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1. Self-image
2. Rationalism vs Reflectivism

3. New Variants
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1. Alternative Reflectivist Perspective

2. Mainstream Rationalist Perspective
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1. Critical Theory

2. Post-structuralism/ Post-modernism

3. Feminism

4. Post-colonialism

5. Neorealism-Neoliberal Institutionalism (Neo-Neo)
6. Meta-theoretical Commitments

7. Mind-independent World
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1. Metatheoretical Reflection
2. Relevant Knowledge
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1. The Material

2. The Ideational

3. Reasoning

4. Causation

5. Positivism

6. Post-positivism

7. Social Facts

8. Reflectivity of Theory

9. Constitutive Relations
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1. Fixed Self-image
2. Emancipation

3. Difference

4. Gender

5. Hybridity
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1. Emancipation

2. Positive Science

3. Problem-solving Theory
4. Emancipatory Interest
5. Communicative Action
6. Discourse Ethics

7. Communication

8. Life-World
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. Political Community

. Exclusion

. Cosmopolitan Political Community

. Shared (Common) Humanity

. Sociology of World Morals

. Cosmopolitan Citizenship

. Dialogic Logic

. Universal Communication Community
. Thin

10. Thick
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1. Particular Institutional Procedures

2. Struggle for Recognition
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. Dichotomies

. Presence

. Absence
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3. non-Western Meta-theory
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