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Abstract-This article questions the state of the art of International
Relations during the third great debate between positivism and
post-positivism. It subsequently examines the limits of intellectual
communication among the debaters. The article assumes that the
third great debate, after the call made by reflectivists to rethink
the very foundations of the field, has clearly increased the level
of diversity of theories and theoretical positions within the field.
However, the problem that has remained intractable for any attempt
to evaluate the state of the art of field has been whether diversity
reflects pluralism not just quantitative diversity with the dominance
of one/many hegemonic theory/theories over the debate, because
only pluralism allows the prosperity of intensive intellectual
communication among the debaters, and therefore saves the field
from mutual exclusion and mutual marginalization practices.
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