Florentine humanist Niccolò Machiavelli sets the example of a lion for The Prince as the embodiment of force and the example of a fox that embodies slyness. Modern specialists, working in the sphere of international   processes and relations, deal with another notions, which respond to those created in the times of the Renaissance by the Florentine secretary, – “hard force” and “soft force”. The presence of these “instruments” in the arsenal of a sovereign state determine its power and, as a result, the extent of its influence in the World. Recently the power of any state has been measured first of all by its military possibilities. Features and qualities, peculiar to a lion has made much more sense. It corresponds to the idea of Machiavelli’s treatise “The Prince”. In my opinion Machiavelli moves “the king of beasts” to be the first. Florentine humanist kneels before hard force and power, even cruelty; he excuses immoral activities, sticking to the following rule: not means but result is important indeed. That is why he speaks with admiration of Cesare Borgia.  Machiavelli is the supporter of war solutions, the war is the duty of The Prince. Niccolo establishes the scale of rank according to the “degree of glorification”, and there the third step is devoted to the military leaders whereas, while the first step is given to the establishers of religions and states accordingly. Now we can watch globalization and integration, today is the era of information technologies, international law, based on rights and freedoms of human being as the main values of the world society, the epoch of enlarging the gap between developed states, and those with economies in transition. I believe that in these complicated conditions soft force is playing more and more important role in the field of international relations. It obtains more authority by incarnating its potentials and, thus, obtains the opportunity to balance hard force. Military power is just one of the possible variants to apply force. Certainly it makes the scheme of international relations much more complicated, but anyway more developed and modern one would reflect the idea of the world processes more exactly. Up-to-date notion “soft force” is accordant to a piece of advice to The Prince by Machiavelli, which says that The Prince should pretend being a fox if he wants to be a success. But, actually, it is just a sidetrack in the opinion of the Florentine secretary. 

As used here, I see just a question arisen: which of two forces, or advantages of which of the animals, is determinant for contemporary international relations?
Today the world society faces the problem of international terrorism, and it was shown in practice that hard force was chosen as the method to fight it. After September, 11, 2001 the USA declared the strategy of struggle against that phenomenon. 

The attempts to remove global threat by means of soft power (which resulted in hot but mostly useless debates in Security Council on Iraqi question), were not a success. To be more exact they were rejected by "the mighty of this world" as ineffective ones. Nevertheless, if to reveal real aims of the military compaign of combined English and American forces, hidden by solemn declarative speeches by the President of the USA G.Bush-jr. and Prime-Minister of the UK T.Blair, the demonstration of military power (that is hard force) as the most important advantage of the USA in comparison with the other countries of the world would be clear enough. Hard force methods have been chosen to accomplish the policy of expansion. This aim which is reflected in the idea run all through the treatise "The Prince": Machiavelli is seeking for powerful governor, who is eager to unite all the divided lands of Italy by conquering them and setting his dominion. 
   I believe that the brightest example of application of soft force in the contemporary world is integrating Europe, which bases its increasing influence on democratic institutions. Though, EU has not achieved its "golden age" yet, its great potential is evident to everyone and is escalating in the contrary to that of USA. I think one will agree that the basis of the European potential is economical component. In spite of the fact that "relations" between dollar and euro can hardly be forecasted, we should admit that the new currency is an effective instrument which has all chances to influence the international relation of XXI century. Social factor also plays significant role in the modern world. Integration processes taking place in Europe nowadays are accepted by the majority of the world community as a progressive and positive phenomenon. The prestige of the USA is decreasing at the very moment that is a result of critical public opinion on the foreign policy doctrine of Washington. This tendency is being proved by numerous Gallup polls, and the Gallup polls by the American specialists are not the exception.

  What can be read in Machiavelli’s work about a fox stands closely to the notion “diplomacy”. Surely the methods of applying of soft force are mentioned but not in details in the treatise of the Florentine secretary. To my mind, generalization of methods can be explained by specific political conditions of the humanist's epoch and, that is also very important, by little development of institutions which became instruments of "soft pressure" in the modern world.

  Summarizing everything mentioned above I can conclude that emphasis of hard force prioritized by N.M. and George Bush-jr. is actual if speaking about the current international relations developing in the XXI century. In this way today's choice of the USA is the consequence of it's wish to play key role in the modern international relations. The lion is still ahead. But my strong belief is that tomorrow is with us. And we should objectively prioritize “soft power”. I tend to propose the converted saying of Machiavelli for describing our political future: “the king of beasts” will give a place to “sly fox”. 

