Organization / What are concepts and theories good for?

Petr Ocelik

ESS427 / MEB427 / MEBn4001
19th September 2019



Outline

* What are concepts and theories good for?
* Ontology and epistemology: back to the very basics



What are concepts good for?

* heuristics
* [earning
e communication

e evaluation
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Concrete vs. abstract concepts




Security as an abstract concept

National security must be defined as integrity of the national territory and
its institutions. (Morgenthau 1960: 563) ... The survival of a political unit,
such as a nation, and its identity. (Morgenthau 1952: 973)

VS.

The freeing of people (as individuals and groups) from those physical and
human constraints which stop them carrying out what they would freely
choose to do. ... Security and emancipation are two sides of the same coin.
Emancipation, not power or order, produces true security. Emancipation,
theoretically, is security. (Booth 1991: 319)



Essentially contested concepts (Gallie 1956)

* Conceptual confusion and contestation are major sources of
difficulties in both theory and empirical analysis (Collier 2006)

* ECCs

» generally recognized as meaningful

* internally complex

* are subject of competition/contestation
* have normative character



What are theories good for?

* Theory can be seen as a set of interrelated concepts — or more
illustratively as a map which orients us in a specific part of reality

* Theories provide us with (relatively) coherent perspectives through
which we understand specific parts of reality

* Any intelligible political action rests upon certain (although often
implicit) theoretical assumptions



’ .

-.I-'lll‘-’ - "
™ L \ J
N 373 J
% Sadovd « Maloméfice | - . _- X
_ Krilovo 2 ‘aObfany - 4 \
gn ElBystrc pite L ] y s ' Mokra-
e . (( Bl 74 & ' Horakov
3 Lesnd, ! 2 #b ) .
4, Komin ' S Malométice & | . : o
nigskd @ g g =
R hﬂ:‘o\\ §. 4 ' Hordkov *
iy . Ponave” \\ Cornd oo™ VRS pres el
Jundroy 4 giboviesky B R ,@’ @m’m J» ﬂﬂ $ :
. | 4 4 374 &*‘ & Lisein_ -
c [ 8 lnohrady :
Ol [E |
tiis , Velatice
5 < A 1y
Kohoutovice = i § gloe. %
. = Ny . J
' 2 L GE _ Podoli
Staré  stied ’ . ‘eb - .
"OV* 24 Brno . Trnitd [ ; D 1
Liskovec | _ 7 ' 01% iﬁ!)&mun: — (P et
L] ] viezdo sfavova - -/ ” @

' gePrichovice”

02} Styfice” Slatina /
© %
‘ Ji v
ubsko S ek - Jiblavsks —Jintaysps o |/ ) MM Slapani
¢ / apanice
o Bohunice ' § ~ /5452 , AR Jifikov

SJiskovec ‘ E fornt 5°"°'W B o WED:

PAS = - o _: 3ol | 5\ \

Ostopovice D i, N E 462 e g

S <\ E 461 m\ D1 (T 196A ) R | Brno+ \
SR 1 3 g E 462 %, P Tufany
elice P e ’ ' Rty e Ponétovice
L AR ' - \ 3 ‘ \ _ {4
5 Dolni . A N
Moravany Herspice :’,’f“"“ Tufar
é novice S p
- | T fatecks Zap'e‘e \
Nebovidy Pizienice’ \ Woldsky” ’% |
( . Dvorska® ) Kobylnice
: _prateckd
i ‘ne- @) Chrlice : * gas
Lukdch N\, ? .
g |




YRRVIR2E
SLRBBERR

MMV A




»

<«
K A 1d HRAD SPILBERK
g ;.Ml\ musean ng-u [
%, &
%

S A
< P x ™

L Bl
By

‘(’ﬂfﬁé“'g P / T
g ‘»},fﬂl‘ e g
= Tir -

=i
Fag ighad s N
;’?l“'ll ‘

"“ - .\.,4 :

\; -
LB o T W i




Zel. stanice - Pfimétice
Hradisté

* 23:20
®t 0:05

Hradité, Jednota

808 T LLLLL]

Znojmo,
Zeleznitni
stanice

Popice

Zel. stanice - Popice
* 23:20
®* 0:05

* jede Po, Ut, St, Ct, Ne

Mendlovo ndm. - Tetéice
- Rosice - Zastévka

®t 2:09

405 B R R L L e e L L

Zastavka

glrellce . S '

Kniniky - Rozdrojovice:
- Jinaovice - Kufim

®1 0:30 2:30

LT Kninitky, U

mkum‘
sidliste 00

EE Kamenolom

Komin

EIIE.i!-pl]'l.rka
COCoDo000y,
Kufim IE] ot 0: 35

Kufim - Lipivka
@1‘ 1:30 3:30

HI. nadraii - Lelekovice
®t 0:00 1:30
HI. nddraii - Kufim
% 1:00 3:00
®t 2:00 3:00

{ - -]

Lelekovice
Em OfeSin 1

Luhu Technologicky

park m n91 mn

Reqkuwce “

Kr. Pole, n:lidr.
153 Kralovo Pole |_

&l
\N93
I!EE Svratecka

Bystre,
Cerného

Kamechy [T
Zebétin -
[T Bartolomaijské

Kohoutovice, hajenka

Kahoutavicle‘""v-

Kohoutovice, .
Jiroveova ;"

Kamenny

fweh |

Bosonohy

_l w89
\Zabovfesky o

Pisarky

Mendlovo
L g8 Namesti |

194
E:] Utéchov |
Reckuwmquohesme | R

Obiany,
sidlisté m

193] )
Lesnd
( |
N3 m Halasovo n.
Z

N92

Masarykova

Komdarov

19085

Omice Popivky
1403 =403

“
-
A J

%96 Osovd
Stary Liskovec

Labska
m n91

Strazni

NIE
Bohunice

Brno - Zastdvka - Rapotice

®t 0:39

Stielice - Mor. Branice
Ivantice

®t 1:00

I

Ostopovice

O

Osové - Ostopovice

0:17

Dsova - Ostopovice
(Troubsko - Popivky jen 0:17)
®t 0:17 117

Dsovi - Ostopovice

- Troubsko - Popiivky - Omice

®t 2:47

N96
m]'j N96
' Ofechovska
EiEl Moravany

[EX prizfenice
1
[
[ ]
1

Chrlice [Ii[]
1

[ |
; 1
Ujezd !

E’ﬂ Modfice

HI. nddraZi - Modfice
0:00 1:00 2:00
3:00 4:00

2L 4:30

Brno - Vranovice
- Sakvice - Hustopete

®t 0:35

Brno, Strézni - Rahjrad
- Zidlochovice

Zidlochovice

Hy N4 =
‘\:‘ﬂ:‘:ﬁ?

Brno - Adamov - Blansko
- Skalice - Boskovice

®t 0:39

HI. nadraii - Vranov

®t 1:30 4:00
Bilovice

HI. nadraZi - Bilovice
4:00

®T 2:00 4:00

Obrany

Stara osada - Ochoz
- Kitiny

®t 1:10
rd

Slatina, sidlisté

K INTEGROVANY DOPRAVNi SYSTEM JIHOMORAVSKEHO KRAJE
INTEGRATED PUBLIC TRANSPORT SYSTEM IN THE SOUTH MORAVIA

NOCNi DOPRAVA

NIGHTIME TRANSPORT NETWORK

stav k / valid from 11. 12. 2016
(nezahrnuje kratkodobé zmény / short-term change not included)

REGIONALNi NOCNi DOPRAVA

Legenda
noéni autobusové linky
tusek obsluhuji jen vybrané spoje
konetna zastdvka

InsggIM

regionalni noéni spoj

viakovy noéni spoj

jede v pracovnich dnech

jede vsobotu

jede vnedéli a ve stitem uzndvané svitky

Ligeii,
I hinitov

Manénské
m idoli
Brmo, Uzk4 - Pozofice

- Vinitné Sumice

@t 0:05

.------------m; 3--. Vinitné Sumice

HI. nadrazi - Sokolnice - Ujezd u Brna
R 23:30 4:.00
®t 23:30 1:00

Hlavni nadraZi - Sokolnice - Telnice
- Zattany - Ujezd u Brna

®t 1:00

HI. nadraii - Bedfichovice

23:30

HI. nddrai - Slapanice
23:30 0:00 1:00 2:00
3:00 4:00 4:30

Brno - Slavkov - Nesovice

®t 0:35

o (0)] 543174317 Pl info@kordis-jmk.cz




What are theories good for?

* Theory can be seen as a set of interrelated concepts — or more
illustratively as a map which orients us in a specific part of reality

* Theories provide us with (relatively) coherent perspectives through
which we understand specific parts of reality

* Any intelligible political action rests upon certain (although often
implicit) theoretical assumptions



Theories and politics (Snyder 2006)
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Are theories built out of a scratch?



Are theories built out of a scratch?

* No, theories are domain specific (e.g. theories of international
politics) and dependent on antecedent conditions (e.g. international
system consists of national states)

* Theories rest on more general (philosophical) assumptions about the
nature of reality and knowledge

There is no such thing as philosophy-free science; there is only science
whose philosophical baggage is taken to board without examination.
(Daniel Dennett)

— ontology and epistemology relevant (for any scientific inquiry...)



Ontology: main cleavages

« materialists vs. idealists
e agency vs. structure debate



Materialists vs. idealists

* materialists:
« reality is ultimately made of matter
« social world is (primarily) driven by material forces

* idealists:
« social reality is mentally/socially constructed
« social world is (primarily) driven by ideational forces



Materialists vs. idealists




The agency vs. structure debate

* To what extent we are able to shape our lives against to what
extent our lives are determined by external forces?

 Individualism (priority of agency):

« complex social phenomena can be explained on the basis of individual
behavior

 structuralism / holism (priority of structure):

 soclal phenomena cannot be reduced to actor interactions, individual
behavior is determined by social structures



The agency vs. structure debate
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Epistemology: explanation vs. understanding



Epistemology: explanation vs. understanding

« explanation:
 naturalist model of science (law-like regularities)
« social world as an external environment
 objective (observer-independent) knowledge is possible
 focus on causal explanations generalizable to broader class of phenomena

* understanding:
* rejection of naturalism
» social world as an internalized constructed rules and meanings
* knowledge is always situated (observer-dependent)
 focus on (often idiosyncratic) insights to/interpretations of phenomena



Didactic classification

individualism

structuralism

explanation

understanding

rational choice theory
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neoclassical geopolitics
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Marxism strong constructivism (Copenhagen school)
Paris school
Critical |Theory

materialism
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idealism



