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The Institute of Strategic and International Studies (ISIS) Malaysia has hosted the
AsiaPacific Roundtable (APR) series since its launch in 1987 to promote trust and
confidence in the AsiRacific region. As a Track 2 forum, the APR brings together
think tanks, academics, media representatives and senior government officials
acting in their personal capacity to engage in candid dialogue regarding major
security challenges confronting the region. Over the past two decades, the APR has
gained a reputation as the premier Track 2 forum in the region, being ranked by the
' YAGSNARAGE 2F tSyyaeftdryAilrQa Dft2olf D2

The APR has ... 20 think tank conferences.
[been] ranked by
the University of The APR is a project of the ASEAN Institutes of Strategic and International Studies
(ASEANS:S), with ISIS Malaysia as the anchor institution for convening the
Global Go To conference. In his welcoming remarks, His Excellency Ambassador Yong
Think Tank Index Chanthalangsy, Chairman of ASHBMN, highlighted the success of ASE3S in
as one of the international and regional cooperation such as institutionalising the meetings
worl dos betweeri. the head of ASEARBIS and ASEAN senior officials since 1993. ASEAN
think tank has also contributed significantly to the emergence of the Track 2 diplomatic
conferences. framework and process in the region, of which the APR is a highlight. Additionally,

he reiterated the important contribution of the role players and participants of the
APR and their commitment to the Roundtable over the years, which has in turn
LINP LSt f SR GKS 'tw (2 0S02YS 2yS 2F (KS
eSINRa O2yFSNBYyOS alg¢g GKS FdGdSyRIFyOS 2
policymakers and opinion leaders from across Asaific and Europe.

The 29th APR was officially opened by the Honourable Prime Minister of Malaysia,
5Fi2Q {NAR a2KR Dbl2Ao ¢dzy wlkil12 6K2 | f
the key issues addressed were the need for the -Rsigific region to come to terms

with the rapid shifts in its strategic environment and the challenge to consolidate
regional stability and to promote positive, predictable and peaceful relations among
and between nations, especially the major powers. Additionally, the Prime Minister
urged the region to be vigilant against extremists who were exploiting the latest
communication technologies for propaganda and recruitment purposes. The full
GSEG 2F GKS tNAYS aiAyraidsSNna &aLISSOK Aa

The search for security in Asiacific: Implications for future stability

Despite the growing salience of security threats that transcend the nstiate,
challenges to order and stability in the A$lacific region are intensifying. In the
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search for security, the trends of exceptional optimism and growing number of
uncertainties are pointing to an unfolding paradox in the region. Such characteristics
are defining the new normal in the region as it undergoes a dynamic shift in the
balance of power.

Kishore Mahbubani Vikram Singh Ken Jimbo

[ 2dzy GNASEA NB Sy3ar3aiay3a Ay  F2N¥Y 2F WK
and optimise economic benefits. However, in an environment of rising competition
and strategic uncertainty, reciprocal hedging unless carefully and strategically
managedt runs the risks of leading to regional instability. The inevitable change in
the balance of power points to the centrality of the -8®Bo relationship and its

wider implication on Asi®acific. If not properly managed by both the United States

and China, the dynamics of this relationship can precipitate a shift towards more
acute rivalry. This can happen, in spite of the optimistic economic growth and the
WIS2LREAGAOFE YANIOftSQ 2F (GKS NILAR N
ecosystem over the years.

The increasing tension that is shifting the stability of the region is manifested in two
ways. First, as the economic centre shifts towards the-Ramfic region, a new
strategic locus is emerging in an increasingly multipolar order. This is seen in the

' YSNAOIY STFF2NI G2 LISNAEdzZF RS O2dzy i NASa
L'&ALFY LYFNF aGdNHzOGdzNB Ly@SadySyd .yl
power and capability in cyber intrusion has also fuelled security competition and
concerns in the region. This is taking root particularly in the current internal rifts
within the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) that are attributable not
2dzait G2 [/ KAYylFQa |aaSNIAGBS NRAS odzi 3
with the region. This new geopolitical struggle is exerting pressure on ASEAN due to
its deep economic interdependence between the United States and China. An
example of such unresolved differences can be seen in the South China Sea dispute.
These developments are dramatically changing the dynamics of conflict prevention
and conflict management in Asiacific.

Over the last year, relations between Japan and China have seen a few signals of
compromise. Both nations are striving to improve ties through the increasing
engagement in security dialogues. The efforts in establishing a reliable maritime
communication mechanism as well as cooperating in creating a crisis management
mechanism are attempts to address the new communication channels of both
O2dzy i NASad WI LI yQa NBOSyYyd I LILINRIFOKSa
regional security are pointing to a closer alliance with the United States. The 2014
USJapan Defence Cooperation Guideline reflects these developments. 15 August
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Mohamed Jawhar Hassan

2015 marks the 70th anniversary of the end of the Second World War, and Japan
plans to commemorate the occasion by reaffirming the previous statements of
Prime Minister Murayama, made during the 5@hniversary in 1995. It should be
SYLKIFaAraSR GKIFIdG tNAYS aAyArAadaSNI | 65Qa
challenge to any party but a commitment to the existing statements and
SELISNASYyOSad Li Atttz K26SOSNE 6S WT¥dz
W OGABS aillyOSQ 2y AYUSNYIFGAZ2Y I O2y i NN

A key issue for ensuring long term security in Asaific is the peaceful resolution

2F (GKS {2dziK / KAYl {SI RAaLMziS® t NBaSy
China Sea tend to dominate discussions and its commitment to a Code of Conduct
remains opaque. ASEAN is seeking to accommodate these disputes as best as
possible to prevent the rising instability from affecting maritime security concerns in

the AsiaPacific region. Arguably, it is counter productive for China to undermine
Asiat  OAFAOQa aSOdzNARGe a AlG Aa (GKS g2 NI
AYyGSNBadGa Ay YIAyGFrAyAy3a 2SSy aSra | yR
leaders ought to acknowledge the importance of balancing its global interest against
AGa aSOG2NALE AyGSNBaldoe 9aasSydAarttes /¢
important precedent for how the world sees what China does beyond that region.
ASEAN too has a pivotal role in demonstrating greater unity in favour of non
coercive approaches in dealing with this lestgnding dispute.

Another impact of the current dynamics in the strategic landscape of the South
China Sea is that it is fostering opportunities for the need for external balancers
FNRBY O2dzy iNASE &ddzOK & WILIyYysTZ ! dzaidNIf A
maritime security capacity. The role of such third parties in the complex power
balance relationship comes in the form of joint military exercises and training,
transfers of defence equipment, and networking capability especially to Vietnam
and the Philippines as the critical front line states in this dispute.

The future stability of Asia also depends on a functional regional security
architecture and economic cooperation. A greater stake in the maintenance,
prudence and discipline to invest in political capital is imperative to build a robust
regional security architecture. ASEAN will have to play a critical role in the coming
decade to retain its cohesion. In doing so, the European Union (EU) serves as an
exemplary lesson in forging constructive and productive architecture, including how
not to react to a crisis. ASEAN, and indeed other-RaiEfic centric cooperative
YSOKI yAaYas akKz2dZ R GF{1S y24S 2F GKS O2
AGa IFS2LREAGAOLIE AyO0O2YLIS(HSyOS d vheiteR LIS Q:
largescale or subregionat seems to deny the alleged benefits and peace
dividends brought about by deeper economic integration.

I KAyl Q&8 yS86 aiGNIGS3IA0 AYyAlGALFGASSE

/| KAYlF A& LINRBY2GAy3 WEF O2YYdzyAaile 2F [ 2V
ensure peaceful coexistence between different civilisations and development
models in the region. This vision is built on two prominent featarespenness and

Ay Of dza A @S yHBRBO OFRGINIDKA 23ySS|T G2 ONBFGS
The idea is to establish a sustainable environment for t@ngn cooperation in
development and security. Although the One Belt, One Road initiative is partially
based on historical trade routes, it is not limited to countries along the Belt and
w2l Rd {AYAfINI&zr GKS !'LL. A& +y SEI YLX .
28 out of 57 members are not from the Asian region.
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Zha Peixin Madhu Bhalla Aileen SP Baviera

It is important to highlight, however, that the sustainability of these initiatives is
dependent on the concepts of cooperation, equality and mutual benefitsot just

from its prime mover China but from all participants. The AlIB and One Belt, One
Road initiatives must be seen as joint enablers for all participating countries. This is
because the implementation of these initiatives is a long process that cannot be
realised overnight, and efforts from China alone are simply not enough. Policy
coordination and partnerships are vital as success depends on the readiness of
other countries to embrace and work towards developing the initiatives.

The circumstances for a Chindse cooperation today are also appropriate for
mutual gains because there is a foundation to worktomeijing has formed closer
trade and economic relations with its partners, as well as more dynamic people
people relations. The latter is essential. China understands that soft power and
diplomacy matter because economic ties alone do not guarantee-tkmg
O22LISNI A2y y2NJ R2 (KSe ySOSaalNrRte& ol
of Asian development and security is to not exclude those outside thePasiéic
region. These powers can play a role in ensuring peace and stability in the region,
provided they respect the interests of countries in the region. In essence, Beijing
understands that it has to find a way to work with the interdependent, globalised
nature of the world we live in today.

| 26 SOSNE . SA2AYy3IQa GAaizy 2F | W 2YY2Yy
FaadzySa GKIFG Fff O2dzy GNASa Ay ! aAl g1\
according to China has enormous implications for global geopolitics and the existing
Asian political order. Beijing overlooks two key obstacles. First, most Asian countries
prefer a policy of dualism in which they lean onto China for economic gains but look

to the United States as a security guarantoralmost a new status quo for some

parts of the region. This is best reflected through the GIWB&AN relationship and

the complexity of ties that its members have with both China and the United States.
ASEAN member states enjoy major bilateral and trade relations yet they face
territorial disputes with China in the South China Sea. For example, Vietham and the
Philippines face uncertainties with the rise of China due to its assertiveness in the
{2dziK [/ KAyl {Sto Ly FFO0dz a2YyYS KI @S I N
are an example of how China views its rise as an entitlement to assert its will
throughout the region.

Second, other Asian countries have their own ambitions. By promoting a Chinese
f SR O02yOSLIi 2F W!IaAal F2NJ ! aAl QX . SA2Ay
and what Asian countries want to do on their own. India, for one, has a different
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vision in mind for Asia one that is more expansionist and inclusive of global

L I @8SNB fA1S GKS 'yAGSR {dFdSad t NARYS
Obama on freedom of navigation in the South China Sea is a prime example. Japan
will always lean towards the United States, particularly if the Trans Pacific
Partnership (TPP) is signed a mega free trade agreement that includes ASEAN
members, namely Brunei Darussalam, Malaysia, Singapore and Vietnam. Other
regional countries such as the Philippines, Thailand and South Korea are possible
signatories in the future. The different policies and aspirations of these Asian states
AYRAOIFGS GKIFG NBIA2YL LX F@SNAR | NB y2
55aiAyeQs a Sy@rairzySR o0& [/ KAYl ®

az2zald 20aSNIBBSNE | ANBS GKFG / KAYlFQa LINELJ
region demonstrates that it is ready to become, or at the least move close towards
becoming, a regional leader. Although the AlIB and One Belt, One Road initiatives
FNBE GKS odAfRAYy3 o0f2014a 2N adSLIAyYy3T ai:
rejuvenation, they also cannot succeed without equality and mutual benefits to all

its stakeholders. It is comforting to note that this is something Beijing seems to
recognise. However, the concern is that China assumes its national rejuvenation and
perceived benign regional initiatives will be welcomed by all in Asia, and that its
neighbours are not willing to venture out of Asia for various partnerships or have
initiatives and aspirations of their own. Doing so risks destabilising the support
Beijing needs to ensure the sustainability of its strategic initiatives.

¢CKS 9dzNRLISIY ! yA2yQa aSOdaNAdGe | NOKAGSO
security

Much has been said about the apparent lack of common ground between the EU
and ASEAN. However, the opposite is in fact true as the EU has remained and
remains committed and engaged in this region in the areas of trade, diplomacy,
humanitarian assistance and training and even on security matters. The EU has been
a longterm dialogue partner of ASEAN, attended every ASEAN Regional Forum
(ARF) and remains more active than ever before. The EU is committed to ASEAN,
ASEAN security issues and that of the wider region.

In a more globalised world, the regional problems and security threats faced are
often reflective of the interconnected nature of world affairs today. This is especially
so when dealing with netraditional threats like terrorism, refugee crises and trans
boundary crimes that threaten to spill into the realm of more traditional security
threats. Different regions are facing variations of similar issues like dealing with war
and economic migrants and refugees. Global cooperation and solutions are needed
to effectively tackle these global problems. Here, the EU has a role to play. One
must remember that the EU is not just an economic community. It is also a foreign
policy community and security and defence provider, which is engaged in matters of
security not just in Europe but around the world.

The following three key features of the EU security architecture best illustrate the
outlook, function and role of the EU in matters of security and how it can strengthen
peace and security. Firsthe general values and principles of the EU itself. The
organisation was set up with the aim of ending bloody wars and conflicts in Europe
where up to 18 million and 60 million perished in World War One and Two
respectively. It works to promote coordination among member states, promote
peace, avoid conflicts and manage crises and disasters. The EU istarhorand
resource intensive effort. Its defence and security architecture include many
elements besides its military such as legislative, peacebuilding and humanitarian
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The EU has
launched up to
32 missions in

Europe, Africa, the
Middle East and
North Africa and
Asia since 2003.

The Chairman of the European Union Military Committee, General Patrick de Rousiers,
addressing a crowd of more than 300 during the luncheon

components. The use of military tools is part of a wider, diverse toolbox. This
diversity is one of the many strengths of the institution and has seen its support
increase globally.

Second,the makeup of the EU security architecture itself is defined by the EU
Council and the councils of defence and foreign ministers. These councils that
oversee a coordinating working body manage the foreign and defence aspects of
the EU, including crisis management. Democracy and consensus is a feature of this
working body where each state has an equal vote. The military body consists of 28
defence chiefs of member states and is the highest defence body within the EU. As
different members have different security and defence threat perceptions and
concerns, flexibility and discussions are a constant feature of the overall EU security
architecture. The working and military bodies constantly work in partnership with
other institutions and organisations including the African Union (AU) and ASEAN.
Regional forums on security matters are an important platform to develop a better
understanding of the EU security architecture.

The third feature is the growing EU engagement in matters of security both inside
and outside Europe. The EU has launched up to 32 missions in Europe, Africa, the
Middle East and North Africa and Asia since 2003. A key operation that took place in
Southeast Asia was the support given to Aceh after the 2004 Indian Ocean
earthquake and tsunami. The EU also plays a major role in the western Indian Ocean
and Gulf of Aden, protecting the sea lanes against pirates. This proved to be a major
success story for the EU with major pirate attacks notably reduced since 2012. In
Africa, the EU is involved with building up the Somali infrastructure and domestic
coast guard forces. It still has a military and civilian presence in Mali and the Central
African Republic, where it led a yearlong bridging operation to stabilise the locality
on behalf of the United Nations. The EU also continues to financially contribute to
and train the AU to manage its own security initiatives. In Europe, a new and
growing concern is that of the migrant and refugee crisis in the Mediterranean.
While the EU is committed to aiding and rescuing refugees, it will be soon
embarking on operations to detect and disrupt smuggling networks in North Africa.
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There are 18 partner countries that are actively contributing to or work closely with
the EU security efforts globally. They include South Korea, China, Japan, Australia
and even some South American countries. This number looks set to grow.

Besides closer cooperation, strategic dialogue is a key approach in identifying
problems and solutions as countries continue to face similar threats in a more
O2yySOUGSR &8Sid 0O2ydS aicgdbiliteg Ndnpehentivgness,a
cohesiveness, cooperation and credibilitythat are the greatest strengths of the

EU security architecture and make it attractive to partners and friends from outside
the EU. Indeed, the EU will not be withdrawing from its responsibilities but will
continue to work together with other countries and institutions towards a more
secure, cooperative and prosperous world, including in Southeast Asia and the
wider region.

ASEAN beyond 2015: What does it mean to be a community?

On 31 December 2015, the ASEAN Community declaration will come into effect,
F2NXIFfA&AAYT G(GKS NBIA2YyQa [ALIANIGA2YaE 7
vibrant collective of natiotstates. With high expectations of the ASEAN Community
post2015, ASEAN member states need to have a clear vision of the way forward, in
order to navigate the challenges and opportunities in the coming decade.

Ly FLIINBOAFGAZ2Y 2F (GKS NBIA2yQa KA&G?2
1{9!'bQa RS@St2LIYSyd (GN}2SOG2NE® ¢KS 9I 2
transformation of ASEAN from a loose regional association to a more robust and
integrated community. Key member states of ASEANTIhailand, Malaysia, the
Philippines and Indonesia were severely affected by the crisis, and the idea of
regional economic cooperation was proposed by Singapore. In the 2003 Bali
Summit, ASEAN leaders expanded the notion beyond economic cooperation and
endorsed a balanced concept of commuHrityilding based on three pillars: the
ASEAN Political and Security Community (APSC), the ASEAN Economic Community
(AEC), and the ASEAN Secidtural Community (ASCC).

A new ASEAN Charter was thus prepared in 2007 and came into force in December
2008, establishing the legal and institutional framework of ASEAN. The principles
and purposes of the three pillars were elaborated in the ASEAN Charter and the
Roadmap for an ASEAN Community 2045, which contains blueprints for each

of the pillars.

Although the launch of the ASEAN Community was originally set in 2020, it was later
brought forward to 2015 because of the importance of regional integration.

HASSAN

N Hassan Wirajuda Carolina G Hernandez Thitinan Pongsudhirak
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Based on the report of the Secretary General of ASEAN at the 25th ASEAN Summit in
November 2014, preparations for the implementation of the APSC, AEC and ASCC
were progressing well, with 85 per cent, 82 per cent and 97 per cent of the targets
met respectively. However, the statistics alone do not tell the whole story because
substantive contents of the blueprints are varied. In reality, achieving consensus on
the remaining action lines will be a monumental task for the ASEAN member states
in the year ahead. At the moment, the implementation of the Roadmap for an
ASEAN Community 20€#015 is still predominantly focused on the economic pillar.
Progress on the politicalecurity and sociaultural pillars, which also happen to be

the most contentious parts of the ASEAN Community, is still slow and needs to be
hastened.

The three pillars also face various challenges in implementation. For political and
security cooperation, a contentious area is that of political developntenin
particular, the promotion of democracy and human rights. This originates from the
highly diverse nature of national and domestic politics in the region where different
states practise different political and administrative systems. On economic
integration, the most difficult to achieve is the free flow of services due to the need
to develop wholly new standards. There are also issues oftariffi barriers to be
G2NJ SR 2dzi FY2y3a 1 {91 bQa Y2NB I ROl yOSHF
competitive field among members that are at the early stages of development. On
sociacultural cooperation, the focus is on investment in education and human
resource development areas that tie in with larger economic development
conditions. These are sectors that were previously national concerns, a role that
ASEAN has yet to penetrate or have much experience in. Other core issues outlined
include those of social justice and community rights and environmental
sustainability, all of which ASEAN needs to comprehensively work out.

A key criticism that has been levelled against ASEAN, and one that the organisation
itself acknowledges, is the lack of a peepémtric aspect to its communiyuilding.

This needs to be addressed and rectified to ensure that ASEAN does not become a
predominantly elitedefined community. The blueprint of the ASCC is the only one
GKIFG FRRNBaasSa !{9!'bQa LIS2LXS RS@St 2 LI
lines under the six characteristias human development, social welfare and
protection, social justice and rights, ensuring environmental sustainability, building
the ASEAN identity, and narrowing the development gap. However, the ASCC is
often seen as an afterthought beyond the first two pillars and it is important for
ASEAN to dispel that notion. The ASCC will only succeed with a jeapie
approach. The organisation must redouble its efforts to obtain sufficienifoinpm
1{9!bQa LIS2L} S® ¢KSNB KIla G2 o06S &adzF¥a
behind the ASCC to sustain the ASEAN Community in the long term.

What then is the way forward for ASEAN and her people? Unity among member
states is more important now than ever especially in dealing with intreand
extraregional issues and challenges. For example, developments in the South China
Sea dispute and the recent Rohingya refugee crisis affect the whole of ASEAN, or at
least significant parts of the region. Member states need to work together to
NBaz2ft@gS (KSasS LINRPofSya FyR FOKAS@S Ozy
oFrfttQ Ay (GSN¥a 2F GNIyaylidazylf 022 LISNJ
originally envisaged, especially when dealing with large, external powers outside
ASEAN that compete for influence within Southeast Asia.

As ASEAN moves closer to becoming a community, it continues to face challenges in
balancing national sovereignty with transnational concerns in a diverse -socio
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cultural landscape. Here, ASEAN needs to decide whether it wants to amend the
ASEAN Charter to remove certain constraints or to work on other instruments such
as the existing blueprints to strengthen such protections and identities. The ASEAN
community-building process is a long and onerous one, considering that ASEAN
member states are still working on natinuilding within their own countries. The
three pillars need to complement each other and work together in an integrated
manner, an approach that is still lacking at the moment.

The maritime domain: Strengthening stability, promoting confidence

The concept of the maritime domain in Asia, especially its future, appears to be in
UGN} yaAGA2yd t NB@A2dzat es GKS asSunclamedR
by any party. Countries worked together to ensure the administration of sea lanes,

to address piracy and safety concerns, and to deal with environmental challenges.
Besides national boundaries and Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) claims, no one
O2dzy iNB SOSNJ Of F AYSR W2gySNAERKALIQ 2NJ 2
developments over the last decade have seen this notion slowly changing. The
geopolitical situation today is such that the sea is how considered as a strategic
asset that needs to be controlled.

The collective Three factors can be considered as the driving force for this gradual change. The
spending by first is the competition to secure access to energy sources at sea, due to the growing
Southeast Asian needs of regional countries for energy to fuel economic development. The second
countries has factor is the unresolved maritimbased territorial disputes, which if not managed
. qf well, would become a source of serious regional tension in the region. The third
dg%relaji b'IrI(')m factor is the growing prospect of naval rivalry among major and regional powers.
4 billion

in 2004 to In light of these developments, competing states in the /ARsaific region are
USD 35.5 billion hedging by purchasing more defensive and offensive naval assets to protect or
in 2013 .... By enforce their maritime claims. Submarines, which serve as force deterrents, anti
2016, regional access platforms and force multipliers, are gaining increasing popularity among the
military Southeast Asian navies. Under the pretext of responding effectively to humanitarian
expenditure is assistance and disaster relief (HADR) missions, Southeast Asian navies are building
W[EE RNl or acquiring expeditionary and amphibious capabilities such as the -Rolé
USD 40 billion. Support Ship (MRSS), which in some cases go far beyond HADR purposes to include
the projection of naval power and ardiccess duties to preclude intervention from
the sea.

Despite the financial crises in 1997 and 2007, naval acquisitions have continued
unabated and naval modernisation remains a high priority in the national agenda,
buttressed by the current economic growth. The collective spending by Southeast
Asian countries has increased from USD 14.4 billion in 2004 to USD 35.5 billion in
2013 based on the report of the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute
(SIPRI), an increase of 147 per cent during the period. By 2016, regional military
expenditure is projected to exceed USD 40 billion.

This slow shift from cooperation towards a zesam, winneftakesall attitude by

large powers has caused and will cause adverse repercussions overall. Tensions in
the maritime domain are on the rise, leading to the higher possibility of incidents
caused by miscalculations and misunderstandings. Stakeholders would be wise to
remember that global economic prosperity depends on how we use the sea to
promote trade flows, the sustainability of economic growth, and how contesting
parties manage maritime border delimitations. In order to further enhance
maritime cooperation between regional countries especially in the disputed
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maritime domain of the South China Sea, concrete steps at the Track 1 and Track 2
levels have been initiated to cultivate trust and confidence.

Rizal Sukma Vijay Sakhuja

At the Track 1 level, to achieve progress towards a code of conduct (COC) in the
{2dziK / KAYl {SIXT (G4KS LYyR2ySaiAly C2NBA3
has been recommended for adoption by the ARF consists of: (i) confitherdang
measures and joint development mechanism to build trust among all parties; (ii)
conflict prevention mechanisms to prevent the occurrence of incidents in the South
China Sea; and (iii) crisis management mechanisms to handle and manage incidents
GKAOK 200dzNJ Ay (GKS {2dziK / KAYylF {SI® LYy
O2y RdzOA @S O2yRAGAZ2Yya (2 RA&aOdzaa GKS [/ h
as the initiative of hotlines between ASEAN and China in handling emergencies in
the South China Sea and cooperation in the field of search and rescue (SAR) for
distressed vessels at sea.

Meanwhile, it appears that China has officially adopted a dual track approach on the
South China Sea issue. Firstly, relevant disputes should be addressed by countries
directly concerned through consultations and negotiations. Secondly, China and
ASEAN should make joint efforts in maintaining peace and stability through mutual
understanding and accommodation, and through putting aside differences in favour
of joint economic ventures. A platform to embark on this is the Maritime Silk Road
initiative, proposed by Chinese President Xi Jinping in 2013. It is currently seeing
some traction in the region. In order to advance the initiative, a GABBAN
Maritime Cooperation Fund was also set up with three billion yuan in funding for
the development of the maritime economy, environment, fishery, and salvage and
communications at sea.

At the Track 2 level, the Centre for Strategic and International Studies in Indonesia
and the Hainafbased Centre for South China Sea Studies have collaborated to
provide an informal mechanism for scholars, officials and other stakeholders to
discuss maritime domain issues and challenges facing the region in their private
capacities. This collaboration takes place through four working groups focusing on:
() the implementation of the declaration on the COC; (ii) the United Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS); (iii) maritime security; and (iv) the
drafting of the COC.

Last but not least, further Track 2 efforts are carried out by the Council for Security
Cooperation in the Asia Pacific (CSCAP). The CSCAP has consistently set up a humbe
of study and expert groups to discuss maritime issues. Two most recent issues that

2015
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were discussed included principles for good order at sea and the Harmonisation of
Aeronautical and Maritime Search and Rescue. Such efforts should be further
multiplied and intensified to promote confidence and ensure a stable maritime
environment in Asia and the Pacific.

Cyber conflict: A question of when or if?

Unlike Northeast Asia who have been discussing cyberwar and cyberwarfare
issues for a while stakeholders in Southeast Asia have only just begun to explore
these phrases and concepts. The bulk of attention in Southeast Asia has been
focused on more malicious technical issues such as malware or viruses. Strategic
cyber security, however, moves beyond the technical protection of systems. The
increasing civilian and military overlaps challenge the traditional understanding of
security and warfare with implications for related policies. Though a cyber conflict is
not likely to produce body bags, the damage it can cost a state is capable of
crippling the connected nation. Most nations, especially developed, connected
nations, are worried about cyber conflicts and are making preparations to not just
contain and deter such attacks but to respond in kind.

{20ASG&8Qa NBtAlFIyOS 2y OeoSNHLI OS Aa y?2
cyberspace infrastructure has yet to be perfected as governments may have
excluded pertinent stakeholders from strategic dialogue. This vulnerability makes
cyberspace an easy target for penetration. States that do not fully recognise the
infrastructure related to cyberspace such as submarine cables are vulnerable

to cyber attacks. It seems only natural for conflicts to occur in cyberspace, as they
do on land, sea, air and outer space. As long as there is a penchant for war, a cyber
conflict will be a matter of when. Moreover, deterrence against cyber attacks is
deemed impossible and it is extremely problematic to identify the source or sources
of attacks, priming cyberspace as a useful tool for states.

However, there are two pertinent issues of definitions in the cyber conflict
vocabulary. The first concerns attribution while the second is in the multiplicity of
attacks that can be made from cyberspace.

In April 2007, Estonia experienced three weeks of distributed defisérvice
attacks. The attacks began with a denial of access to government and political party
websites. Then, news sites were targeted, where systems outside Estonia
overwhelmed the digital based infrastructures. To function, these news sites had to
block international traffic, preventing Estonia from informing the international
community of their attack. By May 10, the attack had escalated and an Estonian
bank, Hansabank, lost its Internétl 8 SR 2 LISN} GA2yad ¢KS o
automated teller machines were also severed. The carefully orchestrated attacks
KFER GF{1SYy FTR@IyGlFr3IS 2F 9adt2yAl Qa KSI GA
of its information infrastructure.

Though the attack on Estonia can clearly be seen as an attack, the incident does not
declare the identity of the assailant. The virtual realm is shared by both civil and
military users, making plausible deniability a tempting fog of war between
nationst especially those desiring to leverage on the asymmetrical battlefield.

Cyber attacks too range from verbal or linguistic to criminal behaviour to privacy
Ay@rairzy yR YAfAGFENE FdGdGFrOl1a 2y GKS &z
attacks vary in devastation, which proves a challenge in determining which cyber
attack leads to a cyber conflict. There is also a difference between cyber security
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and information security. Policies made intent on content regulation and theoretical
notions enjoy the ambiguity of such definitions.

Therefore, the definitions a nation chooses to base its cyber security policies on are
anchored in its own national interest. Conflicts in cyberspace are increasingly
reflected in physical, reavorld geopolitical issues. As such, if escalated, cyber
conflicts are expected to eventually manifest in kinetic warfare.

Caitriona H Heinl

Xu Longdi

A key point to understand about cyber conflicts is that they are not natural
occurrences outside other conflicts. Hence, steps can be taken to prevent cyber
conflicts from occurring or escalating. The first is to ensure that incidents in
cyberspace remain contained and do not escalate. Second, states should avoid
inflicting devastating cyber attacks as they may draw aeald response. Third,

as cyber conflicts are dependent on real geopolitical conditions, the absence of
kinetic military conflict will ensure cyber conflicts do not occur. Lastly, futility is a
form of deterrence, where perpetrators have to be shown that ultimately, cyber
conflicts will not bear any loRgerm positive results.

Mechanisms to reduce the possibility of cyber conflicts are anchored in diplomacy,
transparency and trusbuilding T maintaining geopolitical stability, encouraging
confidencebuilding measures, and developing a common understanding of
international norms in cyberspace. International laws also need to be amended to
make them applicable to cyberspace. Additionally, international alliances, where
nation-states and international institutions address transborder attacks, will also
62N] (26 NRa NERADA 2T wE NIDPYO& o6 SNJI

New security frontiers: The resource nexus challenge

Global consumption of natural resources continues to increase every year. The Asia
Pacific region contributes significantly to this increase with the region set to
continue undergoing sustained economic growth and urbanisation. However, the
understanding of the impact of resources on strategic concerns remains complex
due to interlinkages across the different resourcedand, energy, food, water and
mineralst where changes in one resource can have unintended consequences and
repercussions on other resources. With the impacts of the exploitation of natural
resources to environmental degradation becoming more pronounced, its linkages to
human security are also becoming more evident. As resources become increasingly
scarce, questions on whether resources haveor should havet strategic
dimensions are at the core of the resource security debate.
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In AsiaPacific, access to and competition for natural resources have been the major
drivers of strategic intervention. The resurgence of territorial and maritime disputes
in the South China Sea is exacerbated by the lure of natural resources, such as
hydrocarbon reserves and fishing grounds, around the islands. Water will arguably
be the most contested resource with all the important Asian economies being in or
near conditions of water stress. Additionally, most rivers in Asia are international
rivers and most countries are dependent on cross flows. Deliberate actions by
upstream countries as a strategic intervention can disrupt water flows downstream,
and change the quality of the water. This in turn will affect the quality of the food
and agricultural practices downstream. Water shortages have also prompted Asian
countries to lease farmland, leading to a 2tsentury land grab. These scenarios
demonstrate the strategic dimensions of the complex resource nexus challenge with
€ mar ket many resources straddling international boundaries and powerful state actors as
also contribute well as multiple resources with potentially damaging consequences for

to exacerbating neighbouring states.

resource security _ . . .
challenges where Market forces can play a major role in being both a driver to the resource challenges

as well as a mechanism to provide a high degree of resource security. The latter is

evident since the beginning of the century which saw, for example, minerals

effectively being regulated by markets. With the Chinese economic boom resulting

in an increase of demand and prices of minerals, markets responded by increasing

, the efficiency of the use of and economisation of natural resources. This eventually

in another country resulted in an oversupply of minerals with ample security for importing countries
in another and demonstrated that market mechanisms for tradeable resources can provide a
resource. high degree of resource security.

action in one

country in one
resource could
have repercussions

However, markets can also contribute to exacerbating resource security challenges
where action in one country in one resource could have repercussions in another
country in another resource. For example, a switch to biofuels in Europe can affect
agriculture, land and biodiversity in Asia while the growth of electric vehicles in Asia
may promote lithium mining in Peru. These challenges can create or accentuate
security concerns such as social and political tensions if left solely to the market.
Essentially, good markets require government intervention to correct market
distortions but whether tradeable resources warrant strategic intervention is
debated.

Brahma Chellaney Ross Garnaut Philip Andrews Speed

The mismanagement of natural resources can also result in human security
challenges. Corrupt practices in the Sahel region demonstrated how food and water
shortages can lead to migration and other social tensions. These challenges are not
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limited to rural areas and developing countries but also affect developed and urban
areas. The search for shale gas in Texas, for example, has led to confrontations
between its producers and farmers competing for adequate water supplies. The
worst impacts of these poor production practices are often being felt by people
living in the margins of existence and the most vulnerable communities. As the
fastest growing region in the world, Adial OA TA 0Q& SELX 2A G GA2Y
contributing to environmental degradation, and if unmitigated, will potentially
result in serious consequences on the ground with direct and indirect impacts on
human security.

Answering the resource nexus challenge requires a holistic and integrated
governance of resources. It entails utilising the nexus approach across five different
sets of resources land, energy, food, water and minerals. One major challenge is
breaking down existing silo mentalities and practices in policymaking and
strategising across different resource profiles, involving multiple stakeholders both
intra- and interstate.

Norodom Sirivudh

Asian economies cannot sustain their impressive economic growth without
addressing and mitigating the resource challenge. With historical evidence
demonstrating that strategic and military intervention on natural resources can lead
to damaging consequences along with it not being the most cost effective strategy,
O2ftF 062N GA2Y Ay @FNAR2dza F2NXa Aa NBJ
competition. A balance between rights and obligations should be at the heart of
building a harmonious cooperative relationship in all resource issues where
advantages of resource cooperation outweigh the duties and responsibilities. This
requires all stakeholders to commit and redouble efforts in increasing
understanding and information on the nature of the resource challenge, promote
the resolution of disputes, and incentivise the desired behaviours.

The geopolitics of economic partnership arrangements in AB&ific

Stemming the slowdown in global trade is the main impetus behind the proliferation

of Economic Partnership Arrangements (EPAS) in recent time given that trade has

been one of the main engines of economic growth in the-Rsieific region. Of the

) plethora of EPAs, the most wddhown is the TPP agreement, currently entering its
narrowing the final stage of negotiations. Its comprehensive and ambitious agenda has taken the

development gap centre stage in debates and forums around the region.

In an ASEAN
context, the RCEP
could assist in

among its
members while ¢CKS ¢ttQa O0AYRAY3I |INBSYSYylis 6KAOK 020
the TTP could for trade liberalisation, sets it apart from the other EPAs whose agreements are
hinder such largely based on voluntary action and flexible timelines. As the argument goes, the
efforts. TPP would dismantle trade barriers more effectively and hence provide a more
conductive environment for the trade in goods and services and investments to
flourish.

While all EPAs benefit the economy albeit at varying degrees, there could also be
unintended negative consequences. By the nature of its rules and regulations, the
twelve economies that make up the TPP could end up imposing discriminatory
practices and regulations against norembers, particularly smaller closed market
economies. On the other hand EPAs such as the Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership (RCEP) take into account the developmental stages of a member
country, making it less likely to lead to conditions that widen the income gap among

its members. In an ASEAN context, the Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership (RCEP) could assist in narrowing the development gap among its
members while the TPP could hinder such efforts.
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Yoshiji Nogami

(SANAAYY

From left to right: Sulaiman Mahbob and Steven Wong

When speaking of the TPP, some argue that the United States is not actually the
original architect of the arrangement. That honour belongs to Singapore, New
Zealand, Chile and Brunei, four comparatively small -Ra@fic countries.
Nevertheless, once it embraced the TPP and adopted it as a key pillar of its
rebalancing towards Asia, the United Statesalong with other major Asi®acific
stakeholders has been driving the progress and shape of the TPP.

As discussions on the TPP continue, so do the criticisms. While the TPP is technically
21LISy G2 FEtX YIye 12 &hind Indid add Indonksth, agang y 2
others T prefer to adopt a wait and see approach before making any firm
commitment on the TPP. Additionally, its determined drive to create free trade the

like of which the region has not seen before, could potentially damage domestic
economic interests of some countrias even those currently in negotiatiom

making it harder for governments to garner domestic support for joining such an
arrangement.

Another criticism is that while the TPP fosters closer economic ties among its
members, it is likely to alter existing trade and investment trends including the all
important global supply chain at the expense of amambers such as China. China

is projected to lose as much as USD 34.8 billion due to trade and investment
diversions should the TPP come into full effect. What then are the-tkemg
implications of this negative impact on the Chinese economy? Surely it would create

a significant impact on the regional and global economies that are so heavily
RSLISYRSY(l 2y [/ KAYl FTYR [/ KAYylFIQa R2YSaiAc

It is not surprising, therefore, that some would view the TPP as another US effort to
WOy UlAyQ [/ KAYlIQa NARASD® t SNOSAGSR | a
AYONBIFAaSR YR RSSLISYSR AdGa oAflFdSNIE NI
regional EPAs such as the RCEP (the ASE&AdNS its six free trade partners,
excluding the United States) and the Free Trade Area of theP&sific (FTAAP). In
addition, China has also ramped up its AlIB and One Belt, One Road initiatives in
order to increase its leadership role within the region.

If the development of EPAs in the region devolves into another avenue-Ghih@
rivalry for power, ASEAN could face a challenging time as four of its members are
currently in the midst of negotiating the TPP while two more have expressed
interest. Coupled with potential economic discriminatory effects of the TPP, ASEAN
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Il Houng Lee

Aries Arugay

could find its unity and centrality under serious pressure. The differences between
the TPP standards and those of other regional EPAs also beg the question whether
these EPAs are complimentary or competitive agreements. The answer depends on
whether there will be any eventual convergence among the EPAs in terms of the
standards among the trade agreements.

Il R@20I G4Sa 2F GUKS ¢tt | NBdzS GKFG GKS 0S¢
w32t RSy adlryRFNRAQ 2F O2YLINBKSyaAgdS (N
and applied across the region and beyond. In essence, the TPP would serve as the
basis for a global EPA, a replacement for the stalled Doha Round talks. Such a
development could lead to continuing rapid expansion of international trade,
ensuringt in theoryt global economic growth.

For small and medium countries heavily dependent on trade, risk aversion is a
particularly compelling reason to participate in such EPAs. In this scenario, concerns
about the costs of not joining, rather than considerations of its potential benefits,

are likely to be a bigger deciding factor in the decision to join. For these economies,
AG Aa Y2NB LINUzZRSyld G2 &aS8S1 AyOfdzaAdSy
AYGSNRSLISY RS y-OE0S RS LISV SiyAQSt SSEA &GSy OS¢
single entity. The ultimate consideration for most decision makers is providing for
the economic future of a country, whether it be job creation, better income
distribution, bigger market access or increased economic efficiency.

When all is said and done, however, the road towards a regional economic
integration in AsigPacific, regardless of which EPA path taken, is full of challenges.
These mainly originate from a combination of factarsa contentious regional
history, perceived lack of political leadership in Asia and an overbearing leadership
from the West, simmering conflicts in the East and South China Seas, the ups and
downs of USChina relations and their impact on the region, difficult negotiations
for existing EPAs and domestic opposition to EPAs. For the short and medium term,
a pluralistic EPA scenario, where multiple rules and regulations coexist, seems likely
to prevail.

Surveying the Southeast Asian political terrain

In a region as diverse and dynamic as Southeast Asia, the sometimes cloudy linkages
between domestic and regional political shifts are among the more interesting
issues that regional scholars and observers keep tabs on. This relationship is argued
02 KI@S -atdSTWOF @S RAYSYyaAirz2ys oAGK GKS
political structure of individual countries as exemplified most recently by
Indonesia and Myanmar considered as the new major force or trend in Southeast

' a&AF Q& GARSNI LREAGAOFE GNI2SO02NEO®

There are three variables that can structurally establish the link between the two.
These are the application of democratic systems and values, the level of
nationalism, and external views on Southeast Asian politics.

The application of a more open democracy primarily contributes to the widening
aLl 0S F2NJ I OGAGBS LREAGAOLFE LI NIAOALI G
demands for better, more accountable governance in various Southeast Asian
countries. Closely tied to that is the rising nationalism in several countries as
triggered by populist leaders or argstablishment movements. Combined, they
RSLIAOGH GKS FdzyRFEYSyihdlf GNIyYyaF2N¥YIFGAZ2Y
and ability to influence governance in the political realm have increased
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tremendously. This is exemplified in the real world by the fact that Southeast Asian
citizens are becoming more politically active in recent years. The third variable
differs slightly from these previous two as it mainly deals with the images and
standards generated by foreign perspectives on Southeast Asia. These contribute to
the norms to which governments are pressured to conform, thus influencing the
a0l 6SQa o0SKI@A2dzNI AY | y2NXYI GAGBS sl eod

Simon Tay Philips J Vermonte Nicholas Farrelly

The three variables allow observers to ascertain the likely shape of political
transformation,albeit in norexhaustive wayghat Southeast Asian countries might

go through in the near future. Together they present a challenge to the opinions of
those who see the rise of Southeast Asia in a simplistic manner, devoid of any
thematic depth that underlies the political complexion of individual countries.

No country captures this transformation image more accurately than Indonesia. Last
@SINRa ylFiAz2ylt StSOlAz2y ¢l a GKS Yzaid
incumbent running, a first in Indonesia. The impact of this intense competition can
still be felt today as the country is withessing a divided legislature, which poses
problematic challenges to policymaking. Furthermore, the return of an opposition
...when it comes party to the highest levels of governance sent the message that accession to power

to setting the was onJy possibIeAthro,ugh legitimate election. It also dgmopstrated hoyv citiz'enAs 3

standard for gSNBE |ofS 02 WLzyAaKQ LI NUASa Ayg2t gSR
further dynamic of votes for 'Ehe preyiously governilfga[tavi [A)emqkratAdditionaIIy', it bore the fruit
democratisation. 2T LYR2ySaAl Qa RSOSYuUNItAalFuA2yYy LINEINI
RS compete and walk_ away as the victor in a natioqal (_election. I__astly, i'F revealed a

on top as the growmg_actlve participation of the younger generation in the entire election process
potential game - and not just as voters.

changer in the While commendable, these developments are not without their own problems. A
regit onos divided governrient means that President Joko Widodo must struggle to secure
arena. opposition support for each initiative. Concurrently, he needed to manage his
power relations with the chairman of his own party, Megawati Sukarnoputri, who
ushered him into office in the first place. Moreover, despite the widely praised
democratic values of the last election, Indonesian political parties remain as the
most undemocratic institutions in the country. Nevertheless, when it comes to
setting the standard for further dynamic democratisation, Indonesia comes on top
as the potential gam® K Y ASNJ Ay (GKS NBIA2yQa LRt Al
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Myanmar, however, is a different story altogether. The second quarter of 2015 saw
the latest humanitarian crisis to befall the much persecuted Rohingya people, in
which thousands of them were stranded drifting on the seas after they were denied
entry to Malaysia, Indonesia and Thailand. Their Islamic faith, distinct Rohingya
language and foreign physical appearancethey are often accused of being
Bangladeshi illegal immigrants have all been singled out as the main factors
behind the failure of integration, leading to decades of discrimination. These
tensions between the Rohingyas and the Buddhist Burmese majority are
SEIFOSNbBIFGSR o0& . dARdhikdiséoiirse yind (adtighy thet mudstera Q
LIS2 L) SQa NE2SOUuA2yY YR |yAYyzaarne 26l
boundaries are rigorously policed to maintain the alienation of the Rohingya people
and persecution of or impingement on their religious rights. A small fraction of
Rohingyas in Bangladesh face a roughly similar marginalisation from the
government and local people, who deem the minority to be an alien component in
hy3trRSaAaKQEa a20AFf &0 NHzOG dzNB @

The first step to resolving this issue is for Myanmar and Bangladesh to acknowledge
that they bear joint responsibility for the fate of the Rohingyas, whether they like it
2N y2i® 9ELISOGAY3I | WYL 3IAOLt &az2fdziazyQ
SesS G2 GKS woz2ld LIS2LXSQ ONRaSa 2F al fl
suffering of the Rohingyas. Myanmar and Bangladesh must engage in regional and
international diplomacy to mitigate the current problem. This effort must be
endowed with effectiveness, practicality and optimism on the part of all the
countries involved in the dynamics, including those who have been providing
temporary settlement to illegal Rohingya immigrants. Faiawersion and a goal
oriented attitude must be staunchly reinforced in executing a potential solution.

Calibrating the design of the Asi@acific security architecture

For observers of the AsRacific geopolitical landscape, a key factor when it comes

to the regional security architecture is the growing rivalry between the United
{dFGdSa YR / KAYylFYX SalLlSOAlfte airayoS Gk
2011. These developments have altered how regional actors look at the
international relations dimension as a whole. With the status quos being challenged
by both the United States and China, other stakeholderdrom rising middle
powers to smaller states to regional multilateral institutions like ASEAldre
inevitably feeling the heat.

A key conundrum that observers face is in classifying the type of tensions that the
region is going through will it be similar to rivalries prior to the World Wars or
another USSoviet Cold War? Or is the current-O&ina rivalry in the Asidacific
region an entirely new type of competition, one in which its exact nature is still
unknown? Is there a possibility of an-allt destructive rivalry, or can the great
powers incorporate their strengths and work towards a mutually beneficial
outcome?

Nnaposy 2t R 21 NJ 62NI R aidliSa NB aSS1Ay-:
order to ensure lasting peace and effective conflict management. However, it is also
undeniable that despite years of tremendous efforts to nurture this desired security
cooperation, most states especially the larger powens are still engaged in or
heavily concerned about geopolitical rivalries. While it is understandable for states

to prioritise their national interest and sovereignty, there needs to be a realisation
that the cost of abandoning or intentionally neglecting any multilateral security
cooperation will be extremely high.
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Paul Evans

A key factor in calibrating the design of the ABecific security architecture is the

need to foster more systematic dialogues and trbsilding measures among
states. The main intention is to inculcate the spirit and practice of dialoguing with
2ySQa yYySAIKOo2dzZNAZ y20 F3IFAyad GKSYod Ly
relations coupled with strategic transitions along the years, many security
architectures have been established to adapt to the ever changing geopolitical
environment.

The idea of a consociational security order (CSO) developed by the scholar Amitav
Acharya best explains how interconnectedness can deter the conflicts by bringing
together sociepolitics, security and economic elements under the single roof of a
cooperative security umbrella. At the same time, a CSO does not in any way hinder
the essence of collective identities or shareglues in avoiding conflicts. Still, it is
imperative for countries to recognise that conflict avoidance comes hand in hand
with more material growth and development. Intertwining in nature, pacts
established under the idea of a CSO often act as the mechanism that gives states no
choice but to avoid conflict with each other to ensure lasting benefits.

DA@SY (GKS NraAy3ad GdSyarazya Ay GKS NB3IA
considered ideal and need to be tweaked or changed altogether. The scopes of
existing architectures, in particular, are being questioned by scholars and observers.
With more global challenges emerging, there is a dire need for more serious and
frequent discussion of the necessity for a broader narrative of values, norms and
organising principles that currently regulate statestate interactions.

¢Fr1Ay3a GKS fAYAGSR FdzyOQdAazyltAade 2F GK
for example, how does the ADMM effectively deal with matters beyond their
RSTSYOS 2dzZNAARAOGAZ2YK |1 26 R2Sdntefeienc® 2 y (i ¢
policy when there are disputes between its members? The Thaimmbodia

border dispute and the South China Sea dispute are but two examples that have
plenty of historical baggage and no permanent solution in sight.

Admittedly however, in such complex matters, there will be no security architecture
that is completely error free or that expounds a seemingly perfect transformative
character. Such faults are exacerbated by the absence of -im&tutional
coordination, which is a stumbling block to a sturdy regional security architecture.
Nevertheless, it is one of the unavoidable saféects in the search for a better
architecture for the region and, fortunately, a drawback that is anticipated and that
can be fixed. Thus, stakeholders need to rethink their policies based upon the
principle of consensus and which remain inclusive in nature. Stakeholders also need

Tran Viet Thai Anthony Miller Zhang Zhexin
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Rod Smith

to recognise that there will be no positive future for security cooperation in the
absence of a major power accord and they should work towards that end.

Any talks of a new regional security architecture will have to take into account

I KAY Il Qa t éherg i NGy an effective architecture can be formed without
Ala AyLdzido 2KAES / KAYFEQa NRaS 46l a& AyAC(
China would rise as fast as it did and is now potentially poised to challenge the
American hegemonic supremacy in the region and beyond. How the region and in
particular the United States deals with China will have a major role in influencing
how China perceives and deals with the region in turn, creating a lasting impact on
the region.

Lastly, in the midst of these complexities, the utility of prevailing international laws
should be reexamined and reevaluated if necessary to ensure that they run
parallel with the ever changing dynamics of the power equations. The contexts that
led to the creation of some of these laws are no longer applicable and the utilisation
of such legislation to solve contemporary issues could lead to unforeseen and
unwanted outcomes. It is safe to say that some are no longer widely or
substantively applicable and that the adaptation to contemporaneous situations and
events might differ.

Radicalisation redux: Bigger, badder, bolder?

¢KS GSNY WSEGNBYAAliQ A& | tFro0St dz&ASR ¥
violence in order to impose their beliefs, ideology or moral values on others. The
term especially applies to individuals and factions who have become radicalised in
some way. Studies have shown that many of those who join and support extremist
groups are a product of the general absence of democratic, accountable
governments in much of the Muslim world and indirectly related to thist

decades of state corruption, poor governance, repressive regimes, and poor
development policies. Although they come from various secionomic classes,

they have witnessed or experienced rising inequality and the absence of
opportunities to live dignified lives.

Since fighting began in 2012, the Syrian conflict has attracted a stream of frustrated,
enraged young Muslims from around the world who have travelled to Syria, joining
Islamist groups fighting the Assad regime. There are an estimated 20,000 foreign
fighters from 80 countries affiliated to such groups. These groups include but are
not restricted to Jabhat allusra, an AQaeda affiliate, and a collection of groups
initially linked to AlQaeda in Irag before morphing into the so called Islamic State
(IS) in April 2013.

It is important to realise that the IS is not only a terrorist group. It is political and
military organisation that holds a radical interpretation of Islam as a political
philosophy and seeks to impose that worldview by force on Muslims and non
Muslims alike. Its goal is to consolidate and expand control of its territory in Iragq and
Syria and, in the next stage, to advance into neighbouring Sunni countries. The IS
rhetoric is not only reaching jihadi ideologues and sympathisers in the Middle East,
but is also taking root in such groups in Southeast Asian, African and even Western
countries. Its initial successes in battle appears to have galvanised jihadi activity
among certain groups and, to a degree, its message also seems to unify them. In a
Southeast Asian context, its achievements to date and slick messaging have and will
continue to attract recruits from Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines and Thailand
to the movement.
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