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ABSTRACT

In the research field of social science, despite the lengthy and rich
dialogue on the study of power, many of the central questions pertaining
to the construct of power theory remain, by and large, unresolved or
disputed. According to the author’s view, these unresolved or disputed
questions, although they imply very extensive discussion scope and very
deep basic arguments, are mainly caused by different power concepts. In
other words, the reasons for the dispute are many, but each disputant
holding a different power concept is one of the main causes. In order to
sort out the deep-rooted dispute and reduce the degree of dispute among
them, this article seeks to propose a simple framework for analysis, and
to divide the views of power into ‘the mixing view of power’, ‘the behav-
ior view of power’, ‘the structure view of power’, and ‘the boundary view
of power’.
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