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1 Andrew Linklater, “The English School,” in Scott Burchill etc., Theories of International Relations (New York:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2009), p. 86.

2 Roy E. Jones, “The English School of International Relations: a case for closure?” Review of International
Studies, Vol. 7 No. 1 (January 1981), pp.1-2; Andrew Linklater and Hidemi Suganami, “The Idea of ‘The English
School’ as a Historical Construct,” The English School of International Relations: A contemporary reassessment
(Cambridge & New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), p. 12; Chris Brown, “The ‘English School’
and World Society,” in Mathias Albert and Lena Hilkermeier eds., Observing International Relations: Nikolas
Luhmann and World Politics (London & New York: Routledge, 2004), p. 59; % 722 > (ZFRE %) » & 7 v
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S5 W {1 [ B PR B B 2R R - R IEESK
PRICERIEERBATR - BTk - Hedley Bull(fir#iEia
HEPE B2 B XOKF WightER HU B it & s £
52 B B B ARA T SR < > Bk - RN

3 Tim Dunne, “The English School,” in Robert E. Goodin ed., The Oxford Handbook of Political Science (Oxford,
New York: Oxford University Press, 2009), p. 732; Hidemi Suganami, “C. A. W. Manning and the study of
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International Relations,” Review of International Relations, Vol. 27 No. 1 (January 2001), pp.91-2.

4 Roy E. Jones, “The English School of International Relations: a case for closure?,” Review of International
Studies, pp. 1-2.

5 Tim Dunne, “The English School,” in Robert E. Goodin ed., The Oxford Handbook of Political Science, pp. 732-
3; Tim Dunne, “A British School of International Relations,” in Jack Hayward, Brian Barry and Archie Brown
eds., The British Study of Politics in the Twentieth Century (Oxford, New York: Oxford University Press, 1999),
pp- 397-411.

6 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 27
No. 3 (July 2001), p. 472.

7 Chris Brown, “The ‘English School’ and World Society,” in Mathias Albert and Lena Hilkermeier eds.,
Observing International Relations: Nikolas Luhmann and World Politics, p. 59.

8 Z Rzt (BHEBR) > & 7fcih > (W% %323%) > F 312 Tim Dunne, “A British School of
International Relations,” in Jack Hayward, Brian Barry and Archie Brown eds., The British Study of Politics in
the Twentieth Century, pp. 411-2.

9 Tim Dunne, “Introduction,” Inventing International Society: A History of the English School (New York: St.
Martin’s Press, Inc., 1998), p. xi.
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10 Tim Dunne, “The English School,” in Robert E. Goodin ed., The Oxford Handbook of Political Science, p.
732; Jennifer Sterling-Folker, “English School Approaches,” in Jennifer Sterling-Folker ed., Making Sense of

International Relations Theory (Boulder & London: Lynne Rienner Publishers, 2006), p. 303.

11 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, pp.

473-4; Ole Waever, “Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue,” in B.A. Roberson ed.,

International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory (London & New York: Continuum,

2002), pp. 85-7.

12 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, p. 473.

13 Ole Wever, “Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue,” in B.A. Roberson ed.,

International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory, p. 85.

14 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, p. 473.
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15 Ole Wever, “Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue,” in B.A. Roberson ed.,
International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory, p. 86.

16 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, p. 473;
Alex J. Bellany, “The English School,” in Martin Griffiths ed., International Relations Theory for the Twenty-
First Century: An Introduction (London & New York: Routledge, 2007), p. 76.

17 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, p. 473.

18 Ole Wever, “Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue,” in B.A. Roberson ed.,
International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory, p. 86.

19 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, p. 473.

20 Ole Wever, “Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue,” in B.A. Roberson ed.,
International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory, p. 86.
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Michael Donelan The Reason of States 1978
James Mayall The Community of States 1982
Hedley Bull and Adam Watson The Expansion of International Society 1984
R. J. Vincent Foreign Policy and Human Rights 1986
J. D. B. Miller and R.J. Vincent 10’1’;;{;;;;:;; Z?lesgglf; staclie) el e 1990
izdrgaiggngzzedwt sl Hugo Grotius and International Relations 1990
James Mayall Nationalism and International Society 1990
Cornelia Navari The Condition of States 1991
Adam Watson The Evolution of International Society 1992
F AL %k : Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of

International Studies, Vol. 27 No. 3 (July 2001), p. 473.
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21 Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, p. 473.

22 Tim Dunne, “The English School,” in Robert E. Goodin ed., The Oxford Handbook of Political Science, p. 730.

23 Ibid.; Barry Buzan, From International to World Society? English School Theory and the Social Structure of
Globalization (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2004).
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24 Jennifer Sterling-Folker, “English School Approaches,” in Jennifer Sterling-Folker ed., Making Sense of
International Relations Theory, pp. 303-4.

25 Jack Hayward, “British Approaches to Politics: The Dawn of a Self-Deprecating Discipline,” in Jack Hayward,
Brian Barry and Archie Brow eds., The British Study of Politics in the Twentieth Century (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1999), p. 32.

26 Stanley Hoffmann, “International Society,” in J. D. B. Miller and R. J. Vincent eds., Order and Violence: Hedley
Bull and International Relations (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990), p. 16; Jennifer Sterling-Folker,
“English School Approaches,” in Jennifer Sterling-Folker ed., Making Sense of International Relations Theory,
pp- 303-4; Tim Dunne, “A British School of International Relations,” in Jack Hayward, Brian Barry and Archie
Brow eds., The British Study of Politics in the Twentieth Century, pp. 415-7.

[z=EE =i eE B FIE676HA/2020F 108




Z T TRFE b ERIASERRZAHE
HHEEAYERIEAY) - Bullfn#isg.e (dit
5L 25 ) (The Case for a Classical
Approach)—23Z » g —fmRIUBETT R =
FMEIUGNT ~ LB TR 5
JiikZ SCEE - THERRSCH > Bullfi BT R
FE P RIS R CR i BRI T T R Em eI SR
BRI - NEEE R 1T Ry L EAYBI R T 714
i AN S DL B 229l it B (British academic
T BIEAE SE Bt AN T
RIS T R T MR I hy FUE R R B (R Bt
FeIiiE o i BullPE Ry BFRRE $RZ 5T 515
» SELIHTER: ~ P BRAIVAER SR o B S TR AR
T o EA R RA R 2 E -
ERAINEZ B A& E —
Butterfield /R LURy 3 FH & NI LR ~ #EETAIEL
B BRI TTRRIM R ER - IREEETBIZRA ST
A E R BLAH R BARRBATR - AR RH
fiFE B &% - {HButterfieldAIEE R FE R4S
JFE 5 (diplomatic history)EdEL G 22 (political
philosophy)HY 5 FEEREMTSE 57k - HIn]fig

community )22

BRI (o S B BRI B ~ e B A

DRI E T 15 W R BRI R B PRS2 T 2
A i SR R IR & B R R PRI B3R 238 W L
I B SR S BT R £ T U IR A HEH
L o O B R B A R R PR Y 52
BT ERENBVG T 52 ~ S 3R ol Bl s vk
(international law)ZF{#ffi 1= 28 SR < B BH
PRUTFEERTIE - BRI B ERIR & IS RA PR BT
FERYEZIRFE o BIfEE A 5 H
 TEEERRAREE NP - IR BaiE 5
FIA B S B E MR R T BB R R
ZV5ER > N2 & AT ER R FREE S5 T
ERYRIL Ry o v ML B AR Bk 2 -

i 5 2 B ERR Z RIS ER IR = K5
ME—BUGT R ~ SR S BRI R (A T 1 1
e B R AR TR IR — RS ) o
) > IR RTT e £ P am < BHEE R
W5k - ARAEE RTBIERRA R Z 2 0L
FiTaim A & PRy T R R T vk
FhI A - RBIERIRFTER A ZBUGT 2 ~ ShA
JEE S B R R IR F AT IR AR - HE E - IR
RNR R BE R FIR L Tk — « MRE

27 Chris Brown, “The ‘English School’ and World Society,” in Mathias Albert and Lena Hilkermeier eds.,
Observing International Relations: Nikolas Luhmann and World Politics, p. 60.

28 Hedley Bull, “International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach,” in David A. Baldwin ed., Theories of
International Relations (Burlington, VT: Ashgate, 2008), pp. 87-103.

29 Herbert Butterfield, “The Scientific versus the Moralistic Approach in International Affairs,” International Affairs,
Vol. 27 No. 4 (October 1951), pp. 441-22; Herbert Butterfield, “Some Trends in Scholarship 1868-1968, in the
Field of Modern History,” Transactions of the Royal History Society (Fifth Series), Vol. 19 (1969), pp. 159-84.

30 Jennifer Sterling-Folker, “English School Approaches,” in Jennifer Sterling-Folker ed., Making Sense of

International Relations Theory, p. 304; Roy E. Jones, “The English School of International Relations: a case for
closure?,” Review of International Studies, p. 1; Jorg Friedrichs, “Third way or via media? The international
society approach of the English School,” European approaches to international Relations Theory: A house with

many mansions (London & New York : Routledge, 2004), p. 98.

31 Patrick Thaddeus Jackson, “A Pluralist Science of IR,” The Conduct of Inquiry in International Relations

(London & New York: Routledge, 2011), pp. 188-212.
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