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A. Wendt, "The States System and Global Militarization,” Unpublished Ph. D.
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24 9xzxy Asgld ozt HEZF 283%% HoFrh Mastanduno,
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13) J. Weldes, “Rethinking National Interests: From Morgenthau to a Constructivist
Alternative,” Paper presented at the annual meeting of American Political Science
Association, Washington, D.C., 1993& & 7.
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16) hEHQ F=2 P. Gourevitch, “The Second Image Reversed: The International Sources
of Domestic Politics,” International Organization, 32,4, 1978& 2 2.



53

Y
o
Y

L. 1

OH

2o 42

& A7lel GFIATABE AAH W) Fagol sbg A
S 2ol et & & Aok 12839 Frhe Alavizk olebr] s
2R Ao MZE FFARAGY Bk ol stel vt

o olEsle AEEA %o B4e 23 QA ok =3 v 3

17) Kegleyst Wittkopfs ©1g '@ =7te] ouyg 4 FAen Fdst= 32344 A
oo} 2tu Sle B5& 54U olgtn Hejgt #5o. "@IuAe BHE" o
W, dele 28, 3wy A o8yt AAl HEAL 1993, p. 123944 AL L

18) H. Alavi, “The State in Post-Colonial Societies: Pakistan and Bangladesh,” New Left
Review, 74, 19722 & 7.

19) olzwk HAel A e I welrt JPso] gk A-E, 9
of A7k} 44" FRPAG R, 28,2,1994,p. 1669] AFH FHE

A.

2,

tlo ol

T A
EE i



A Qelzl Fu) 7lgiel W@ A

49 T 1950d) PR o] F FANA st AN we
Fopoldde)Fe SR 3 &4HAG

thej@Ael lo) HE olewt FRIL AT Hro RS Fn
UAE Ao R

Rho] “ZAl Feol Tl AHEE fFATNA EAFLEN A=
UL 20 B @A) A A v)dke] miE njmo g FEY] Yz
oEsta AdTE A EF JPAY g4 4L BodFn glvn

WA 2719 @e|BAle) ol BSlA el FEHe]l PAMLR o
g welrle 47 g ok Frlelele) Bad ¢
A7b golalA grhe FAFAL V1R =8 dolA 7 A A4
Qe FWANAY 4 3 A gelgeld A4 149 4wy
o BAGA dfete Aot @A @R FUAAD gdo =A%
Hge] WFe] A9d QelNE WHA st #AHs) o)he FAE
gAsh FUFeRe @3te g oldle 2 Ao]E HAFn I
020 Zed @AY olF el Fopxlo} Mol TAFHMA )
Fe AT Aol TS AGtrAAe] Sol AAY 2rpis

) oI5 A ATl DAY Fag ok 19504 74 152 22 9P
AAHAE Qusa HAAAE A AT D A EAN olahe =
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kR Aplel FAL A, ZeSEE FURANA TE WP B
A 23 Udch 13ATL duBAe] oNE AoAY A4S
BB E Reg Bel 200 ot 3TAY FAR dUATL
9 f ZEA % uehdn 9o Ju olejd nie A o
Foleh] wrke BTG L Ba A9 FAH 94 Holw oA
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NS ehin A2 HA @ o] el
e TR vFA

gol 2AY AR ol F ol ANIF FII% At 743

Aol BHoz =adt o] At A4 A T vjTe) A

=:]

[e]
21l YA AS P B4 olele] Dale] o} - B BTN
@

AR

59 d4sHe g 21 B3 vlEe] o2
Afelarg w2

AzE 29 4 13329 I3 (&2 A4 FHe Ty

Fololl nd wrtolds A4S FAT] Bk odld gele

7k A} A AAE Bal A A AgRT BYPA Y

A4 Aesels ZUS MY Aol oleT HiE ¥E Ego

g AP AL ooyt FFAew v Ud eredel B

g ol ¥ 5 99tk 19574 o F mF:e U@ 9ze] JE ZEe

=

g 3ol o

25) kAl 1979, p. 386.
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and ROK Pacific Pact Plan,” Feb. 16, 19545 2 7.

27) n]=2] National Security Council & “A-42193¢] th& Zrl5o] =9 olxxto]r} &
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29) w3 3 AA Aubel Wi H A2 g e HdG. AR A 189, %A A
A7ET ARG 19959 A3 E B A,

30) C. Tilly, Coercion, Capital, and European States, AD 990-1990, Basil Blackwell, 1990, ch. 7
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