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“....there is nothing more difficult to take in hand, more perilous to conduct, or
more uncertain in its success, than to take the lead in the introduction of a new
order of things. Because the innovator has for enemies all those who have dong
well under the old condiﬁons, and lukewarm defenders in those who may do well
under the new....

It is necessary, therefore, if we desire to discuss this matter thoroughly, to
inquire whether these innovators can rely on themselves or have to depend on
others: that is to say, whether, to consummate their enterprise, have they to use
prayers or can they use force? In the first instance they always succeed badly,
and never compass anything; but when they can rely on themselves and use force,
then they are rarely endangered. Hence it is that all armed prophets have
conquered, and the unarmed ones have been destroyed.” (Machiavelli, The
Prince, Chapter VI) (25% )
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Fl ~ Political Liberalism(1993)

Z. ~ Sources of the Self> The Making of the Modern Identity(1989)
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T~ F our Essays on Liberty(] 969)

It ~ Spheres of Justice: 4 Defence of Pluralism and Equa!i:fy(l 983)
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The second problem confronting comparativists is the equivalence of
both their theoretical concepts and the indicators for those concepts across
multiple contexts. Mayer (1989: 57) argues that ‘the contextual relativity of
the meaning or the measures of indicators constitutes the most serious

- impediment to the cross-contextual validity of empirically testable

explanatory theory.” In other words, is it possible to specify concepts and
indicators that have shared meanings to allow valid comparisons? For
example, does the concept of class apply equally in all societies? Does the
idea of ‘civic culture’...mean the same thing in Brazil as it does in France? Is
it possible to have ‘new’ social movements in Latin America...? Does it mean
the same thing when a British MP votes against his party as when a US
Senator votes against his party...? The crux of the problem is not specifying
identical, or even similar concepts, but equivalent ones so that their
comparison is meaningful....
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* David Davies argued that the discipline of international relations would help to prevent
the future outbreak of wars because the scientific study of world politics would
highlight the causes of political problems and would therefore contribute to the
peacefinl resolution of global tensions. (10 47)

2. In Richard Falk' s terms, the ‘UN charter model’ of world politics describes a
world in which states coexisted with others social and political actors, cooperation was
not limited between states, rules and regulations were used to eliminate unacceptable
featores of world poﬁtics such as genocide and war, and the territorial boundaries of
states were blurred by transnational and supranational relationships. FSUKHUMERES
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1. Please name two feminist IR theorists and briefly summarize their main
arguments. (You can answer the question etther in English or Chinese.) (104+)
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