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Rejim Internasional: Overview

 Konsep Kerjasama Internasional & Konflik

 Konsep Sistem Internasional, Masyarakat Internasional
dan The Anarchical Society

 Konsep Institusi Internasional dan Organisasi
Internasional

 Konsep Power



Konflik & Kerjasama

 While neorealism predicts that conflict should be the
norm in international relations, regime theorists say that
there is cooperation despite anarchy.

 Often they cite cooperation in trade, human rights and
collective security among other issues. These instances
of cooperation are regimes.



 Regimes are an important and widespread phenomenon in IR.
Scholars conceive of regimes in several different ways, and the
concept has been criticized as being too vague. But the most
common conception of regimes combines elements of realism and
liberalism.

 States are considered the important actors, and states are seen
as autonomous units maximizing their own interests in an
anarchic context. Regimes do not play a role in issues where states
can realize their own interests directly through unilateral applications
of leverage.

 Rather, regimes come into existence to overcome collective goods
dilemmas by coordinating the behaviors of individual states.
Although states continue to seek their own interests, they create
frameworks to coordinate their selfinterest. Thus regimes help
make cooperation possible even within an international system
based on anarchy.



Definisi Rejim Internasional
 One of the most serious problems facing a student of international

regimes is to grasp what it actually is. The term itself is confusing, as
regime, in its political sense, traditionally refer to an intra-national
state of affairs, or to quote Susan Strange: ”[Regimes are] the
government of a society by an individual, a dynasty, party or group
that wields effective power over the rest of society”

 She also notes that the term is heavily biased towards authoritarian
structures. It is perhaps unfortunate that the scholars who performed
the initial extrapolation of national politics, kept such a term in use,
instead of inventing a new one, as the term, if not the somewhat
esoteric subject itself, has reached the academic mainstream.

 Avoiding definitions for the moment, international regimes are often
described as structures alleviating international co-operation in an
anarchic world. States need eachothers’help as some problems are
inherently trans-national. Where the international will to solve a
particular problem grows powerful enough, this very will provides a
climate where solutions can be contemplated. This climate is one
aspect of international regimes. The second aspect is how the will is
implemented, i.e. which institutions are formed to devise and control
solutions to the initial problem(s).



Definisi Rejim Internasional

 An international regime is concept in the study of international
relations that refers to a set of formal rules, informal norms of
behavior, and optionally, organizations around a specific issue area
in international politics.

 An example is the International Telecommunication Union (ITU),
which assists in governing, brokering, and setting standards in
telecommunications issues among countries.

 International regimes are not subnational actors or non-
governmental organizations. They are international actors, and
sometimes, when formally organized, many of them can be
considered intergovernmental organizations.



Definisi Rejim Internasional
 Krasner defines regimes as "institutions possessing

norms, decision rules, and procedures which facilitate a
convergence of expectations."(see Krasner 1983).

 Regimes can be defined as sets of implicit or explicit
principles,norms, rules, and decision-making procedures
around which actors’ expectations converge in a given
area of international relations." (Krasner, 1983, p. 2)
 Principles are beliefs of fact, causation, rectitude.

 Norms are standards of behavior defined in terms of rights and
obligations.

 Rules are specific prescriptions or postscriptions for action.

 Decision-making procedures are prevailing practices for making
and implementing collective choice” (Krasner 1982:186).



Definisi Lain
 A similar definition has been put forward by Keohane and Nye who

state that ”[regimes are] sets of governing arrangements [that
include] networks of rules, norms, and procedures that regularise
behaviour and control its effects

 Haas argues that regimes encompass ”mutually coherent set[s] of
procedures, rules and norms. Hedley Bull states that regimes are
rules and institutions where rules refer to ”general imperative
principles which require or authorise prescribed classes of persons
or groups to behave in prescribed ways”

 Oran Young has suggested a somewhat different definition when he
states that ”International regimes are human artefacts characterised
by a conjunction of behavioural regularities and convergent
expectations on the part of their members”

 Certainly the definitions are different on the surface, but seem to
vary little in scope. They all indicate two main components: the
underlying will, or climate, and the organisation to carry the will.
Having noted this, it would seem pointless to pursue each definition
separately. Instead Krasner’s definition will be used as a substitute
for the rest in the logical dismantling below.



Definisi Lain
 Several authors have tried to modify and clarify this definition, giving

different interpretations and meanings to the concept international
regimes. For the purpose of this paper, two aspects of the concept
have to be clarified.

 First, international regimes is a sub-group of international
institutions, of which international organizations is another more
formalized and bureaucratic sub-class. If one starts from the regime
tradition, one would say that regimes can be accompanied by
organizations; if one starts from the international organization tradition
on would tend to say that organizations can include regimes. Such
statements need not have different empirical implications.

 The second aspect of the concept of regimes that I will mention, is its
underlying normative core. Levy, Young and Zürn (1995:271)
expresses this when they write: “Given the basic thrust of regime
analysis as a tool for understanding international cooperation and the
role of norms in the pursuit of cooperation there is a need to go beyond
merely routinized or patterned behavior.



Definisi Rejim Internasional

 The principal claim of regime analysis is that states may generate
institutions in identifiable issue areas that affect their behavior and
foster cooperation, even if short-term interests would dictate
deviation”. If the observed cooperation is explained by patterns of
complementary interests and underlying distribution of power,
regimes have no effect and thus, in such cases, theories of
international regimes does not contribute to the explanation of
cooperation.



The conceptual elements of regime theory

This term modifies the other
elements.

Typically, norms/principles are
implicit/inferential while
rules/procedures are
explicit/formulatic.

implicit or explicit

Regimes are not one "thing"
and they can be embodied in
more than one instrumental
form

Sets

Meaning of term/ Source of
change

Regime element



The conceptual elements of regime theory

The sources of order do not have
to be explicit to be real; regimes
need not be formal to have
influence on the practices of
states.

When social purposes change, it
affects the normative framework
of a regime.

The normative framework is the
"social" arm of the double
movement. (see Wolfe, 1998)

Normative framework:

• principles

• norms

Meaning of term/ Source of
change

Regime element



The conceptual elements of regime theory

A regime’s formal and visible
instruments are its written rules, and its
procedures for monitoring compliance
and adjudicating disputes. Its
surveillance mechanisms are often the
instrumental form of a normative
consensus.

Instruments respond to changes in
power, material forces, interests–that is,
to change in interdependence or
dynamic density (cf. Boxes 3 and 4 in
Fig. 1) or to change in the "market" arm
of the double movement. They also
respond to the social arm, in the sense
that instruments can also be an outcome
of a regime’s normative framework.

Instrumental form:

• rules

• decision-making procedures

Meaning of term/ Source of
change

Regime element



The conceptual elements of regime theory

Refers in part to state practices,
but also to the intersubjective
basis of regimes.

States need not have the same
expectations, only a desire to seek
an accommodation

expectations converge

Actors in the original definition
were generally understood to be
states, but this restriction is not
well-founded

Actors

Meaning of term/ Source of
change

Regime element



The conceptual elements of regime theory

This term was used as a
reference to issue-areas, which
are intersubjective creations.

Given area

of international relations

Meaning of term/ Source of
change

Regime element



Theories of International Regimes

 In order to define theories of international regimes, it seems
appropriate to consult a recently published book called: “Theories of
International Regimes” (Hasenclever et al. 1997). In this book
Hasenclever, Mayer and Rittberger divide the theories of
international regimes into three schools:

 power-based

 interest-based

 and knowledge-based theories.



Theories of International Regimes

 Power-based theories of international regimes can be
described as `realist theories of cooperation'. Not only conflict
but also cooperation is explained by power and the distribution of
capabilities among states.

 The interest-based theories are the mainstream of regime
theories. It “emphasize the role of international regimes in
helping states to realize common interests” (Hasenclever et al.
1997:4). The focus is on situations where the constellation of
actors' interests is so that they can only achieve beneficial
outcomes through institutionalized cooperation.

 The knowledge-based theories stress ideas and knowledge as
explanatory variables. The focus is partly on how “causal and
normative beliefs form perceptions of international problems and
thus demand for regimes” (Hasenclever et al. 1997:137).


