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Introduction

The workshop on ‘The International Historical Sociology of Fred Halliday’, supported by BISA, the IR Department at LSE and LSE IDEAS, was held on 3rd-4th November 2010 at LSE. The workshop had originally been scheduled for July 2010 at IBEI in Barcelona, where Fred Halliday was based. Unfortunately, Halliday died in April 2010 before the ‘Fredschrift’ could take place. As a result, the workshop was rescheduled for November and moved to LSE, Halliday’s home institution for most of his academic career. Almost all of the people originally invited to the workshop attended the rescheduled event. The workshop featured a lively mixture of senior, mid-level and junior staff, as well as research students and non-academic participants. A full list of attendees is appended to this report, along with the programme for the event. 

The discussion during the workshop was of the highest calibre. Rather than go through each paper in turn, this report highlights three themes that emerged from the discussions: first, Halliday’s general impact as an intellectual; second, his contribution to theoretical debates; and third, Halliday’s contributions to empirical debates.

Impact

Fred Halliday was one of the most important intellectual figures of his generation. An introductory paper, circulated to attendees in advance of the workshop, argued that Halliday’s impact stemmed from his capacity to intertwine analytical, normative and empirical registers. This generated a consistency in his work which otherwise varied enormously over issue-areas and theoretical debates. Halliday’s work was described as embracing a ‘worldly approach’ (or ‘situated iconoclasm’) featuring ‘selective rational intolerance’ at its heart. This was seen as especially important in IR, a ‘comprador discipline’ in which an unhealthy mixture of ignorance and arrogance made for fuzzy thinking and bad policy. For Halliday, knowledge of history, languages and cultures stood as a tool of explanation – by being inside debates, it was simultaneously possible to stand outside them, offering a critique that was premised on deep understanding at the same time as speaking to wider social scientific concerns. The promises and challenges of this approach – what Halliday called ‘complex solidarity’ – was one of the core themes of the workshop.

Theory

When it came to theoretical issues, most contributors agreed that Halliday’s impact was more indirect than direct. Although vital in the opening-up of IR to critical voices, whether Marxist or feminist (or both), Halliday failed to provide a seminal theoretical statement of his own. In terms of historical sociology, Halliday occupied a space between the ‘cult of facts’ (facts without theory) and the ‘cult of abstraction’ (theory without facts). But this space remained an obstinately broad one, and Halliday’s linking of Marxist and Weberian registers was seen as producing as many tensions as insights. As one participant observed, Halliday ‘uploaded’ rather than ‘downloaded’ theory, building from the ground-up; others described this approach as ‘comparative contingency’ or ‘macro anthropology’. Whichever way it is described, it remains an open question as to whether Halliday achieved the theoretical impact that he hoped to.

Empirics

In contrast to mixed assessment of Halliday’s theoretical work, virtually everyone at the workshop agreed that Halliday’s principal direct academic contribution was to empirical debates, most notably understandings of the Cold War and the contemporary Middle East. Halliday’s assessment of the Second Cold War sparked debate between ‘internalist’ and ‘externalist’ explanations of how the Cold War ended, as well as the ways in which his work was underpinned by (descriptive/explanatory if not normative) Eurocentricism. On the Middle East, Halliday’s insights were explored in both papers and a round table. Here his ‘comparative contingency’, attention to the ‘cunning of history’ and ‘macro anthropology’ were given full license in discussions ranging from development to revolution, foreign policy to globalisation, and cosmopolitanism to Islamism.

Conclusion

Over the course of the two days, the workshop clustered around three core themes of Halliday’s oeuvre: 

· First, the tension between the role of the public intellectual and the academic. The polyvalent voices that Halliday employed in speaking to his various audiences could lead to misunderstandings of his political and academic judgements. However, the consistency of his underlying concerns, as one paper put it ‘to be a guardian of independent judgement’, generated a core motif that helped, along with his deep empirical knowledge and committed pedagogy, to ensure that Halliday’s scholarship had far reaching impact.

· Second, the relationship between the consistency of Halliday’s underlying engagements and his capacity to change his mind and learn from events. Halliday shifted from being a ‘revolutionary socialist’ in the 1970s to a ‘critical liberal’ in the post-Cold War world, something that affected not only his political judgements, but also his academic work, most notably his embracing of human rights as the ‘last grand narrative’. How – and why – this move took place, and the consequences of it for contextualising Halliday’s work were regular features of workshop discussions.  

· Third, the relationship between structure and agency and, in particular, whether Halliday shifted from explanations rooted in the former to a concern primarily with the latter. Once again, certain ambivalences contained in Halliday’s written work, pedagogy and broader public engagements were central features of the discussion.

These issues provided the backdrop to a stimulating workshop. Halliday’s legacy – as an academic, educator and public intellectual – is a rich one, both in terms of written output and, perhaps most importantly, through the work of his students. These issues will be explored further in publications which arise from the workshop, including a special issue of International Affairs and, it is hoped, an edited volume. BISA’s generous financial support will, of course, be highlighted in any publications that ensue.

Budget

BISA provided a grant of £3,900 in support of the workshop. The budget was used in three ways: travel was paid to three international contributors and two domestic participants; accommodation was provided for one overseas participant; and catering was provided for all participants, including one dinner and two days worth of coffee/tea breaks. Lunch on both days was paid for by the LSE IR Department; LSE IDEAS provided the room free of charge. As not all BISA funds were used, a repayment for £845.12 is due to BISA. Please let us know the best way to proceed with this payment. Full details are contained in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Workshop costs (£)

	
	Travel


	Accommodation
	Catering

	Joe Stork


	827.75
	198.00 
	

	Claire Beaugrand


	184.30
	
	

	Umut Ozkirimli 


	353.03
	
	

	Benno Teschke


	79.30
	
	

	Stephen Howe


	65.20
	
	

	George Lawson:  workshop dinner
	
	
	850.84



	Sands caterers:  tea/coffee breaks
	
	
	486.46

	Totals
	1509.58
	198.00
	1337.30



	Grand total


	3044.88


Appendix A: Final Programme

The International Historical Sociology of Fred Halliday

Wednesday 3rd November-Thursday 4th November

B212, 2nd Floor, Columbia House, LSE

Wednesday 3rd November

10.00-10.15
Arrival

10.15-11.00
Introduction: Alex Colas and George Lawson

11.00-12.45 
Session I: Influences 

· Alex Colas: Internationalism and Complex Solidarity 

· Stephen Howe: The Irish Question 

· Toby Dodge: Public Intellectuals and the Left: Dilemmas in Post-Cold War Internationalism 

12.45-2.00
Lunch

2.00-3.45
Session II: The Cold War 

· Mick Cox: Explaining the Cold War and its End

· Mary Kaldor: The Cold War in Europe 

· Rick Saull: The Cold War in the Third World

3.45-4.00
Break

4.00-5.00
Roundtable: Looking Back, Looking Forward – Key Themes and Influences 

· Chair: Justin Rosenberg

· Participants: Margot Light, Umut Ozkirimli, Wolfgang Deckers 

5.00-6.00
Reception

6.30-8.00
LSE/IR Department commemoration events

Thursday 4th November

10.30-11.00 
Arrival

11.00-1.00
Session III: International Relations

· Benno Teschke: Historical sociology, Marxism and IR Theory

· Kim Hutchings: Gender and feminism 

· George Lawson: Revolutions and World Politics

· Katerina Dalacoura: Religion, Culture and International Politics  

1.00-2.00
Lunch

2.00-4.00
Session IV: The Greater Middle East 

· Sami Zubaida: The Myth of Confrontation

· Joe Stork: Political Islam, Armed Conflict and Human rights

· David Styan: Arabia and the Horn: Margins of the Middle East? 

4.00-4.15
Break 

4.15-6.00
Roundtable: The Middle East and Social Science

· Chair: Toby Dodge

· Participants: Yezid Sayigh, Baqer Moin, Amnon Aran

6.00-7.00
Discussion continues at the George IV pub, Portugal Street, WC2 

7.30-late
Conference Dinner: Sofra, Tavistock Street, Tavistock Street, WC2

Notes to contributors

In terms of outputs, we are planning on putting together a selection of the papers for a special issue of a journal, most likely International Politics. We are also considering the possibility (and difficulties) of producing an edited volume. 

More generally, we want to make clear that the aim of the workshop is not to focus on FH per se, but to use his work as an opening, i.e. as a chance to engage with a number of key themes, issues and debates which Fred was part of and/or helped to stimulate. We do not want papers to provide any kind of ‘final reckoning’ about Fred’s work; rather our sense is that Fred’s influence and legacy stems, at least in part, from the challenges which his work provokes. As such, we want papers to think both critically and constructively about how Fred’s work helps us examine broader questions: the rise and decline of the left, the role of the public intellectual, the place of area studies in general – and the Middle East in particular – in the contemporary academy, and the development of IR as a social science. In short, we want to use Fred’s work as a means of mapping the ebbs and flows of a range of debates over the last thirty years and, as a result, consider where these debates may be heading over the next thirty years.

Budget

We have a budget of c. £5,000 for this event. BISA is our principle sponsor, and we have additional support from BISA’s working group on historical sociology, LSE’s IR Department and LSE IDEAS. The event itself and all meals will be provided gratis, including the conference dinner. We should also be able to contribute, in some cases significantly, to people’s travel and accommodation costs. Our view is that the budget is best distributed on a means-tested basis with those who most need funds receiving the greatest levels of support. We urge people to stay with friends and claim expenses from their home institution wherever possible so that we can maximise funding for those who need it most.

Please get in touch if you have any questions. 

Alex Colas (a.colas@bbk.ac.uk) and George Lawson (g.lawson@lse.ac.uk)

November 2010
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List of attendees

Senior academics

Margot Light (LSE)

Sami Zubaida (Birkbeck)

Mary Kaldor (LSE)

Stephen Howe (Bristol)

Kimberly Hutchings (LSE)

Mick Cox (LSE)

Yezid Sayigh (Kings)

Arne Westad (LSE)

Maxine Molyneux (Institute for the Study of the Americas)

Mid-career academics

Alex Colas (Birkbeck)

Toby Dodge (Queen Mary)

Rick Saull (Queen Mary)

Benno Teschke (Sussex)

David Styan (Birkbeck)

Wolfgang Deckers (Richmond)

Katerina Dalacoura (LSE)

Justin Rosenberg (Sussex)

Early-career academics

George Lawson (LSE)

Amnon Aran (City University)

Gemma Colantes (City University)

Umut Ozkirimli (Bigli)

Research Students

Claire Beaugrand (LSE)

Gonzalo Pozo-Martin (SSEES)

Chris Philips (LSE)

Paul Kirby (LSE)

Non-academic participants

Joe Stork (Human Rights Watch)

Baqer Moin (BBC)

Jon Halliday (Independent Researcher)

Steven Kennedy (Palgrave)

Christina Brian (Palgrave)
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