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e WA R 5 — B SO R B e S e . AR SO T IR AR U, — R R A 5k B E AL
SR 5 6] BE Bk ( Transnationalization of Law and Legal Scholarship: Intellectual and Institutional Challen-
ges), B —hmEMIBE MG PE: 5] F 7 (Was ist Multinormativitat? — Einfithrende Bemerkungen), HH,“%&
AP (Multinormativity) J& 53 BF i — AN BF R F 80, 56 T 06 3 00 sl i 55, 1 2 2% 535 B 19 1 5 390 1)
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AL HE T B EREA A T30 I AR DGa [ FRATE WA [ ik
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A BR AL R U TP 2 SCRY B AR, D A B 90 R R A A R X L A
B 2 RPN 9 2 5 3 A O RIS 89— 7 I AT O B B AR O e . vk A ek Al i )
o R A R BT A A B 6 2 R APl g 2 2 5 TR A v 06 7S BVt 2 F) A0 1
B, FATT A BB T UL R BV RR P A AT A= p . PRI FRATT S B — A 2 T v i B A A L R BR
B UL A O 5 . H R, FRATIA Y “ & MM (Multinormativity) s8R & — M E 5 22 3 £
— 75 THT 5 3 A AR A A 20 25 3 A IR UM IR ) 9 A & i B g — B G < ML 47 (Norma-
tivity) , g I F AT 2= HEBR 1 T T R0 R (Norm) S0 A7 ] R I 5 R A0 8
(Rule) o 75— 5 FATIAS Z R (Multi—) By L 7K DA 4% Ff 45 B R0 1 1) 47 L 380

Ty E A RlA S I RS T AL A 1 BT SR A T ORI B TR 2 R W 2 Uk 2 R 4
57 TR .

KFASCHYEER L B ig “ RS E” MAT GRS - FRAT AN 15 Se e 15 A e BR A R A JE 52 55
BT 5B R ZE I X e b 1 T i S TR BT . LU, FRp il J ik R 2
0 32 SO B (0T e B L OO 2 T A Y i PR R B A RS . R ORI A L
TR HE AR B, TR AR O vk e s A B 0 58 L A K2R AT O 2% (Praxeology) # JE i
A7 15 SCAL L€ 55 X 3 o T 3o o X4 T S 2 ol e P QA 3k 2 9 5 9 R I 488

— . IR B B R P K

BhaE s 2 2 R, HUAE 77 Y ] BE P AE 42 FRFEE Al (knowledge infrastructures) , Bl
FATH LU R R TR I 2, JAT R e B F B B —— T 2 KRR B3 T LA AF 50 1y 45
o BT R IRE T, XTI F N E g i AR 5 s AR Z 1] 87
FEAEA — B0 10 25 AR RH AL - A S (052 W) 5 37 vk & B9 2 RE M Cmualtiplicity) 5 )7 R 22 3 45 8] #9 F
T s BRBE A RN A% 2 RO I 2 4 BR A B R AT RE—— BT A X — U, R AT ARG 3k
SHZMI, O RATFEAEAT LA, — o il a5 MBRAT R B2 hi TR, S HZ
il , S Tk B i S 56 8 . O 1 OQUHE AR R S USSR 2 24 R B 1L 5 o K%
PUE P2 25 A 5 5 2R A AR BRI, FRATT e A B B3k 2 RS A, BRIV B2 355 1 BT 45 A < 2 3R 1L 5
R RS B RE A AR R A, O B E U R AR SRR TR B

{13 Michael Stolleis, Vormodernes und postmodernes Recht, Merkur. Deutsche Zeitschrift fiir
européisches Denken 62 (2008), 425—429.
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W 22 I 4 R AL 9, B 2 M B AT A 2 P A UIE Oy T7 3, © 20 A XA i AR O i i
k27 HE Al B 927 (Grundlagendisziplinen) 2 At T 8 R HLIE . X T & — A% Kan i, 3 H g
PATE R A fih S =7 T

(—)EE®EE

WFRATHT R, VYT LR R —— B0 H AT AT A BE A R ——h 19,20 h28 2 A H BE1E
LT . AN TR IRATHNA TR e AR ATH ML g 5 Sk, AT L R T U A
EAEE SATER T L WA A X — B, BB PR AE 1850 B 2000 Z[A] il Kk A T AR
+ #7Jei (Duncan Kennedy) BT i§ B “ 35 #5907 AR A =0 ek4b”, 030 18 2 LR, I T
TR vk U 2 e BRSO R E R SR, R I R R SO S IR TR R R B T B A 2
75 T AR, H A Ty ) 22 i L TR RE M, 19 fH 20 S 8 LAk BT T X — A SR ) Y 4
S bRk AT Bk Ak, R 1 52 3 7 (A1 Arnulf Becker Lorea) 2 5 & il £,
A 33 375728 40 B 18 2™ D 1], R S B8 B 32 SO il RIVEE A B 4 61 9 1 DA o B P ik A7
FeBE AR ARG 4540 . e 28, 1 20 122 fie Jm By B, 3 AT W %€ 3158 6 52 i A (supranational
law) B HH B, AN BRSE A4 . PRt 7E 21 20 0% s, AT P H 1 A S S ik A vk SR L,
HAE A RO M DX 2 SR AR Y | [ Br 09 508 F 2 1R,

S H AR BT 2 U, [ 05 S AR [ A B 2 R B9 B L BLIEHE R S R 0 ik
(judicial lawmaking) FIr P , He 228 77 AR T30 SE AT R SE R . 7 A9 AR BUR B (non — govern-
mental norms) 5 # AL KA I, BRI 22 5F AT 15 058 R0 A U0 g B R LR i R
[E Z B (non— state normativity) Bl . 85 , X bR FE 5 E 505 7 i — A LU By
R DR TR RR O 5 R 3 7 B A BRR 7, 40 A SRk e s ) e ¢ oy I [) 0K BT B ik % 2 9
FELR S L IR 4 90 AFAX LR A B 125 11 95 4 A 494 4, S U 400 1) 48 i 458 A P2 A A503F 5 0 2 [ B
PGk — U E R sl E RS

XA AR B SO AN R R T IROU  Tolk F X SOk A e E R DI s . M, T
JIT U 2 J O % FE A B A BR 2 B L LA AR T i 7 3 B O AR T B 4 L 8 R
AN T 22 32 30 DR LU 55 52 Bk ) 249 SR, T 3 26 R0 15 52 e 22 5 vk 1 (legitimate) BEAS R %
Mo X A [ AR B iR g A AR R K S 5 E BTt . I AR X 28 X O B (dereg-
ulation) BB AE (destructive) ¥ g fie B A= i g BEAS T 3% 0 4 4 SR W A B 12, #2  HIL )
DA R T A A AR A R i A DR AP, W B TR A — W T ROARTIT & A I X 23 7 A 7

{23 Thomas Duve, “German Legal History: National Traditions and Transnational Perspectives”, Re-
chtsgeschichte — Legal History Rg 22, 2014, pp.16—48.

{33 Duncan Kennedy., “Three Globalizations of Law and Legal Thought: 1850 — 2000”, in David
Trubek and Alvaro Santos (ed.), The New Law and Economic Development : A Critical Appraisal » Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006, pp.19—73.

{43 Peer Zumbansen, “Transnational Law, Evolving”, in Jan M. Smits (ed.), Elgar Encyclopedia of
Comparative Law , Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing, 2012, pp.898—925.
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M. RO R 3R 7E 4 3R 7 (Global South) , Kt i i ¥ K 45 [k A J Howk 1 5 A . th
PR S B B R ) SO DGR 55, — AT E R R T A KL R R AR
B, C00 JUILIE 36 A R A R R Al vk A R R AR IR B X AT 3 SR e ik L
], B H Z O Ak, RATC &k T EE AR ES A K. AR kR, A2 ®
C &SR T 5P E AR VT R A 25 E L 22907 X T2 AR OF S fE R R N L LS 2 D) g
& 3% A 1] AL+ 4y 2,

(Z)EEHEEAREHHNE

S HE ST R 2 B R R R R A T X — B R D RO 4 T RIS . A
5 E AR T T 2 R SR R S W A A B A ) [ L, B T
P HE R — B R R R R W R T AR, ok T R ST Sk a2 2k
b BT S E T AU I T WS BT MR A T 2 B E A5 IR ikt SR E A
SRR S A, O L FRATT AT A& B a2 T AR RO 1l A A 5 B0 R AN S )
B — Pk R B X AW R K o S A e 2 SRR B ., 2005 4R 48 FE R B
T AL, o s T BT I8 B9 “ 5 83 K17 Cexcellence initiative) 3 3 53 %1 B9 B #r 42 #E 7 55 K 7
WESE A [ R 2 S s AL S L PR 4 ) . b B i WF 5% ik ik bl ) s O % By, 3=
TR 2 R BRSO T 7R e e L S S i, HEE N RO
XA AR, HR SRR AR TS S —E STER A PTG,

[ B Al 2 7E 58 4 o UM i DG B 2L R 1 R A 4K 23 L CHRKD T 804F i & A, 75 [ K 2 0 A3
R EPRALI . 2012 4F, BT 5 35 4 2 (DFG) & R T %k 22 058 19 2 180, W 356 Jah K 2
I 3 A 40 3 1 L B A, C 60 [ R A T B b SR L IR A3 TG =2 S A BIL D R BT B )2
[, 77 2006 4F , BRINAF 58 25 61 23 (ERC) 57 . 2011 4, “B2# BRI 7 (Science Europe) #37,
BRI E 5 4 HLU(RFO) 5 AT HLU(RPOY KA & BATA &R A 27 NEZR W
50 AMHFFE I, BEARARIE K 24 300 12 BRIC R W 5% Bk 4 o 3 T > HIL ALY 0 32 W 2 Jon i T 98 194 * X
W5 4507 L ST BRI B2 IR R . IR Lo 2 25 4F R R G 6 15 4F . D S K Y [

{53 Ulrich Sieber, “Legal Order in a Global World— The Development of a Fragmented System of Na-
tional, International, and Private Norms”, in Armin von Bogdandy and Riidiger Wolfrum (ed.) , Max Planck
Yearbook o f United Nation Law, 14, Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2010, pp.1—49.

(63 DFG 45,2 UL Wissenschaftsrat , Perspektiven der Rechtswissenschaft in Deutschland. Situation,
Analysen, Empfehlungen; Drs. 2558 —12 vom 9.11.2012, accessed: February 2, 2016. Wissenschaftsrat » Per-
spektiven des deutschen Wissenschaftssystems; Drs. 3228—13 vom 12.07.2013, accessed: February 2, 2016.

{73 Rudolf Stichweh ., Globalisierung der Wissenschaft und die Region Europa, in: Rudolf Stichweh
(Hrsg.) , Die Weltgesellschaft. Soziologische Analysen, 2000, S.103—129. Rudol f Stichweh , Genese des globalen
Wissenschaftssystems, Soziale Systeme. Zeitschrift fiir soziologische Theorie 9, Theorie 9(2003), 3—26.
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BRAL 2 AR T T 0 28 U Ak T VB 3, % 9 A I v R A e D B A I R AZ B T ke 7 T
7’70 €8l

3o 5 AL A3 B T R A R B 48 T B A R T BRI T LA A — R A T AR
WUAE R 2E ARG Z 25 RO AR B A SR, AR S, B AE V6 0 S8 A A [ 4% B, AT
] LWL ) 2 R G 1 9 H 42 96 15 AL (anglicization) , TCiR 18 5 £ ik 0 B & ARIE ., B2 R0
5% s WH At IAEIFE IR Cepistemic communities) # S BIE 5 07 1, A @AM, X FHCFFHL
FERpSE H B ALBR (porosity) . H: B FEFEIE , LK AR 2% JL [F] A L FATT AT 375 B 7 1000 2 5 A <
S e B SERME ORI 1 0 B T IR AR Y S A A, AR TR — e R RN
AR — e 2 50 T W2 BB 5 5T A TR A (5 Al A0 R 75 e, 22
SKEZER, LA A BRAF AT 1% Z 00 [ PR i 5 1 72 26 AR [ 2 R S [a) R iy s 2
(H 2 8 T 3 2 DU LT W6 25 7™ R PR P T AR i & 1 280 S 1 — B0ME , SO i R T I & 24 1
PR 3R 1 e T 58 3

(Z)BEEEMR

[ 0 3 25 . ol F BRI S 6 R P PETE 19 208 K 20 tHh 2040 1 9 AL, FR AT AT LU B L E 4
B — S s 2 7 . R B IR AR S K PR TR,
FE 50T A 1 5 AL TR 2 W FRATT I e ) R e vk R A S A, e R kA 4
LT AR DR E g 8, (R X BB R E RATC & B 18 L 2 i
FEH 2

AR BRATEAR R XFhEAR B EIE S S ERE ISR SHE SR FR 9 1990 4R LUK, 5%
YIRS )5 RS AR T 3 R R I S SR R R B IR AR T B . AU X 4
Yo 5 AR R F AR B % RO R S HL D s L5, B0 AT A Sy v A b U T I A R R
b T A AR L Al R R R e S A B S AR T AR R A A R DR R
K WM L5 AT A C S R h el JOAR L, BIMEA B AR 2 W5 & L, AT B
St > G5k A IR A B Y 38 T 4 S (commuon set) , A1 BV EL TF Y BRI 32 2 BF 5 B i 4%
ER A or IR,

Xt D 92 2 BT 9 000 3 Ao D 8 s/ W S T AR o PR A B Rl A RO 9 A 0T 9 T 7 2 Y ol
Sk 7RI B E S B, ORI A 2 5 S FRATT AT DA B R S A 22 Y X
T e B A ST L A AR R T S T BT s A R r B 3 DA T T S B < B 1 TR
R, — B BRSSO AN IR At BVEEAEAE 19,20 t28 M« 2 BR{L”. Sk,
FE WA S8, FRATT AT LA A F R 1 0 ) B MR AE A, BOIA LA T SRR A IR IREE . IR HLL IR

{81 Thomas Duve, Internationalisierung und Transnationalisierung der Rechtswissenschaft, in: Dieter
Grimm , Alexandrad Kemmerer and Christoph Méllers (Hrsg.), Rechtswege. Kontextsensible Rechtswis-

senschaft vor der transnationalen Herausforderung, 2015, S.167—195.
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TEAE B3 7 AR 5T B9 BRI 25 18], 3 ) B35 8 7 12 L 52 Bk 5 B Al B0 AR 7 AR T . X — VIR B
[ 5 2R E T O AN AE £

R A O AR R ME AR 55 A B IR IF AN B b < IR st 0 B I kA B o EOR FRAT Y
SR EZELENERMAC KRR IHESEWZ PRk A —HR THRER L. #5
Z X BB — S E K ANk (epistemic challenge) . ‘& & 201 [i] — 4™ i B K W 15 B8 A4 T 10
Y FE OT 1) LT B A A A T o ik S R R A A P B S A EOT . T AR R RE
PB4 B A T SR B X o C100 FRATTRE 0 25 T A AT A A A S H A —
St [a] s I 2 A FE AT ST AT 1 Sk 3 AR IS SO A B9 TR TR Rk i BERIRE . T 2R T
RE TR 5 BRI X SR TR i 58 7 E b R S R AR
HYnd o o, MEADTIS P EAE 2014 454 12 A 4 HAERHCEREL B EERANIEATE
T LA B SV A SO Sy HeAn R R S0k ok I SR A 3t DX i ] S AR A 5 9
HoAALGE LR ARG A Tl FE

TEANFRATT I L o 5[] = WOF 5 A SR 9% 1) 05 U 1) FLAb 2 B B T, 7 B AR W R [R] T A%
GV S T RESR R IR R U2 FE AR R A R E D b B R E R T A
AT Y g R R X L P AN R AR A A ) A L LSO SR A AR TR R IS A S [
Fer. ATV R e AL S 2R —— W2 5l . AR A R RSB 1 4 2L X
ST TR O I, FEMLIREE T L A 2 AR O S W T A Y 1 [ AL L O 5 [ I SR T A i
T —LE R

T EARZ U E Gy B B

TET X 92 R A BR A A R B, AT S — A 2 vt AR HEBR A UL L e HE XSS i
JCFE 7 (legal pluralism) Jo5E A AR X MR A A F %R AFEEHILFEER, ©AF
FERANE AR T A e BT R R B Rl I Al ok TR XSRS AE .
F AR IR R R BT S B — 8 2 X (Polysemie) . B IL, “iE A L0 F L7 SR IR
SR TR — O R HEA BRI B L. X, Bl R A AR Z o E
SO Y 2y B PR S5 5 (0 P GBI 4 3 T 2 i o R RS R S A R A T P P R R TR I

£9) Thomas Duve, “FEuropean Legal History — Concepts, Methods, Challenges”, in Thomas Duve
(ed.), Entanglements in Legal History: Conceptual Approaches, Frankfurt am Main: Max Planck Institute
for European Legal History, 2014, pp.3—25.

(10) Helge Wendt, Jiirgen Renn, “Knowledge and Science in Current Discussions of Globalization”, in
Jiirgen Renn (ed.), The Globalization of Knowledge in History, Edition Open Access, 2012, pp.45—72.

(113 Stefan Kadelbac /Klaus Giinther » Recht ohne Staat?. in: Stefan Kadelbach and Klaus Giinther
(Hrsg.) » Recht ohne Staat? Zur Normativitit nichtstaatlicher Rechtsetzung, 2011, S.9—48.

(123 &0 William Twining, General Jurisprudence, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009.
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(—)ZEESTENHNHEER =

1996 4E, GT% « FLAR AT (Gunther Teubner) B 3018 S0 BRI MGRL i g . S H R 2
TCFE IR IR R TR A A4 ) . A4, 35 SOMUR 4k T, C130 28 bl A X0 L 155 ) 1) 4%
5P 0 i FEAKA A0 06 T AR T B N R AR BT 10 B AR PR T O 2 5 R R 2
(2 BRBRUE . X6 R 2 5 R 1 B 0k A O AR s A 7 1 SR Az, L 2 T 80 ARARUE .90 AR AR
R Z i RBOA A0 B S EIUESE KM, ZI0RIE S 20 UL B 4e g S f ok 2
RS WA LT d A i AR it A fb . Ak R T R XE S B B E S 2k
o 14 G T8 [ 4 19 47 (Recht ohne Staat) BYREIS 0 T4 26 AT 35, & W) I8 15 B 5 5%
O, A5 35 M AR AT 2 i R B DG T L AR IR 7 I A R S s kA s L B0 A

KB F G CEXM EE LT E ST T RUEM: b S RGN R, (60
90 AR AW, AMTE SREAE — D KL S R IFBESE . R 2 N5 . X AL 5 TF
AT 70 AR, G IREAR YR NS 2E ORI R B T IR [ 5K % (nicht— staatliches Recht) &3
5 [ %% (staatliches Recht) Z KRR MIBFFE, L HZAE 1969 R ERZ T EXZE RS
(Commission on Legal Pluralism) B TAEREZ T . o849 38 2 4 T AATIFE £ 2R
II)L%ZIK% M1 2 7E 2 B B ik S =2 I i 3 B A ot A 22 o, B — TR 4 BRAK T 51 & (9 41 AT D 174
FICHARAEW 5N 5 R A 0 i 3 2 5 AR A R i L T K R AR R R 5 R IR A
@%muwﬁ%éﬁﬁ PLp i, AR B BR8] %5 (Folk Law) | JEH 7 % (Unofficial Law) 5 2] 5 ik
(Customary Law), E#%W%EZWE%%Hifajc+$zﬁ‘ﬁ,z@% o 4% KW (John Griffiths) 78 1
WA 200 27 B A RR S A N SRR AR BE A SR, MRk R 2 0 O U TE
It B — IR R T AL 2 8 (social field) R AZAE " e 5 2, “FEATAT 4L 2 B 3k L 45
N R — BT P R AT, U8 WS, R AN F R« ZA%IR « M (Sally

(13)  Gunther Teubner, Globale Bukowina: Zur Emergenz eines transnationalen Rechtspluralismus. in:
Rechtshistorisches Journal 15, 1996, S. 253— 255

(14) £ 0 Brian Z. Tamanaha, “Understanding Legal Pluralism: Past to Present, Local to Global”,
Sydney Law Review, No., 30, 2008, pp.375—411. Ralf Michaels, “Global Legal Pluralism”, Annual Review
of Law and Social Science, No.5, 2009, pp.243—262. Kadelbach /Giinther (Fn.11), S.9—48. Ralf Sei-
necke s Das Recht des Rechtspluralismus, 2015, S.49ff,

(150 B W B #F 98 7] £ WL Lars Viellechner , Transnationalisierung des Rechts, 2013. Michael
Griinberger , Transnationales Recht als responsiver Rechtspluralismus, Der Staat 55, 2016, S.117 — 133.
Gral f — Peter Calliess (Hrsg.), Transnationales Recht. Stand und Perspektiven, 2014,

(16) Seinecke )% FHH =MW M X 410 8, Ral f Seinecke, Das Recht des Rechtspluralismus,
2015, ZR A & K T B 1 Kuntz ARG B IF,

(173 Sally Falk Moore, “Law and Social Change: The Semi— Autonomous Social Field as an Appropri-
ate Subject of Study”, Law & Society Review, No. 7, 1973, pp.719—746.

(181 John Griffiths, “What is Legal Pluralism?”, Journal of Legal Pluralism, No. 24, 1986, p.1.
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Engle Merry) 45t 1 28005 SEANTESE /Y 40 B C190 AT UL, fie o 62 1Y) 2 L DA A A 6 1% o oD 1 9 1
BRI A A F 2 o0 3 U C AR L P I S 30T — RPN v i, il
TR A [6] P I 90 P A AT 43 288 T 3k o3I 5 12 A 22 BB P 5 R 22 ) A R B OG22 Al ) O
AN, 1200

[FIAEAE 70 A4 RO DR il (9 (2 ) S 22 AF 5 v 38 — U B0 1 I 2 118 A ) D s 4 3 v )
“PRER L0 F LT k2R £ 0 FE X Guridischer Pluralismus) B8 3C, U2 o1 KA 15 £
BRI G RO R T R R R M . TR X Y 2 KA B P, 22E
LEEH AT - BT S (Peter Oestmann) K X 5 ZHEL (Rechtsvielfal) By R % 2 52
MIEEHITER . (230 XA A ol 0 JF U HE AR B WO B 2 A0 5 5l R 22 B L
AP AR (Rechtsregimen) IUBFSE . TESETEXFWFSE L N 2000 4R TF 46, “ i 2 o0 £ L7
BEETE R R A & 7~ EU M e %t FRyES R e, S5 RIEE, Iy s A gk A
ZILFE LT R A E—R R R RV 5 R R & ar [ k2 W, —2k
WF 5t [ 04 iy s 2 R At A b 342 BUHR S AT L+ 48 2k 1A D3R R 3, I ok B AT B 6 1 0] i A
B BT & 1 AR A (Jurisdiktionen) o 55 27 5 2% MR H5 I 0 48 F5 A (Zustandigkeiten) , DA
Kb A R A SR I T — % L R 2 DR B A SO T L E A B (Tdeenhim-
mel) Z B P IR A (Verfassungsordrnung) B &8 3K, “X 1IFE B EH# £ o0 F L 2 22 R 5 1) B
7, 20

S E e, —E B FREAE N SRR R i 2, TE RIS 2 h B R A, R U K
BIFE i 2ok A e Lt AL, 2], R MBS I IS 9005 (Brian Z. Tamanaha) 35 7E T X iz

(191 Sally Engle Merry, “lLegal Pluralism”. Law and Society Review, No. 5, 1988, pp.869—_896.

(20) Werner Menski, “Plural Worlds of Law and the Search for Living Law”, in Werner Gephart(ed.) ,
Rechtsanalyse als Kulturforschung , Frankfurt am Main: Max Planck Institute for European Legal History,
2012, pp.71—88. Ak, Twining HYVE ML T X Rk £ o0 £ IS S 2 sk £ o0 £ L2
W K B2 AW (Bedeutungsverschiebungen) [, & L William Twining, “Legal Pluralism 101”, in Brian Z.
Tamanaha, Caroline Mary Sage, Michael J. V. Woolcock (ed.), Legal Pluralism and Development : Scholars
and Practitioners in Dialogue, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012, pp.112—128.

213 £ W John Gillissen , Le Pluralisme Juridique, 1972.

(223 £ Sean Patrick Donlan, Dirk Heirbaut (ed.), The Laws’ Many Bodies: Studies in Legal Hy-
bridity and Jurisdictional Com plexity, ¢1600—1900, Berlin: Duncker & Humblot, 2015.

(23] &0 Peter Oestmann , Gemeines Recht und Rechtseinheit. Zum Umgang mit Rechtszersplitterung
und Rechtsvielfalt in Mittelalter und Neuzeit, in: Eva Schumann (Hrsg.), Hierarchie, Kooperation und Inte-
gration im Europiischen Rechtsraum. 17. Symposion der Kommission “Die Funktion des Gesetzes in Geschich-
te und Gegenwart”, 2015, S.1—50.

(243 Paul Schiff Berman, “Review of ‘Legal Pluralism and Empire, 1500 —1850”, by Lauren Benton
and Richard J. Ross”, Law and History Review, No.33, 2015, pp.1005—1007. #1332 W Lauren Ben-
ton, Richard J. Ross (ed.), Legal Pluralism and Em pires, 1500 — 1850, New York: NewYork University
Press, 2013.
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BT, fRK « {1 = (Paul Schiff Berman) 5 951& « A<l (Lauren Benton) %42 % 4% SCIF 3k
51 B9 H i (Sally Engle Merry) 5% HL KWt (John Griffiths) . i © 08 51 1 5 4% 5 19 4R
o AT AR T AR AAAE IR A3 22 R AT B 3 U 5 24 B B 9N 1 4 (Erkenntnisinteres-
se) WIEHEHARE . Hob A2 N HHENE S8 RS0 8 7 Z 001958 7% 4 BLER B2 i LA i 2
7€ X7 (normative pluralism) A2 M7, A8 & T Ao iy A I gy 42 ) 7 A
SEMA 3 8 DX AN TR) R R0 108 A 85 A ) e 38 Tl X ) 92 22 90 32 L7 (jurisdictional plural-
ism) [ B AR 1 AN 2 USRS U043 A 18 an R 003 AR 2 3B 7 A 27 (Moraltheologie) S8 L 42 ;
T AT 22 0] — 2R T b 0 J RS PR A 2, C25) XM IR 55 T N85 L (R I s ik e
L, M EEEL I E XS # (languages) "ELAR K EFTE .,

WU R ity 0 G SR B ok 2 2 IR BT 5 B Y B R AR IR Cspecificum) o Wi TR G T 6
Koo o, 20 20 B OC TR AR RS A S AR R L X — B A A H RS OR B R
17, b % - ¥ 23 (Santi Romano) B¢ & B ) (Theoreme) . Ho i, AR LL £ XT Fr il (1 3 AL H]
2% il £ L7 (uristischer Absolutismus) 1 E &, 2 1 7 ¢ T ML w9 75 — F ) &
(Gegenentwiirfe) , ¥ J B HLAA ) A= 16 Bk 7 B FL e A= 7, R0 0L 9 B ol 32 SO vk iR R 5%
FRT TR IR . 3 A VR g 5k 0 AR R R D & T g B R AT A H Y R
- JUH R RS ) 3, H 7 A Tk S AT R R A T SO R 2268 1 /Y PR BE U 0 B B3 2%
« 4E 50 (Franz Wieacker) (A . {H 2 , 330 86 B 38t W47 R Y, ¢ T ik A Z A 4L ” (Rechts-
vielfalt) Ayl , — 26 R K BT 9 12 22 P IR 7E A RhRE BE T 9 DA IR R T I 8 — 7 2 0k 2 JE 4 1 i
AR LN Ko FERT 1 SR A 1) S e BT S R B R R B IR AT R R ROk UL T 2 MRk
1 OC T AN [F] S Y 1 vk 2 SR A 1 I3 SR BPE B A7 A A SRR B IR 0y, SRR FRATT T LA 14
fESw, — A EES B HAT 2 KR - B F A& (Eugen Ehrlich) i ¢ 2 41 23 2% B A 7
Y, 0260 A Ay M IR A% (Hans Kelsen) —#f BTG TEMG i R 2 Z REE R G 1 T4
AFRES . [ RA A TIERRY Z 2451 (Stufenbaw) B 270G, 27 R FE 23
SR B P SBARAT AU IR A A O TR R 2 AL At 227 i 0k = AT S ) L 4
NENRBRZ], IF B AR AT 0 B VR S N 43K AR BE X L0 AT T A R e . USR R A i 2 IR A
BY ToRE AR R A UL EC O A BT R A T SEYE F. TR L TR AT AR IR A A X ) 4k

(25) % John Griffiths, “The Idea of Sociology of Law and its Relation to Law and to Sociology”, in
Michael Freeman(ed.), Law and Sociology . Oxford:Oxford University Press, 2006. Brian Z. Tamanaha, su-
pra note 14, pp.375—411. Lauren Benton, A Search for Sovereignty: Law and Geography in European Em-
pires s 1400— 1900, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010. Lauren Benton, Richard J. Ross (ed.),
supra note 24. Paul Schiff Berman, Global Legal Pluralism: A Jurisprudence of Law Beyond Borders, Re-
print. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012.

26 &0 Eugen Ehrlich , Grundlegung der Soziologie des Rechts, 1913.

273 JRA WL Klaus Liiderssen 15 5 , W3k T Hans Kelsen s Eugen Ehrlich (Hrsg.), Rechtssoziologie
und Rechtswissenschaft. Eine Kontroverse (1915/1917), 2003.
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AR R F SAEFRATT A i AR R A AR — A OB AE S R AE R L AL T A A
57 A TR KR AL .

(D)EBSTEXNNERRE

FE#E— 20 R SRS M 2 A0 A B 3T Ul B 22 T 3 SO S Y T p  C28)
XA W 0 4 B R AE T R4 A AR I ) ) 2 B R AR R R () 2R B AN T O S [ A
7 H A AR WA 2 F ¥ I T 2R 2009 92 RlE SR (I8 L 5 i 510 . LE T AR
BEILJR & 714k (heuristische Kraft) , JGFG 5 HLHG H 508 &6, £ A LA 5580 )%
FOME & 19— 8 2 L (Polysemie) , (297 i e 1 I AR 2 BB 19 L%, i S — 4> 1 5 i 4% 32 H B AT
YEAR T2 S, T IS Z A PR IRIE 3 SR R T AN D Bl 2 B R SR AR A
T ZH ST HARE A 0 A B AR DR T KA MR A I 1 S R WA 1 0L 4% T
I3 2 D5 M A IETE T

AR A ARG €00, 7= A T A S ST A S e MR AR B AR A R S 2 on L i
MRV A TR R R . K A I IR SR ) 5 A 7 X (Sichtweise) , it
U] 4 KR o3 vk A S R A B A PR R AR R ECT AR o M B
“JE¥E” (Nicht—RechO JE & G il — D HAEXT BRI ER 73, B X T Al ety s ], R AfT—
W AR B O R A L B S R X AN A ] TR, 00 JF HLL 2ot UK
A GRG0 ST 1 A S AR I SO AR R 2 A BB, (R L X R
15 I AN R R AL (Rechtsmessen) . 1M 2= B £ % 7] 2% 45 #5 (Jurisdiktionenn) A 3% A 0 & 4,
EHZITE LTS AR B E R, D, B4 (Matias Dewey) 5 K % i (Daniel
Miguez) I WF5E 48 th , W 200 £ L IEE R AL — > “HE 7 (9 £ 50 3 L ml ik a7
Z I E S UTRAME S R A S 2 4b, [RAE, BA3E « 2238 A & 8 (Oliver Lepsius) B i 42
R 2o 3 7 I B R BE : — H LUK  FRATT 0 SR R B2 BR AR AR T 1 (Gesetz) B,
W FLAE S — A KHUE L Bk 2 1 BK 5 19 b 1 B 98 (Normalnorm) . 3X i 45 AT 4 AR £ 0 i &

(28 XA &) — 3t ¥F . 2 WL Brian Z. Tamanaha, supra note 14, pp.375—411, JLH&E 390 LI F 22
“WIEME S F 27, William Twining, supra note 20, pp.112— 128, Lauren Benton, A Search for Sovereign-
ty: Law and Geography in European Em pires, 1400— 1900, supra note 25. Lauren Benton, Richard J. Ross
(ed.) . supra note 24, Paul Schiff Berman., supra note 25. Catherine Valcke, “Three Perils of Legal Plural-
ism”, in Donlan, Sedn Patrick, Lukas Heckendorn Urscheler (ed.), Concepts of Law : Comparative , Juris-
prudential s and Social Science Perspectives, Farnham: Ashgate Publishing, 2014, pp.123—135. Sedan Pat-
rick Donlan, Dirk Heirbaut (ed.), supra note 22, S.15{1.

(29) FFHEAZLICE LAYTEILR B, 2 WL Martti Koskenniemi, “The Fate of Public International Law:
Between Technique and Politics”, The Modern Law Review, Vol.70, No.1, 2007, p.22.

(303 MILHE S A KL £ o0 £ VRS — R E 250 & SO F A& 9 AH DGR E . 35 2 L John Grif-
fiths, supra note 25. William Twining, “Normative and Legal Pluralism: A Global Perspective”, Duke Jour-

nal of Com parative & International Law, No.3, 2010, pp.473—>517.
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AL AT R

R OE I X5 Y T 2R AR R R B R R,

XAMEEH 55—, “ 2o £ X7 (— pluralismus) , [FFE 5 80T Yy 68 2K W L 40 01 s 25
(Drift) , iX A~ i RRAE I T o RS P 3 P16 5 . e A, B80T (Geltung—) 5§
SRR M) B ( Abgrenzungsfrage) 5l A B B iUE , HA R Z 3G — W 2 Rl B4, 851 5%
ZEITAENNSEZY, BAXDBSTEEMEE FIERES TS - REM S X, &
ML IE NG —PER B AP O TR 2 50 3 A9 OO AT BEPE I ZUBES , i s Ak 1 48—
WA X AHE A I A BB A% 187 Ak % BR T 00 B L X R T T X AR A b B AH SRS L 2 BA
AR AR L TE 2 X R B AR SR A R T LA A X

XA B R T 0 3 B IR AN S A SR A e ok, e 22 HOR AT T — 26 iy s 6
T HLZ8 S ANE S A X — M R TR S 0 AR B 32 ORI AR B A0, BT IS R AT
(forum shopping) Z A SR AR W 75 75 ¥ BE b 5t 1) 20 135 S50 SR TP T2 A 0B 43 S5 3 O B L S B |
HOFAE—E . JF B A4 85 3 4 4% 52 (Hybridisierungen) | 8 25 3 77 (Koexistenzen) | 5. 5f)
(Interaktionen) 5 3£/ & 3 (symbiotischen Verhaltnisse) s AT A -8k 368 56 7, 76 26 F 5 44 1
TR R E I AR T RE R A8 B PE Bk A (Einbettung) . TEFH R 3 X575 [ 32 S 5
T AEXFTFR AL 1 454 2 i, A& 3 1]V (Interlegalitat) DA K #H 56 ) 24 38 (Hybridisierungen) # % £
HIAWCEE HAER N 19 2 B2 T, #0000 fit 245 (Regelungsangeboten) A & it i . #5 & #4175 Bk 17 1%
WA TR IR H 5 Z BB, RS2 0 £ P RAEBRE T 2% - 35 - ARk — 1
522 (Franz von Benda— Beckmann) ;8 & 5 H i iR L0 £ LA EN—M"BIRETAHH S, R
R B #E— 2P PR Bl T R 22 00 32 LA [A] Y 22 95 175 58 (Konstellationenen) 1Y HY & 5507 i F
TEEEA e A, “—Le HARRYIE ), FE AN, A0 el R A0 g 19 A 2 | I o s B2 [ 400, 4455 ] Ao
FAF B s R0 AT R SRR T (LG H b D X T AL S (AU S BOAR A TR Z M, R A B Z
ol ) FE L AR TTANIR B [R5 (Rechte) 1 PN 25 o 4 TG 325 [ 25 33 A1 () A8 5 16 470 32 A8 ]
filt At 2x 2T 5 BOR AL C R MO R  Anfer S LA IR #4 (mitstrukturieren) s 3 H., 723X
BT . 255 Z 0 Rk 5 R np o 7 D)

=\ R B AT e
“EBLTEHE” (Multinormativitae) 5 1 He 2 70 3 7B I )76 VB FEL, o PR I 3 0 AU 4%

7 S bR E S I B X — RIS ERTE R 2 0 RIS E R A T,
AR 5 B 22 70 T SC7 B & A%, L3 R il X A ) S 28 (mood D) 78 [R] — 23 25 ) 9 9

(313  Franz von Benda — Beckmann, Gefangen im Rechtspluralismus: Zum Umgang mit Normkollisionen in
rechtlich pluralen sozialen Raumen, in: Matthias Kétter , Gunnar Folke Schuppert (Hrsg.), Normative Pluralitat
ordnen. Rechtsbegriffe, Normenkollisionen und Rule of Law in Kontexten dies— und jenseits des Staates, 2009, S.

175.
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SELE L LK T R TR, A0 32 LA AR (Legitimation) 55 wh €, & HLIE L7 -dL 98 18] M3
P A LA (Formen) , 1 HAS R BRZEAZ 5 1 & T 75 05 (Rechtsquellen) 19385 Fl 2Z 9, o ane )
11”7 (Gewohnheiten) . “& B M A9 5 300 32, Al 30 8 4 32 0 1) 50 06 11 — 4 50 {0 0L 90 14 )22 1
B4 (Zeremonial) 5 XU (Moden) » 4LAX (Ritual) 3% % B0 0] 5 157 A v ] , 33 26 38 4 9l 1
WL T £ R IIE L (Erscheinungsformen) i I LAFR T, 0329 8K , 56 F 9038 19 5 o
T LR A S BRI i e s 2 A 8 1R — AR AR B R . B A TR IR
T F X Z A R AR LR I RO T IR A S R TR kR A 2 0T T SO R
i Oy A — 2L B 2R IR A B O T — A )T R B 2R T - A 4R AR (Praktiken) 5 A
SZ 55 (Praxis) ¥ i B HEAE .

(—)EMEH . #EEEHNARIAR

Fl BE LR 22 o0 B ) %R, B3 21 B (Konstellationen) 51 &% (Modalititen) , H. 3l (In-
teraktionen) 5 3l Jj (Dynamiken) , A s 2% AR A S Z LR 2%, R R3] [ B 1) 52 4E
2 WX R A AT Rl A R DA B it AR B ) I R AN AR R B R e 1Y
Tl AR DR S5 48 B 2 BT L 3 X SOk A E A SR E R SR B B R 5R . ok
AR AT E B VIR ) T A G, a0 i LR AT IR R A R R AT R BRI
NZ47 H 2 (Praxeology) 30T . ANAT R ME LR 5 N BAT HEN T LB ik, =
FAEANTE . DRI 55 2 HEAR  DUOR] T RO - 1 58 % 1] A 3 A sl A A SO0 4 A 0 A
Xt 2 I 220 B 5 T A L 3 A A OF R R BR T 4 34 B K 4> (Normencorpora) & H 3t 4b
(Koprasenz) | e 55 1158 , 1M & 45 2480 4 p 78 B — B A 72 (Normerzeugung) 7 4, 4 fa] X
RGPk A R A7 B T A 3 S8 R A PR e [R) A B B B e 2B A AR 0 B 1 2 R 2
T HWK X T E NS A58 [n) v v SR A R B AR S A S iy R B AR R Tz R
ST T A S e ) PR s Tk A 2 s E L7

FEREFP A A R, 52 R AR Sl — AN B IE AR R S 2R A A BT T L SRR R AR IVE T ) v A
W Z AT PR (Vorverstandnis) » L E # kA L2z D). XF ik, “ & A P78 “ M ” (Norma-
tivity) I T FFRE T — 4~ AT BE /D s 3 Y 3 RO 43 2 IR A 7 e 45 T80, LUK 2448 3R AR [ B4 B 7
B2 (modi) o LA K Y P98 09 8l J R A ik s [ o, 25 [ AR AT SR b P i A 1 i 22 001, ek

(321 Milos Vec, Multinormativitit in der Rechtsgeschichte, in: Berlin — Brandenburgische Akademie
der Wissenschaften (Hrsg.), Jahrbuch der Berlin — Brandenburgischen Akademie der Wissenschaften 2008,
2019, S. 155—166. Heinhard Steiger » Die Ordnung der Welt. Eine Vélkerrechtsgeschichte des karolingischen
Zeitalters (741 bis 840) . 2010. KT IE LM AL WA . S W Barbara Stollberg — Rilinger (Hrsg.) . Was
heiit Kulturgeschichte des Politischen?, 2005. Barbara Stollberg —Rilinger ,» Des Kaisers alte Kleider. Verfas-
sungsgeschichte und Symbolsprache des Alten Reiches, 2., durchgesehene und aktualisierte Auflage, 2013.
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HZI0E XHWBEHE T O T F4G B F B0 38 R T X R & 22 5 2 & A, B8 kb i
s ARG R A Y OB X M i R A A BRI A A R LSRR B A3 BT I s 2
ol 3 5 RN .

AR RS E " A (Multi — ) FB 43 ASAUER X LA PR BE R . 3B A 1 3% 43 A R
TR G 58 5B A JCH IR IR SE R 252 25 125 27 FH AR LR S5 A7 R RO A B L X AT IR AN 2 H 1Y
PESCIC 1 B A B AL ROR 3 AN 1T 42 DAL A iz ) 32 5 A B Sy BE A I 5 el 3k 46 S R
HIATE A SR IE T P XA B RO s, GO

(Z)EREHE: ARITAFEHIEN R

T LR Ay ) 1 S G I i A 8 SRy R S 2 I S T R 5 O S i B B AT R L AD

RE B 6 25 4 B T TGV iR A B BN R AT A BT R, O350 RO R 2 AR P — &l T
2 FIP S G SO KL AT B B R —— S TR S, X LRI (Regeln) AN fE
BT B A 25 g T (Rechts TR AT LARR H A S i g 3
B BAEE RN (Operationalisierungsregeln) AN AL J& — 543 » 214 1 & B0 78 A 7= B V& 3 B AR —
oy, — BB BoxX fh S B NTME 258 5 LUVE A 200 32 02 2 1BPE 0 17 22 3R O AE

033) FEHEMFE L, Griffiths 2 Tt & B % & H T Tanamaha A9 F %2 2%, John Griffiths, supra
note 25. Brian Z. Tamanaha, A General Jurisprudence of Law and Society, Oxford: Oxford Univerisity
Press, 2001. Brian Z. Tamanaha, supra note 14, pp.375—411.

(34) XTSRRI RE L DX T 3 30 2 AL 2 i WF 5, 5 B Y 5 47 = WO AT AR I R AR L 5 2
W Hillard von Thiessen, Normenkonkurrenz. Handlungsspielraume, Rollen, normativer Wandel und norma-
tive Kontinuitat vom spaten Mittelalter bis zum Ubergang zur Moderne, in: Arne Karsten, Hillard wvon
Thiessen (Hrsg.)» Normenkonkurrenz in historischer Perspektive, 2015, S.241—286. fE M iFEE ., 2 TG
po iR AN S I SO/ B S ol Il =1 N ¢ S (S B 7 N S (1 B U i N . O S L R
(Ambiguitatstoleranz) % 77 3\, 2 W, Barbara Stollberg —Rilinger , Einleitung, in: Barbara Pietsch Andreas
Stollberg — Rilinger (Hrsg.), Konfessionelle Ambiguitit — Uneindeutigkeit und Verstellung als religiose
Praxis in der Frithen Neuzeit, 2013, S.9—26. H . ERZ H . X NG ST LR L%+ EE . S0
Christoph Mollers, Die Moglichkeit der Normen — Uber eine Praxis jenseits von Moralitdt und Kausalitit,
2015.

(35 RFIB ANRIT ¥ EE RS H LTS LEE, Fissel , Marian , Praxeologische Perspektiven in
der Frithneuzeitforschung. in: Arndt Brendecke (Hrsg.), Praktiken der Frithen Neuzeit. Akteure— Handlun-
gen — Artefakte, 2015, S. 21 — 33. Lucas. Constantin Rieske Haasis. Historische Praxeologie. Zur
Einfithrung, in: Lucas Haasis» Constantin Rieske (Hrsg.), Historische Praxeologie. Dimensionen vergange-
nen Handelns, 2015, S.60ff. 3¢ T HE 30 BT i M 09 BEAS 080, L AN SCAR i M e R A BIT R ERY
HE 0] B i 45 3 i — 5 % Thomas Vesting » Rechtstheorie. Ein Studienbuch, 2. Aufl., 2015. ,E\:'T' 245 ﬁ[xl
T BE R R L ST YA IR TR BE 32 L7 7 (conventualist approach) [FJ 5 i £
+ XA ,1% 5 W Brian Z. Tamanaha, A General Jurisprudence of Law and Society , supra note 33, p.192.
KT EIER M A My PR A S B A L U R RS IR S B 2 W Thomas
Duwve , Von der Europiischen Rechtsgeschichte zu einer Rechtsgeschichte Europas in globalhistorischer Perspe-
ktive, Rechtsgeschichte—Legal History Rg 20, 2012, S.47{f.
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2K AR 5 Rk RN . X AT R L KL AR 5 2 AR B 52 A I ™ EEARA L O ELR
IS FEARIA AT “ BB AL ” (Subsumtionsmodel D B 37 A i A 0 2 py s 5L Al . AR IR
ANHE Y SRR AE LT Z R G b ik A SR e A R T 2 b — Rl =2 R AE LA H 25 0y
2, AR S RV LA Al 8 AR 5, 2 B CR 08 b RS A 7 9 R 0T L DL K | I R 1 8 3 M AT
o B30T PR TSR 22 FE AR BT L AR E S R0 S S TR S SO AR AT S B R AR
PR AT Y AT 1 T RA A (0 i B 5 A TRI I FRATT 0 20 AR S TR AT TE R B 2y
(4 B T 52 B rp A SV S RN, AR A B SO FURTE T, vk A s 43 A b 250 R IR S 7E ]
Joik H AT Al AL B (Handeln) LR (Wissen) 5 3% (Tun) , DA 7R R 42 SCAL AR ¢ 9
FIVEAT R Z A8 LR S A U 5 28 5y Z 450 L B i AR L R w) i HOR AR TR 22 AT R AT
5 EE S, XIF AP FoR] gk SRR A FLE P R Ly IR A U TR G T E] K 52 55 (Praxis)
(F ) G PE#RAE (Praktiken) , S HEAR I (Regeln) .

TSR ATAS AR DA e e X A M 00 o B M 4 B Ay SRR A TE T I A TR — B LR
BRF Z )5 A e 2 I gz e T AR LR TR E SRR S N AT R s
W RAETEEMABMIRSEZ T AENA BRI AR, OO 2 BUA U 5% R &7
Tl A 48075 (Praktiken) o B389 X TR R 689 23 A o B S8 BE Y0 2 T 2 2 SCRIIF 98 2R — B 7E 1
hn JCHH Ry AT Ry e S e A AR e 5 S0 A S B i B R A . BRI O ik A s A
F A&« HIEIK (Bruno Latours) 3¢ T ik A il i (Fabrikation) i A28 27 il i . il o i#0Ok B
WEW S N, SO A 0 AR A0 % M A 1] A RO 9 (fleck " sch) [ 48 KL%
TERLIE B 5 =48 5 MO R b 09 B 2 18] AP e A B 1 QK

92 b XA (Handeln) | B 4E 5 F13R 2Z B/ 82 09 — 38 43 8RR = i) B BT 1)
P, 400 S L,k [ W T 17 5 48 4L £ 2% (Soziologie der Konventionen) 14 #2118 , 78 & 4t 52 19 43

(36) BARMKITIE .S W Thomas Vesting ya.a.O., S.191ff. Thilo Kuntz, Recht als Gegenstand der Re-
chtswissenschaft und performative Rechtserzeugung. Zugleich ein Beitrag zur Moglichkeit von Dogmatik, AcP
216, 2016, S.866—910.

(37)  Rainer Schiitzeichel , Implizites Wissen in der Soziologie. Zur Kritik des epistemischen Individualis-
mus, in: Loehnhof f, Jens (Hrsg.), Implizites Wissen. Epistemologische und handlungstheoretische Perspe-
ktiven, 2012, S. 108 —128.

(381 Z U, Andreas Reckwitz s Grundelemente einer Theorie sozialer Praktiken. Eine sozialtheoretische
Perspektive, Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie 32, 4, 2003, S.282—301. Lucas., Constantin Rieske Haasis, (Fn.35),
S.13ff.

(393 KB, 2 W Bruno Latour s Die Rechtsfabrik. Eine Ethnographie des Conseil d’Etat. Aus dem
Franzosischen iibersetzt von Claudia Brede—Konersmann, 2016.

(403 XTFEMIEM, 2 W Thomas Duve (Fn.35), S.47ff. KT ¥ EF1E R Xtb 773,53 W Lena
Foljanty, Legal Transfers as Processes of Cultural Translation: On the Consequences of a Metaphor, Max

Planck Institute for European Legal History Research Paper Series, No.2015—09, 2015, pp.1—18.
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B o5 T B A AR Ry, 0 X B 6] (Konventionen) B B i — R i BEMEMEZR i S 5 &
S BT R, T SE B LLAT S Ab 5% (Handlungssituationen) i H P-4y, 75 47 R Ak 55 b 5 AH TiC
Bo BN R ERAMABL (Formen) , DA K B 6 9 15 8 A% =X 1k i B2, o 4 0 T R0 0 1 2 &
(Absicht), ‘& fiT & % &t 4 % 09 245 A, JOF W b i i & S B, 3 26 5 316 &%
(Wissensbestande) #¢ B 1) U Sy 158451, oIt Az 31 KW 1Y) 32 17 (Operationalisierung) , 8 > &
(Institutionen) {47 (Handhabung) . X &5 61" 76 HARNG 5L T 2 88 18, I [ 46 T W0 45 25
FJ (Netzwerkstrukturen) . WL, 33 28 454517 I AN 2 B Afl 6% 47 B 11 600 00 5 19 P 44 00 Dl
(Hilfs— und Anwendungsregeln) , H7x B JF AN J& AT LIAGE HT 4 v 3 a by vk 2 4 18 T Ok, 1) 40 7
UL MR R AL I T3 557 A 4 (Vorstellunen) , H 7 A4 T BAK Y 32 i 5 00
Y5t (setting) , JF N 15 DL AL .

A AT X LA ] H 2% S AW AR A, 3% A 22 4 32 Y Bt A Ceacit knowl-
ARG T AR RO, R AT B X e R B Y, H o, VS A2 7 (Normerzeu-
gung) JF A il 58 43 Hu A B i AR X 20 2 (19 78 K 4 (Normencorpora) » A 52 . i 5 2 77 2 B3 A=
77 B EL AR AN ) o B B Bl A A R AN S 0 2 R A 7 Y TG 25 M AR AR SR
ST 16 20 JE AL HOE ST P AR £ 5]k, 19 20 Ak B 50 90 R 94 B 75 A A 42 (Rechts-
vorstellung) Z 3 T , 3X BEA5 {51 X T 75 B AR B9 A W 434k v, 72 35 1 32 3k 5 02 H 8 %% ( Anwend-
ungsregeln) T 5 20 FR 1AL 1 75 3 & B (Rechtsfindung) 22 5% B —— 1 40 BX 0 48 [ /9 ) 1 5
Frogss, BOFBOIR A 2, ¥k CRO2ERIEFE s AT 29480 T8 R ik B o 22 T N 2R AT O 2 il
IS B R A 7 TR ST A RSO TR AR . SEBR S B0, U JE N IR . A R T S B
] " (practice turn) fIF 5] & A9 T 2L ULAR , BV A 7= RE 75 ffi b i X RHE— AP o TRl F ik
T RS 7 X — R E i CH R B B SR 3 ) AU SR E A, FATRE 4 2 i
HAS G E B L 52 55 I 3 (Praxisformen) K H B & #LYE 7

VE R s 2 SR AR S RS M & I AZORS AT BT 48 51 s R TIR 28 7 B Y A= 57 vh
EEIEH] H 2R 22 5 0 28 AR . DRt 3 /I ABE 7 22 AR 05 &% ik A HL i (Rechtsmassen)
HLIE 45 8% (Sphéaren) B 1 K 4 (Normencorpora) » 45 DL [ B #4117 )8 A B 3G P R b, TR
A 3 A A 3 ol R R B 2 1 UK U (Rechitsquellen) i Bl A B 2% L 3 BL A9 32 43 DK RS B 17 1y
P 2 85— VERE 5 55 VR SO B AL GE R Bl XA RS AR 7 B R — A 3 P Y
TE AR ROR B OC T R 45 7 (Subsumtion) 19 BF A A4 A8 . 3 AN A & 1238 i 5 7, IR 2 %) T M
A EE A L B S R S B2 T O TE R AT O S R R B L O IR 2 S Tk
SRR TRIZR s BIa) b R A8 M 3R bA 8 LA AT A O 20000 L O Bl G T Al R0 90 1 S 3R T O i 4 8 1 A

edges)

(41) BZLWPE. 2 W Rainer Diaz — Bone, Recht aus konventionentheoretischer Perspektive, in: Lisa
Knoll (Hrsg.), Organisationen und Konventionen. Die Soziologie der Konventionen in der Organisationsfors-

chung, 2015, S.115—133.
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. XS . 253 S e 2 NAT O IR T 3 B0 BRGSO
JEE TV A A T BRI A R o 38 5 SR — R T, XM S Bt TR — bl e, B
TR BRIE b BB 25 4w 24 I S 78 SCAL B i o0 i b, s RO A st e A ) i v 5 B TR
AOZR Y o 3 SORF IR R Tk s o ) A BEAS () L A SR AT S T AR Y S 8L A 2
AT AR A g S o QSR BAT R R A Y D o il TGk 2 A s o i F A o DA D L it
55 D7 ) B R L 2R B A L 5 7 s B S I X R ATk IO Xk e Bk AL B A
PR

Abstract: Today., how to respond to the intellectual challenges of legal globalization has become the
common issue to legal scholars around the world. The aim of this paper is to provide an overview of the
process of transnationalization of law and highlight the significant concept of multinormativity in order to
promote the increasingly interdisciplinary and transnational dialogue on law. In this paper, I attempt to
demonstrate the profound influence of legal globalization on legal practice, education and research as the
background, reflect critically on the flaws in application of legal pluralism, and reveal the epistemic po-

tential of multinormativity in building a global legal history from the perspective of praxeology.
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