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The utility of regime tbeory in the Southerin Africa

context vas questioxied from the outset of Professor Matew's

presentation. In particular, it was suggeqte4 that the

concept of regime miay be more appropriately applied to an

interetate r rather than intrastate, leve3. oft anal.yeis because

the objectives of parties in eacb situation are different., In

the Rhodesian-Zibabwe case, the. internai confXict was painted

in terus of the incompatible goals of the parties in'volJved--

the exclusive control over the state apparatus. At the

regi'onai leve]l, the very desirabi3ity of a regime in SQuthern

Africa, was challenged. It was argued t1hat there had been ap

"robust,"' but tacit, securi.ty regime in southiern Africa from

1965-74, ( in* wich the Portuguese and Pretoria supportedth

White Rhodes ian Goverflm0lt, r noclly, iiitarl and

diplomatically) ;it was, hoee, a regime vwhihMatew

not support. In the case where a regim is undesirable, the

guiingquestion asks not lhww mih prevent th eoin o

regims' but ratber l'o emgt destroy them." Itwa

aerted that telangaqe of ragimues vas not necesary to

effectivly describ regional relations.

Matt1iews exp].aine that the Rhodesiaw'-Zimaw

exeience it best <un4srsto ini the context of the~ see of

five initiatives intene to resolvP the dispue ahrtn

ta ana lyze it ini term of a regime rmwk. Tefv

initiative vere: 1) the Vorster-an Tlsedigtth

Victoria Falls TalIcs (1975) ; 2) theKisne Iitavs

(1976) ].eading to the Geneva Talks; 3) the AngloQ" Wiafl

Owan-Young Initiative (1977); 4) the doiuestic $ PWrnl

initiative betveen Smith and local black~ Afria ledr

<excluding the Patriotic Front); and 5) the finail sttlement


