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Introduction. What is (un)known about global sociology?1 

In the recent past, “global sociology” was the topic of a number of international 

conferences and events such as the World Congresses of the International Sociological 

Association (ISA) in 2010 and in 2014 as well as the interim ISA Forum of Sociology in 2016. 

The journals of the ISA, viz. Current Sociology, International Sociology and Global Dialogue, 

have also provided much space to the debates. The International Institute for Sociology (IIS) 

devoted its 40th World Congress in 2012 to the topic of “After Western Hegemony: Social 

Science and its Publics”. For these institutions and associations, the idea of a new global 

sociology clearly seems (or seemed) able to provide both a program and a raison d'être.  

The current president of the ISA, the Syrian-Palestinian sociologist Hanafi underwrites 

the “critical” directions in which global sociology is developing (Hanafi 2020). Editors of the 

ISA journals also intend to further the development of a “genuinely global sociology” (e.g. Li 

2019). A new momentum seems to have emerged, although, of course, it might well be that the 

COVID-19 pandemic will divert attention to other types of research. Under the label of global 

sociology, epistemological diversity is now widely endorsed (Pleyers, 2020). The unity of the 

discipline seems to rely on ideas about social justice and on coordinated actions in striving for a 

better world.  

Pleas for taking “internationalization” in sociology seriously abound. Some energy has 

been invested in introducing various local, “indigenous” traditions to the “international” 

sociological community (e.g. Alatas, 2006; Burawoy, 2011; Patel, 2010). The elaboration of a 

global southern perspective – directed at providing sociology for the whole world – has been 

proposed to address inequalities within sociology itself (esp. Connell, 2007).  

The rise of the idea of global sociology seems to constitute a reaction to perceived 

social and scientific crises (Szelenyi, 2015), but the notion itself is used for a variety of 

geographical imaginaries and a variety of perspectives on sociology (Sorokin 2016, 2018). For 
 

1 Part of this introduction is published in: Kislenko, I. Debates on global sociology: “unity and diversity” of 

interpretations // The American Sociologist. 
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some researchers, the “dream” of global sociology is a late response to the inequalities in the 

world system. It is then linked with theoretical visions such as dependency and postcolonial 

theory (Bhambra, 2014; Alatas SF, 2006). At times, it is also linked with calls for “equal access” 

for all, to the main publication outlets in the discipline (Albrow, 1987). For others, the debate has 

been dominated by ideological, not by scientific arguments (e.g. Sztompka, 2011). Most 

participants in the debates probably agree that “global sociology” does not (yet) exist, but they 

clearly disagree about the direction into which sociology has to develop and the ways in which 

the discipline has to deal with its own intellectual past and heritage. While empirical tests of the 

globalization of different aspect of publishing formats in sociology have seen the light of day 

(Beigel, 2014; Collyer 2018; Koch & Vanderstraeten, 2019; Koch et al, 2020; Vanderstraeten 

and Eykens 2018), hitherto systematic sociological-historical reflections on the particulars of the 

debates on global sociology do not exist and a critical reflection on how the debates have taken 

place in these institutional contexts is lacking. 

 One of the first mentions of the global sociology notion could be found in 1966 in an 

article presented by a student of Parsons, Moore. He started from the observation that sociology 

as a discipline had been spreading rapidly to many different parts of the world, but also noticed 

that society remained “operationally” defined in terms of national units or cultures, if only 

because social data were mostly taken and aggregated at the national level (Moore 1966: 479-

480). Instead, Moore suggested considering the world as a single system that could be analyzed 

as a global order (see also Parsons 1971). Global sociology thus had to focus on the “super-

systems” that structured human life on the globe (Moore 1966: 482)2. A more “critical” 

perspective soon started to dominate, however. Conflicts and inequalities became the point of 

departure of many discussions on global sociology. The scientific and historical context only 

contributed to the development of such an idea. Sociology as a scientific discipline is inevitably 

connected with the spirit of the time, where its main practices are implemented. The second half 

 
2 Other examples of early uses of the idea can be added (Hallen & Prasad 1970; Motwani 1971). 
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of the 20th century was a period of significant political, economic and social changes. All these 

factors are related to the researched topic. At this time, the process of obtaining independence by 

a large number of colonial countries, huge geopolitical changes and economic turmoil took 

place.  

In the 1970s and 1980s, sociologists from South America, Africa, Australia, Oceania 

and partially Asia started to acquire broader, international visibility, i.e. they began to publish 

more in English and attracted a lot of attention to local academic traditions. They also criticized 

the Western centrism of academic sociology and the growing dominance of the Anglo-Saxon 

communication media and advocated for equal access to publication outlets and sociological 

organizations (Akiwowo, 1988; Amin, 1989; Said, 1978). Many of the ensuing discussions 

focused on the question of whether the knowledge produced within sociology is universal. Two 

positions emerged. While adherents of universalism argued that sociology as a scientific 

discipline exists in a single world and that its fundamental principles are applicable globally, 

they could also mark the opponents of this position (explicitly or implicitly) as supporters of 

“particularism’ (Archer, 1987, 1991; Sztompka, 1988, 1991). They argued that local contexts 

play an important role in research, allow for the creation of a non-Western agenda, and provide 

for an alternative point of view on both social and sociological issues (e.g. Akiwowo 1986, 

1988). By stressing the importance of local contexts, they also questioned whether sociology had 

to position itself within one world or within many worlds.  

Issues related to postcolonialism also became entwined with discussions about 

sociology and sociological knowledge (Oommen, 1991; 1995). Sociologists around the world at 

that time, most often, were radical students with conservative professors: “the discipline was 

finding its way out of structural-functionalism’s dead-end street, blossoming instead into a 

Mecca for radical – and very smart – students” (Szelenyi, 2015). It is not surprising that a new 

generation of sociologists was involved in the discussion of the new ideas proposed by the global 

South, which were absent in the public space of sociological discipline for a long time.  
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International sociological associations, and especially the ISA, began to put forward a 

new raison d'être and program in the course of the 1980s. Members of the ISA no longer 

understood their purpose in terms of stimulating the development of sociology in all parts of the 

world, but actively started to discuss the validity of different traditions and various kinds of 

knowledge. Its new raison d’être led, among other things, to the organization of the first 

international congress of sociology outside the Western world (ISA World Congress 1982 in 

Mexico City). The pleas for an indigenization of sociology, which were made in this context and 

period, remained questionable in the eyes of defenders of the universalist version of sociology. 

The aforementioned international sociological organizations became a platform for discussions 

about global sociology and associated sociological research programs. The IIS was created in 

1893 (by Worms in Paris) and the ISA founded in 1949 under the auspices of UNESCO. 

However, it is only in the late 1970s and 1980s that they began to stimulate and organize wider 

debates on the topics of internationalization and globalization. The discussion was rapidly 

developed, and by the beginning of the 1990s has taken a significant place in the discourse of 

social sciences. Throughout the final two decades of the 20th century, the opposition between 

universalist and particularist conceptions continued to define the terms of the debates on global 

sociology. 

The terms of the discussion changed rapidly around the turn of the century. Critical in 

this regard has been the figure of Burawoy. As president of the ASA and later of the ISA, he was 

able to canalize ongoing discussions and give momentum to the debate on global sociology. The 

focus thereby shifted towards global inequalities and hegemonic relations between the global 

North and global South. Sociologists from all over the world have, in recent years, both 

criticized the universalist hegemony of the North and argued for the articulation of alternative, 

counter-hegemonic forms of sociology in the global South. 

During the time the set of ideas, which are associated with the field of global sociology 

expanded rapidly. Nowadays, it is possible to outline notions, which are the part the researched 
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umbrella term. On the one hand, in this dissertation it will be called international face of global 

sociology: southern theory, indigenous and national sociologies, epistemologies of the South, 

academic dependency and issues related to global production of knowledge (Martin & Beittel, 

1998; Kislenko, 2021). On the other hand, public face of global sociology, which could be 

considered as a struggle for resources. There are also those theories, which use the main idea of 

these faces and exist in the state of global sociology of the middle range. It could be typical 

sociological topics such as race, education, care, human rights etc.    

All these theories come to sociology from different parts of the world at that period of 

time, when the idea of global present emerged. The desire to globalize sociology appeared in 

minds of scholars, but the problem arose. Such an idea was produced in old Eurocentric centers 

of sociological power. It became clear that the places where they wanted to expand sociology 

have different opinion on this issue. The necessity to find new centers of power and to re-define 

the whole space of global production of knowledge in sociology became clear (see section 1.2.). 

Relevance of the research 

The main statement that needs to be kept in mind from the very beginning is that the 

theoretical field of global sociology is diverse and has not been demarcated yet. It creates 

confusion not only in the reader's perception of the idea, but also provokes misunderstanding on 

the history of the concept. Since this notion refers to a wide range of ideas, the historical ups and 

downs in the fate of the concept are described in different ways, sometimes significantly 

differently from each other. Nevertheless, it is still possible to identify the broadest definition of 

the researched idea: “global sociology implies an active, open, mutually beneficial and equal 

interaction between sociologists from different locations, countries and cultures, in their joint 

efforts to understand, explain and improve the social world” (Sorokin, 2016: 43). 

Currently, the fate of the idea from its appearance to the current state of affairs has not 

been traced. There is no articulated history of the concept, no periodization, and there is no 

division in the historical stages. Now global sociology is a set of different ideas and research 
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practices that differ in various publications. In order to distinguish existing interpretations and to 

implement a historical and analytical reconstruction of the fate of such an idea, this work was 

written. 

The notion of global sociology is used to describe diverse phenomena and it is difficult 

to identify this idea with one concrete direction of research (Connell, 2007; Turner, 1989; 

Akiwowo, 1999). Indeed, this idea has different perspectives and could be considered in the 

context of different disciplinary practices (Sorokin, 2016; 2018). Sometimes everything that is 

somehow connected with the words: “globalization”, “globalism”, “globality” is identified with 

this notion. Nevertheless, “global sociology” has its own specific intellectual history, followers, 

and institutional basis. There is no exact clarity of what can be considered as “global sociology”.  

Almost 40 years have passed since the crucial for the international sociology ISA World 

Congresses in 1982 and 1986, a little less – since the speech of Archer in Madrid as well as from 

the foundation of International Sociology: basically, the starting point in the fate of such ideas 

(Archer, 1991). The time period, which has already passed, allows us to look at the issue from 

the retrospective point of view and to describe and distinguish the existing “unity and diversity” 

in sociology. 

More than 50 years have passed since the first appearance of the idea in publications. 

Sociology has undergone significant changes during this time. It has passed at least one major 

general sociological crisis, several fundamental changes and the absence of a large project over a 

long period of time, although attempts have been made to change this state of affairs several 

times. There are many diverse areas of research, both theoretical and empirical. Similar events 

accompanied the development of global sociology. Over the years, discussions have been held 

on the internationalization of the sociological discipline. Earlier, historical and sociological 

research in the field of global sociology could not be implemented due to the fact that a short 

period of time passed, and it was not possible to analyze this phenomenon in a historical context. 

In order to implement such a task and to focus on concrete issues, it is necessary to suggest an 
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adequate time period for the analysis. The starting point is the 1982 ISA World Congress in 

Mexico City, which was the first such event in a country of the global South. Since this time, the 

discussion on global sociology started to expand its influence. Therefore, this work concentrates 

on the relevant ideas presented in the international agenda for the last 40 years. Nevertheless, all 

necessary references to earlier events and works were also made in order to provide appropriate 

context for better understanding of the idea. 

Where might this debate lead? Some “outside” observers have been struck by the ways 

in which the debate has been conducted – both in the late 20th and the early 21st century. 

Positions in the debate are often presented as political, if not ideological choices. Participants do 

not just claim to present better arguments than their opponents, but rather claim to defend the 

only possible legitimate or “just” stance. The opponents are at the same time blamed for their 

political partisanship and ideological myopia. At various moments, epistemological arguments 

(whether in the universalist or the counter-hegemonic version of global sociology) have been 

subordinate to ideological arguments. The question is whether and how we can capitalize on the 

momentum and use the interest in global sociology to reflect upon the nature of sociology itself, 

upon the social infrastructure of the discipline and its intellectual programs.  

Recently, sociologists from all over the world have felt urged to take a stance in the 

debate on global sociology. Of course, the distinction marked by global sociology leads to only 

one among many possible subdivisions in sociology (others include: gender, religion, language, 

and race). As this dissertation will demonstrate, however, the history of the debate on global 

sociology allows us to obtain a good understanding of the challenges with which sociology is 

currently confronted. It provides us with a reflective prism that we can use to see what has been 

and what still needs to be accomplished. The “dream” of global sociology might continue to 

generate heated discussions, but it is also important to understand how the terms of the debate 

have changed over the past decades and how sociology itself might change for the better. 
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For all the reasons stated above, it seems important to clearly distinguish and classify 

the main approaches to the understanding of the idea of global sociology. 

Background of the research 

Global sociology and the issues traditionally identified with this idea, occupy more and 

more space in publications and gain more attention from researchers from different countries 

(Burawoy, 2010; 2015; Patel, 2010; 2019; Bhambra, 2014; 2015; Hanafi, 2019, 2020). 

Historically, “global sociology” is used to describe diverse phenomena and it is difficult to 

identify this collocation with one concrete direction of the research (Connell, 2007; Turner, 

1989; Akiwowo, 1999).  

There is a lack of research on the historical analysis of the existing discussion due to the 

specific characteristics of the field (variability of the usage of the term, the initial vague borders 

of the research area, etc.). Authors prefer to work with the history of local traditions and mostly 

do not focus on the history of debates (Genov, 1989; Patel, 2010; Facing an unequal world, 

2010; Alatas SF, 2014). The majority of such research concentrates on exact parts of the world: 

the alternative non-western history of sociology or national traditions in social sciences (Alatas 

SH, 1979; Alatas SF, 2006ab; Alatas SF & Sinha, 2017; Patel, 2011).  

Some authors also consider the history of international sociological organizations such 

as ISA and IIS, as a part of the internationalization processes in sociology, but concentrated only 

on this important, but restricted area (Platt, 1998; Schuerkins, 1996). Others focus on the 

empirical testing of the internationalization of sociology on the national and global scale (Koch 

& Vanderstraeten, 2019; Collyer, 2018). Sociologists also consider historical aspects of 

eurocentrism, academic dependence or postcolonial and subaltern perspective in history and in 

social sciences (Amin, 1989; Alatas SF, 2003; Chakrobarty, 2000; Guha, 1989; Mignolo, 2012; 

Santos, 2007). All these works are extremely important for global sociology. They analyzed 

issues that were no less significant and eventually became a classical part of the global mosaique 

of the discipline. Nevertheless, they do not reflect, and certainly never aim to make a historical 
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overview of the discussion – only some elements, which are obviously connected to the state of 

debates. 

The most accurate attempt to evaluate the idea of global sociology from a similar 

standpoint was made by Martin and Beittel (1998). They tried to analyze both sides of the 

discussion and create a “map of ideas” in global sociology. This work is the most representative 

attempt to properly historically reconstruct the debates in global sociology. These authors 

described the majority of crucial ideas, even though they ignore some important moments, such 

as some aspects of the early stages of the discussion and the variability of terminology. More 

than 20 years has passed since Martin and Beittel’s work was published. For this reason, the 

necessity to properly present and reconstruct the arguments of scientists emerged since the state 

of affairs in the framework of the research direction has changed significantly. New ideas, 

approaches and interpretations have appeared, which were absent in the authors' work, for 

obvious reasons, but it requires appropriate consideration. In addition, such a genre as a scientific 

article is limited in the means of representation and analysis of the discussion. For this reason, 

the necessity for a proper presentation of the arguments of the scientists and the reconstruction of 

the historical perspective of the discussion has become apparent.  

It is also necessary to highlight Russian and Russian-speaking authors, who made a 

significant contribution through publications both on global sociology itself and on issues 

(in)directly connected to the field: Pokrovskii, Devyatko, Sorokin, Zdravomyslov, 

Zdravomyslova, Titarenko, Yadov, Filippov, Polyakova, Romanovskii and others (2011, 2019; 

2001; 2015, 2016, 2017, 2018; 2007; 2008; 2012; 2011; 2008; 2019;1999). 

The following authors worked with issues related to southern theories, epistemologies 

of the South, indigenous and national sociologies, eurocentrism, academic dependence and other 

topics: Akiwowo, Makinde, Taiwo, Lawuyi, Oommen, Bhambra, Cardoso, Santos, Connell and 

others (1986, 1988, 1999; 1988; 1990; 1991, 1995; 2007, 2010, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2017; 1977; 

2007, 2015; 1997, 2007ab, 2014, 2017, 2019). 
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The ideas researched by the following authors influenced the development of non-

Western-centered discourse: Amin, Said, SH Alatas, SF Alatas & Sinha, Patel, Go, Guha, 

Mignolo (1989; 1978ab, 1985; 1963, 2006ab; 2006, 2014; 2001, 2017; 2013, 2014, 2019; 2012, 

2017, 2020; 1989; 2009, 2012). Understanding of global sociology through the prism of global 

civil society, public sociology, the third wave of marketization, through criticism of 

neoliberalism, and the development of social movements, was actively developed by Burawoy 

(2005, 2007, 2008ab, 2010, 2011, 2014, 2015, 2016, 2019). The basic ideas of the universal 

sociological discipline were protected by a relatively small number of social scientists: Albrow, 

Archer, Heller, but most actively by Sztompka (1987; 1987, 1991, 1998; 1987; 1988, 1991, 

2005, 2006, 2009, 2011, 2013). 

A detailed discussion on the North/South issues was produced by Frank, Arrighi, 

Chase-Dunn, Brandt, Pomerantz, Tomlinson and others (1980; 2003; 2009; 1998; 1980; 2003). 

Intensive criticism of (neo)colonialism can be found in the works of Fanon, Cesaire, Bhabha, 

Nkrumah, Rodney and others (2007; 2000; 1965; 2012; 2018). 

The aim of the dissertation is to implement a structured systematization of the ideas 

identified with global sociology through the reconstruction of its intellectual history. 

The aim is specified in the following tasks:  

̶  to analyze the background and context of the idea of global sociology; 

̶  to define the role of the concepts of “global North / South” in the discussions on global 

sociology. 

̶  to analyze the main existing approaches to understanding the idea of global sociology. 

̶  to make a historical and sociological reconstruction of the existence of the concept and 

discussion on the issue; 

̶  to offer an original periodization of the intellectual history of the concept; 

̶  to implement the procedure of systematizing and distinguishing the existing strategies 

to discuss global sociology in the context of the international sociological agenda. 
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The object of the research – the main theoretical approaches to the understanding of 

global sociology. 

The subject of the research – the diversity in the ways of interpretation of the notion 

and the intellectual history of global sociology. 

Research methods. Two main methods were used in the work. The method of 

historical and analytical reconstruction was used to outline the field of discussion on global 

sociology, to construct a history of the concept, and to show the main arguments of authors 

retrospectively. The comparative method allows us to compare the key positions of the authors in 

the discussion, to highlight the diversity of the field of the idea, and to demonstrate the strengths 

and weaknesses of the positions of opponents at different historical stages of the discussion. 

The scientific significance of the dissertation 

1. The dissertation identifies the origins of the idea of global sociology. The 

background and historical context of the formation and its existence in publications are 

described. 

2. The role of the concepts of the global North/South, the issue of decolonization in 

history as well as the role of international organizations in the development of sociology, have 

become crucial for global sociology and play a dominant role in the discussion. 

3. The dissertation suggests the intellectual history of the idea of global sociology 

from a retrospective point of view. The identified and described storylines related to the history 

of the debates restricted by historical brackets from 1982 till nowadays with all necessary to 

references to the previous historical context. 

4. The variety of the idea's usage in research publications is demonstrated. The 

content of the main approaches is analyzed within the global sociology umbrella notion. The 

arguments of the authors in the discussions on the issue are reconstructed. The variability and 

flexibility of criticisms of sociologists in international discourse is shown. 
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5. The periodization of the discussion on global sociology is presented, based on the 

research of its development in the international sociological agenda. Since the concept is an 

invention of the second half of the 20th century, a large number of historical milestones are not 

supposed. The division into “before” and “after” is based on the entry of Burawoy into the 

discussion in 2006, which determined a huge part of the debates on global sociology. It is 

suggested that the discussion started around 1982 – after the first ISA congress at the global 

South (Mexico City, Mexico). 

6. A historical and sociological systematization of the research field was presented. 

Appropriate typology of the strategies is proposed, which is used by different authors in order to 

discuss a variety of global sociology practices across the world. Such a typology includes the 

various ways of usages of the idea. Using the metaphorical phrase “global sociology is similar to 

the two-faced god Janus”, it was determined that there are two main ways to talk about global 

sociology and a number of smaller and less influential approaches that use similar ideas of the 

main “faces”. Thus, global sociology is able to use the “masks” of small approaches in order to 

“disguise” itself as one direction or another, depending on the desire of the authors.  

The main results of the dissertation 

1. The idea of global sociology is diverse and a large number of authors use different 

strategies in order to talk about the idea in different ways. It creates confusion in the usage of the 

notion as well as in the debates on the intellectual history of the concept. Therefore, the 

dissertation suggests a way of solution in order to close the existing gap in this issue. 

2. The concepts of “global North” and “global South” in discussions on the issue 

have vague boundaries. They are neither economic nor geographical, but more epistemological 

in nature. They correspond to the sociological practices and ideological beliefs, which 

sociologists reproduce in the discussion. To be a southern sociologist does not mean to be a 

sociologist from the global South, but to accept the ideas of the southern theory. The boundaries 

of these conditional camps are not strict. The sociologist of the geographical North could support 
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particular southern views. Nevertheless, the reverse transition from South to North never 

happens, with extremely rare exceptions. 

3. The history of the discussion on global sociology should be divided into two 

historical stages. Despite the availability of earlier mentions of the idea, the starting point in the 

discussion should be the 1982 ISA Congress in Mexico City, which was held for the first time at 

the global South, and provoked huge interest in third world sociology. This stage lasted until 

Burawoy entered the discussion in 2006, identified with his positions in the ISA. The second 

stage started from this date and continues to the present time. 

4. Burawoy’s approach is deeply connected to the institutional features and 

resources of the International Sociological Association, which were available to him during his 

vice- (2006-2010) and presidency in the organization (2010-2014). It had a huge impact on the 

popularity of the idea among sociologists, but eventually, it negatively affected the viability of 

his project. The ideological effect of the idea declined after 2014. The author eventually 

abandoned the further development of the idea of global sociology and used nominally other 

labels (e.g. new sociology of social movements), formally confirming the thesis above. 

5. The typology of approaches consists of two main and a number of smaller 

strategies. For the most accurate representation of the approaches, the metaphorical expression 

“global sociology is a two-faced God Janus” is stated. The two dominant strategies should be 

identified with its faces and designated as the international and public faces of global sociology. 

Less common approaches were called “masks” that can be put on these faces and thereby 

disguise a variety of usages. 

The scientific and practical significance of the work: this PhD thesis can be used to 

orientate in the field of modern sociological thought and in order to write the other works in a 

similar field. In addition, the dissertation is a part of the “Global sociology” course, which was 

written by the author during PhD studies, which is ready to be implemented. 
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The published results: The main results of the work are presented in four publications, 

which are included in the list of articles approved by HSE University. Three of them are included 

in the Scopus citation system. One of them in the Russian scientific citation index on Web of 

Science. The text of this dissertation meets all the regulations required by Ghent University.  

1. Kislenko, I. Debates on global sociology: “Unity and Diversity” of interpretations 

// The American Sociologist, 2021 (Scopus Q1, In English). 

2. Kislenko, I. A sociological analysis of the institutional aspect of global sociology 

of Michael Burawoy // Russian sociological review, vol. 18, no. 3, pp 172-194, 2019 (Scopus 

Q2, In Russian). 

3. Kislenko, I. Southern Theory: Does Sociology Exist Outside the Western Canon? 

// Monitoring of Public Opinion: Economic and Social Changes Journal (Scopus, Q2, in Russian). 

4. Kislenko, I. On the role of the global North / South notions in global sociology // 

Vestnik of St. Petersburg University. Sociology, vol. 13, no. 2, 2020 (RSCI, In Russian). 

The author also participated in the following events, where the main results of the work 

were presented. IV ISA Forum, Porte Alegre, Brazil. Report topic: Debates on global sociology: 

“unity and diversity” of interpretations, 2021. 12thAll-Russian Conference – Contemporary 

Russian Society and Sociology, 2019. Report topic: On the problem of demarcation of the 

approaches in global sociology. International Social Theory Consortium Conference, Dubrovnik, 

Croatia, 2019. Report topic: A sociological analysis of the institutional aspect of global 

sociology of Michael Burawoy.  

The preliminary results of the PhD thesis were discussed and presented at the Center for 

Social Theory (Ghent University), at the Center for Fundamental Sociology (HSE University) 

and at the Department of Sociology (HSE University). The various parts of the work were 

written and discussed during internships at University of Zagreb (Department of Sociology), at 

Ghent University (Center for Social Theory) and at George Mason University (Department of 

Sociology and Anthropology). 
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The main results and the brief description of the structure of the dissertation. 

Issues related to sociological science itself have always been in the focus of sociologists 

in different periods of history. The genesis of the science about society was implemented under 

the sign of formation of its basic principles, which distinguished it from other disciplines, 

primarily from philosophy and psychology. The classical period of sociology was connected to 

the development of the basic methodological principles of sociology and its institutionalization. 

It was assumed that such principles would be uniformly used by all sociologists in order to 

understand the social reality. The main representatives of any of the existing ideas of that time 

are natives of Europe or North America. Thus, sociology has developed throughout its history in 

the Euro-American context as the science could be only western in that level of significance, 

which we can recognize (Weber, 1990). None of the sociological ideas from other parts of the 

world could not even have as much influence. The great sociological crisis, which struck 

sociology after 1968 and left it without a dominant sociological project, exposed the need for 

finding alternative ways to describe social reality. Various attempts were made to propose new 

ideas for this role. Eventually, it would lead to the turn towards the epistemologies of the South, 

indigenous sociology and southern theory (Akiwowo, 1986; Connell, 2007; Santos, 2015). 

Simultaneously, sociologists faced neoliberalism and the third wave of marketization. For this 

reason, they began to gradually realize that the inequality, which has been researched by leading 

scientists for a long time, exists within the sociological discipline itself (Burawoy, 2010; 2015). 

The combination of these factors eventually led to the active interest in global sociology. 

The final part of the PhD thesis summary should sum up all the efforts put into the work 

and concentrates on the finalization of the author’s arguments. It reflects the main results of the 

dissertation, which were designed to systematize the field of global sociology, to propose an 

appropriate typology and to present a history of the idea.  

To solve this problem, it is better to use of a common method in sociology – the use of 

sociological metaphors. Paraphrasing the expression of Burawoy, it is necessary to deduce 
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suitable for this purpose formula – “global sociology is similar to the two-faced god Janus”. 

Except for the fact that his faces look in different directions, while in global sociology they are 

turned in the same direction. In this case, global sociology tends to put on “masks” on its 

“faces”. 

As the “faces” should be defined as the two most common strategies, analyzed in 

chapters 2 and 3. On the one hand, global sociology focuses on purely internal scientific issues 

and concerns on the nature of sociological knowledge on matters of national sociology and on 

the prospects of southern theory. It is the international perspective of the development of global 

sociology, including issues related to differences in sociological practices across the globe. On 

the other hand, it is a way to discuss global capitalism, neoliberalism and criticism of the 

marketization of knowledge, applying such issues to sociology itself. In this case, the most 

influential approach is the interpretation of Burawoy, described in detail in chapter 3. 

These are the faces of Janus, which could be found in global sociology. These are the 

two most dominant approaches to define the theoretical topography of the research field. 

Reading any work on global sociology, a scientist can expect to find precisely these two options. 

Most often, the author’s perspective is limited by strategy, when scholars add the notion 

to any specific sociological field, according to the scheme: global sociology + one or another 

sphere, where the author of the work wishes to concentrate on. Moreover, as stated above, such a 

transfer can happen on different “faces”. In this case, there is a tendency to consider it from 

different angles: from the standpoint of Eurocentrism, North / South division, southern theory, 

from the point of view of post-colonial countries, etc. If this method is chosen, then this is more 

consistent with the “international face” of global sociology, as its classical moves are shifted to 

“masks” and are put on this “face”. This was considered in chapter 2 of the dissertation. Others, 

using a similar procedure for attributing the chosen sphere to the stated notion, refer the reader to 

another direction – the “public face” of global sociology, which is based on Burawoy’s 

understanding of this idea (see chapter 3). This version, as the previous one, is able to put on the 
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“masks” of various sociological areas or the so-called theories of the middle range. In this case, 

the direction, attributed to the notions, will be based either on the idea of division of the 

sociological labor, or on the idea of a third wave of marketization. 

It gave rise to a new corpus (albeit a relatively small one) of works considering global 

sociology as a direction connected to the studying of the prospects of a global society and 

somehow affecting globalization processes, but not strictly correlating with the research field 

itself. They defined the spectrum of such approaches as the mask of globality. This state of 

affairs is partially connected to the name of Burawoy, since his approach focuses on the idea of 

global sociology, based on a criticism of the third wave of marketization. Moreover, such ideas 

in different forms appeared before Burawoy, but his figure played an important role in 

popularization of the issue in the most ideological of possible options.  

As a result, completing one of the key lines of the work on the distinction of the 

approaches, we can define the most significant results, which smoothly pass into a full traditional 

conclusion to the dissertation. Existing use cases can be summarized as follows. 

There are two dominant ways that emerged through the expression “global sociology – 

two faces and several masks”. 

1. The international face of global sociology 

2. The public face of global sociology 

Somewhat smaller masks, using the moves of the two main approaches. 

a. The mask of theories of middle range in global sociology 

b. The mask of globality 

c. In addition, it is necessary to highlight the attribution of the concept by various 

authors to other areas. 

In order to present the existing “map” of ideas inside the global sociology umbrella 

term, a number of additional actions were implemented within the framework of the work as 

well as several problems being solved. 
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First of all, it was achieved by the second main line of the dissertation. In order to 

describe the internal structure of global sociology, it was necessary to reconstruct an intellectual 

history of the idea, highlighting the milestones of its development and considering all the 

approaches associated with the discussion on the issue. The development of debates on global 

sociology from the description of necessary context, and from the beginning of the formation of 

the idea to the current state of affairs, has been researched. The historical stages of the discussion 

are highlighted and the appearance of the notion in publications, preceding the main state of the 

discussion has been presented. Therefore, two main problems were solved in the dissertation: to 

make a historical and sociological reconstruction of the discussion on the global sociology idea, 

as well as to implement the procedure of systematizing and distinguishing the strategies, which 

were used by authors in order to present their arguments. 

In addition, the dissertation presents a solution to smaller related problems. Chapter 1 

presents the background of the debates on global sociology. This part of the text precedes the key 

aspects of the work. It helps to get familiar with the context, which is necessary for 

understanding all of the aspects of the discussion. 

Section 1.1. deals with classical sociology and describes that some of ideas from the 

researched field was partially a part of classics' works. It was devoted to the references to the 

classical stage of sociological history from the participants of the debates on global sociology in 

the context of universalism / particularism. 

Section 1.2., dedicated to the concepts of global North / South, explains the meaning, 

content, and role of these notions in global sociology. The history of their emergence and 

transformation from other categories is demonstrated through the transition “third world – 

postcolonial countries – global South”. It demonstrates that the North / South division in the 

discussion of global sociology is neither geographical or political in nature. It corresponds to the 

practices of northern / southern theories, which sociologists use. It also coincides with 

ideological beliefs of the authors. 
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Section 1.3. is the most non-sociological part of this work. It describes issues related to 

the politics of (neo)colonialism, its formation and eventual elimination from a historical point of 

view. The influence of these factors on the possibility of the emergence of an alternative 

sociological discourse is considered. An analysis is presented, based on the study of the colonial 

background of the discussion on global sociology from the point of view of the global South. 

Section 1.4. is devoted to the distinction between the concepts of indigenous and 

national sociologies. Issues, related to different connotations of the notions, are considered. The 

problem of erasing the boundaries between them is tackled and the argumentation for the 

corresponding demarcation is discussed. The concepts differ in the degree of radicalism of the 

judgements and level of claims to a special status. Also, this section was accompanied with the 

Russian case of the debates, which had influence not only on the local sociological community, 

but also on the international agenda. 

Chapter 2 dwells on the examination of the international face of global sociology in 

accordance with the proposed distinction and typology. It considers the ideas that came to 

sociology from the global South and also presents a range of approaches that defend the 

universalism of northern sociology. 

Section 2.1. examines the opposition to the northern dominance in social theory. It 

contains the key ideas and the historical twists in the fate of the sociologies of the global South. 

Arguments against the dominance of the northern theory in sociology are considered. The 

sociological meaning of each of the presented interpretations is shown: from indigenous 

sociologies to the epistemologies of the South and connected sociologies. 

Section 2.2. demonstrates key features of southern theory. It contains the issue of 

classical sociology and its canon, criticizing the current state of affairs and proposing to look at 

the issue from a different point of view. It is a known fact that the canon is changeable; it can be 

transformed and accept or reject certain names. According to Connell, the process of its 

formation is an additional argument in the discussion on ignoring the southern discourse. 
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Nevertheless, a critical remark was suggested, presenting the weaknesses of the southern theory 

and the doubts on the prospect of the South, developing a positive agenda in social theory. 

Section 2.3. is ideologically opposite to the two previous sections. Here, the main 

arguments of the authors against the possibility of an alternative development of sociology 

through a southern perspective are given. A small number of sociologists decided to defend 

sociological universalism. Nevertheless, this is an important point in the discussion, which could 

not be ignored. 

Section 2.4. is located between the second and third chapters of this dissertation. It 

considers a set of the “masks”, which global sociology uses for its “faces”, namely international 

(Chapter 2) and public (Chapter 3). It also presents the spectrum of the attribution of the idea to 

the related areas of sociological knowledge. 

Chapter 3 is devoted to the ideas presented as a struggle for the influence on 

international agenda via international sociological organizations. This chapter is mostly 

identified with Burawoy, who is the one of the key figures in global sociology. The work has 

been done to periodize the author's work with the idea. The key arguments in this approach are 

elucidated.  

Section 3.1. considers the role of international sociological organizations in the 

formation of the idea of global sociology. It analyzes the processes within the International 

Sociological Association and its international events. Also, it refers to the confrontation between 

ISA and International Institute of Sociology (IIS), which ultimately reduced its public activity to 

a minimum and does not have any influence on the international agenda any longer. Due to the 

number of circumstances, the ideological victory of the ISA was finally formed when Burawoy 

took significant positions in ISA. 

In addition, the issue of the role of the presidential address within the framework of 

various organizations in the history of the idea is examined. This element has been present 

throughout the history of global sociology. The authors use it as a declarative opportunity, 
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because at the moment of the address the real and virtual attention is completely concentrated on 

the speaker. Sociologists use such an instrument in order to promote their ideas. 

Section 3.2. examines the influence of public sociology on its global version. It 

demonstrates that Burawoy’s idea of global sociology is based on the influence of one idea on 

another, which largely corresponds to the early interpretation of public sociology. 

Section 3.3. breaks down Burawoy's late understanding of global sociology, which 

would eventually become the most dominant. It is based on the idea of the total criticism of 

neoliberalism and the third wave of the marketization of knowledge, but applying exclusively to 

sociology as a science itself. Such an idea in Burawoy's works appears under the influence of 

Polanyi's book, The Great Transformation.  

Section 3.4. reflects on the global sociology discussion between Burawoy and 

Sztompka, which took place from the second half of the 2000s till the early 2010s. The main 

ideas of the authors and the key points of criticism of both sides of the dispute are demonstrated. 

Section 3.5. is a critique of the centralization of Burawoy’s idea on the ISA through 

critical reflection of his approach. The main focus of the section is the demonstration of the fact 

that his idea is tightly connected to institutional preferences, which were available to him at the 

position of (vice)president. 

The conclusion concentrates on the historical and systematic analysis in order to 

highlight a specific typology with the definition of the primary and secondary methods of the 

demarcation of the idea.  

For a long time, global sociology as a research area was not considered as an 

independent theoretical field. It did not have its own intellectual history and was not considered 

as a unified space. Discussion practices varied from case to case, and there was a need to fill in 

the existing research gap. In addition, a brief history of the idea has to be written. Both tasks 

were completed within the text of this PhD Thesis. 
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