
efforts to enhance, missile detivexy capacity does not augur well for Asia and occurred
at least partially because the absence of the prior overarching strategic structure of the
Cold War meant that no longer were there key constraints imposed on such
precipitous activity. This new South Asian security enviroument maises the spectre of
legitimizing such activities, worries the major nuclear powers (aibeit for variously
diflerent reasons), and introduces concerna whiàch spili over into Southeast Asia on
the east and Southwest and Central Asia to the west and north. 'Me continued
festering of the Kashmir question aggravates ail th-is and significantly impedes
improvements towards subeontinental peace and security.

Sixth, the fr-agility of many of the goveming regimes in Eastemi Asia cam-e to
drarnatic and tragic visibility in the wake of the 1997-98 financial crisis. In a perverse
way this conflrmed the accuracy of the "performance legitimacy" model of
govemment when many of the new middle class found themselves in positions flot
entirely dissimilar to the urtan labourers and the agricuttural workers and peasants,
and joined i an unholy alliance against those upon whomn they had invested their
furtures. Again, for those who take the position of the overwhelming importance of
the Cold War structure as a constraint on local events, this crisis of confidence in the
productivity and stability of the "Asian tigers" is Iinked to the intersection of the
forces of globalization and the creeping nonm of institutional intervention whiàch has


