B e tn

FBRECA G G Dl YLIE” < 4 B
J J

—— JE B ERIT

BRE R

MNERE“ZA" EEHRRIENEELE, EEAFERARFRELD  FEHILT
B4, AERA Zob BT WE X B F A AR EE R F oA, R &
WERITLHHIE RAMBIE AN ENERE R R RETT NS TR, DR R
BLEEBEE, EA—MERRRAR, R BE R TLLS N L MAFE, ATH
TLHg K Sk 2 R, AFE R A IR R AT CUR By TR AR 3R AR B s R Ay
ZARNZ M HHTEEENGERX ZAER, AN, Rl E T 0H & T A&
EEMANEAE G NEX R EES, P EERZ RS RA RN EMER

KR Zw ZHE ZAERR RER

“ZEnh” Al RESE ANZEA S DR RO A 2 — | AR SR SO 4 — Sty S
VR A TEAEAN e B i A DX TR £ DG Jo A D S 22 3 P fid , AT O 45—
Tl S FE ML R DX Bl < T bt ™, O LG BEAR A e 18] wh 58 AR, 78 1 5 A
AT ALY e A, A SE e iy R A R Oy 2 o [l e G o ] B [ PR B ) —
PR PR, SEPR b fEa Bk 200 Z S M E R, 2 32 AMEZRAED LB

# ARSOE LR AL SRR QBT K SRS MRS R H ¢ — A — s R B R i i T (BUH S
2016ZD018) J [H 4t el 2 2 4 R H « ULV [ B Z A A BIT T (30 H 51 1570002 ) B 1R, ek
FEA R AR BT UL 18 SO B 5 AN A A AR

(D  Nicholas Spykman and Abbie Rollins, “ Georgraphic Objectives in Foreign Policy” , The American Political Sci-
ence Review, Vol.33, No.3, 1939, p.396.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 129

BTN THEAIE X« ZEoh O R E R — R E PR BOR AR, < ZEnh”
BORBITCIZ A N A SRAATE TP UL AR R A 2 2, R B R & @

“Genh A g — b 22 SR [ PR B0 52 B, A IS 2 n] DL < B8 IR0 O [ PR B
F8 P T AR S D) 22— | fEL 2 SR X e A o A A5, AR U 2 o i 2 o [ 45 4]
ICROR ST (H AT 2 B R SR IX IR I HE AR N 2 MR PR E ST
P, A SCE I — R R APEE ST, LA 6 [ A 22 5 i [ P ok R B 50k, 1A,
“GEn BRISAAT B T M M G A AR LR L b G s [ 5 TR 3 RO AR Y T S v
P e, B M) 45 N5 SMNE A AR o Y [ 585 A s 22 0 I O R
WZN R AWTFE S TR B G IR RIS %

— BYRBEAFNAHN “EHBET HSREETY

“GEm BYBESCN  buffer” | i 27 EORUEE AT ER IR T buff” | J5 #1104 44 1l
T AR — I JE ) B2 s AR Bl il | 3R T — SR BOR RS i O 18T, T buff” 2}
AR AR IR T Bl 3T H P 5 2 S, B A SO« B R PR3
DRI R B )

“buffer” — T 7E T L ERIBUBRRE , 581d T2 g S SCR AT F R e B e
— Bk, 1L A LU 5 35— R sl R — R R A R o, R e
FIASH e g sl e R B DR A7 26 = BRI A OO RO SR, A T M A s 4 P KR 2
(]t — i DX, REAS I/ i 2 B XU 3 @35 0, ELA DR 1] B0V 5 585 1L, BRAIR T AR
Wk 2 TR R B o L D

“ G a7 — Al 7E 2 S D T S N DU 5 S S — L TP AT REAF AL

D Thomas Ross, “Buffer States; A Geographer’ s Perspective” , in John Chay and Thomas Ross eds. , Buffer State
in World Politics, Boulder; Westview Press, 1986, p.20.

@ Tanisha M. Fazal, State Death: The Politics and Geography of Conquest, Occupation and Annexation, Princeton
University Press,2007, p.95.

®  Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, Oslo: Universitetsforlaget
1971, pp.107-128.

@  “ZEph AT AEASSC P 2 B R AR R i I Sy H ARSI B R G oh X R b R R 55

(® “Buffer” ,in J.B. Sykes ed., The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Current English( Seventh Edition) , Oxford: Clar-
endon Press, 1982, p.118; “Buffer”, The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language ( Fourth Edition) ,
Houghton Mifflin Company, 2000.

© “Buffer” , The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language.

(@  “Buffer” , Merriam—Webster online Dictionary, Merrian—Webster, Inc.,2005.



130 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

FFEHLE H 2548 /INEO K B R /NE D55 = A F 45 S M s A Bo K [a]
ST L RABE IR EATTZ IR e (@ 58 = 5 H R AL T AN R L TE S8 4 1 K
V] ) e ST L A7 P AV T TRORT R [ Yy [ K, ©

“OF PR L R R T M BREAE S AN R 2R b 2 BOTE R A SR A A5 R @ 19 i
0 [ R AT T4 Bl < G2 vh [ o I PR A I ) 2 AT, O PN A 2 0 [
BRAT G v ) ) 2R © B, < G (“buffer” ) VE R BUA AR KK R
2 AL EPRBOA 1 & e AT 4y “ 8o 1 IR k58— BUAR BT & 7E
1876 4F, fii “ G vh ™ — 3] /) 15 WK A FH 2 7E 1883 4F, @ 78 iR PRI B T, 3 30 “ 2%
7l A A, O RRE T H 25 R R A [ 5 AR 2 i ] i R 1
Bl 52200, ©® H— 3 20 30 ARAX, 2 FA RN < 52 ofr " AR A o e e

SRR ARG | 96 B MR BOAR =5 2 SRR I HAB e h I SO 5185
RSO Z )N — NG R iy — D7 T Ak < S 7 R 0 b A2 30 B T R AL
B A R, SEBR b R B 1k A~ IR R IR B 5 55— I THI 0 R AR Ty A K
MIEVE , FERIRHEE | Q ILT I, AF— U5 M ELBUR 25 b | 5 [ A AR SRR AR BR
] SRR by 2 ety R 1 L R IG5 (R P R B A 4 e, QO[] B A ] < 408
IKARGI™ W B gt T T 5L IR A T 1% ] I Sy 348 i LA B Aoy A ) =2 1] 114 /70 [ i 555
[ 5 R 0 3622 B DI RIS, QO AR 22 5 55y sty “ G vh [ 5 < 55 " A/
B A 2 (B A I, AR A 22 2 R ( Pitman Potter) B 38 (B b 2% BUIR 2

@®  “Buffer” ,in J.B. Sykes ed., The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Current English, Oxford; Clarendon Press,p.118.

@ “ Buffer State” , The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language( Fourth Edition).

@ “ Buffer State” , Merriam—Webster online Dictionary.

@  Christine Ingebritsen et al., eds., Small States in International Relations, University of Washinton Press 2006,
pp.55-76.

(® Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, p.108.

© Hubert Ripka, Small and Great Nations, London: Victor Gollancz, 1939.

(D  Tornike Turmanidze, Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, New York: Nova Science
Publishers, Inc., 2009,p.43.

Thomas Ross, “Buffer States: A Geographer’ s Perspective” , p.16;The Royal Institute of International Affairs,
Political and Strategic Interests of the United Kingdom, London: Oxford University Press, 1940; Tornike Turmanidze,
Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, pp.60—61.

© Halford Mackinder, Democratic Ideals and Reality, New York: Henry Holt and Company,1919.

10  Stephen De Spiegeleire, “Of Buffers and Bridges, Some Geodetic Thoughts on European Stability in the Post—
Cold War Era”, 13 January 1994, titp://ourworld.compuserve.com/home pages/sdspieg/buffer.htm, last accessed on 18
July 2017.

@ Nicholas Spykman, “ Frontiers, Security and International Organization” , Geographical Review,Vol.32,No.3,
1942, p.440.

@ Martin Wight, “ Power Politics” , in Hedley Bull and Carsten Holbraad eds., Royal Institute of International Af-
fairs , London: Leicester University Press, 1995, p.150.

@ Pitman Potter, “ Buffer State” , Encyclopedia of Social Sciences, No.3-4,1930,p.45.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 131

IREALE L - W B2 558 (Nicholas Spykman ) QLK [ B % R e 2 IR BIH N DT
- PR¥F ( Martin Wight ) @45

53 R AR DL IX. 22 A1 A KR T 1, XA 2 AU b 25 s AT T T By Y IR BBk 1 53—
ZEopthaly (© DRI, BROEDE24E Z A0 AR F 3 ARG« B oh [ I, I
20 2 70-80 AEAR“ G vp [ " W 5T W EE 2L ) &, IR JE S H 2R (Trygve Mathisen ) F1 /%
FEF% (Olav Knudsen ) /2P A AR @ BAREE — W3R K < BUAR ST 15 Ry« G2 v
B R JE M, B T2 A G O R AR T 28 [ AR T L v % R < %
DX B RE L, ©OF Y T — AN IR R SO [ PR R A @

Z “ZHETHELREER

“EPET A SRR IR B B R MR R © o
BRI 10 b P S S B, M R 2 v E AL TP RS AR 2 ]
PG P SRR o A, e I R 22 o5 i ok e B A7, 5 o A X PR 5
A AN B RO B /N LA R AR T, (EL R ST T 8/ e ) Ay K e 5
P SRRES” o BB X IO R R A8 AR TSR Q1T 5, 42 o [ B0 g s 2 X/ TR
e e ] (9 g, 55 e G b R R J— b ) R A SR R 7 5 G b [ ) 22 v e
B MR KT 50% ., BOAREER W Koz E 2B B A 3 R X shE sk O
BE 2 Zoh R R E PR R T IR B EAE R, R AR R, 5

(D  Nicholas Spykman, “ Frontiers, Security and International Organization” , Geographical Review, Vol.32, No.3,
1942, p.440.

@ Martin Wight, “ Power Politics” , in Hedley Bull and Carsten Holbraad eds., Royal Institute of International Af-
fairs, p.160.

3 H. Mouritzen, External Danger and Democracy ; Old Nordic Lessons and New European Challenge, Dartmouth,
1997.

@ Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, Oslo: Universitetsforlaget
1971; Olav Knudsen, “Eastern Europe: The Buffer Effect of a Cordon Sanitaire” , in John Chay and Thomas Ross eds.,
Buffer States in World Politics, Boulder: Westerview Press, 1986.

® J.A.K.Hey ed., Small States in World Politics, Boulder, C.O.; Lynne Rienner,2003,pp.1-11.

© Olav Knudsen, “Eastern Europe: The Buffer Effect of a Cordon Sanitaire” ,1986.

(@ Philip Windsor, “Super Power Intervention” , in Hedley Bull ed., Intervention in World Politics, Oxford ; Oxford
University Press, 1984, pp.50-60.

®  Stephan De Spiegeleire, “Of Buffers and Bridges. Some Geodetic Thoughts Stability on European in the Post—
Cold War Era”, 13 January 1994, http://our world.compuserve.com/homepages/sdspieg/buffer.htm, last accessed on
18 July 2017.

© Michael Partem, “The Buffer System in International Relations” , Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol.27, No.1,
1983, pp.7-9.

10 Tbid. , p4.



132 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

3K — PRI X A7 (9 A P17 0 Ui < G — | M T stk R & v g — 4>, 9 HAR T
TR R A B A RV B T Rk ST SERR R 2L, A5 HAL TR AN R R
TSR O ELAE 2% v ] 5 A 2 7 ) AR XA [ | 2 A R @

(—) HiBRE R

G E R 20/ N (B AR 0 PR SRR 1, IR rp A5 MU 2 B R LA ) it
SN R E AT DU Zenh [, FEXAEL T B A8 TR,

XA BA G R BE R B BT 5, BRSO B A T Al 240504
KEZ SN, G BA T MR R O — 57 @E Y BRGS0
AIHIIE (VDBORITRPESS 56 — A s b B B [ Bl 220 5 5 =, X R R A A R
JE SO P el SO G DX, X AN B AR LR R I TR A4 g2 v A

SUPI IS, 25— 5] i 4 5 ] DR Ay i o g X ) e 1 s 25 1) A 45 A
F N3 7 G I AMEAR A SOF AL BAT 1%, Bl i BB & e il 22 nh [
Dl b, Gp [ n] BE DR g AHER A 2R S I, S B0 % B 2 A M B e 2 X
SEH AR ST I S X O T SCHITSE TR VDB R L LK e R
HoAth a8 22 50/ 0 B IR b T 18 25 A5 P 451 A A 2 oo DX AN [ g k2 A SR 73K 43+
B A E AR AR IR T 2 vh ] XA CE R P R R I e Y T B RO
R 3T A — T ] i, (ELAS RE S 2 BHL 1L AT =2 1) A A, R L On] K el ] )
T G AT S DRI, AT AT B T AR X B R S 3 | X G2 o [ iR R
Pris M, ©

A T T, 204 P R o B — [ T 1 [ o e TR R (AL
— 7 Wi AU SRS LA e AT KBRS At A 4 a2 [l A A , 2% R B AN A AN 16 52 2% [
SERPRAS BRI T G E D PR b, 2R RERF32 a8 TS — P )
AR 2% DA RIS 2 b A D0 o BN, FEARIIE fir 22 P 2R A2 T b RTRA e
£ NP EN

@D  Stephan De Spiegeleire, “Of Buffers and Bridges. Some Geodetic Thoughts Stability on European in the Post—
Cold War Era”.

@  Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers; J.A.K.Hey ed., Small
States in World Politics, Boulder, C.O.: Lynne Rienner,2003,pp.1-11; Tornike Turmanidze, Buffer States: Power Poli-
cies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, p.43.

@ Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, p.107.

@ Thomas Ross, “Buffer States: A Geographer’ s Perspective” , p.14.

(®  Nicholas Spykman and Abbie Rollins, “ Georgraphic Objectives in Foreign Policy” , The American Political
Science Review, Vol.33,No.3, 1939, p.396.

© Thomas Ross, “Buffer States: A Geographer’s Perspective” , p.20.

@ 1bid., p.14.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 133

SCAE IR ZR A2 MR — [ i R A B I Bl S 1 P AN TR SO TR i G ol ) 491
RIS [ i XN TR v 94 5 SC A | 22 i SR, < 2 o T Ay EL e S A w5
YA AN R S PR 2ol 18 DX D 3R < G w1 AR g s LA AR 22 4], n g R 32 )
2 N R SO 532 i i 5 25002 L G 234 EU M, [RIAE i A 38 52 3 46 2F RTPS BE 2
SCACRZ R B 07, LA R 52 B TR ] 4 7 S A 52 M0 ) 95 1 2R B8 B J 1 8 — 3%
RO R R ek EAPE R Z B REE A E ) o Pk, “ ZEnb " R Z A P A 2 Fh
SCAEHR TR RIGFI SR SR AL, DRI 226 78 25 Z2 Rl SCAE s SO Z TRl AR 2, R T
QLR SO AT I X e DX A i 3l HHL0 i 2 SRS I AAR [, BT LA Ak Tk
M M 1) - B 7 R R AR SR FIAE o [l — G A S SO A A T
RO LU W HBHG TVF2 Py B e b [ K o B B 5, AT 6 A [ B 22
A B S AR R R AL A T IR @

() BEJI IR

FAXS T oh kL, G o L B A BN 0t Ao fe il 7e g b [ 5 2 oh
] B A2 XU v, e i R ) T R A 2 e [ 00 S AR T 509% , R R
b, G2 v A HAE S0 v A sh R h RS 2 SR L& /N T 50%,© ZrhE S
Wz v [ LR IR B 1 5 X e e B e e PRI E SR T RO, UL, MRE
FIEEAAARL , T [ 4 3] 55 T LR 4T

TERESI AP PE B R E RSt M R E A AT R &
{EL B TS M A il P2 MR IR RE X — H T8, AU 4
JE RAUTT AT, 2 v ERS R A 45 T A, MRSl s v RE IR E @ IEH
o FE PRI B — 2 BB 96 i LI sl R b O 30 AN [ P 55 P A
UUNOEIZ1IPANE

55 IRIF 22 ifo  bA5 1) S AT AR SE WL R A 5], % o R 7E S A0 B
INHUZ T RN BRI 2 4 i PR i F 2R RARSE A B ) &, B B SR A [ 5K
PR 27 FIBLHI SR B A RESE L J© A AN, I PR i 5% B9 WL A R, 5% o [ 40
AU, EAKARE A EAT 3, WA BELE— /N [ S8 A b [ B J A 52

Thomas Ross, “Buffer States: A Geographer’ s Perspective” , p.14.

Michael Partem, “The Buffer System in International Relations”, p.14.

Ibid., pp.7-9.

Tornike Turmanidze, Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, pp.25-27.

Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, p.57.

Robert Rothstein, Alliances and Small Powers, New York: Columbia University Press,1968,p.29, p.24.

ONSECICEONC)



134 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

PERSZIA PR E o PR AR R B S R AL " O KRR XA B, AR SO R R

SRR, A [ i [ U 28 5 i) el PR R s [ @) T PR R Bt A7 S 02 f 1]
?@Fﬁ“ s [ SR AU B — ), DO BT D LA RER ok A R [ A 9E g, 2R
REHIRHY A F /N A ETA, A 47 1A 2 i ] 118 7K UL, 2% o A0 R ks B0 A [ B
SRR B, SR VTR A B @

M ZE A i B AR 2SR U, S i I TEAR R BREE b DX g i EEMKERE AR ) R A4 [ 52
A BT EZ RGN R E IR LR T L2 O X T 22 i Bk
Yo, HZEFEGA YRS, SECEN TR EPRR R Pl RE AFr 48 T EZ A 45
1, JCVE A T 5 L P A 2 e X P, 8 e ] G ik i ] PAUE G T R O R T
HEZH g, OF 5 # I8 1E BRBOA H  RE DT NEZ ST IR @

(=) HuARNER

HOA PN Z R4 2 v B e VR [ PR A 28 BRI S A AR K (H 2 e 2 o ) 2
oM SE IS Y FE SRR AR A, SCRFIRI D, G [ 2 — R 19 P Sz
DX, FA 7 2 R T — AN s LA K E = A B LR BT O 45 7, 1 w2 1t v g
PERE R IAR” ,® PRI, 7 2 2% v [ ) b AR AE , Q2% o [ b 252 — 4> v Sz RIS 1Y
INEEL A BB AE S AP PR R B 2 ) B IE A HE G v T, O 5 AL [ XA ok, W
O3 )8 T AN A B & s , O

FOMIRIN N, —A> Gl w] DU B IE P Sz 3ol sl b Sz 69, m] DL Hsm S8 ) — 4>
0 P o i G R P P A0 T, B ] A0 B AR HE FRARRAIE,, BRIV, T P R 40

(D  Sheila Harden ed., Small is Dangerous: Micro States in a Macro World, St Martin’ s Press, New York, 1985, p.
29.

@ Robert Keohane, “Lilliputians’ Dilemmas: Small States in International Politics” , International Organization,
Vol.23, No.2,1969,p.295, p.296.

3 Michael Handel, Weak States in the International System( Second Edition) , London: Frank Cass, 1990, pp.9-
60.

@  Amry Vandenbosch, “The Small States in International Politics and Organization” , The Journal of Politics, Vol.
26, No.2,1964, p.294, p.301.

®  Annette Baker Fox, “The Small States in the International System,1919-1969” , International Journal, Vol.24
No.4, 1969, p.751.

© Alexander Rondeli, The Small State in the International System, Thilisi: Georgian Foundation for Strategic and
International Studies, Metsniereba,2003, pp.25-26.

(@ Martin Wight, “Power Politics” , in Hedley Bull and Carsten Holbraad eds., Royal Institute of International Af-
Sairs , p.150.

® Alexander Rondeli, The Small State in the International System, p.160.

© Nicholas Spykman, “Frontiers, Security and International Organization” , p.440.

@0 John Chay and Thomas Ross eds., Buffer States in World Politics, Boulder; Westview Press, 1986, p.194;
Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, pp.80—100.

@ Olav Knudsen, “Eastern Europe: The Buffer Effect of a CordonSanitaire” , p.90.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 135

ZI) AR S O R« RN PR R AR, AR A % AR
LEA A S7 S5 AR A [ 4 i B A 2 R o =2 ), AR A T A SRR, P, o
W— DA AT AR B 5 /N E A58 s A ERABSH , e R A8 HAT Y 5k A5
RO JCHNE , BARTE R PRk b /N FE R AR (E/ N B S S e SR AT
REAZ TERIE AAN 45 BRI AR AR ELARAE i 44 B0 R B o A mT B 58 & 55 A FLIE
(IR ST, /N 2 TN PR R, R AR, e nb DR/ NE S [, A TREIRR
AEATI s, A A BT AE A E ZOR A s A B0, R B RS —E RN ES
Tyt I AN A IR BE AR I — [ ) G2 st 32,20 T 1 By L7 — I — AR S AR B %
B0 LR B IR OF 22" R XM IRIFAR TR R 49
A AR AT T AT T RE AR T PR Dy ok 26 [ S 7 B SE 14 D17 S 30 3
GO T AR R, B M L BT AR B TR AR AT TR RO AT T A5
FEL IR P 3 G o7 B, AR — b P24 [ 5 ) A | o ) Sk v St B - T L
PR SR DR, DR O () — P 30 [ A v 37 9+ i 380 2F 1A 89 L) IR 90 22 5t A i
HRHISME AR I B 5 T 2 4 @

BN SR o I R AR AL AT A B SCIRIN T, 2 o [l i T2 ECIE
MSE AR S B AN RE R i 284 R ) B AEIE 1] ) — 8 00, sl SR AR A S [
M98z IRy, G2l T LU s S8 LR [, X PRI A T8k, N Z2 o —
WAIRIIESR T, /)N B LR SR AR 0 0k v i v Sz ST gk SR AR LR, P, FRBR SE 4
SE B S PR SRS 22 e ] DA R 4 SRR SR PR 5 7 S8 12 TR0 2 e [ BOIR R A S
FEH, RT R A B A RS < TR R o O A O S K i
iU /N )5 2 ] 14 Ty R SR T T I B 01 , 5 2 BEL 1 s BELAS 5 4 1 K 2 ]
fitg e i TR AR T RE 2 IR i B — A SR R SR il 75 — AN K s g
TRY A O T T BER TR I, TR 4RSS AT © R A28 TR [ A a5 6l T 22
il O h R — T AT T LT G eh [ i B, XA A g eh [ Sebr RS T

@ Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, p.109.

@ Olav Knudsen, “Eastern Europe: The Buffer Effect of a CordonSanitaire” , p.93.

® K. Hanf and B. Soetendorp eds., Adapting to European Integration : Small States and European Union, London
and New York: Longman 1998, p.56.

@ Michael Handel, Weak States in the International System(Second Edition) , p.102.

(® A.N.Mohamed, “The Diplomacy of Micro—states” , Discussion Paper in Diplomacy 78, The Hague: Nether-
lands Institute of Inernational Relations,2002.

©® G.Baldacchino, “ Thucydides or Kissinger? A Critical Review of Small State Diplomay” , in T.M. Shaw and A.
F. Cooper eds., The Diplomacies of Small States : Between Vulnerability and Ressience in the Global Political Economy ,Bas-
ingstoke , Palgrave Macmillan,2009, pp.21-40.



136 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

o PRERRT LAY “ ML HR [, Om bl b B 1 5% o ], 28 (00T S5 AR T $2 3 1 700 2% 28 o
(rim buffers) , Bl —A™ E - EAUR KAHSE Sy /NG & -5 R S R AL T K E
Bl AR5 R (R AN A F 79 A 5 P K 22 ] @)

= “"ZRBETHEZMETE

(—) “ZenpE” 5= fELE nh

“GEnpE” 5 G E” (quasi=buffer) A DX 32 B LA B BB S BUAR ML
LUK I R AR eV T BE RN ® . — okt , G v 2 1 BOIR A7 T B KR BUH
A5 AP AP PR [ B [ SR 4R AT 2 ] 1 S /Nt 57 R 5, LA S s A R — B TR
TORE TR, AT B 4 A FE BB T, i 2 DA e I 1% 4 80 ol P b 248 455 [ P
RARBRRE , BTE R [ BT A 2 BT RIRSE . (B T B B2 5t R IE 2
[ 4553 ] el B AN AT R -5k SR ] S5 B B A, ] B — 1 2 [ ) o
FToh—KE X WA B E T H M S BOA 1E ], B 2% op ()7 ol 22 o [ 1) B
o P B X T 5% oh R FRL 34 9 (one —sided ) 22 oh [, 1 2 b [ ) £ FH 7 18 2
ZHN G2 rh FE RO B sE TN AR R BHLAR b R T IR B &2, T
IR T A9 w5 T2 ; T v e ] g T 77 1 2 B0 i 1), LR PR xR [l P i — 7
S T EATZ M e ARG T S ] B A @

DG TSI A, R A B o R R Y 59 [, R 2 T ik A
ZEnpE A, FEE T FIGLIR, RS P E #5158 YN RS 1B L A i Mk L
MK, PRI, 55 5 FEl R A N SRR A v (5T IR SUT B Je T 4t e 2 1 SR I A o
I OFE I b5 R A AR BRI SR 278 1 T ORIk MEGR o, ANl
— A RS B 4 55 A T R 2 78 g — I I [ ) v 2 o ] o 2
i EX RO 5 FE L s FE S R A B A8 [ R LR, A, 2004 AR5 i

@ Martin Wight, “Power Politics” , in Hedley Bull and Carsten Holbraad eds., Royal Institute of International Af-
Sairs , p.150.

@ Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, p.84.

@  Tanisha M. Fazal, State Death: The Politics and Geography of Conquest, Occupation and Annexation, Princeton
University Press,2007,p.95.

@ C. Clarke and T.Payner eds., Politics, Security and Development in Small States, London: Allen & Unwin,
1987, pp.25-50.

(® Carlos Astiz, Latin American International Politics, South Bend : University of Notre Dame Press,1969, p.173.

©® Roy A. Matthews,“A New Atlantic Role For Canada” , Foreign Affairs, Vol.47,No.2, 1969, p.339;Gerald M.
Craig, The United States and Canada, Cambridge: Massachusetts, 1968, pp.245.



Pl PRIEG G2 vh BT« DY i8R B 137

SRR T R TR ] (7 PRS2 VD JE NP AR ) 3 A AL 2y, SERR b B AR SR
EEZZ v E O A 55— E 5K, MRS R o > F R 4 B SR M 2 BUIR
i @

HEZE W E AL S LS E R, W R [ (trimmers ) | Hraz 7 A TERET O MR
7 BB 5 7E R A R 2 O B AT P T R AR R R RO B AR B
(Dunchy of Savoy , it T BIFEREE AR R ) @ sy A — DR X ANBOR , &
O TR P e Wl SN2 I W NG o5 =~ S LY = D O P15 & 13 R Ay Nl O T
R—ABEZH T RATE —ERE WA O 2R XE R E - TLA
B O 3 =2 [E R 2 I o AR B, 7 — e &4 T o] A BFE 1L

() ANTm] S b R AR T A < G2 php T AR AR

P 27 1 M 7 1 — A R PR 2 S AR T T AR I B B A R rp SE A AU e
BINEE . B b A7 T 58 4 R 22 1) ) 2% o ]l o % oo R AR 0 L 25 T o7 B, Wl %A
=FIE A o

= 2o ] e A D o £ N EE 72 1 R R e Rl el b

7, 1815-1831 42 [A] YA 2% 18311945 4F 22 [A] i) L F| I} T 1867 1945 4 22 [a] i
FORREE  ENML TG+ (1871 AEZ 5 RARIE ) Ak [ 2 0] ; ©1815-1945 4R T &
T (VUG ) 3 7 ORI R (1867 — 1918 4F 2 [R] Y B & #7 [ ) =22 [A] i) By
+ @ 1948 4EZ JE i F LA EHI RN 22 (8] (19 22 B k. ®) 1828 4F 22 Ji5 4o F 5L P AT i
WUEZ (A i, Q%54

i - S U S a i 2R U HES oo d N v el T R T S S v R (ERA R op @. 2

D R.G. Crocombe, Asia in the Pacific Islands: Replacing the West, Suva, Fiji Island; ISP Publications, Universi-
ty of the South Pacific,2007,p.5.

@ Tomike Turmanidze, Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, New York: Nova Science
Publishers, Inc.,2009,pp,19-20.

@ Trygve Mathisen, The Function of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers ,pp.117-128.

@  Aalexander Rondeli, The Small State in the International System, p.23.

®  Martin Wight, “Power Politics” , in Hedley Bull and Carsten Holbraad eds. , Royal Institute of International Af-
Sairs, p.160.

© J.Richards, “Politics in Small, Independent Communities: Conflict or Consensus?” , Journal of Commonwealth
& Comparative Politics, Vol.20, No.2,1982,pp.155-171; Pierre Renouvin and Jean—Baptiste Duroselle, Introduction to
the History of International Relations( English Edition) ,Paris: Librairie A. Colin, 1964,pp.92-97.

@ R.0.Keohane, “ Lilliputians’ Dillemmas: Small States in International Politics” , International Organization,
Vol.23, No.2,1969,pp.291-310; Michael Handel , Weak States in the International System, p.21.

® E.Plischke, Microstates in World Affairs: Policy Problems and Options, Washinton, DC: American Enterprise
Institute for Public Policy Research,1977, p.12.

©  Gerhard Masur, Nationalism in Latin America, New York 1966, Peter.William ed., Security Studies: An Intro-
duction (Second Edition) , London: Routledge,pp,20-21.



138 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

(anikpIe RS VEVESE) o IS TR T 45 LA O B AR AR R A
AR Z A /N PR o DG % vh i, A 4R 3 1920 4F 22 8] H— B AL T
% W F H A 2 ] s e D 40 1815-1945 4F Z [A] A 2% | B AR M2 3 &+ (IR 1Y
L) FHK et [ 22 (] A 22 o, OF AR 53 B 4y e ook . @

5= SR b L R R o A T MK R HRL A A EOE 2R,
] R Bk 2 i ] 50 I R YA Y RO ) A 9 2 0 T 4R 57 A i T kR, DA
PR R Ut — 20 RT3l © QN EAESE [ R 2 25 0BG AR B f 3 i 78 B 2T | 1 7
NI FA A R K i P 1 G, 08 B Ak Sy S5 ol 28 1) IO 6 B, LE 1 28 4 1
SEARAIE T8 AR K P P I 1 22 4 @ 0 [ AR RO R i 14 573 — S AP 28 BOSR H A 2 B
1EVE I ORI O gk F A R gt 2 DR 6 38 ) 7 A AR 2 A 0 ( RV PG 6 3
A A4 WX ) TS 107 17 tE20 J5 2P R Bl T = R R 4 SR A IR b 11 5% 3K Il e
— AN ER £ SR RS R R © 1914 4E 8 F, 78 [ % b A1 i % H e e i
TR ARG T LA 32 [ & 3SR 12 R R0 Sy sk L T 5 4 4 1) M, At
FEL R g — o ] 5 22 4l 0 T fh L A S I — R, @ ¥ BRI IT , 96 [ R B2 AL AR
W, B AR AR I a ] 32 A 2 SCRE A AR — I AR Ak R, I H AR R R
KNG FHT PG 22 45 A g Tk 257w @

(=) ARFESHT T T (1« 2 wh e A5 I

FEAE R AR A3, < R AT W 43 o R T RN B R X i b BT
SEI R PR R &, XA G R R A B P LR G AR EATTE B — Al g
B JR R A T I PR R

CORPIX RS A TR s S I AL KR, BT R — R EE S
S B8, < YL T VK T 1) i 2 X A A R < ATk g R R ) e S AL @ T

(D  Jervis Robert, “Cooperation under the Security Dilemma” , World Politics,Vol.30,No.2,1978 ,pp.172-173.

@  Cliver Archer, “ The Nordic States and Security” , in Clive Archer, Alyson J.K. Bailes and Anders Wivel,
Small States and International Security, Routledge Taylor & Francis Group,2014, pp.96-109.

@  The Royal Institute of International Affairs, Political and Strategic Interests of the United Kingdom , London; Ox-
ford University Press, 1940; Tornike Turmanidze, Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, p.39.

@  James Richards, “ Politics in Small, Independent Communities:; Conflict or Consensus?” , Journal of Common-
wealth & Comparative Politics, Vol.20,No.2, 1982,pp.155-171.

(® Roncevaux Niebuhur, Nations and Empires, London: Oxford University Press,1959,pp.171-172.

©  Alfred Fisher, The Value of Small States, Oxford University Press, 1914.

(@ Archie W. Simpson, “The Security of the European Micro—States” , in Clive Archer et al., Small States and In-
ternational Security, Routledge Taylor & Francis Group,2014,pp.167-184.

Tornike Turmanidze, Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, p.68.

©  Annette Baker Fox, The Power of Small States, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1959, p.Vii.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 139

I, 2 vh XA IR R IE X O — | — s B R AU — i X3 50—,
R USRI R — P R ER A I ZE < IX I8, B 5% DXl b R 22 05 T, < R X A
FER) S =300 M BT B R34 DA K K ] 5 /0N R ]t S o 1 A AN P-4, g
PR B 5, 2812 KA B A3 PR A X Sz 0 R ) =2 [0 5 T 3k A B R 1 ) ok
B @

“EPMA R GEE R E SR EM A, R R B DA AR D
FE RT3 4 P R, 922 vh ] BB 22 T AN, A T B2 LA B R4 i e 4 [
FIR B CH TG © QRN 4 B | Ji i S5 22 R0 b R R R R AR AT AR D
FYEFAC L E KA Z X @

G v A R IEACRRAE A AP TE S v [E] (B ) S Lt B b E (A R C) , A
A C AR HAE S B ARGH b P I B AT REMEAR KT 50% ; A F1 C FUBE J1 K3
AHAE B TCEEXT A B C Z[H] 9 B 25 Jay 7 A DR M2 ) s B IRXRTRE SR 5 A 51 C AT AT —
TraE LS O Y G vp A R A% 0 P 202 9 2% o [ 22 (R] A o 28 3R e
PRI AR JR 2 ol B BE AN T 34 © B, BERIERE | P R A AT 25 T A S T 10 A 2% o
PRl Ay ] 3k LR [ 22 ) o o€ 1945 AR Z Sk A5 1k @

2% R R AR FRPE AU BUR IR NKRZ 1T . ® g — A8 b e 5 HSw e
VESRATHR 23 AT BUAS - 25 A o, HUA R BT RR R T A AN B A s e iy
XFF FERXAN R T 9% vp E R RGN T WEZE MOSUT AR BUAS  A R T YERe b gz b
FE Z B AT QG v R R b, R — B 5% vh B DPA AR 5 2 o 1 1 R0 o 8
SRR R i 50% 1T 2% v LA 1 FRAPEAS UAEE AR S

2% vhvAR 2 N RT3 P87 8 5 4 O 2R R AR AT, 28 vk R A1 2 380 M R A 5 g o

(D  Marshall R.Singer, Weak States in a World of Powers: the Dynamics of International Relationship, New York:
Colliber—Macmillian Limited, 1972,pp.90-110; David Vital, The Inequality of States: A Study of Small Power in Inter-
national Relations, London; Oxford University Press,1971,p.23.

@ Olav Knudsen, “Eastern Europe: the Buffer Effect of a Cordon Sanitaire” , p.90.

®  Godfrey Baldacchino, “ The Security Concerns of Designed Spaces: Size Matters” , in Clive Archer, Alyson J.
K. Bailes and Anders Wivel, Small States and International Security, Routledge Taylor & Francis Group,2014, pp.241-
254.

@  Stephan De Spiegelire, “ Of Buffers and Bridges, Some Geopoletic Thoughts on European Stability in the Post—
Cold War Era”, 13 January 1994, Hitp://ourworld.compuserve.com/home pages/sdspieg/buffer.htm, last accessed on
19 July 2017.

(® Michael Pattern, “ The Buffer System in International Relations” , p.13, p.16.

© Michael Handel, Weak States in the International System(Second Edition) , p.192.

(D Michael Pattern, “ The Buffer System in International Relations” , p.13, p.16.

Marshall R.Singer, Weak States in a World of Powers: The Dynamics of International Relationship, pp.105—110.

© R.0.Keohane, “Lilliputians” Dillemmas: Small States in International Politics” , pp.291-310.



140 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

AR FEE AT BT D RS R R P g i [ 2 ) B E ) M 2 0 22
AR R I 1T R B — PR B OB PR A 2R o (ER: 5 i 2 o 1) 1) E 0 A
717205 o] 7 55 380 v = A ) e 2 o T SR ) R g 2 e ] e g A —
TS RIS 54 WOl G2 o iR AT AT 4 s A7 (HE S e ik &
Vo U 18] S A5 S T AR AR Bl I, ZRIAR 22 [6] 58 5025 1 95k (0 i B oA &% | T i 2
PR ZE G FE 25 T 56 [ A HEZE o R R @ Aid, i A I - A P — B A e 1)
R, TR AL S BN A TRIR 14 553 Y R, O TR £ 55 U ) BT 2 R R ) 5 G
| 58 BB FIZE R WML, 356 2 37 S Bl fit ) 1 2500k @

ARG vh [ 2 ) RO B ST O W G2 R R A 1R IB AT, R AT R D
ML —J&— DR ETE K T 55—l G2 i [ M 52 o 28 27 A S B 0 i LA
A TR E Z 0] RO E B AU, G A R N AR R O g h
el 53R 30 2% e ] 5 LG S ARl 18 O % oo [ A g v 2 e ] SIE B bR T
Ko INSRGE i B A i LS T 5 B G il 9 R DR BSOM 458, g I 28 (K 28 0 Je Sy
Wl =R ©

PR PR R, PR G R R — R A AR 3 L B SR R, &
APFIE R . —J& G WA Z B rh O A AN 45 B I SRR P ) [ 5, DL BOIR 832
ik G st R SR 4 TR K SR R A v st e 7 P A % ph AR T RE 22 A 3
JR R TR 55k S [ G S A A 5 R 3T 28 T8 A o A R A e SO, U 23 0
IHARRE A BRI SLRIRLL: . G v 2 i) ), AR AR T He G2 nh RG340
JIBIREST o FHARICIE IS g%k G i DXt s il , 8 28 g g wr IX . 5 G o X ) — A4
eI 5 R 25, A 25 | R F A 2 b ) ) AS [ L FARHEAE S — S SR AR Y
P INRL, BB BRI R B @

E.E.Aza, Probe for Peace: Small— State Hostilities, Minneapolis: Burgess Publishing Company, 1973, pp.30-
45.
John W. Spanier, American Foreign Policy since World War II, New York,1965, pp.70-76.
Marshall R.Singer, Weak States in a World of Powers: The Dynamics of International Relationship, p.151.
Adam Roberts ed., Civilian Resistance as a National Defense, London; Faber Press, 1967 ,pp.65-72.
Samuel Harden ed., Small is Dangerous: Micro States in International Relations, London: David Davies Memo-
rial Institute of International Studies, 1985, pp.201-205.

©® Tornike Turmanidze , Buffer States: Power Policies, Foreign Policies and Concepts, p.58.

@ Olav Knudsen, “ Eastern Europe: the Buffer Effect of a Cordon Sanitaire” , pp.95-93,p.107.

e e



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 141

m “ZhE"HREREE

Wess 2 e [ fie 35 A HEAS IR A, A A R X R E K K IR D 1816
AR A AR R AE LUK, 207 MEZEHEA 66 BIHT:, o 50 NMEZIERT)
T, 75%  fER I T EZ A 40% 522 thE @ “ FITHT-" AR & SR
| R IE A2 I X HA S BSR4 42, 3 3 i — P (80 P 253 ) = 5 — [ )
HMEBOR TR M IE R @) B8 I T R A TR MR s S0, B, 79k
TR 22 TR AR T R 30=

G f I PSR SC R B A DREAMR T . X T ErA/INEDR L, PR H 4R
RIXE, BR T 5 — KRS, 75200 ] 7 80 [ 0 552 o D vk g e @ % e ] 2 53 [ 0
INEEL 7R ) R ) A R gl e R E R T 50% o AN , 3 AN Al i 4 9l ol WY
iz i LR [ P AR — PR R TE T S, NI IS T 48 A AA R st % = g o, e
JEAE S EEUR A TG B RESS ok s S RE T AR OL R |, S U BT AE T 52
SRR SR BTIR , SEBR L, G 0 AR e el B S SR S A ) G A A A RV AN
(R B ] AR R AT i, PR DA 583 T i Pl A A )Rt e [ A, JHEA 38 5 — A R
Rl OEOR ©

Zh R S58 1 H LR, b HCJR i L0 AT RE A LA RO T G S
XS A DL BAROR BT A © o R, Rl TR 0k 22 ol [ ) 2R ) i
PEATINGR, IF55 s Aoyl H A B g nh e . (H e /) [ 30 44 5 4 Pk K i
SEREPETTAR, W0 G i [ Ok BH 1E AT, DG ] AR R 2728 iR [ A A, i i ooy e i
M ERAE o P22 TR R R E K A 2 E 22 UGIEW T iX— 8,

RO, G ] 4 e 55 2 i/ N RS 1 ) T RR, 25 ) U 2 A D T B )
SEPFNE N E AR R B = SR B2 OB AR, D T
AN I Bl B pRsE 1 ZE AR A BRAE©) /NS A 1] i AR, e s T 2% o

@ Christine Ingerritsen et al. eds., Small States in International Relations, pp.3—8; FROMESEPRZ ),
I LB AL 2015 4R, 56 21-30 BT,

@  Tanisha M. Fazal, State Death: The Politics and Geography of Conquest, Occupation and Annexation , Princeton
University Press,2007, p.6.
Ibid, p.12.
David Vital, The Inequality of States, Oxford University Press, 1967, p.9.
Michael Handel, Weak States in the International System( Second Edition) , p.92.
Ibid. , pp.67-90.

@O®e©



142 FRUNBFSY 2017 4E45 5 14

F ] P T S B 3 DL 7 M 285 ) B KXo B — | 3 S LA 20 W 4R 1 A T B 55 1 Dtk
b, % wfr [ DR A T ] R I 1 5 M 9 L A PN A SRR R BOA AR AR E , 5
R A A, 3 I R 55 1 P BUR R B @ SR b, PR 8O Hh s [ DX o
AP 5 2 AN E E P 55, P2 B EE i oh @

BEAI, 2 vl ] A4 55 PR RS R O % p LA, 2 DR H b 2% s o P T o
PEHL AN T 4 R E O B RSN T, R0k, fEXREOL T, s nF
fR AT 2 IR AR G2 o |, JCOL 5 N AR B KT, 1939 AR J5R 06 (7 400 1 I 223
A3 PO 22 SRl VR SRy ORI () A R Ay i > e IS B Ik 1) 371 T A )
HA 32 AR ®

T, K SR AR 2 e 2 i a5 P AR AR IR 3R, R I 1B R TR LBl
AR LR RE A ST 28 vh X, — 5 T HO AU B2 5 5y — D T 2 B R A
FURCRY” R H 3 SRS A Fl % o ) 1 1) K [ A A5 U 43 1 284 1) 49 A [ o O
R B, 1907 4EA AR B B 0 43 R A0 A BATTABE e i) 35 0 9 L B
PR UARFA TG L AR [ AT L, R T AR R A O R LR [ 2
ZRER B 2%, A SR MR IT T by e SCIA AR R AR S0, 1772 4F 1793 4F T 1795 413
b SR FIR = RS 2%, 1939 ARGl R IR L — R4 T 2%, ©

KEZ A LI b & T = AN — 2 0 L85/ 19 48 J& 23 i A oK ]
A2 B [ 5% 28 A )3 3, R ELO AT IS ARG A TR 1 LS, BV ol 1) 45
S0 — A KE AR L E R % 20« EAE T, 308 o2 52 ob B 1) 32 0
I, BB B R s — AR E N, X RS LA 55— K ERA R 25 RV L 7 AT
— A SR RE T ST B ZR sh SRR SR A @

TORRE G E S I A N E AL AR R BN , R R AR 5 B A
A& ZE T IARNER, i ESERXE I PR NENA A SR BER R,
BORE AT AR /N S A T A, 7 AR A B A 2 [R], SCORAHE N T AR AR 1L

@ Jeanne A. K. Hey, Small States in World Politics ; Explaining Foreign Policy Behavior ,Lynne Rienner Publish-
ers, Inc, 2003, p.156.

@ Nikolaos Zahariadis, *Nationalism and Small State Foreign Policy” , Political Science Quarterly, Vol.109,No.4,
1994, pp.647-667.

@ Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, p.57.

@ Michael Handel, Weak States in the International System, p.72.

(® Royal Institute of International Affairs, Political and Strategic Interests of the United Kingdom, London,1939.

©® Royal Institute of International Affairs, Survey of International Affiars 193946, Vol.7, London, 1956, pp.230-
248 ; Department of State,U.S., Nazi—Soviet Relations 1939—1941, Washington, 1948.

(@ Francis Watson, The Frontier of China, London: Chattoo and Windus, 1966, p.40; G.D.H.Cole, Europe, Rus-
sia and the Future, London: Victor Gollancz,1941, p.104.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 143

2, T LR R R AE JA 0 &0 T [ I PR AR [ 4 52 K AR, ©

SRRE M TR Z FAF , IR A A S S I G 0 X T
ST — XA R BOAR R AN R i Bk AR @ IE R S I, 1970 4R 2R B S e ve
P SR AR SR ZE AR - AL E 234 o 08 i A0 RO 28 5 LA D kAR R o oA
TR ) S R A N 18 56 [ ] R 2 4 O ) A U 58, AT T X SR 28 0 AN S %l
FA MU BRI A — DI, By 1k H oy — PR R A R,

g b e A e 55 PEAS AR BT HOXE DL AR B RO AATE R A2 R T R [ R
FIHB XA I3 B0 . 2 o ] 54 1 BT RE S 7 [l Sl M 45 2R, (H Ao i 4%
M7l T G W SR A S — DR EZ T s R AT AR K 1
D KIELEIES I BLIE HSE 0 T 0F G vh [, sl Ay A C i LR E, 8
WK 2 [ 35 T AT, G A AOR AT (A T B R K ] Y s , ek
FE RIS B SITE M, IR, 5 4 2540 3t B B R 2 ol B T2 9 PR A
RO G E A FESA R AR T Y AR e (H SR B R AR T KR
A5 g 2 oh FE M TR o % ol [ A AIE 5 Ll L AT 2R B BT ) AR D
PEASAARIET [ PRI ST s — e T o [ 22 L 53 [ DA AR R PR ) 2 Y
KA, A5 B 15, ©

EAL A B, A5 1k O A A FE 2 1) [ Bt 6 B S M 5 e [l A JR i — 4>
I AR, EEIE T O SRS o [ J7 3 U RAE AR s 94, K AT fig
Z MR R P O 2 S — AR T [ SRR B B N 8 -, T AR A O 1
5 O = E 2 A AR 7 2O U [ SR A A © R, [ PR Y
JRRRAE 1 ORI ) 2 o L i ] A4 075X, S 22 R HT MR A AR A S B AR B 40 A
9752, 22 i [ ) 0 NSO AR BOR A IH T B R B A AR AR D ]

Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, pp.84-85.
John Chay and Thomas Ross eds., Buffer States in World Politics, p.195.
Henry Kissinger, White House Years, Vol.l ,Boston; Little, Brown, 1979, pp.35-40.
Annette Baker Fox, The Power of Small States, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1959, p.2.
Wayne A. Wilcox, “The Influence of Small States in a Changing World” , The Annals of the American Academy
of Political and Social Science, Vol.372,No.1,1967, pp.85-89.

© Steven David, Choosing Sides:Alignment and Realignment in the Third World , Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity Press, 1991, p.243.

(D Martha Finnemore, The Purpose of Intervention: Changing Beliefs about the Use of Force, Ithaca,NY: Cornell
University Press, 2003, p.204.

®  Arthur Staneley Link ed., The Papers of Woodrow Wilson, Princeton,NJ: Princeton University Press, 1966, pp.
62-80.

© Wayne A. Wilcox, “The Influence of Small States in a Changing World” , p.89.

SICETACNS)



144 FRUNWFIE 2017 4E45 5 3

A AT O o5 SRS 7 I 5T 22 TR A A LA AE 22 o [ 1 R 11 553 1 K
GUFEN B b E R SE TR TR B R N S R A T @

B G A g —Rh 2 S FE BRIBOR 92 B A A I SRR IRGE 9 LA
/N s I M) e DA A R S M 5 BB R R, A 45 5 1) ) 5 S B4 34 249K B
BN AR | 0 [ BRI 28 T AR R B A i, s BOR By i i &
JRAEAE TR AR N B O S AL 25 | [ PRk g AL AL, e ERIE AR E Sk i,
BZ2 vt o PR AU BOG TRV BRATRAATE . BF ARG =4

S, [ PREUA BIARIE IR ) S5 AR R B A RANE AL, [ Prpt e B
16 BRI 7 A R HTT, I 8 AU A HA X R s IR S & b, Bk
LRSS AT R AN IR 7 SO FAEAS [ AR B2 10k 55 it in s e, 5 (1 R s [ 2 i) DL e
AT =2 8] 5 e AR A ) B HA 098 BOE B — R A AR R | AT i 46 5 R 3 )
TR T EBREC 458 © X R 250 i OB e AR 5K i R B B 5K
Filgs . IR K E ] G 5 K 2ot J2 PT AR a2 )3 | (EL L DI sl 3 80 e T 17
TEOLT ,/NE HRE AR MR Y A . i B 2 DL [ A Sk B B O i [ R 4
TE R SRA L 1 [ o ABREE W v AT B A 25 X R 2

5 R PR R ROR A R LRI AN W)™ J s A 8 X A A4 7 [l oK
4x, PIACSERBE 1, ISR A SRR 9 T SRR RS0 ] Ay Jin 2 R S R Sk 36, I A
PRV RPN @ FURBEE AU L5 ML E SRR 25 7 & R T
JESKBE ARy B2 O S E MM R ES SR T 8w, g E7E
PR T A B e 1) i ] fe ) Jmy 3, I 1 AU SE MR B RO IE I, 1940 4 8 1, SEE A&
REIT T CBRAEIE ML) ( Ogdensburg Agreement ) ,@_\—LT*/I\iKK‘@ A B A B A
Z: 512 (Permanent Joint Boardof Defense) A8 £t 5% (9 B A 1A & , S5 [ 1 425
HIEABRG AR, A, B i B RS VR PO L S 21, (H O
P HAE ) 25 A ORI HE— 2D K i, AN OURE b O 22 HERR 22 T 25 i EL S fin a4 [

@ Paul K.MacDonald, Hierarchic Realism and Imperial Rule in International Politics, Ph.D. Dissertation, Depart-
ment of Politics Science, Columbia University Press, New York,2006, Chapter 3.

@ Tanisha M. Fazal, State Death: The Politics and Geography of Conquest, Occupation and Annexation, p.65.

®  Bruce M.Russett et al. , World Handbook of Political and Social Indicators, New Haven: Yale University Press,
1964, pp.249-257.

@ David Bronheim, “ Relations between the United States and Latin America” , Interantional Affairs, Vol.46, No.
3,1970,p.509.

(®  Gerald M. Craig, The Uniited States and Canada, Cambridge: Massachusetts Press, 1968, pp.240-245; John
W. Holmes, “ Growing Independece in Canadian—American Relations” , Foreign Affairs, Vol.46,No.1,1967,pp.151—
166.



FRUBRICA 10° ZE L™ P B 145

G AE DML T IR B, 1A —Fh 40T ) SO FIBOA #1957 4R, LR
RAAL T AL 23 w4 19 [ 3 [ T 8 2w At 5 75 0 45 3 22, B IR M IE A
XA SRl e Bl K ) % A 0 TS S R k5 o () e 5 [l g S Lt ] AW 22k
G ik BN RIIAAR @ R, ZE S H R (DR R M 2 T A B TR,
FEIN T R e T s kAR T

B = R SR A AR IH (E S Gk R B R, 4, SRS
FIY R R ] AT L A R R S /N e R R, JF Akl o3 1
R BIE BRI I 5 #Z  FAS ULE4 [E BRA I S50 B2 . {H 55 —Jr T, 1
S b 22 b B RO AR AR E MDD, 8 1 P A O A e 52 [ BRIV 1) 2 S LR 0
o A SR Bl @ A AR 22 B b ORI 52 3 T P /N R A, R 2 R
AR E W EEZ T R TE R ok AR S i X RS20 A4 5 9o, © S2p
RSP /N FE B R s, R DR BRSSO B IR B — A (AR
RS A TR 32 2 T R IR T A P 5 © - LR [ Fp 2 4 3 78 [ PR BUR B 15 B 1Y
SN IR A%, 22 i E A G2 o E IR AR 23 K

AR, “ MR EUA R IS, JR iR g MR AR, BiA T S IRALBOA F
B I A B LTV AR e A BRTE B O W 22 T EaR kR, < 4% [
SRS S A A IO RO OB B E B oG 2R PSR TR L, A R E
W VIEIE SC RIS gL g sy OB < P BOR T BMERL,

(FEE® .50 225 Bt k¥ Bus G ER X R FIRE A R, RERE: ZH)

John Sloan Dickey ed., The United States and Canada, Englewood Cliffs, 1964, p.52.

Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, pp.84—106.

Zurab Davitashvili, The Historical and Political Georgraphy of the World ,Thilisi: Pirveli Stamba,2001.p.134.
Tanisha M. Fazal, State Death: The Politics and Geography of Conquest, Occupation and Annexation, p.95.
Paul K.MacDonald , Hierarchic Realism and Imperial Rule in International Politics, Chapter 3.

Trygve Mathisen, The Functions of Small States in the Strategies of the Great Powers, pp.84—85.

“ S B AR RN E B PG AR OCF PR 3 & IR S 32 B | hitp :// news. xinhuanet. com/world/
2016-05/11/¢_128974581.htm,2017 4 7 A 18 HijilH],

SIOISECETECONS)



