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While political methodologists have still "done nothing remotely comparable"
to the invention of factor analysis by psychometricians or structural equation
niethods by econometricians..., they have invented, adopted, or further
developed an impressive variety of useful techniques for dealing with event
counts..., dimensional models..., pseudo-panels..., model misspecification...,
parameter variation..., aggregated data..., selection bias..., non-random
measurement error..., missing data..., and time series data...(Bartels and

Brady 1993:121) ...'t/H Goodin and Klingemann ed., A H k

P.788.
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“The essential object of political science, which it shares with all of
scholarship, is the crearion of knowledge, defined as inferences or
generalizations about politics drawn from evidence... It is impossible to
conceive of a scholarly enterprise that does not rely on this
evidence-inference methodological core.”
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‘- Inthe Handbook of Political Science, published in 1975, Richard Smoke
claimed that "the existing theory...of the field (is) probably not capable of coping
with a world which is changing so rapidly and so dangerously, both in its military
technology and in the patierns of its international politics” (Greenstein and Polsby
1975: 339). In spite of these prescient waining, it is doubtful whelher any of the
authors in the “International Politics” volume of the Flandbook could have predicted
the extent of the changes that have taken place since its publication both in the
international system and in the discipline of international relations.. ... .. After a brief
oulline of the contents of the Handbook, 1 will elaborate on the erosion of this
theoretical consensus. Having reviewed some post-positivist critiques of mainstream
theory, 1 will suggest some ways of facilitating conversations across epistemological
and theoretical divides.

--Quotes from J. Ann Tickner, “International Relations: Post-Positivist and
Feminist Perspectives,'” in Robert . Goedin and Hans-Dieter Klingemann {eds.), 4
New Handbook of Political Science(Oxford: Oxford Universily Press, 1996), 446.

Question: What is the eroding consensus in the discipline of internaticnal relations in
the past decade? Please name three critiques of mainstream IR theory made by
post-positivist IR theorists. What will the future of the IR fook like? (Please answer

in English.)

2. What is the meaning of “political development™? and how would you propose us to

advance our understanding of “political Development”?

3. What kinds of political theories may best catch the essence of Taiwan’s

1 1 (H)
democratization process in accordance with your own view? (20%)

4. The world-system has been changed by the revolution of 1989 in East Europe,

please analyze the reasons of this revolution according to Immanuel Wallerstein’s

view of geoculture. ( 20%)

5.Explain the following notions:( 1 )deontological liberalism, ( 2 Jutilitarianism, (3)

libertarianism, (4) republicanism, (5) communitarianism




