIiIKeHHA, AKX HEMA€E Yy KOHCTPYKTUBi3Mi.

ITocTecTpyRTypatisaM AeMOHCTPYE IIiKaBy TeHIAEHIIiI0 OpaTy y4yacTh B OCHOB-
HOMY B OOTOBOpPEHHI TaKuX IPeIMeTiB AK TO0JOJ, Mirpailid TOI0, Ta MEHIIe Yy
3araJIbHUX TEOPETUYHUX MUCKYCiAX AK 3 IPeJCTaBHUKAMU iCTEOJIiIIMEHTy, TaK
i Bcepenuui mroau (Jorgensen, 2010, c. 165). OcobauBo Iie CTOCYETHCA OpPHU-
TAHCHKMX IOCTCTPYKTYPAJiCTiB, AKi 3aiiMaloTh IIPOBifHE Micle y ITifi IIKOJi
HayKOBOI JYMKH.

Heomapkcuswm, (emiHisM Ta KPpUTUUYHA TEOPiA MAaIOTh TEHAEHIIIIO CJiAyBaTU
3a MOJEJLIIO MIOCTCTPYKTYPAIi3aMy i y IIboMYy ceHci 30epiratoTh «pedeKTuBi3M»
(Jorgensen, 2010, c. 138). Bounu mosuItioHymoTh cebe mpoTHU icTebillIMeHTY,
aje, 3IA€ThCsI, He BipATh, M0 XToch Oyme ix cayxaru (Tickner, 1997), Tomy
MeHIIIe Kapy BKJIAAAIOTh y OyIb-AKi BeJUKiI TeopeTuuHi TucKycii.

Y mpoMy ceHCi BaKJIMBOIO € TakKo:K crartda [[»x. PipoHa Ta A. Berara «Pa-
IMiOHAJiI3M MIPOTH KOHCTPYKTUBIZMY: CKEIITUYHUN MOTJIAL» : « KopoTiie Kayuu,
MU BBa’KaeMoO, I0... TUTAaHHA PaAI[iOHAJI3MYy Ta KOHCTPYKTHUBiI3MY PO3TJIALATHU-
MeThCS He AK AUCKYycCis, a Ak Oecima» (Fearon & Wendt, 2002, c. 68).

Croromui, BUBUAIOUM IIPOBifHI aMepuMKaHCHKi KypHaIu, AKI 3aIuIIaioThCA
noMminypunMu y qucnuiuriai « MB», MoskHaA 3HAWTHM MaJjo NUCKYCili Ipo Teopii.
¥ nux :xypHanax girka TMB crana maprinamisoBaHoio, a TocuJIaHHA Ha qebaTu
maike suukan. «International Security», mpoBimuwmii KypHau i3 nuTaHb 0es-
neku y CIIA, mae oOmerxeHi mebaTtm «parmioHanidam npotu pedIeKTHUBIZMY» Yy
dopwmi muckycii mpo momipkoBammuit KoHcTpykTuBizaM (Weaver, 2013, c. 322).
«International Studies Quarterly» Ta « World Politics», saki matoTs craryc mpo-
BigHuX sKypHaJiB 3 TMB, miaTBepaxyoTh KapTUHY BKpaii oOMesKeHoil opieHTa-
mii Ha AKych 3arayibHy mamy Teopiit «MB».

Ha mouatrky XXI cr. maike Bci crarti y CIITA Buxogumiam 3 AeKiJIbKOX
OCHOBHUX Teopiii i mosurionyBaau cebe CTOCOBHO HUX, TOAiI AK «iHIIi», TOOGTO
HeTpaguIliiiai, Teopii sHauHO 0inbIlle BUKOPUCTOBYBAJMCSA B €BPOIEMCHKUX Ta
ocobiuBo GpuTaHCHKEUX kypHantax. Ha gymry K. E. Mopremcena, aMepukaH-
CbKi JKypHaJM He XOTiJu MyOJiKyBaTu HOBi Teopii Bech uac: AUCIUILIiHADHA
palioHaJIbHICTh MMOJATAE ¥ TOMY, IO MW IIOBWHHI MaTW BiZHOCHO OOMeKeHUI
Habip Teopiii (BUIYIEeHNX HAYKOBIIMU 3 BEPIIUHU IIipaminm), a moTim iHImi
TMOBUHHI BUKOPUCTOBYBAaTU, TeCTyBaTu i M’saAKo 3MmiHoBaTHu ix (ImTeps’io 3 Kuy-
trom Epixom Moprencenom, 23 Bepecus 2015 p.). Tomy 6araro craTeii 6asyBa-
JUCA Ha OAHi# Teopii abo K AJA KpAaIoi TPiaHTyaAIlil JOCTiAMKEeHHS TeCcTyBaau
KimbKa Teopii.

ChoromHi y HAyKOBUX CTATTAX BUKOPUCTOBYETHCA Oeaiiu Teopiii, i 6esmiu 3
HUX 3aCTOCOBYETHCSA ab0 IepeBipAeThCs, ajie TIILKYU BOHU He € Teopiamu « MB».
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Teopii «MB» Bigitimanm Ha 3agHiIN mJIaH, a IPOBigHA Teopid y TUIIOBIiN crTaTt-
Ti TPOBIAHUX JKYPHAJIB JIEXKUTH y IIJOIIMHI COI[iOJIOTIYHOTO iHCTUTYITiOHAJII3-
MYy, Ui B eKOHOMIiUHi# Teopii, Uuu € «caMOpOOHOI0 MOIEJJII0» HOPM/iHCTUTYTIB.
BoHu He BUMIMBAIOTL 3 Oyab-aKUX AebaTiB y pamMKax aucrumiainu «MB». Ana-
JIOTiYHO Yy OiJIBIIT KPUTHUYHO HAJAIIITOBAHUX aMEePUKAHCLKUX ab0 €BPOMENChKUX
JKYpPHaJIax BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCA TeOopil, iMmmopToBaHi 3 comioJiorii, ¢gismocodii Ta
IICUXOJIOTII.

BucnoBku. Ha choroami mMokHa KOHCTATyBaTH BifICYTHiCTH OYpPXJIMBOI IUC-
Kycii, ak me O0yno manpukinmi 1980-x — Ha mouatry 1990-x pp. Ose BeiiBep
ta Kuyr Epik ﬂopreHceH Y CBOIX IpamdX Ta BUCTyHaX HAZAIOTh JOCTATHHO
TiTKa30K, AKi MU MOYKEMO iHTepIpeTyBaTH fAK Te, IO KOYKHA IITKO0Jia HayKOBOI
OIYMKHN HaMaraeTbCsa OIMTUMIisyBaTH CBOI 3M00YTKM 3a MOIOMOIOI0 BHYTPIITHiX
OUCKyCiti. A MOKHa, HaBIIaKW, i K Te, IO CLOTOJEHHUN IIJIIOPaisM Teopii €
TUMYAaCOBUM, OCKiJTbKM SIKAch IITKOJIA MOKe IIepeMOrTH. AJie € TPU 3amepeueH-
HS ITPOTY OCTAaHHLOTO yTBepA:KeHHs. [lo-Tiepire, 3aJuITIa0ThHCA PiIBHUMHY TPAIHU-
mii TMB y CHIA Tta B €8Bpomi # csiti. ITo-gpyre, nitopanism mepemarae HaBiTh
ycepenuui CIITA (Walt, 1999). ITo-TpeTe, ocTaHHIM YacoM Bce OibIll OaKaHUM
dopmMaToM AOCTIIKEeHDb CTAJIU NOCIiIKEHHS KiJTbKiCHiI, 1 BOHU K IIOYAJI IIepe-
Ba’KaTU B OCHOBHUX JKypHaJaX, KOHKYPYHOUM i3 Tpaguniiinumu teopismu MB
3a 3aCHOBAaHUII Ha MeTojax craTryc aucnuitiiau «MB». MeiiHcTpiM BimiiitmoB
Ha3a/J 0 eMIipUYHOro, iIHAYKTUBICTCHKOTO MOTJIAAY Ha Teopito. IleBHi imel Ta-
Koro migxoxy BimcroioBasu 1ie I'epi Kinr, PobGepr Keoxan Ta Cimueit Bep6a
(King, Keohane & Verba, 1994).

Konu crmabimae TeopeTuyHa AMCKYCisi, AK CHOTOMHiI, BCe MEHIIIE HOBUX HAY-
KOBII[iB MO3UIIOHYIOTh cebe AK «TeopeTuku». OgHAK € 03HAKU, IO JTO3BOJISIOTH
3poOUTU BMCHOBKU ITONO HecKiHueHHOCTI Teopermunux mebaris y TMB. Taxk, 3
2009 p. Buxomuts xypHan «International Theory», 1110 03HaUae MPOLOBIKEHHS
OUCKYCili TPOBiTHUX TEOPETHKiB IOJO0 OCHOBHUX MPUHIIUIIIB MOOYZOBU TOCJi-
mxeHb MB. ¥V :xypHasii Bce 0iybIn BifTUyTHUMU CTAIOTHh CKApru TEOPETHKIB JIi-
b6epaiisamy i, 0cOOIMBO, peasisMy Ha 3aHeIaj Teopii i HamMaraHHA OHOBUTHU CBOI
nigxonu. TakuM YMHOM, AK IIepPeAYacHOIO cTajia IYMKa PO «KiHeIb icTopii»,
TaK IEPeIYacHUMMU € MipKYBaHHA PO «KiHEIb Teopii»: KiHeIb 3aBXKAUW O3HA-
yae HOBUI KPOK yIepen, AKUi mMoke mepeHactpoitu TMB.

Cnucox BUKOpPHCTAHOI JiTepaTypu

Inrepr’io 3 Bappi Bysanowm, 18 Bepecusa 2013 p. (8 Ilan’eBporneiicbka KOHGEPEHITiA 3 MisKHAPOIHUX
BimHOoCcuH «One International Relations or Many? Multiple Worlds, Multiple Crises», Bapima-
Ba, IlosbIa).

Iarepr’ro 3 Bappi Bysanom, 6 cepnusa 2014 p. (WISC YerBepra KoH(pEpeHIis 3 MisKHAPOIHUX [0-
craimxkens, Ppankdypr-ua-Maiini, Himeuunna).

Iateps’o 3 Kuyrom Epixom Moprencenom, 23 Bepecusa 2015 p. (9 Ilan’eBponeiicbka KoH(MepeHIia
3 miskHapoxHux BimHOocuH «The Worlds of Violence», M:xapaini Hakcoc, Itamis).

IuTeps’o 3 Kuyrom Epikom Moprencenom, 13 Bepecusa 2017 p. (11 ITan’eBpomeiichbka KoHMepeHIiA
3 miskHapomuux BimHocuH «The Politics of International Studies in an Age of Crises», Bapce-
J0Ha, Icmamis).

Inrepr’ro 3 VYawspixom Bekom, 5 awucromama 2009 p. («Risk Society: Challenges for the 21st
Century», Adinu, I'pemnis).
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TEOPUH MEKIYHAPOJHBIX OTHOIIEHHUI B HAYYHBIX
IHCKYCCHAX: BOOBPAKAEMBIN THAJOT MEKIY
OJIE BEIBEPOM U KHYTOM DPUKOM IHOPTEHCEHOM

Pesrome

BasxHo#i 3amaueil Ajid BCceX YUEHBIX ABJIAETCA IMOHMMAaHNE, KAK CYMMUPOBATh WM KakK
HWCIOJIb30BaTh MebaThl pasHbIX IIKOJ « MB» mas co6cTBeHHOr0 mpoekTa. Hackoabko pas-
HBIE TEOPUU, KOTOPHIE UCIOJB3YIOTCA IpaKTukamu, orHocATcA K TMO? Hekoropsie us
HUX TPOUCXOAAT U3 APYTUX 00JacTeil — DKOHOMUKU (TEOPUA UTD U HeOoJnOepasbHBIN
MHCTUTYIIMOHAINSZM), KYJABTYPOJOrUM (IOCTKOJIOHUAIUZM), (umocoduu (IOCTCTPYKTY-
painaMm), MOJUTUYECKON 9KOHOMUU (MapKCU3M), — a HEKOTOpPbIe IIPOTUBOCTOAT TPaLU-
muonHO# KoHmnennuu «MO». HakoHell BasKHO 3HATh, KaKue ae0aThl CTAHYT KJIOUEBbI-
Mu B OyzaymieMm. Ilenbio paGoThI ABIAETCA OIEHKA COCTOSHUA DPA3BUTUA NUCIIUIINHBI
«Mem,quapo,uHme OTHOIIIEHUA» CKBO3b IIPU3MY OCHOBHBIX HAYYHBIX ,Z[I/ICICyCCI/IfI ee Hanm-
60Jiee M3BECTHBIX TEOPETUKOB, CpeAu KOTOpbIX BhigensioTcsa Oie BeiiBep u KuyT 9puk
WMoprencen. Ha cerofHa MOKHO KOHCTATHPOBATH OTCYTCTBHE OYPHOIH AUCKYCCHH, KaK
aTo 610 B KoHIe 1980-x — Hauame 1990-x rr. 9To MOKHO MHTEPIPETUPOBATH KaK TO,
YTO KaKAas IIMKOJAa HAYYHON MBICIU IBITAETCA ONTHMUBUPOBATH CBOU JOCTHUIKEHUA C
TIOMOIIbI0 BHYTPEHHUX Ae0aToB. A MOYKHO, HA000pOT, KaK TO, YTO CETOAHAIIHUI III0pa-
JIN3M TEOPUH ABJIAETCSA BPEMEHHBIM, IMOCKOJIBKY KaKas-TO ITKOJIa MOXKeT mobequtsb. Ho
€CTb TPU BO3Pa'KEHUs IPOTUB IIOCJEIHETO YTBEP:KAeHUA. BO-IepBBIX, OCTAIOTCA Pa3JINU-
"eiMu Tpaguntuu TMO B CIITA u B EBpome 1 Mmupe. Bo-BTOpBIX, ILIIOpPaAInN3M mMoGeKaaeT
maxxe BHyTpu CIIIA. B-Tperhux, B IocjenHee BpeMs Bce 0oJiee JKeJaHHBIM (hOPMAaTOM
WCCJIEJOBAHUI CTAJIM UCCIENOBAHUA KOJIUUYECTBEHHBIE, M OHU JKe HadyaIu mpeobJsagaTh B
OCHOBHBIX JKYpPHAJIaX, KOHKYPUPYSA C TPagUIMOHHBIMU TeopuaMu MO 110 OCHOBAHHOMY
Ha MeToAax cTarycy Aucuumanubl « MO». MefHCTpUM OTOIIE] Ha3ad K dSMINPUUECKOH,
WHAYKTUBUCTCKOI TOUKe 3peHMus Ha Teopuio. Korga ociabeBaioT TeopeTudyeckue ne0aThl,
KaK CerofHdA, BCe MEHBIIe HOBBIX YUEHBIX HMOBUIIMOHUDPYIOT ce0A KaK «TeopeTuku». Of-
HAKO eCTh IPU3HAKU, ITIO3BOJIAIOIINE CIEeJaTh BEIBOALI 0 HECKOHYAEMOCTH TEOPETUUECKUX
ne6atos 8 TMO. Taxk, ¢ 2009 r. BeixoguT xkypHaa «International Theory», uTo osHauaer
TPOJOJI’KEeHNE AUCKYCCUH BEAYIINX TEOPETUKOB II0 OCHOBHBIM IPUHIIUIIAM IIOCTPOEHUSA
uccaenoBauuit MO. Bce 6ojiee OIyTUMBIMU CTAHOBATCA $KaJ00bI TEOPETUKOB JINOEpaIn3-
Ma 1 0COOEHHO peayin3Ma Ha YIaJoK TEOPUU U MOUBITKY O0OHOBUTH CBOU MOAXO0ABI. TakuMm
00pa3oM, KaK IPEKAEBPEMEHHOU OblIa MBICJL O «KOHIIE HMCTOPUHM», TaK IIPEXXKJeBpe-
MEHHBI Pa3sMBIIIJIEHUA O «KOHIEe TEeOPUM»: KOHEI[ BCerga o3HavdaerT HOBBIH IIIar BIIEpen,
KOTODPBIH MOKeT nepeHactpoutrs TMO.

KaroueBsre cooBa: Teopusa MeKIyHaponHBIX oTHOIneHwuii, One BeiiBep, KuyTr dpur
Uoprencen, «bospmive ne6aThl».
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Summar

An important task for all scientists is the understanding how to summarize and
how to use the debates of different schools of IR for their own project. How differ-
ent do theories used by practitioners relate to IRT (International Relations Theory)?
Some of them come from other areas — economics (game theory and neoliberal institu-
tionalism), cultural studies (postcolonialism), philosophy (poststructuralism), political
economy (Marxism), and some even oppose the traditional concept of «IR». Finally,
it is important to know which debate will become key in the future. The aim of the
work is to assess the state of development of the discipline «International Relations»
through the prism of the main scientific discussions of its most famous theorists
among which Ole Waver and Knud Erik Jorgensen stand out. Today, we can state the
absence of heated discussion, as it was in the late 1980s — early 1990s. This can be
interpreted as the fact that each school of scientific thought is trying to optimize its
achievements through internal debate. And it is possible on the contrary that today’s
theories’ pluralism is temporary, because some schools can win. But there are three ob-
jections to the last statement. First, the traditions of IRT remain different in the USA
and in Europe, and the world. Secondly, pluralism wins even within the United States.
Thirdly, recently, quantitative studies have become an increasingly desirable format of
research, and they have begun to dominate in the main journals, competing with the
traditional theories of IR on the status of the discipline based on methods. Mainstream
walked back to the empirical point of view on the theory. When theoretical debates are
fainting, like today, fewer new scientists are positioning themselves as «theorists».
However, there is indications lead to the conclusion about endlessness of theoretical
debate in IRT. So, since 2009 the journal «International Theory» is published, which
means the continuation of discussions of leading theorists about the basic principles
of building IR research. In all, the liberal theorists and especially realists complain
about the decline of theory and attempt to update their approaches. Thus, just as the
idea of the «end of history» was premature, the thoughts about the «end of theory»
are premature: the end always means a new step forward, which can re-customize IRT.

Key words: International Relations Theory, Ole Waver, Knud Erik Jorgensen, «big
debate».
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