
a security regime: "the principles, rules, and norms that

permit nations ta be restrained 'in their behaviaur in the

belief that others wiil reciprocate.1" The essentiai point was

that security regimes refer to smhigmore than 'simply

short-term seli-interest. Hawever, certain shart-comings in

the literature were argued ta require further examination:

Who sets the rules in a security regime? What are the

characteristics af regimes--where do expiaitative "1regimes",

fit in? What are the situations in which adversariai states

may cooperate, especialiy in the shadow af a hegemon?

The question af the raie of hegemany in a regianal

security relatianship was aisa addressed., "The security

reiationship among a group af adversaries may weii dispiay a

degree ai 'cooperatian' because of the presence af a regional

hegemon which lias the power to impose its vill on smalier

states."1 The reiationship )between South Africa and the Frant

Line States was cited as an exampie of simuitaneous mil itary

conflict and higli leveis of economic cooperation. The

economic dependence af Front Line States on South Africa was

argued to limit their abiiity ta manoeuvre ini the realm af

bath economic and security issues. However, this type ai

relationship 'lis hardiy the sort... that one wants ta see

continue or emulated in other regions."1

Pro fessar Hampson tentatively suggested a typology af

security regîmes (refer ta matrix in Apperidix D). Regimes

were argued ta be distinguishable by their degree of Ilinstitu-

tionalization,11 i.e., "the degree ta which normsr ruies and

principies are f ormally set down somewhere and the degree ta

which there are mionitoring agencies and institutions ta

pramote copration and deai with verification, enforceuent

antd nan-compiarice. I <Aiea stressed vas the importance of

being sestive "ltê h possibilities for moare iodest coapera-

tion ad"partiar, reqime building efforts."


