
security regime as a 'good thing, I others view it simply as a

non-normative analytical construct which can exist whether its

content is desirable or flot. In contrast to Nyets analysis,

Leyton-Brown contended that there was, in f act, a security

regime <aibeit minimal) with Nazi Germany during World War II.

si3nilarly, a muinimal security regime was argued to exist in

Southern Africa. Leyton-Brown feit that it would be wrong to

discount the analytical utility of regime theory merely

because one does not agree with the part icular nature of a

security relationship.

Elaborating on this point, Professor Doug Anglin

(Carleton University) emphasized the need to distinguish

between hegentonic regimes and those in vhich power is more

equally distribute, regardless of whether a regime is 9'!lked

or not. In his~ view, there are clearly identif iable rules

which gvrn the conduct of actors within Southern Af rica.

The pre-eminent rule is that South Africa sets the rules, but

is not oompelled to abide by thesu. Yurther rules suggested by

Anglin are: thon. is to> be no interf ereflce in the doetic

politics of South Africa; South Africa can, and will poic

teother etates ini the region; n>o non-regionalpoe a

intefere in teregion i ot first going truhPrtra

and reinlpolm ut beso]ved regionally.

Profeso Keith Kase (York University) contributdo

regime formation may depn on the existence of norms asmc

as on the existence of rules: "what are the underlyinq florms

that malce general tacit rules in a regieI ? rue bere

that discussion had presented two points of view: one liolâs

tt irh.r. tbe are rules tee is a regime (LetnBrw)


