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CHAIRMAN’S REPORT OF THE  
NETWORK OF ASEAN DEFENCE AND SECURITY INSTITUTIONS (NADI) 

WORKSHOP ON FUTURE TRAJECTORY OF ASEAN COOPERATION WITH ITS 
DIALOGUE PARTNERS IN THE ADMM-PLUS AND THE EAS 

 
22 - 24 OCTOBER 2012 

RIZQUN HOTEL, BRUNEI DARUSSALAM  
 
 
1. The NADI Workshop on the Future Trajectory of ASEAN Cooperation with its Dialogue 

Partners in the ADMM-Plus and the EAS was organised by the Sultan Haji Hassanal 
Bolkiah Institute of Defence and Strategic Studies (SHHBIDSS), and was held at the 
Rizqun International Hotel, Brunei Darussalam from 22 to 24 October 2012. 
 

2. Representatives from Brunei Darussalam, Cambodia, Indonesia, Laos, Malaysia, 
Myanmar, Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam attended the Workshop. The Philippines 
was unable to attend. The list of participants who attended the Workshop appears as 
Annex I. Mr Muhammad Shahrul Nizzam Umar, the Acting Director of SHHBIDSS, 
chaired the Workshop.  

 
 
Adoption of Agenda 
 
3. The meeting adopted the agenda for the Workshop as attached in Annex II. The 

programme for the Workshop appears as Annex III.  
 
 
Chairman’s Welcome Remarks 
 
4. Mr Shahrul Nizzam Umar welcomed NADI members to the Workshop and expressed 

pleasure in hosting the NADI Workshop. He highlighted the importance of the topic in 
light of the emerging strategic changes in this part of the world.  
 

5. He highlighted that the stakes are high for ASEAN members especially in view of the 
increasing attention to the region. In this regards, the future regional security 
architecture would be determined and set forth by how ASEAN develop its relations 
within the organisation and with its dialogue partners. Mr Shahrul Nizzam expressed 
his hopes for the Workshop to generate well-rounded and practical recommendations, 
which will also be shared with the Track 1 ADMM. 

 
 
Session One: Assessment of Strategic Relations and its Implication on the Regional 
Security Architecture and Cooperation  
 
Presentation by Mr Ahmad Ghazali Abu Hassan, Principal Fellow, Department of Strategic 
Studies at the National Defence University, Malaysia on ‘Defence and Security 
Infrastructure and Cooperation’  
 
6. Mr Ahmad Ghazali discussed how ASEAN is put in a dilemma by the US-China rivalry. 
The US explicitly mentioned its intention to strengthen its presence in the region. Although 
China’s stance has been assertive, especially in the South China Sea (SCS) issue, it has not 
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made a strong declaration similar to that of the US. ASEAN should not be forced to make a 
choice between the US and China. 
 
7. In this regard, ASEAN should reiterate its commitment to the principles of Zone of Peace, 
Freedom and Neutrality (ZOPFAN), resolution of disputes in a peaceful manner, and the 
utilisation of the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China (DOC) and the 
Code of Conduct (COC) to manage the SCS issue with China.  
 
Presentation by Mr Tan Seng Chye, Senior Fellow at the S. Rajaratnam School of 
International Studies (RSIS), Singapore on ‘Assessment of Strategic Relations and its 
Implications on Regional Security Architecture and Cooperation’ 
 
8. Mr Tan highlighted the four developments which influence the strategic relations among 
the major powers in the Asia Pacific region and the political and security architecture of the 
region. They were: (a) the rise of China, (b) US enhanced engagement with Asia or the pivot 
to Asia and the rebalancing of US forces to the Asia Pacific, (c) the importance of ASEAN as 
a neutral platform and ASEAN centrality in the regional architecture of multi-layered 
regional institutions that have enabled ASEAN to ensure peace and stability in the region 
and (d) ASEAN’s significant role in promoting peace, stability and significant economic 
growth through close cooperation with the major powers.  
 
9. China viewed the US web of treaty allies and strategic postures as being aimed at 
containing China or its rise. US also viewed China as a possible challenge to its dominance 
and primacy in the region. This had resulted in heightened tension in the region.  
 
10. The rivalry between the US and China for influence in East Asia would become a major 
factor influencing the regional architecture as both countries had been rivaling for influence 
to shape the regional architecture. The US intervention in the SCS and its joining the EAS 
has brought new dynamics in the regional political and security situation. ASEAN has 
become divided and ASEAN’s central role is being challenged in the expanded EAS due to 
non observance of ASEAN centrality in regional institutions. ASEAN would need to 
maintain its unity and solidarity to continue to play the influencing role of ASEAN 
centrality in the regional architecture.  
 
Summary of Discussion 
 
11. There was an acknowledgement of the shift of balance of power in the Asia Pacific which 
brought with it implications to the evolving defence and security architecture in the region. 
The main discussion centred around China’s assertiveness and its rivalry with the US 
seemed to be causing regional tension. This placed ASEAN in a dilemma where its unity, 
centrality and relevance had been questioned. In addressing this, ASEAN must commit to 
the spirit set in ZOPFAN. In this regard, the issue of SCS, in part, seemed to have produced 
more visible fault lines within ASEAN and enhanced China-US competition in the region. 
The workshop reaffirmed the importance of resolving the issue peacefully in accordance to 
international law including UNCLOS as well as through ASEAN’s initiatives such as DOC 
and COC. 
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Session Two: Assessment of ASEAN Cooperation under the Political and Security 
Community and the Challenges Faced by ASEAN 
 
Presentation by Ms Ampuan Yura Kasumawati Dato Paduka Adnan, Head of Research 
Division at the Sultan Haji Hassanal Bolkiah Institute of Defence and Strategic Studies, 
Ministry of Defence, Brunei Darussalam on ‘The ASEAN Political Security Community 
(APSC) and the ASEAN Defence Ministers Meeting (ADMM)’  
 
12. Ms Yura Kasumawati emphasised on the importance of ASEAN centrality which 
consisted of (i) the building of a successful ASEAN Community; (ii) ASEAN’s lead in its 
processes/arrangements; (iii) the strengthening of ASEAN Secretariat and the ability to 
mobilise resources. The challenge for ASEAN in this regard would be the management of 
external relations. If ASEAN cannot preserve its centrality, it would run the risk of becoming 
irrelevant, and even worse, there might be a possibility for external powers to steer the 
situation to their advantage.  
 
13. The establishment of the defence sector supports the broader aim of the APSC whereby 
no member would seriously consider the use of force against another to settle disputes. This 
development reinforces ASEAN’s central role in the regional security architecture with 
emphasis on practical cooperation. ASEAN, in particular the ADMM, must get its house in 
order to ensure consolidation and coordination in its cooperation.  
 
Presentation by Major General Lay Chenda, Director of ASEAN Affairs Department, 
General Department of Policy and Foreign Affairs, Ministry of National Defense, Cambodia 
on ‘ASEAN Cooperation and its Challenges’ 
 
14. Major General Lay highlighted main challenges faced in East Asia Summit (EAS) which 
were maintaining regional peace and stability; maritime security and safety; and ensuring 
the peaceful settlement of disputes in accordance with universally agreed principles of 
international law. One of ASEAN’s main priority would be addressing the SCS issue. 
Concrete attempts to manage the issue include the adoption of the Guidelines for the 
Implementation of the DOC (2011) and current efforts to work on the COC. 
 
15. ASEAN’s relations with its partners should be based on a win-win strategy. A balanced 
strategy in engaging its Dialogue Partners, especially the US and China, was important as 
both remain as ASEAN’s strategic partners. ASEAN should also strengthen its individual as 
well as collective capacity, and at the same time, utilise the advantages provided by its 
Dialogue Partners, especially in non-traditional security issues.   
 
Presentation by Major General Chaianan Jantakananuruk, Director of the Strategic Studies 

Centre at the National Defense Studies Institute, Thailand on ‘Future Trajectory of ASEAN 

Cooperation with its Dialogue Partners in the ADMM-Plus and the EAS’  

 

16. Major General Chaianan emphasised on the importance of peaceful negotiations in 

dispute settlement. On the SCS dispute, there had already been a number of arrangements in 

place such as UNCLOS, the DOC, and the Guidelines for the Implementation of the DOC 

(2011). He also suggested the idea of putting the issue of territorial boundary disputes in the 

background while pursuing possible joint development efforts. 
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17. In working towards effective cooperation in countering regional security threats, ASEAN 
should also promote information-sharing, capacity-building, dialogue and joint training. For 
example, with regards to HADR, member countries should improve the capabilities of assets 
in order to minimise response time and efficiently assist each other when emergency occurs.  
 
Summary for discussion 
 
18. The meeting acknowledged that the direction of ASEAN cooperation had been going 
well in general. However, it was viewed that strengthening ASEAN’s centrality remained 
difficult. In this regard, internal consolidation and better coordination in its cooperation is 
still needed. Another concern raised was on the challenges in the pursuit of ASEAN’s 
common goal. In this regard, the meeting viewed that ASEAN’s unity must be preserved to 
ensure ASEAN remain the driving force in the region. 
 
 
Session Three: ASEAN’s Response in its Cooperation and Challenges in Future 
Cooperation with its Dialogue Partners 
 
Presentation by Brigadier General Asep Subarkah Yusuf, Chief of Center for Strategic 
Studies, TNI, Indonesia, on ‘ASEAN Response and Cooperation with Dialogue Partners’ 
 
19. Brigadier General Asep highlighted the challenges for future cooperation within the 
region especially in maintaining the region’s security and stability. Overlapping territorial 
claims, threats to the security of the sea and trade lanes, piracy, terrorism and smuggling 
activities persist as potential conflict areas. 
 
20. ASEAN has already taken steps to internalise the awareness of the need for ASEAN’s 
collective efforts in addressing the challenges. Consequently, ASEAN has established 
platforms to discuss and address these issues including the NADI, ADSOM WG, ADSOM 
and ADMM. In addition, lessons learnt from other defence arrangements have also been 
taken into consideration such as the ECOWAS Standby Force, FPDA and the Indonesia-
Malaysia joint patrol for instance.  
 
21. In view of this, he recommended the consideration for an integrated ASEAN defence and 
to incorporate various cooperation including joint maritime patrol, boundary line patrol, 
military training exchange, ASEAN collective defence training, strategic information 
exchange, ASEAN internal peacekeeping force, ASEAN Counter-terrorism centre, ASEAN 
integrated disaster handling and peaceful resolution of the SCS issue.   
 
Presentation by Colonel Soulivan Sengchanh, Deputy Director of Military Science and 
History Department, Laos, on ‘ASEAN’s Response in its Cooperation and Challenges in 
Future Cooperation with its Dialogue Partners’ 
 
22. Colonel Soulivan identified three concerns that ASEAN needed to focus on which were 
to promote stability, serve as a platform for dialogue, and the establishment of an ASEAN 
Community. In support of the ADMM, he also stressed the importance for member 
countries to cooperate with ASEAN Dialogue Partners and abide by principles set under the 
ASEAN Charter, and encourage practical cooperation among defence and military officials.  
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Presentation by Colonel Zaw Myint San, Instructor at the National Defence College, 
Myanmar on ‘ASEAN Response and Cooperation with its Dialogue Partners’ 
 
23. Colonel Zaw observed that the establishment of the APSC under ASEAN was aimed at 
countering various security challenges including the deterioration of relations in the region. 
He believed that this would contribute to a more coordinated and coherent ASEAN with the 
ability to have a common stand on global issues, including non-traditional security issues. 
The ongoing developments in Myanmar today complement the close cooperation under 
ASEAN.  
 
Presentation by Senior Colonel Vu Van Khanh, Institute for Defence Strategy, the Ministry 
of National Defence, Vietnam,  on ‘Enhancing Practical and Effective Cooperation between 
ASEAN and its Dialogue Partners in the ADMM-Plus’ 
 
24. Senior Colonel Vu highlighted that the security mechanisms in the Asia Pacific have 
achieved good results in maintaining peace, stability and development in the region. He 
further provided an assessment on ASEAN and the ADMM-Plus including those related to 
ASEAN’s unity and solidarity. In this regard, he raised the limitations in the implementation 
of the initiatives in the ADMM and ADMM-Plus. He viewed that the ADMM-Plus would 
continue to strengthen and proposed to establish an Experts’ Working Group on Demining 
in the ADMM-Plus, build an early warning centre, enhance joint exercises and training to 
address non-traditional security issues.  
 
Summary of Discussion 
 
25. In this session, the meeting discussed the dynamics in the ADMM-Plus and EAS in 
which Dialogue Partners are seen to exert increasing influence over the direction of the 
meetings. The meeting stressed the importance of observing the original intent and content 
of ADMM-Plus and EAS. Another issue raised is in managing the expectations of Dialogue 
Partners in these regional frameworks especially with regional powers or Dialogue Partners 
preference for result oriented/outcome oriented in both traditional and non-traditional 
security issues.  
 
 
Session 4: Best Practices and Recommendations 
 
26. The points raised and recommendations made are as follows: 
 

Dynamics of strategic relations 
 

a. There is a changing shift in the balance of power in Asia Pacific which affected 
regional security architecture and cooperation and created fault lines as evident in 
the handling of SCS overlapping claims issue. 
 

b. The security architecture in the region continues to evolve. Bilateral relations have 
become more networked and integrated. Multilateral arrangements have developed 
from regional level to sub regional level. The meeting shared the views of the 
importance of the two layers of relations in ASEAN, namely at the ASEAN regional 
level and bilateral level. 
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c. ASEAN needs to better understand the US and China’s behaviour in the pursuit of 
their strategic interests. In this regard, ASEAN needs to reiterate and recall ZOPFAN 
to be observed and be wary of the manner in which they attempt to exert their 
influence in the region. 
 
 

ASEAN’s unity and centrality 
 
d. ASEAN needs to continue managing both its internal relations within ASEAN and 

external relations with its Dialogue Partners.  
 

e. In this regard, internal consolidation of ASEAN remains a priority and this includes 
improving existing cooperation in terms of its quality rather than quantity. Within 
the ADMM, this includes determining priorities to deepen its links and cooperation. 
In pursuing this, non-official track such as NADI could explore ideas and initiatives 
in support of ASEAN centrality. It was emphasised that ASEAN has to maintain its 
unity and solidarity in order to continue to play its central role in the regional 
architecture. 
 

f. Further to this, ASEAN must find a way to develop peaceful means to resolve 
disputes in addition to the mechanisms established under international law. The 
COC should be an instrument where the rules must be adhered by all. 

 
 
ASEAN’s stabilising role 
 
g. ASEAN has served as a stabilising force in the conduct of the relations among its 

members and the Plus countries. In this regard, ASEAN must ensure that this 

continues to be observed in particular at the ADMM-Plus and EAS. This includes the 

issue of ASEAN’s centrality must be preserved; and the objectives of cooperation 

with the ADMM-Plus and EAS to be observed. 

 
Any Other Matters 
 
NADI Activities 
 
27. The meeting noted the updates on plans/future NADI activities presented by NADI 
participants as follows: 
 

a. 6th NADI Meeting, 5-7 March 2013, Brunei Darussalam 
b. NADI Workshop on Strengthening Strategic Security Cooperation in ASEAN, 27-29 

March 2013 (tentative), Thailand 
c. NADI Workshop on Security and Development, 1st or 2nd week of May 2013, Kuala 

Lumpur, Malaysia.  
d. NADI Workshop on Cyber Security (host and venue to be confirmed) 
e. NADI Workshop on Prospect of ASEAN Community: Challenges and Opportunities 

(host and venue to be confirmed) 
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Proposals on NADI  
 

29. Mr Tan Seng Chye highlighted the need for NADI to be more active and suggested more 
workshops relevant to ADMM and ADMM-Plus cooperation. He also recalled the 
discussion during the 4th NADI Meeting held in Jakarta for NADI to have a Retreat. In this 
regard, he suggested that the NADI Chair could consider holding the Retreat in the second 
half of 2013. This will give NADI the opportunity to think of longer term ADMM 
cooperation with the Plus countries and provide recommendations to ADMM if necessary. 
Core NADI institutions must have a representative and can bring their respective experts as 
advisers on matters discussed. The NADI Retreat could prepare a short report with 
recommendations to be submitted to ADSOM for the ADMM track. 
 
30. Further to this, in taking lessons from other established think tanks, Mr Tan suggested 
that NADI could engage ADSOM directly so that NADI can brief ADSOM on its work and 
recommendations from the various NADI workshops.  
 
31. This will ensure that NADI would be able to get a better sense of the interests of ADSOM 
and the ADMM track and any response from ADSOM to the NADI workshops 
recommendations. This will enable NADI to focus on appropriate topics for its 
workshops/seminars relevant to the ADMM track. For the meeting with ADSOM, NADI 
could also send a small delegation comprising of the NADI Chair, the incoming NADI Chair 
for the next year, one or two NADI delegates and the NADI Secretariat. The NADI Chair 
could prepare a paper to update ADSOM on its work and forthcoming activities. 

 
32. The meeting supported the idea in principle. In this regard, the meeting agreed to Brunei 
Darussalam’s proposal for an initial informal approach by inviting ADSOM Working Group 
Leader to meet NADI members on the sideline of the 6th NADI Meeting to explore the link 
between Track I and II.  
 
33. The meeting noted Brunei Darussalam’s readiness to arrange the NADI Retreat with a 
clear expected outcome which could be further discuss at the annual NADI meeting.  
 
 
Consideration of the NADI Chairman’s Report of the Workshop on Future Trajectory of 
ASEAN Cooperation with its Dialogue Partners in the ADMM-Plus and the EAS 
 
34. The meeting considered and endorsed the Chairman’s report. 
 
 
Concluding Remarks 
 
35. The Chairman expressed appreciation for the support and active contribution during the 
deliberations of the workshop.  
 
36. The representatives of ASEAN think tanks and defence institutions expressed their 
sincere appreciation to the Sultan Haji Hassanal Bolkiah Institute of Defence and Strategic 
Studies, Ministry of Defence for their warm hospitality and excellent arrangements for the 
NADI Workshop on Future Trajectory of ASEAN Cooperation with Its Dialogue Partners in 
the ADMM-Plus and the EAS. 

 
XXXXXXX 


