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Fred Halliday & &t EFEER (R EGRIVEGRIR L < — L& 8 > HR it 7 Rz
o] B ) 1 A AR e ELR BT JE AR A © 2RI - BB R PRI s 1 & 222 10 (L AE
ANt 2 R s e SR AR S A A S AR R A RV 8RR - S ME R S AL B
BRER R 53 R R R TE B PSR (BRI SRR B EREE R ) R RS 18 1Y RV 52 i

#F (@ Fred Halliday, “The Future of International Relations: Fears and Hopes,” in Steve Smith, Ken Booth, and
Marysia Zalewski, eds., International Theory: Positivism and Beyond ( Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 1996), p. 322.
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B o M7 PR R R SR VR & T o 0 2 FAIRIR - MEREIRR R (R s AL & B )
A2 BB PR 8 A Bl A - (H RS A2 2 B B AR B SR B T B B AL AL RUE R IR
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BRI R o B R R (R R R A R AL B SR R A FE S5 0T o (BRI
AW - BB (R A Y 2 B B % TR B A B 2 BN S B R R B RR A T 5 - RS R
TR A5 B R R IR s Ak & B2 RO IT 8 - DU ST S B OB % ST IR AL B
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W R Y B P AHES (5 1 - DS I B P P ) R B2 4 B T I B Gy © SR BUAT 70 R AT PR
PRIFE s A BR A EH R 38 R AR - SR AR AR = ny 48 IR IS B A LR EE A L H 2t
PIER AR AU IERE s PE B IR 52 1238 (ahistoricism ) o ZEZ2 &0/ PR5 T B FERR (R IR sE A&
B () IR A S B > R PR R RAY R ERVE M 51 58 H Fan R ERAVIRE L4 &1L - 28
FRER 73 S S8 B B B PR 1R sE A & BR (19 T R B i - DU LT RERY 33 RS » BRMRET
3 PR B B 1 FEE S oy B A B i (R B B R A T ) R DL 5 B ol s R ¢ ) R B i 1
TR -

N~ BRI AR &AL € 200 AT R

JE s A R AR S A A S R RV B AR o [ PR s A B [ PR
FREF I IE S FE N R4 & 2 R BIEMRE B R RIE - 12 A 55 R BIFER R
JE %1€ 2 (International Historical Sociology ) HHGW o RSt &2 2R E &2 8%
RH AR B g 2R GIER - off 1980 KB (R TR s

(‘historical turn) M H B3 [0 B R A B G ifF 8 - e o e o [ 5% O 0% R b iy B2 1) 3%
B o RSB (R B st #1 & 22 (International Relations and Historical Sociology ) ~ E{FE
BETRP U St €2 (Historical Sociology in International Relations ) ~ [ FERI (RIS
L& 2 (Historical Sociology of International Relations ) T %8 & Bk B B I8 £ 8 s th &

Q) BREEEE —SE AR - 226 Julia Adams et al., eds., Remaking Modernity: Politics, History and
Sociology ( Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 2005 ) ;85 32 [ sh th & 22 35 AH » 22 (] Arpad
Szakolczai, Reflexive Historical Sociology (London: Routledge, 2009 ).
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E2 o ST RH ] BRI S 57 22 (Global Historical Sociology ) MJ7TR] o b T LU sttt &y
B ST IE RIS AT A B BB PR E T TR B E S » o LIEBR R R IE s 4L R S
EA BT FE L FE R 0 1998 4F Stephen Hobden HiRR International Relations and
Historical Sociology: Breaking Down Boundaries — 3% > B 7o #% & o 1k & 22 F £ B
Kenneth Waltz 57 28 8 = 26 B B 3 £ BE R A5 1 U Bl G L 2L - #8 HD (A 5 W vE 722 B A 1
(' marco-structure ) W& L& 234 ( Theda Skocpal ~ Charles Tilly ~ Michael Mann ~
Immanuel Wallerstein ) ¥ » $2 L E MGG AT IR E £28 - DU SR EE R A B El 2k
MRS S - BRET =12 (BRT Wallerstein ) H.Z EIFSHE RV » LS & W R 5E
R Y] o (B StE BR A ERE £ (L N B RR PR B G A AT © afth 3t BRI R IR st & 52
& B LA B R B Z MR SRR T nJLDUEES - ofHRIE < Rt A i
—LHIEE R © 1999 £ Stephen Hobden i John M. Hobson 8 £ B FS B (R M G 22 - 7364
TEER [EHFERERIRE S e 2 | (Historical Sociology of International Relations ) HYJ
THETE © 2002 4 » W& am SCEERB AR5 Historical Sociology of International Relations
—FH > EMBEELHTENES (manifesto) » H H 1Y/E 7 & A BIBE R (R AE = 5
T R sb ALy B AL AR ) S SRAE AR AR S - JR U HOANA] REE A L BB RE 1% - R RE R (1
(o8] 5% B £ B G B2 o B il R o 4t B2 LU AR 5 o B ) 3 B A Y i st 4 [
BBR RO IE o Rl HE K FRE s 1 & Z2 A B P R PR B G Y 52 8 JISF IR o A o B 1 74 22 [
BERR % > PRET & T PR o o o 22 Bl [ B PR A B 4% - L9 HH [l X R PR Bl ek o B2 R 28
JEHITTIE © ®

b 7 Bt HIEE St > F LRI BIBET 7RI T L DU se AL & R S 5 > 140 Review
of International Political Economy DL SEAT S 22035 R 5 ERE - BRETEE U st &r 22
A YR B PR R AR 8 R ~ BB hO - FERSHVELE R B < MMk - DIEH 2Rk
I EREES © @ Cambridge Review of International Affairs 5 W HERE B & 25 FE

@ Justin Rosenberg, The Empire of Civil Society: A Critique of the Realist Theory of International Relations
(London: Verso, 1994); Martin Shaw, Theory of the Global State ( Cambridge: Cambridge University
press, 2000); John M. Hobson, The Eastern Origins of Western Civilisation ( Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2004 ); Hendrik Spruyt, The Sovereign State and Its Competitors: An Analysis of Systems
Change ( Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1994 ).

£ @ Stephen Hobden, International Relations and Historical Sociology: Breaking Down Boundaries (London:

Routledge, 1998 ).

Ibid., p. 186.

John M. Hobson, “What’s at Stake in ‘Bring Historical Sociology Back into International Relations’?

Transcending ‘Chronofetishism’ and ‘tempocentrism’ in International Relations,” in Stephen Hobden and
John Hobson, eds., Historical Sociology of International Relations ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2002), p. 4.

¥ (D) John M. Hobson, “The Historical Sociology of the State and the State of Historical Sociology in International
Relations,” Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998 ), pp. 284~320; Martin Shaw,
“The Historical Sociology of the Future,” Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998),
pp. 321~326; Sandra Halperin, “Shadowboxing: Weberian Historical Sociology vs. State-Centric
International Relations Theory,” Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998), pp.
327~339; Hendrik Spruyt, “Historical Sociology and Systems Theory in International Relations,” Review of
International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998), pp. 340~353; John M. Hobson, “For a ‘Second-
Wave’ Weberian Historical Sociology in International Relations: A Reply to Halperin and Shaw,” Review of
International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998), pp. 354~361.
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— M EDE S EEs g BN [ NI #EE S % E ] (uneven and combined
development ) 5 » PRETILEESHE A ~ FIEEE ] > L2 IR TS F £ BIBE R %
JEsE AL BRI ¢ @b — A2 DURE s p1 e B2 B [ PR B 4 o 1T B A 2 R - BRET
M HE A ERE R K ESE > DIBH/R A & @3 AG 0 5 ( connected histories )

International Politics 1,2 LLUEE sb #1 ey 22 B R P B A% & BT RR AR 5 1 RE » 98 B PR R AR I
At EERRE - W SRR 2R - IRIEHZ2ZEE » DR BUa 752
T ELRE sL AT ERAIRUIAL o AR Eh TR s EE T A A R PR R AR o DS G R s A B
HrEBEREFRSE 5 @ Review of International Studies Ejﬂ.ﬁ”ﬁ%%ﬁ’]fi b EEEI TR
A 0 FHRR SL AL e B R LAY B G ER BE E T P an M R sL 4L & B2 (Charles Tilly 2{ Michael
Mann ) BEEFR LT HIEIEL o 0EAN Millennium & LUEE S 11 € 223 Michael Mann f53F

51 (@ Alexander Anievas, “Debating Uneven and Combined Development: Toward a Marxist Theory of ‘the
International’?” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009 ), pp. 7~8; Nail Davidson,
“Putting the Nation Back into the ‘International’,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1

(2009), pp. 9~28; Sam Ashman, “Capitalism, Uneven and Combined Development and the Transhistoric,”
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009), pp. 29~46; Jamie C. Allinson and
Alexander Anievas, “Uses and Misuses of Uneven and Combined Development: An Anatomy of a Concept,”
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009), pp. 47~67; Robbie Shilliam, “The
Atlantics as a Vector of Uneven and Combined Development,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs,
Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009 ), pp. 69~88; Alex Callinicos, “How to Solve the Many-State Problem: A Reply to the
Debate,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009 ), pp. 89~105; Justin Rosenberg,
“Basic Problems in the Theory of Uneven and Combined Development: A Reply to the CRIA Forum,”
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009), pp. 107~110; Justin Rosenberg, “Basic
Problems in the Theory of Uneven and Combined Development. Part II: Unevenness and Political

Multiplicity,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 23, No. 1 (2010), pp. 165~189.

George Lawson and Robbie Shilliam, “Sociology and International Relations: Legacy and Prospects,”
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 23, No. 1 (2010), pp. 69~86; Gurminder K. Bhambra,
“Historical Sociology, International Relations and Connected Histories,” Cambridge Review of International
Affairs, Vol. 23, No. 1 (2010), pp. 127~143.
¥ 1) George Lawson, “Historical Sociology in International Relations: Open Society, Research Programme and
Vocation,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007 ), pp. 343~368; Roland Dannreuther and James
Kennedy, “Historical Sociology in Sociology: British Decline and US Hegemony with Lessons for
International Relations,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007), pp. 369~389; Leonard Seabrooke,
“Why Political Economy Needs Historical Sociology,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007), pp.
390~413; John M. Hobson, “Reconstructing International Relations Through World History: Oriental
Globalization and the Global-Dialogic Conception of Inter-Civilizational Relations,” International Politics,
Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007), pp. 414~430; Bryan Mabee, “Levels and Agents, States and People: Micro-Historical
Sociological Analysis and International Relations,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007), pp.
431~449.
(D Stephen Hobden, “Theorising the International System: Perspectives from Historical Sociology,” Review of
International Studies, Vol. 25, No. 2 (2000), pp. 251~271; Daniel Nexon, “Which Historical Sociology? A
Response to Stephen Hobden’s ‘Theorising the International System’,” Review of International Studies, Vol.
27, No. 2 (2001), pp. 273~280; Stephen Hobden, “You Can Choose Your Sociology But You Can’t Choose
Your Relations: Tilly, Mann and Relational Sociology,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 27, No. 2
(2001), pp. 281~286.
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R o PRET LR sl SR P G S HUE B PR R AR R SR A BTSRRI E K 5 @ International
Affairs HILUEIBRBGR (A8 RIEHIR ) R B25R Fred Halliday S5 » HPEEET T
HEEREARELA 2R ATIEEER » URHEBBE =R FENE R -0
European Journal of International Relations W3] - WEEFEA S TR SCE MR » BUR
H I 52 280 B B B AR B B T TR B AR o kA > T A A B IR ok o B R P R AR B 2 A
[ % 5] R B AT 9222 €5 | ( British International Studies Association) WAL T [t
T E/ME ] (Historical Sociology Working Group ) » 27 BRI B B R FE b+ & 2 1 TH
¢ o B A A W EIBE R R Sh L & 223540 Justin Rosenberg ~ John M. Hobson ~ George
Lawson ~ Stephen Hobden 52 Martin Shaw 5 A#S @ &%/ MEE o mEIEERGRE DL
BARTRIN S %/ MH B HESE TR EEEH 5 EFENHRIBREER -0
M > P AR IR sE A & B2 AR I 15 1E AR EE 2 B PR B AR B2 B R BT 78R 18 B
R D EUK - wiE il T EEERIRE R g B RS - =SS CHEmE
R E A Ert e (HE EREE R EE) siEmny SN (St +
) o B R — W EAS B BT FER P A o
FHEEI BR PN 1 B 2 Bl PR s B 3 S R s A g BB B D H 2 AL B R B R g
A 1980 ~ 1990 F AL FHER R sh 11 & R ERAE » (Al & 8 Kt & 5% ~ RIB R
SHER -~ W KEBEAGER - BIEREAGER - IFHEREAFERMIENFESTE - 1993
FEL 1995 FALFEF PR R L g2 E5E > o HBGEE (EFERR) & -

@ George Lawson, “A Conversation with Michael Mann,” Millennium, Vol. 34, No. 2 (2005), pp. 477~485;
George Lawson, “The Social Source of Life, the Universe and Everything: A Conversation with Michael
Mann,” Millennium, Vol. 34, No. 2 (2005), pp. 487~508; Fred Halliday, “He Hasn’t Finished Yet:
Achievements and Challenges in the Work of Michael Mann,” Millennium, Vol. 34, No. 2 (2005), pp.
509~516; John M. Hobson, “Eurocentrism and Neorealism in the ‘Fall of Mann’: Will the Real Mann Please
Stand Up?” Millennium, Vol. 34, No. 2 (2005), pp. 517~527; Linda Weiss, “Michael Mann, State Power,
and the Two Logics of Globalisation,” Millennium, Vol. 34, No. 2 (2005), pp. 529~539; Michael Mann,
“Explaining International Relations, Empires and European Miracles: A Response,” Millennium,Vol. 34, No.
2 (2005), pp. 541~550.

@ Benno Teschke, “Advances and Impasses in Fred Halliday’s International Historical Sociology: A Critical
Appraisal,” International Affairs, Vol. 87, No. 5 (2011), pp. 1087~1106.

£ John M. Hobson and J. C. Sharman, “The Enduring Place of Hierarchy in World Politics: Tracing the Social
Logics of Hierarchy and Political Change,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 11, No. 1

(2005), pp. 63~98; Justin Rosenberg, “Why Is There No International Historical Sociology?” European
Journal of International Relations, Vol. 12, No. 3 (2006), pp. 307~340; Kamran Matin, “Uneven and
Combined Development in World History: The International Relations of State-Formation in Premodern
Iran,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 13, No. 3 (2007), pp. 419~447; Frederick
Guillaume Dufour, “Social-Property Regimes and the Uneven and Combined Development of Nationalist
Practice,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 13, No. 4 (2007), pp. 583~604.

O B TAE/HMREHIHE hitp://historical-sociology.org/

¥ George Lawson, “Historical Sociology in International Relations: Open Society, Research Programme and
Vocation,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007), p. 344.

M RER > BEMER (it ZRER 1993 F)  XE—> BEMEE (&1L ZREF > 19954F) -
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HI7Z A PR L B AR AR » 2 S E PR B (R H G aR AR rh 25T - a2 i 2 S v SE B B R 1%
PG & ERET Bl v A PRET o i TGRS S 0 BN BB R B DA F 1FH
i o kR R IEAEENIN S o BRI TEE 2012 FH ARG - el 2011
R FRRR R EFE M S - Rt Rc s » WEMEFSREMES - a
A ARE =RV R R G > AR B EE R - HEEA g2 H2/IVINE
g - ERMEIETIAE B Sk W o @l N B R R AR 52 DL S T JR st A e B2 1 e HJ A2 BBkt
il > AN B HoAth 1Y) R PR B AR B G o AN AR BE T B B R 4 R B Aty 2 T G A H S B A |
1t IRRBEEITER AR T S atdm - B 2 B A B R MR B ER A 7R A TR R -

E IHY [ B 13 % A8 s Aoty B2 il 5 [ R B2 B 2 Ry BT 0 B2 1 R L P G Al =1
1) % JE2 RS B P B O B - e L@ HHE A E R B GR  JE R s MR B R S E 2 - (HIE =
TR ) B G % PR TG A RS e — U B AR TR —% o 1T A2 BB R AR R Bt BRASH R A R
BH AR 5 R FE FEBE B GR B > DU B KL G SR AR LR R 8% T o

>~ BB GRE AL ELEE

IR 5% B £ PR B o FRBRLEE f 1980 AKX » BFEASR 1990 FEAX > T 28 2000 F- R
PR CRA IR G — o FEAS =AY PR 3 R » EIRRERA PR A1 5 [ PR s A4 o 22 11 R B
B AR IR s AL 22 o 55—y 2 DURE Bh 5 2648 B 2 IR B Gm (10 IR IR s R Bl AR s RV ¢ SR
2 DURE st iy B2 O (E R I R RE - 28 = @ LA I BE &5 %8 /B (uneven and
combined development) ff% OHEE > H B AL A A4 BB B AR R 52 & B2 AR B 3 2

[ EFEME ] (the international ) HJf#RE » LUK 5% g BR BEaE B a0 o]t & L R R WAL & 2217
BE o G NG A IR BB R AR IR sh AL & BT e B IR L S P B A 22 5 )
ME T EF LR R (SIS R e RIS R ) (IE MRS B8 - DI
Pl E VB AR A IERR L -

FEHAGER » 25 —0% 1980 A2 HE &3 Theda Skocpol ~ Michael Mann ~
Anthony Giddens P75 » 15[ F Max Weber ~ Karl Marx FJEEE R AR EHE - (HE

@M RKE -~ FEE o (R 2 i EERRERN Y B gRNEKER] > BUARZERE
240 # (2009 F 6 H) » H 127~152 ©

SO ML o [E-TEGE 2 TiRi I R P ERE ] > SRS (NSC98-2410-H-431-007) -

HQ EEfMm o [EstEE ] > WEPEREMN LR BEREARER (50 AEBEE > 2011 F) 0 H

259~286 °
FEQD MO o TEIERERE MR AR AR | o MRS IREL D ~ R IE R E - BIFRRARAER (5L - B - 2011
F) e

@ John M. Hobson, “The Two Waves of Historical Sociology,” in Stephen Hobden and John Hobson, eds.,
Historical Sociology of International Relations, pp. 63~81; John M. Hobson, “What’s State in the Neo-
Troskyist Debate? Toward a Non-Eurocentric Historical Sociology of Uneven and Combined Development,”

Millennium, Vol. 40, No. 1 (2011), pp. 147~166.
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B[] 5% ) 4 B = 2 9 ] 2 B G R 3 5 T (o LR A TR < 88— 1990 AR AR ATE H [
X8 %2525 Fred Halliday ~ George Lawson ~ Leonard Seabrooke ~ Stephen Hobden &
John Hobson 52 Eff# 52 1 #2255 Max Weber ~ Perry Anderson ~ Immanuel Wallerstein
Robert Brenner RS2 > PRETHISIEE I8 & o (ol 5% A 4k B o8 2% 1 7 W 4% o T ) H: A
% =1 2000 FACE B R R th & B2AURs A > BEvE (thE ) AR SR (B
2 ) HEEFE (the international ) FJ = @{% (triangulation) » 5 5% 8 O1 B0 E (L & A
R SRR R o apfEiE =R BBk HY Lt ERE . Stephen Hobden B %EfiAA
SO AT B PSS R R B # & 22E > 5{H Daniel Nexon HIZZ % Hobden A HEVS REHfE [ ult
BEMMER > LHE Mann # Tilly fJB 1% £ (relationalism ) HlE LLEH &)
(transactions ) f5 = 1F & & B AR AUECES - MFERREAMHE B L8R - @B EHIE
Halliday » fh2 %8 7 B PR B AR IR s AL & B S 0% 38 2 > @il ELAt A2 Justin Rosenberg 1
George Lawson FJFEEZIZ - #8 - EFERA(RIE DAL & 2L — R 2 2 51 ikl & 22 Bl
R SR B R et e BB A THEZ BRI AN Famt 5 2 7R R 2R - H
52 A B 2R B =i o BRI £ B A IS L e R IR U 1) E AR B SR T ER R
A 0 P R M B (R A B A R b Ak B A -

—  E-RERMRELHESORE (BEIRER
FOFERE )

1980 FACHIEAMIEE — Ik S HE S L & 23 Theda Skocpol ~ Michael Mann ~
Charles Tilly ~ Anthony Giddens ~ Immanuel Wallerstein T35 - Il JEE HH BBR B (R EH
Frragg ok » U B B B R R ok e o B2 B2 T T s L SRl (R A o 2 e & B2 PR s AL
HEMC K7 John M. Hobson &tk » BIFRER (R 21L& B2 & R 1F 2 Robert Cox
MJ“Social Forces, State and World Orders: Beyond International Relations Theory”—3 * @
18 Ji SCER A2 L P [ R ) £ L i T 2 A P 17 [ ¢ B £ MR s AL B A 2R AR S o e fH

FE@ B Mann RUEREE S B IR RE LA g B > B HIE b e B (BRIP R ~ W E
) BB LB o ASCUARRAERIEL > HU25(3k Hobden K Lawson HJHEIES - Mann &R EIE
AR IE « 25— R st oy SR B B B - S BRI HE R T AR A RG] - NRE B B3 RO » 0 ZE [ it HL
FFRZREE -

@ John M. Hobson, George Lawson and Justin Rosenberg, “Historical Sociology,” in Robert A. Denemark, ed.,
The International Studies Encyclopedia, Vol. VI ( New York: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010 ), pp. 3357~3358.

@ Stephen Hobden, “Theorising the International System: Perspectives from Historical Sociology,” Review of
International Studies, Vol. 25, No. 2 (1999), pp. 257~271.

@ Daniel Nexon, “Which Historical Sociology? A Respond to Stephen Hobden’s ‘Theorising the International
System’,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 27, No. 2 (2001 ), pp. 273~280.

@ Benno Teschke, “Advances and Impasses in Fred Halliday’s International Historical Sociology: A Critical
Appraisal,” International Affairs, Vol. 87, No. 5 (2011), pp. 1087~1106.

FF@® Robert Cox, “Social Force, States and World Order: Beyond International Relations Theory,” Millennium,
Vol. 10, No. 2 (1981), pp. 126~155.

@ John M. Hobson, “What’s State in the Neo-Troskyist Debate? Toward a Non-Eurocentric Historical
Sociology of Uneven and Combined Development,” Millennium, Vol. 40, No. 1 (2011), p. 149.
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Cox HYJGmULEERS » N AEFE bt (L P R R B o - BIPERR R R o R et &
e RUR B B AR PR am AR £ 88 (BUR ) B sSe M A v - HE e A
FE R R B G ny | B B 52 78 &= #8 | ( chronofetishism ) Hi [ B BF b .0 £ 7 |
(tempocentrism ) » Bi#E ISV IRTE (present) HEE LU R B TE 17 68 i 7 DUfRREE » T LA
AWEETAE - wEREHmE ATE (HEELER) BEEGRELE - ZREE
FrERE N EEEEZR - #82 > Bad [EEANRAE] (historophobic) ° @i LGRS
& EE R PR Kenneth Waltz #rELE - £ BIFER (RIS R A ARG T H - DUEER £iR
MERIIERENE o BIEFEH R SRS EN (g8 ) Bt g8 #H Theda
Skocpal ~ Charles Tilly ~ Michael Mann ~ Immanuel Wallerstein Mg > $& {1518 Lo 2251 Y
KB e AT I E £ 28 0 DU B SRR GE Bl R sh o B B SR B EmAS & 0 ERR AT =11
EF (BrT Wallerstein ) it & HFE#E AN - S S RTER2MRY) » HFE S e
HIERE TR L B PR R PR AT L E £ 2855 TR » L H BB MR 71 - B 40 Ry [ 19 26 22
P~ Zn] R [ 2% B [ P S 7> DR s Ab - 0] s A B P BRI B & TR A 1 03 il @ 38
L PR s i B M A R B PR R B A LR HAR A —B - ~HE - Hi#
Bz EHRE ERITE - 21 UBIS R b0 R ETEL > (EEFRENSRAYTE B Al
A EATELES o ORI > BB BE AR RE sE R 1R B2 ( BIUAS SR 48 1Y [ e o R AR Bh 1y 22
) BHE A B E B EREBRE ZMI SR E AR H AT DU ER g o @
R > ERERER PR IR st e B2 Xl A e 2220 IR 1 o
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Q) Ibid, pp. 4~13.

#F @D Stephen Hobden, International Relations and Historical Sociology: Breaking Down Boundaries ( London:
Routledge, 1998).

@) Ibid., p. 195.

@) Ibid, p. 196.

Q) HEZEAE Justin Rosenberg, The Empire of Civil Society: A Critique of the Realist Theory of

International Relations ( London: Verso, 1994 ).
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—CBTRERFRAFEREEMERNRE (MEAIRESE
TtEE )

HEEREE — s U > BIFRRARIE AL g B S R R g R L 2B (F)
FEAOYRIE S & 2 ( Neo-Weberian historical sociology ) * HJRAIE « H— » MHA7EEL 2
B R P HIERSR (problematizing and critically exploring ) ERX 20 PA B B R il & ()6
FHeTHE s 5= @ 2 ERREM (multi-causality ) » B2 L& 388 HE 53 18 HEERE
H%Z EBERFZABIERR LM - F= » FRZE\EZEMM (multi-spatiality ) » Bl 2
G~ B S PR R 2 B AR (R AR HIE S - BEPY o SREFER T B B o AT S B 3R
HRAFEIIE M s Bh - FREHEE > g EEFREGA &7 DB N
[¥ ( immanent orders of change ) ZKIfZ » S B BN > FEEER L EE M
(discontinuity ) BLEAEME ; 5575 0 FEILE F2&F#H (Non-realist ) AU H FHEEEL
B 58 B £ EAGE 1WA BB & e 20BN - A8 DU B & (19 53 B & 68
ACHIE o @4l John M. Hobson fRF#T A AN YRR sbAF oy B B o8] B (3R (R B A FiS A B8 2R B B
W o LG EARR PR 5 Ay BRI B H B SR B4 T Fs -8 HE T (linternational agential
power ) & > BEFTIKIE BY SRAF 555 B P A AR (20 SR B Gm it 72 09 70 AT S © o

John M. Hobson 385555 — iR Y IFE st ay B2 40 5 | E B PR R ARV 1F % 42 5 B Bl A~ e
FEI > [ PSR B2 3 AR s ke B2 Y B Rt 2 AR ) - T e ) (B S i = R AR R 4
H B FEVE - T R B AR IR s A B AR A It B R B PR BR AR AT B R 2R - AT
A B 5 ol R 38 2 2 B A I PR S R 8 ~ AR R B RR AR A L P B E ~ IR Ba A v 22 Bl
BRI B R AR T B G 8 B2 > DL e PP i 8] 58 ) % B 1 VIR PR s o B2 A TR S 5 > T A B |
FTEMIK ( Neo-Weberian ) & L& & » {hi# H Fred Halliday WJEIZKH#85R ( state
system ) ~ [B{Nf&ZX (national level) K [HELE#E% (internstate system) FYERFE—[EZ
— [ RE A 22 ] = — S M85 & ( trinitarian feedback loop ) #E&7 19 HAZMIE Z#AI K, 20
AW HAI RS ~ Fan B SKAE ) » #E& LLAH AT B (0 IR I8 sb vt oy B e Bl b S i) 58 5% e
fher o LS RHIEE FRAVBIFRRIR S o @

John M. Hobson MJ#TEARURME St & 2240k » 5158 7 H (B2 0 L35 Bl [m] g -
Sandra Halperin 2% SRR S04 g 2240 2 B E 25 - 10 IR BRI R s 41 & 2240
A EERERSNHEER - CHEEREIRE W E £#E (Gramscian Marxism ) J&& 52
5 o gy Martin Shaw HIZE % BRI 52 AL & E25 AR REFT W R B B s P9 (1) — T am > 1T A2
[EZ LLAMERIE (external arena) FHE [ SR B 4% B 2 ER B AR EE BN EL — JT3m o A5 DIBEER L

#E@® John M. Hobson, “The Historical Sociology of the State and the State of Historical Sociology in International
Relations,” Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998 ), pp. 284~295.

£ John M. Hobson, The State and International Relations ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000 ).

@) Ibid., pp. 296~313.

@9 Sandra Halperin, “Shadowboxing: Weberian Historical Sociology vs. State-Centric International Relations

Theory,” Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998), p. 328.
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IEAE BRI 2R 28 (global state ) » B2 B S J1 ) 2 ER1E - @ Hobson [RIFEGR »
Halperin {&£if [ BELES — 2 E 2525 Skocpol > A N EREFIREFE » £
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(reductionism ) » DL EES LA IEILE T RIS B GR » ofti B Shaw [HLEF
L SZ Hp g K] P56 B R 5% g 1T U B8 T 5 B ((dual reflexivity ) 20 Shaw [URRAR - BLHEE
B ELE0 BH W e T o R 1 S R VR E BEAH R e -t 2 fth 22 ] = — B A 2 A L o R
Shaw WHEFFEFEAHFH.OERMRE - Hr@ENREEATE > SGEIENA RS
B E A LU BER) o @fR1 » Thierry Lapointe F1 Frederick Guillaume Dufour 52/% %8 —
TH (%] 5% ) R PR e B R 7S L 7 VA i e AN B B 1 B R o R T 1T R BB 58 B K G 0 (1A
FEASA BL RS R A BNy > HoRpEEE IR 0 3 - oG ES . - 55 %M
JE st e B2 2 DL Hobson T [ ER#T ARV s Tl » SEE 7 bl o 1 P8 o 1 & BR B R
EANBIE S B PR AR R T H B RS s v B s A G 0 B2t e
HIRE s 241 (the historical contextualization of societies ) Z[FRH ©

RS o BPERE ORI sty B LUy B2 RS B AT B URorh & S I RS
— I TR TE - BRI EERR R R B9 EAT A — B SR — B PR R IR TR &
1E A2 B B B A% B = o B G P 2 R B T AR - 8 BT A E B AT KB
FHEF IR TT - HEH IR T BB & 2 IR L R4 o BIEEAN L - B fEE 22
T4 H At 1 JRE S e B B G A [ 5 e (B SR A L P G U R B A (R 0 LA TR ] B 2
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FBE L BT N F B i E SR B RN > B e M DL 2 I R
SRR AR - M % & LUR € R sh I BB B - A R BUEERAYHEET - 3 REER
) [0 5 e R PR o i B2 PR DL R R s A B KRR & 558 B e E R KR s
P iR EREENREmMC - Fradi@E s ~ BAE - RERAKRGHIZ2H A &7
RS > RS G B AEIH] - BRI AG Aol > BEERERELLE
Bl o HEARNEEKAENFRREZERA M 5 LL 1648 F R T HER S
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@) Martin Shaw, “The State of Globalization: Toward to a Theory of State Transformation,” Review of
International Political Economy, Vol. 4, No. 3 (1997), pp. 497~513.

F£@ John M. Hobson, “For a ‘Second-Wave’ Weberian Historical Sociology in International Relations: A Reply to
Halperin and Shaw,” Review of International Political Economy, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1998 ), pp. 354~358.

A  Ibid., pp. 358~360.

@ Thierry Lapointe and Frederick Guillaume Dufour, “Assessing the Historical Turn in IR: An Anatomy of
Second Wave Historical Sociology,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 25, No. 1 (2012), pp.
97~121.
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A 1 e 98 2 [ P B A [ B P E RO BE B - R B B AR R Yt e R sE RO~ ik - @
REFEAEREPIFEAR LR LT AERRMBRA AL G5 - B2 BB R &
FRAVFER o A ZE Trotsky FI LU AT EFR Tt S &R @ 8 K e < H - m] LIS
BY B% B 0% JBE sk fh &y B4 & B BE Y (international ) ~ & 82 ) ( historical ) Bt € £
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SIS 7 EE IR Fam - BT AR E S S T LU seE AL BB E R B -
SRR I A B E A L ZEPERE R - BRATHENIEEE LL Rosenberg ¥l John M.
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o AR S AL e B R JR RO oD R R s A i SRR T SR AU nT RETE o @ S E A B4
Sebastien Rioux #2f%5 HAE A BE AT B A1 & A8 s A IR R - HImt /2 [ 5% B [l A9 28 2 A1) I
DR B IR - 58 2 B PR (R PR b A & B2 L ZEER IR BT - A AR E AR e e £ 58
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FELUES ROACHI I S = - Ko so7diimaid (S B ERMEEEEMR

BHRE (FHLSIEIR

@ Justin Rosenberg, “Why Is There No International Historical Sociology?” European Journal of International
Relations, Vol. 12, No. 3 (2006 ), pp. 307~340.

@ Benno Teschke, “Advances and Impasses in Fred Halliday’s International Historical Sociology,” pp.
1099~1103.

£ @ Justin Rosenberg, “Why Is There No International Historical Sociology?” European Journal of International
Relations, Vol. 12, No. 3 (2006 ), pp. 307~340.

FF@ John M. Hobson, “What’s State in the Neo-Troskyist Debate? Toward a Non-Eurocentric Historical
Sociology of Uneven and Combined Development,” Millennium, Vol. 40, No. 1 (2011), pp. 147~166.

FE@ Sebastien Rioux, “International Historical Sociology: Recovering Sociohistorical Causality,” Rethinking

Marxism, Vol. 21, No. 4 (2009), pp. 585~604.
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JTiE ) BN S HE A 2 B B ) E S 5R ((transhistorical general abstraction ) © @
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AR 2B ZE (R E th e R s e F b ALy kR 5 2 IR (phenomenon ) T © ®
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R Z FIREROTR o o BT ARG FI R FE R - BIFEE R Bt & B2 3 (e R B = 4K
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HEATERAH » @

1S & > 3B =G inid s 2 B B B AR I o h oy B2 38 e HE SR R o A 2408 - #E DL
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EEMC - B85 & =R HAEEE A0 BRI IEEARAIRE F% - B eEfR A
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ZE@ Alex Callinicos and Justin Rosenberg, “Uneven and Combined Development: the Social-Relational
Substratum of ‘the International’? A Exchange of Letters,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol.
21, No. 1 (2008), pp. 77~112.

@ Jamie C. Allinson and Alexander Anievas, “Uses and Misuses of Uneven and Combined Development: An
Anatomy of a Concept,” Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009), pp. 47~67.

F£ %) Sam Ashman, “Capitalism, Uneven and Combined Development and the Transhistoric,” Cambridge Review of
International Affairs, Vol. 22, No. 1 (2009 ), pp. 29~46.

6D John Glenn, “Uneven and Combined Development: A Fusion of Marxism and Structural Realism,”
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 25, No. 19 (2012), pp. 75~95.

FFG)  http://www justinrosenberg.webspace.virginmedia.com/Uneven/Home.html
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e ISR T (civilizational analysis ) DIHcH 2 BAYBANE o ofRiT > BIEERHREL
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H R (Rosenberg and Globalization ) > (C#E 1 The Follies of Globalization Theory:
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R A6 H DU SR AL (the higher bullshit) f% /(0] fE S &R EITERE » H o] & HbagL
PURRTE o cpfth A 5% 2 BRA L2 5 72008 o Bk Sy B R 00 B0k - 17 L EE 3 1 oy ik S B )
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FRHRERILE 1990 FARHY TR ( Zeitgeist) » HHHEZE » RERIEAFZRAR
fEf > EREIF A TERI RS S 7 R AT E S Gtk e 2 b 1€ Bl A Bl IR ok 2K 15 2 ER L Bl
ARl - fEHGE L o RER(CHE G TR LUR AL & R 1990 FRE AL ERAFA LG
13 MIEESE —H 2L - EE ARSI R ERE LR - oftEk
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¥ G) Gurminder K. Bhambra, “Historical Sociology, International Relations and Connected Histories,” Cambridge
Review of International Affairs, Vol. 23, No. 1 (2010), pp. 127~143.

6D Willfried Spohn, “An Appraisal of Shmuel Noah Eisenstadt’s Global Historical Sociology,” The Journal of
Classical Sociology, Vol. 11, No. 3 (2011), pp. 281~301.

@ Martin Shaw, “The Historical Transitions of Our Times: The Question of Globality in Historical Sociology,”
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, Vol. 14, No. 2 (2001), pp. 273~289; Martin Shaw, Theory of
Global State: An Unfinished Revolution ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000 ).

£ @6  Justin Rosenberg, The Follies of Globalization Theory: Polemical Essays ( London: Verso, 2000 ).

£ @D  Justin Rosenberg, “Globalization Theory: A Post-Mortem,” International Politics, Vol. 42, No. 1

(2005) , pp. 2~74; Justin Rosenberg, The Follies of Globalization Theory: Polemical Essays (London:
Verso, 2000 ).
G Justin Rosenberg, “Globalization Theory: A Post-Mortem,” International Politics, Vol. 42, No. 1
(2005) , pp. 2~74; Justin Rosenberg, “International Relations- The ‘Higher Bullshit’: A Reply to the
Globalization Theory Debate,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007 ), pp. 450~482.
&) Justin Rosenberg, “Globalization Theory: A Post-Mortem,” pp. 2~26.



76 MIREELTsE 2 528& 2H3H] EE 10249 H
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A A EERR R B P A [ & (counter-pose ) [AHERRT - (18 M#H < IR S 1L g K
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60 Ibid., pp. 28~29.

6D Ibid., pp. 29~63.

60 Alex Callinicos, “Epoch and Conjuncture in Marxist Political Economy,” International Politics, Vol. 42, No.
2 (2005), pp. 355~362.

6 Andrew Gamble, “Globalization: Getting The ‘Big Picture’ Right, A Comment on Justin Rosenberg,”
International Politics, Vol. 42, No. 2 (2005), pp. 364~371.

60 Gurminder K. Bhambra, “Talking among Themselves? Weberian and Marxist Historical Sociologies as

Dialogues without ‘Others’,” Millennium, Vol. 39, No. 3 (2011), pp. 667~681.
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#F 6 Tim Dunne, “International Relations Theory and the Mirror of History, ” Review Article, European Journal of
International Politics, Vol. 4, No.3 (1998), p. 47.

@ Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Unexplored Resources in IR, ” Review of International Studies, Vol.
27,No. 3 (2001), p. 480.
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EE AR AT S A S e e o BT L ETE M o TR RS I B Y R
B ) ELZE GRS - DU A B Z2 YR RS [ KBHEER | (grand theory ) » 1] DUfR R R P S
RAAE G BB - @
IS & » TR ERIR | 18 Al L BB Ay A el 77 AR s Bl fRE B SR Ak -
[ ts BRI 2R ) 3 A B (] 0 00 4R P8 st o B2 B G A~ S TR VR > R DU & 2 tH W
1) BERESELATEIHEHE o (H [RASEER] ERE g2 oMmIra£ZR > &
EHTEBEZEN—E5 © Andrew Linklater Fi$5 H R 5 41 & B2 = M IE 818 » 26— 1f
A LRI % R S I B EVE SR ¢ 58 B BTE B A I RC DI > BRI SRR R ¢ 58
=R PRT N A LSRN B R s RS o o [ AR B ERIR ) 2 WA EE — B 5E —FE A i
FEBLE - 0 bR bt e B ARG N SR8 R 0 S ERRR R B AR o DL A o kS A R B
e EL H AR TS IR TR > PRETHES) ~ B - ETEEE RIS LR 5 [ EAS B 22
UK | A B BB AL R R T RRE R o NG RS RS AL E) - b T R A Y E B S
(LBRE) 1) - miZdml st g ERAEANE LR EROR > CHERMPEAERAEEKRA
SRRV G > Bt B R & 17252 o (G 2 LR R [ PR B 1 I s vy 22
# > fl4l Fred Halliday ~ John M. Hobson ~ Justin Rosenberg ~ George Lawson <5 A [J#
£ DLRBIRIRAY A5 o Hrf Halliday (98 S0 B G2 B IRE AT 5T > fhi{E 2010
o TR g B/ ] FrlfE B BRI 822 E 2010 FE R S S E
Jék ° Rosenberg 2 EIFERATR 50 {7RASEEMES b » 70 R s w22 vh e — i R BR B AR 52
# o @ Hobson M1 Lawson HI/E T HEB) RN PR G R 5o 4 & B2 FERY R 228 4 > [OlRy
SEF I MME S DY) - 2 H Al HES) BIFER (R R st BB E AR
S R PR IR Bt e B R AR R o

@M Barry Buzan, “From International System to International Society: Structural Realism and Regime Theory
Meet English School,” International Organization, Vol. 47, No. 3 (1993 ), pp. 327~352.

@ Barry Buzan and Richard Little, International Systems in World History: Remaking the Study of International
Relations ( Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000 ).

@ Barry Buzan, From International to World Society? English School and the Social Structure of Globalisation

( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004 ).

#F @ Andrew Linklater, “Historical Sociology,” in Scott Burchill, et al., 4™ edition, Theories of International
Relations (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009 ), p. 138.

@  Ibid., pp. 147~152.

HO  HAEEEMR &2 E 1 Anthony Giddens ~ Michael Mann ~ Charles Tilly 52 Immanuel Wallerstein > 2%
BH Martin Griffiths, Steven C. Roach, and M. Scott Solomon, eds., 2" edition, Fifty Key Thinkers in
International Relations ( London: Routledge, 2009 ), pp. 369~374.
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FHERIM S -~ SeAS BT 2 BB B A A B G > th S BB R (R R s AL R
2 F B R (R AR AL B A - W Z R R B LU & sl A T ST RIS - B
Wil & B R S8 R > FL2 SEA% B B2 UK L 32 2 5 o 5 R [ B A B SR AL E T
TH [ B R 1R R o AL B A A M R B R SR A R ARG o TR RE (L AR B B IR (B A
et BrEFE IR EERES - AL EE e - (8 H AR 5 5 oe i - il
S EER R PR IR s A B e B AR B B ARG S o A Bl S 2 B B R B
i AT B S 58 2 Bl R R AT 78 B RS U B R RS - W N R < A&
B AL R - B 2 W R W R 1 o [P R AR sl A B o A B T R B L
R E LR SRt E P2 W FERT O o TR U ] S FRR s AL B2 B W BF 78 R 1R 1 BE A
SENE o N S L B B o (5 L RE RS B B R B e (1) — YR BRI FE IR - i sk
Jo2 PR S AL B RE TS RIS B BB PR R A R 1

Z BElEREE SERRERIERNFER

2002 E Historical Sociology of International Relations —25 & E B 55 B 5 RE
% (%% ) &5 (international relations manifesto ) BAE S (L& £ (%) B3
(historical sociology manifesto ) » #& H1PEFT#T B AR AR 50 oy SR B A £ 3 ~ PR sE
MEY)EFE ~ LI ER - B ~ AHEIE 28 - PR IR BB 25w - DL
KB E < Bl - DUGE R e AL & SRS S PR RR R A A M & > wfH Steve Smith RERZSR
i 35 PR 5l e B2 B R S R B R 7 S R T AV NS - e 2 e E ESR B E A IR
PHER o qpid BEUTS HH B R AR R ok A o B X B (R B B (O B S iR B T A s (D2 M
BRI ISR E M A © 2007 4F > International Politics SATIRE LU st & 22
R HH R B R S - A TR S R R (R IR SR A SRR N B BT & - DL R B A
TR (BUAKERE S ~ s ~ AL & BB T ) BUSEAS o @PFE s AL & BRICH IR
A B A B B A BT SR AR - € U B I R R R T B A R R s 1 B s A Y
S HE » 2 T 5 R e A A L AR s AR ) B G B TR R TR o BHPRRRIRE A e B2
75 2 S H Y B B (R B am 1 AS EH WE 2 =2 e FUZ BIBRERA £ 52 1 CLWE 2 AR PR R B i
B3 HORE LURE sh AF Reait B LA S8R0 T & - B R s bt 8 B IR sl 4L & SRR Pl Gm b A ) %
FLUE ? G L REIGAE N — B (BRI L AR AL ) BRET o R B
A+ P B AR R s Ak B2 S AR IR A I B AR B A PR - B EERT Al [ P
FREEERIE 2

oK B¢ B (R PR s AL B2 B B A PR b B o B B PR AR T AR R+ T SR R R I

£ @ Stephen Hobden and John M. Hobson, eds., Historical Sociology of International Relations ( Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2002 ).

£ Steve Smith, “Historical Sociology and International Relations Theory,” in Historical Sociology of
International Relations, p. 223.

@ George Lawson, “Editors Introduction: Forum on Historical Sociology,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4

(2007), p. 342.
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BATRAE e G R R L 858 » SEEMEERARFTIE ER8MH - E2GEMEsRE
S~ o B ] B 1 E Ve B PR AR R e A & B2 2 384 George Lawson FTE
B R R sL AL B R O A M JEN ER—3X © @ John M. Hobson BEFEH! - EUFERA
TR 5 fh B2 TR LS i (catholic) T o qotiamk 5 82 H 2 75 CAS B R B BE
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— R e A e B > kAR B A o B Y PRI R B R PR AT R A A A 4B %
A E R E RS A SO HER R EE RX - @2 > BIFRRITREE AR it & B A 2K
B 2% XA A 1 BRI S I 1 B G B2 R G > a0 S e R BRI ~ RS R R S P B A - AR
BRI BRI o ay B {5t 5 ALk o B B G 0 72 28 U R sE o BRI B AR (HIRE s 22 ))
B AL B B B R AU N R BRIV R B A - B S o HERR R
2B EIEREAREREE SN -

FHE I > Hall Martin =2 3R /& B0 8 520 16 Al 55 R B R AR AR FE R R il - NfSiE e
B 7R st e B o L R B AR BB R R T FERI R A - B FRBE AR N A &

1 EEPRERR R B R EH CHIRE LA & 8 - qfth FUEES 2 2 BB R B AR 1t
g2 IRAAEMENREEHE S ARG SE5 kB GRANTER Rt &
B2 o Justin Rosenberg +: 78 2 5 (1 B2 A BIRERR R 4L & B BER » @ EFimee— -
5B R LB AL (domestic analogy ) & 1+7 Bl BB 4% M1 A7 B FSTE - B DL [ A2 Bl
EOTE ] MRS EEENE - ofllE FliEE = Fik - /LR EABEEIEE B
(B 5% o R 1) FRE st A B o

S8 AR A S 37 BB N A 17 ek [ B B % PR s At iy B2 38 SB35 R 9 A 76 ) B8 G e
g > e 2EE (Lawson ~ Rosenberg 52 Hobson) MJERESHCE » B2 ¥R Martin FIE]
BiARE - fMER A 3 R HAA BRI A BB FR R st & 22 DUR BB (R B Gm 2
AR g o MRS — 5] a4k g B R s A e B2 alE 2E ok DUER A R L

@ George Lawson, “Historical Sociology in International Relations: Open Society, Research Programme and
Vocation,” International Politics, Vol. 44, No. 4 (2007), p. 345.

@) John M. Hobson, George Lawson and Justin Rosenberg, “Historical Sociology,” in Robert A. Denemark, ed.,
The International Studies Encyclopedia, Vol. VI (New York: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010 ), p. 3358.

£ G8D John M. Hobson, The State and International Relations, pp. 174~214.

@) John M. Hobson and George Lawson, “What Is History in International Relations,” Millennium, Vol. 37, No.
2 (2007), p. 431.

FE® Ibid., p. 432.

@) Hall Martin, “Historical Sociology Should not be a Subfield of IR,” Paper presented at the Sixth Pan
European Conference on International Relations in Turin, 12-15 September 2007.

£ @ Justin Rosenberg, “Why is There No International Historical Sociology?” European Journal of International

Relations, Vol. 12, No. 3 (2006 ), pp. 307~340.
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ST EBR R g8 - S HATERITTR -

ia kA S — U B e S AL S BRI R e A BB A - ELEEE =
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RSB RL M RRHERRE S S Y » 51 H At S2 50 By 4 2 X 5 R R B 5 1E
2 B B R R B 2 T (L B 2 ERAL o PR sh b o BRI B IR sE B AT T B o R R AR
F 5]l PR s ey B P A PR AT B BR R AR B A A S P B - ()R PR 2 AU B AR
B FL TR H LA B B IR AR R o B H T ST AR B AR R AE B S IAME - DUB TS EFR
e B EEE N B L HUEEn] » EMRERIEBIFEEGE L2 2 (International Political
Sociology ) » 7E Y BT 78/ B 3 B2 3% N AH AR S RO T > o PR B LA B B B AR BT 5 Y
o] o BFRRARIE AL G BE S - RSN~ BERE B B FRRE (R 0T 7E Bl E B
G 1 e BRI RIS 0 R L R R AR R sl A BB AT DU E AP LR S
IR - et ZEatEM P E BHERSEMERNES » a2 esaamE
FEo AR L FAVEIRS - ISR BT L RE (o At B P BH 1 B2 122 2 IR e AL & BRI IR R
BCERES o SR AL R R R IR S AL & SRR B2 B T - T 2 BB PR IR sl AL SRR 1Y
FEsE a2 REAE IR S RAS T R A B G sl FE B B R

= BfRAFREEtE2HNEERE S

B8 5% [ 4 TR B Ay B2 1 0 57 o R T A f7 L e R 58 ) 1 ) R s ki 1 > 3 DLBEER
FLAS[R] 7 oAt B P B AR B G A0 PR BEER A © & Hobson #LA1 & Fif [0 B Be 4 2 3w 1Y JE R
s (BIRESEFREERE .0 28 ) IR > ATfEfry —fs) &

(1) PMEL) (reification illusion) > EHEHLAE A K0 B ith 5 FRt - SBUEETAE AL
Fear bRy ~ HIHEE ~ B EMYLRERE - R T B AR s A & IR [ R A o

(2) BARAL L& ( naturalisation illusion ) » 2B E KB B AW N EHE K
(imperatives ) 1] H #AHE ( spontaneously ) HER » MK IEFRIREH G B IARIL T » Mt
AR T BB AE ) 25 18 RS o0 B AL RE T ~ BRIR A B R A L AR 1 AR sl AR o
(3) kfEALLIE (immutability illusion) * ;2IEIREHK K IEIL (eternalized) K BILTE
EHEREE E AR o M PRSI EEE > (NN 7 B A B — (8 N AEFR

@) EBRIFYEEE S (International Studies Association ) 2 1960 FAAFERAL [EEH SRR E &
(Research Committee on Political Sociology ) #%#5 [EFEBHATE &2/ M | (International Political
Sociology Section ) * WA 2007 4F i K International Political Sociology AT o [ B% B & 2
(International Political Science Association) 2 1970 &R [BUATEE2MHJELZE® | (Research
Committee on Political Sociology) * [FIFFHLEEIFEFE &2 ® (International Sociological Association) HJ
5] 4 T8N o (EL i B R B R IR s ey BT SR 7 3 O 118 ] 8 23 o S8 o AL B 8/ ML
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J¥ (an immanent order of change ) ZiHFE @

B BRI L) B2 7T HE A | HE R s AL & B T WRIE 2 /48 Kamran Matin (YR > 152
ARAE VLR BB PR B A 1 JE IR 52 3% o i e & EPE R AR B B e e A = SR
MEm T AR A -tk 2 ] BEAEAE H B 2R DU % sl 28 Ay B GR FE IR P B o HX > EAR
Tl (REEREAHRER) SGENLIE ? HE L > 1124110 - B R
T BTELL 1648 FEITER A mnBeAT B 1919 FEIFERITREREI AL - TERIAREEKE
R~ BERRE R ~ BT F B K ER R AEE IR o o E L AT > BIFERIRER RN
{E > B AT B PRS0y o BB 1 0P G A 58t 8 FH R b iy B 180 2 B PR AR 2R
R AR SR )T i > BT B BR R AR B R R S s o g Bl DU S 53 R ] R B AR B
#W > @fH John M. Hobson B ELHE LERMNELE » NEH MR IRIE (the
present) MYEEGR > 1MAEH LLEFTEFZHAE © © George Lawson HIFE 5N PR AR E i
a2 A B IR S E F I RBGIBE B (scripture ) > #5 DUME g FOHH A 280 - w2 U
SEEFEMEIEN ~ BN~ AHEER > HELUEENBIE (butterfly ) » HATEIEEE £
F o oI B PR RE AR IR s At BR A R SR R~ e I BRURR s A M SGE AT TE 2 John M.
Hobson H1 George Lawson L8 Hi E B EH 0% A VU fE 78 s A FE RO 20« PR s s 1

( generality ) FJZZ# (marco) X ~ FRIER (meso) FITHE (micro) EX - 735l
R ARE FEEE S (History without Historicism ) ~ & 5 5K 1) & 52 1 & 22
( Historicist Historical Sociology ) ~ f#f/# 5 ( Traditional History ) HHHE R o F
(Radical Historicism ) o BIFRERR R HLH £ FELET B b 2002 LUZ A R L E &R sE
Tt LR 5 e B BIUEL 0011 s A BE R F 2 R L BT IBOR B S Fe it T fiRas - mEdR it
EENER ~ EAEGE > DU AE RS s R Ra g 0 o B R TR EBIHR
FTHRASUHERE EFRHEEAX > BIFFE LR BEER) > B RKBOL ( grand

¥ @) John M. Hobson, “What’s at Stake in ‘Bring Historical Sociology Back into International Relations’?
Transcending ‘Chronofetishism’ and ‘Tempocentrism” in International Relations,” p. 6.

@ Kamran Matin, “Uneven and Combined Development in World History: The International Relations of State-
Formation in Premodern Iran,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 13, No. 3 (2007), pp.
419~447.

%@ Benjamin de Carvalho, Halvard Leira, and John M. Hobson, “The Big Bangs of IR: The Myth That Your
Teachers Still Tell about 1648 and 1919, Millennium, Vol. 39, No. 3 (2011 ), pp. 735~758; Benno Teschke,
“Debating ‘The Myth of 1648’: State Formation, the Interstate System and the Emergence of Capitalism in
Europe-A Rejoinder,” International Politics, Vol. 43, No. 5 (2006), pp. 531~573.

@ Brian C. Schmidt, “On the History and Historiography of International Relations,” in Walter Carlsnaes,
Thomas Risse, and Beth Simmons, eds., Handbook of International Relations (London: Sage, 2002 ), pp.
3~22.

0D Paul W. Schroeder, “History and International Relations Theory: Not Use or Abuse, But Fit or Misfit,”
International Security, Vol. 22, No. 1 (1997), pp. 64~74.

FF@® John M. Hobson, “What’s at Stake in ‘Bring Historical Sociology Back into International Relations’?
Transcending ‘Chronofetishism” and ‘tempocentrism’ in International Relations,” p. 5.

@ George Lawson, “The Eternal Divide? History and International Relations,” European Journal of

International Relations, Vol. 18, No. 2 (2010), pp. 203~226.
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narrative ) 1] B2FF2 A EA MM (destruction without reconstruction ) » KBRS
R 2 L1 =2 i AR 5 — {8 =2 1] o {Ee R 5 S 6 38 B S8Ry (aprioristic ) Bam T &
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B o FHAN LSRR AT A (EER =k o PR SRR R R s AL & B0 [ RMERE
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1M SEBRAE KA B K 25 1k & LRI IR SRR 22 52 > sl R EPR B (R st & B2 R

0D John M. Hobson and George Lawson, “What Is History in International Relations,” Millennium, Vol. 37, No.
2 (2007), pp. 415~435.

£ ® Andrew Glencross, “Historical Consciousness in International Relations: A Hidden Disciplinary Dialogue,”
paper prepared for Millennium Conference, 16~17 October, 2010.

£ Kenneth N. Waltz, Realism and International Politics ( London: Routledge, 2008 ), pp. 197~229.
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ZWIEPa TR, - PEEERRE (R 2R RS % 0T » fEILTT I - BFR R (R G S o B A ik
A DAFERCN Bl 58 =t 57 (8185 2R T B PR B % o aofELiE A TR B B R (R I s i & B2
BEAT XN G » 102 S5m0 % B £ 1 JRE st 1 > DU B SR A1 A PR B 2 T
PE o

e~ BB R AL g 2 o) R E T A RR T @

BITAsEE B F5¢ ) £ R 5 A 8 B24)% 2 BB B £ Bl A T B @ A (VU B Gy~ (HL2 i = HL BT 98
RAYFFE A B R B (R A F R & B B S 1) - B ] R AR LG 2 A 0] 22 A5 EE G T
FEEIA] o 34N Hobson FTE » EESEALE RIS S EITRE - W LUEEAL -

0D John M. Hobson, “Reconstructing International Relations Through World History.”
@ Stuart J. Kaufman, Richard Little, and William C. Wohlforth, eds., The Balance of Power in World History
(New York: Palgrave MacMillan, 2007 ) ; Barry Buzan and Richard Little, International Systems in World

Theory: Remaking the Studies of International Relations ( Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000 ).

£ John M. Hobson, The Eastern Origins of Western Civilisation ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2004 ).

@M Siba Grovogui, “Postcolonialism,” in Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith, eds., International Relations
Theories: Discipline and Diversity ( Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007 ), pp. 229~246; Phillip Darby,
“Postcolonialism,” in Phillip Darby, ed., At the Edge of International Relations: Postcolonialism, Gender,

and Dependency (New York: Continuum, 1997 ), pp. 12~32.
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Abstract

As a reminder for the domestic scholars in International Relations to
acquaint to the International Historical Sociology (HIS), this paper aims at
researching the development, reflections and prospects of IHS, while
analyzing its strengths and future orientations. This paper presents a five-part
analysis to reach these aims. The first part describes the popularity of THS.
Though more scholars have paid attentions to it in recent years, the trends in
Taiwan have been opposite. This paper drafts a short review and call for
International Relations scholars in Taiwan to acknowledge the trend. The
second part of this paper examines the development of THS in order to
illustrate the foci of its three-wave development — in particular, the critique of
ahistoricism in mainstream International Relations Theory. The third part
discusses the shift of IHS toward Global Historical Sociology, which has
been a result of debates between historical-social dimensions of globality in
International Relations. The fourth part reflects some key issues of IHS and
consider its trend of development. The fifth part explores the strengths and

future orientations of IHS and assesses its prospects.

Keyword: International Relations Theory, International Historical Sociology,
Historical Sociology in International Relations, Historical Sociology,
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