
in the South African state, and there are significant,political actors who advocate more cautious tactics thanothers, this fundamental bottom line is shared by the constel-lation of institutions, interests, factions and actors thepresent state comprises. It can be seen .as. the underlyingelement in both domestic and regional policies.ý Here itshould be emphasized that the direction -andý conflicts of'domestic politics since 1984, and particularly the successfulsuppression of the 18 month urban blackc uprising, have also.reinforced this perception.

Finally, the developing institutional structure ofdecision-making in South Africa leads to even more markedrigidity in regional (and domestic policy), and reinforces thetendency to rely exclusively on the exercise of military andeconomic power. Since 1978 P.W. Botha bas re-organized theSouth African state in such a way as to institutionalize themilitary and other security apparatuses as by far the mostinfluential elements in both the decision-making and admini-
strative structures of the state.
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