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Martin Wight, International Theory: The Three Traditions, p. 268.
Hedley Bull, “Martin Wight and the Theory of International Relations,” p. xiv.
Martin Wight, International Theory: The Three Traditions, p.267.
Hedley Bull, “Martin Wight and the Theory of International Relations,” p. xiv.
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Adam Watson, Hegemony and History ., London: Routledge, 2007; Andrew Linklater. The Prob-
lem of Harm in World Politics: Theoretical Investigations , New York: Cambridge University Press, 2011.
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@ Cornelia Navari, “English School Methodology,” in Cornelia Navari and Daniel M. Green, eds.,
Guide to the English School in International Studies, p. 206.

@ Martin Wight, Systems of States, p.21.

® Ibid.. p. 22,“AJCHI 221 7B SC A TC 221 4R, BEIR .

@  Martin Wight, Systems of States, pp.23-26,34,43,175.
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@ Martin Wight, Systems of States, p. 24.

@  1Ibid., p.42.
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@  Adam Watson, The Evolution of International Society: A Comparative Historical Analysis, Lon-
don: Routledge, 1992, p. 13.

@  Ibid.

@  Ole Waever, “Europe’s Three Empires: A Watsonian Interpretation of Post-Wall European Securi-
ty,” in Rick Fawn and Jeremy Larkins, eds., International Society a fter the Cold War . Anarchy and Order
Reconsidered , Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 1996, p. 252.

@  Barry Buzan, An Introduction to the English School of International Relations: The Societal Ap-
proach s p. 50.

® Zhang Yongjin and Barry Buzan, “The Tributary System as International Society in Theory and
Practice,” The Chinese Journal of International Politics, Vol.5, 2012, pp. 3-36; Shogo Suzuki, Yongjin
Zhang and Joel Quirk, eds., International Orders in the Early Modern World : Before the Rise of the West ,
New York: Routledge, 2014.
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Martin Wight, Systems of States, p.25.
Ibid.. p. 33.
Ibid., pp. 46-47.
Ibid., p. 34.
X TP B 55 MW IR R ZH A€ &, 2 0 Richard Little, “The English School and World
History,” in Alex J. Bellamy, ed.. International Society and Its Critics, pp. 54-55 ;5 F B KM [ PRt &
L5 B Y R [ 2 8] i 56 & . 2 0L Thomas Naff, “The Ottoman Empire and the European States,” in Hedley
Bull and Adam Watson, eds., The Expansion of International Society, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1984,
pp. 143-169,

® Barry Gills, “International Relations Theory and the Processes of World History: Three Approa-
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ches.” in Hugh C. Dyer and Leon Mangasarian, eds., The Study of International Relations: The State of
the Art, London: Palgrave Macmillan, 1989, p. 105.
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@ Martin Wight, Systems of States, p. 175.

@  Brunello Vigezzi, “The British Committee and International Society,” in Cornelia Navari and Daniel
M. Green, eds., Guide to the English School in International Studies, pp.51,55.

@  Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society : A Study of Order in World Politics ; Hedley Bull and Adam
Watson, eds., The Expansion of International Society.
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@  Gerrit W. Gong, The Standard of “Civilization” in International Society ., Oxford: Clarendon
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@ Edward Keene, Beyond the Anarchical Society: Grotius, Colonialism and Order in World Poli-
tics » Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002; Paul Keal, European Conquest and the Rights of In-
digenous Peoples: The Moral Backwardness of International Society, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2003.
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