


On Wednesday, 6 July 2022, The Habibie Center (THC) convened a Talking ASEAN Webinar 
entitled “The United States’ New Indo-Pacific Strategy and the Future of Taiwan’s Strait 
Security and Stability”. The webinar featured Rachel L. Cooke (Chargé d’Affaires, The 
U.S. Mission to ASEAN), and Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad (Associate Fellow, The Habibie 
Center & Executive Secretary, ASEAN Study Center Universitas Indonesia). Marina Ika Sari 
(Researcher of ASEAN Studies Program, THC) moderated the sessions.     

The objectives of this webinar were to: (a) analyze the US recently published new Indo-
Pacific Strategy (IPS); (b) explore the significance of Biden’s IPS and the recent state visits to 
East Asia; (c) foresee the possible future scenarios after Biden’s Statement regarding Taiwan 
Strait security and stability; as well as to (d) discuss the ASEAN Outlook on the Indo-Pacific 
(AOIP) and how it will unfold under Indonesia’s ASEAN Chairmanship next year.

This discussion report summarized the key points of each speaker as well as the following 
questions and answers session.

Introduction
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Rachel Cooke began her presentation 
by thanking The Habibie Center for its 
contribution to ASEAN-related programs, 
while also complimenting other speakers, 
Shofwan Al Banna, for his tremendous 
experience on ASEAN and Indo-Pacific 
issues. As she moved on, she started 
elaborating more on the United States’ IPS 
before touching on US-ASEAN engagement 
and cooperation matters later in the 
discussion. 

The US’ IPS lays out President Biden’s 
comprehensive vision for a free, open, 
secure, prosperous, and resilient Indo-
Pacific. IPS, which highlights the importance 
of the region to US security and prosperity, 
comprises 5 (five) key pillars, namely:

• Advancing freedom and openness;

• Building collective capacity within 
and beyond the region;

• Promoting shared prosperity;

• Bolstering Indo-Pacific security; and

• Building regional alliances. 

These pillars, Rachel continued, are 
expected to accelerate the US in achieving 
the goal to create a long-term positive 
impact on the Indo-Pacific citizens, which 
include the Southeast Asian people. 
Southeast Asia, as part of the Indo-Pacific, 
is among the important area within the US 
engagement in the region – and is reflected 
in the long-standing partnership between 
the US and ASEAN. 
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While discussing the US’ long-standing 
partnership with ASEAN, Rachel mentioned 
the latest US-ASEAN Special Summit and 
shared some of the outcomes of the summit. 
The US-ASEAN Special Summit in this year was 
part of the 45th anniversary of ASEAN and US’ 
dialogue relations. The summit initial events 
consisted of a lunch hosted by Speaker of the 
US House of Representatives, Nancy Pelosi 
and senior congressional leaders, followed 
by a discussion between ASEAN Leaders and 
American CEOs, and a meeting between the 
US-ASEAN Business Council, US Chamber of 
Commerce, and ASEAN Leaders. President 
Joe Biden also hosted a dinner with ASEAN 
Leaders. On the following day, the summit 
comprised the dialogue on climate action, 
clean energy transformation, and sustainable 
infrastructure, which was hosted by Vice-
President Kamala Harris and joined by special 
presidential envoy to climate, John Kerry, 
US Secretary of Energy Jennifer Granholm, 
Secretary of Transportation Pete Buttigieg, 
and the USAID Administrator, and the plenary 
session between President Joe Biden and 
ASEAN Leaders.

Rachel also added that the US-ASEAN Special 
Summit was the largest in-person summit 
of the Biden-Harris Administration to date. 
This meeting also witnessed two important 
milestones, namely the establishment of 
the ASEAN-US Comprehensive Strategic 
Partnership and the nomination of a new US 
Ambassador to ASEAN, Yohannes Abraham. 
The latter was remarkable as the position has 
been vacant since 2017. 



Aside from those two important milestones 
achieved during the special summit, Rachel 
emphasized that the US’ commitment to 
its relations with ASEAN is also visible in 
the ASEAN-US Plan of Action. ASEAN-US 
Plan of Action outlines the US’ commitment 
to ASEAN’s 3 (three) pillars – political and 
security, economic, and socio-cultural 
pillars. Immediately after assuming office in 
January 2021, President Biden reinvigorated 
and modernized the nation’s partnerships 
around the world, and specifically expanded 
its partnership with ASEAN. Through looking 
carefully at areas prospective for both parties, 
particular areas were identified – air pollution, 
health, energy, transportation, and women’s 
empowerment. 

Rachel then continued by presenting a few 
of the achievements made in these areas 
during the Biden-Harris Administration. These 
achievements include:

• Energy sector: the US Secretary of 
Energy Jennifer Granholm convened the 
first-ever ASEAN-US Energy Ministers 
Meeting in September 2021;

• Environmental sector: the US and ASEAN 
are currently working to convene ASEAN-
US Environmental Ministerial Meeting 
this year;

• Health sector: the US Secretary of Health 
and Human Services Xavier Becerra 
co-chaired the first-ever ASEAN-US 
Health Ministerial Meeting in May 2021 
and is currently working on a 3-year 
cooperation plan. 
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• Transportation sector: the first ever 
ASEAN-US Senior Transportation 
Officials Meeting was convened in 
Bali at the end of June this year; and

• Women’s empowerment: ministerial-
level engagements are proposed 
in this sector to address both 
the US and ASEAN’s interests in 
women’s economic empowerment, 
issues on domestic abuse, gender 
mainstreaming, and to achieve an 
increase in women’s participation in 
advancing peace and security. 

Meanwhile, the US also expects a more 
in-depth partnership with ASEAN in the 
economic area. Apart from US-ASEAN 
Senior Economic Officials Meeting and 
Senior Officials Meeting focusing on 
transnational crime, the US looks forward 
to collaborating with ASEAN on several 
thematic areas and programs, for instance, 
digital economy, cyber security, and the 
smart cities program. Other ASEAN-related 
initiatives discussed by the President, Vice-
President, and the Secretary of State during 
the summit included more than a hundred 
of million dollars investment in the region 
on health, climate change, science and 
innovations, trade facilitation, education, 
and other areas. 

The special summit also brought a number 
of outcomes to fruition. As highlighted by 
Rachel, the outcomes included:

• President Joe Biden announcement 
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of over 150 million dollars in initiatives 
which aim to mobilize billions of private 
financings to help deepen ASEAN-
US relations and expand the common 
capacity to achieve the shared objectives;

• The US’ plan to invest in the Southeast 
Asia smart power program to mobilize 
financing for clean energy infrastructure 
in the region;

• The US’ launch of the US-ASEAN climate 
solutions hub, which will provide 
technical assistance to ASEAN countries 
to accelerate the implementation of their 
nationally determined contributions 
related to low emissions development; 

• The US’ plan to assist the region in 
advancing digital development across 
the region with a new initiative to 
support innovation and strengthen the 
digital economy, including rulemaking 
and facilitating public and private 
connections;

• The US supports the adoption of global 
standards and artificial intelligence 
on education by launching a new US-
ASEAN universities connection exchange 
program. Through the program, 
academic fellows from ASEAN will travel 
to the US and explore opportunities 
for collaborative research and teaching 
initiatives. President Biden announced 
that the US would be doubling the size 
of the Fulbright and also, within three 
years, doubling the size of the US premier 



program for the Young Southeast Asia 
Leaders Initiative (YSEALI);

• The US’ plan to increase cooperation 
on countering illegal, unreported, and 
unregulated fishing, as well as expanding 
the US’s coast guard support to maritime 
law enforcement agencies in Southeast 
Asia; and

• The US’ plan to assist the region 
in advancing early detection and 
community response for COVID, 
Tuberculosis, and other airborne 
diseases across Southeast Asia through a 
10 million US Dollar commitment to the 
USAID program.

At the end of her remark, Rachel also brought 
up US’ concern over security conditions 
in Myanmar and Ukraine. President Biden 
expressed support for the timely and complete 
implementation of the Five-Point Consensus, 
as well as support for ASEAN’s efforts to 
facilitate a peaceful solution in the interest 
of the people of Myanmar, the joint-vision 
statement called for the immediate cessation 
of violence in Myanmar, and for the release of 
all political detainees, including foreigners. 
Similarly, with regard to Ukraine, the leaders 
discussed Russia’s continued assault on the 
Ukrainian people. The joint-vision statement 
called for compliance with the UN Charter, 
international law, and the importance of 
the immediate cessation of hostilities. The 
leaders reaffirmed their respect for Ukraine’s 
sovereignty, political independence, and 
territorial integrity. 
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Shofwan started the presentation by touching 
on the AOIP. Indo-Pacific is a region which has 
recently become the epicentrum of global 
politics. This is visible in the fact that the 
world has witnessed the launch of a number 
of documents by the leading and powerful 
countries in the world, including the US, on 
the Indo-Pacific. The most recent document 
that the world witnessed has been the US’ IPS. 

However, before the US, Japan and India had 
started the initiative. Japan previously issued 
the Free and Open Indo-Pacific Strategy 
in 2016, which Shofwan later said that the 
term ‘strategy’ was eventually adjusted into 
‘vision’. Moreover, India, which is bordering 
the Indian Ocean and being among the 
powers of the region, also launched an Indo-
Pacific document, namely Indo-Pacific Oceans 
Initiative in 2019. Shofwan explained that the 
other countries, which are practically located 
outside of the region, have also issued the 
Indo-Pacific documents, such as France and 
Germany. The said European powerhouses are 
also having their own Indo-Pacific Guidelines.

Shofwan argued that Indonesia and ASEAN, as 
the forces that sit perfectly in the heart of the 
region, have a lot of opportunities to manage 
this situation. At the same time, both also 
face challenges. The latter is especially rooted 
in the interests of the great power in this 
strategic region. However, as Shofwan argued, 
the most important thing is the way Indonesia 
and ASEAN deal with those opportunities and 
challenges. 

Despite Indonesia not actually having its own 

Indo-Pacific document, the AOIP stands as 
ASEAN’s collective Indo-Pacific document. 
In discussing the AOIP, Shofwan compared 
the ASEAN’s document to other existing 
Indo-Pacific documents. He noted that the 
other Indo-Pacific documents tend to be 
more forceful and this character is somehow 
reflected by the term the documents used, 
such as ‘strategy’, ‘initiative’, and ‘guidelines.’ 
However, as for the AOIP, the document, for 
him, represents a lot about ASEAN’s way of 
communicating things. 

The term ‘outlook’ used within the AOIP can 
be literally defined as “likely future situation” 
or “individual way of understanding from 
a particular perspective”. Shofwan further 
argued that the term ‘outlook’ could barely 
represent a forceful set of substance, compared 
to ‘strategy’, or ‘guidelines.’ Nevertheless, 
Shofwan reminded us that ASEAN’s custom of 
using soft instead of bold language cannot be 
seen as negative. Instead, the term represents 
modesty. 

Shofwan asserted that AOIP draws a softer and 
modest image of the Indo-Pacific. AOIP draws 
that the region, as the current epicentrum of 
global geopolitical tension, should not only 
be seen in the light of great power politics. 
The Indo-Pacific should also be seen as an 
arena where struggles for recognition from 
different actors are taking place. As Shofwan 
noted that as there is a complex social process 
happening, he argued that AOIP invites 
people to interact. AOIP, rather than pushing 
something that is too definite, offers room for 
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interpretation and collaboration to co-create 
what Indo-Pacific is in the future - including 
with the US with the IPS and other actors in 
the region. 

Shofwan continued that the ambiguity and 
the openness for interpretation within the 
AOIP is a part of the social action that is 
conveyed through this document. AOIP is 
not only about the ‘outlook’ yet, it is rather a 
message that implies to the actors within and 
outside the region about the importance of 
recognizing or acknowledging two struggles 
of recognition. The two of recognitions are 
ASEAN’s own struggle of recognition and 
ASEAN’s intention of saying that Indo-Pacific 
is a strategic region for many great powers. 
But at the same time, ASEAN demands a 
respect for their independence, autonomy 
and freedom to not to be forced to align with 
one of the great powers.

Furthermore, Shofwan discussed ASEAN’s 
position within the great power rivalry in the 
region and connected it to the importance 
of dialogue and cooperation in the region. 
According to his view, dialogue does matter 
because ASEAN, which is practically less 
powerful than the great powers, is actually 
well positioned to be an influential actor 
rather than becoming like “a deer killed 
because of two elephants fighting.” ASEAN 
can actually become an honest broker 
that can prospectively put an end to the 
“elephants’ fighting.” Because of this reason 
as well, the acknowledgment of these two 
struggles of recognition, independence, and 

the importance of recognizing great power 
politics as a social phenomenon and rivalry 
as a social process, thus it could be managed 
through a dialogue, where ASEAN can play an 
important role within. He added that ASEAN 
centrality will be important for the regional 
architecture as it defines the interaction in the 
region and that dialogue and consensus will 
help countries to manage their tensions.

The definition of ASEAN centrality is stipulated 
within Articles 1 and 2 of the ASEAN Charter. 
To be exact, the articles stipulate the value of 
maintaining the centrality and proactive role 
of ASEAN as the primary driving force in its 
relations and cooperation with its external 
partners in a regional architecture that is open, 
transparent, and inclusive. Therefore, within 
the multilateral institutions and dialogues, the 
great power should respect ASEAN’s role to 
propel regional cooperation with no outside 
power that would impair or compete with 
ASEAN’s role. 

Shofwan, therefore, assessed the key elements 
within the AOIP. Firstly, he saw AOIP as a 
perspective of viewing the Asia-Pacific and the 
Indian Ocean regions as a closely integrated 
and interconnected region with ASEAN playing 
a central and strategic role. Secondly, as AOIP 
sees the Indo-Pacific region as an arena of 
multiple struggles for recognition, the region 
should be understood as a region of dialogue 
and cooperation. Thirdly, Indo-Pacific is a 
region of development and prosperity for all, 
and, ultimately, AOIP highlights the importance 
of maritime domain and perspective in an 
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evolving regional maritime architecture. 

In regards to Taiwan and ASEAN, Shofwan 
saw Taiwan as among the subjects that may 
influence the dynamic of the region. Amongst 
the ambiguities that the matter brought 
to the region is that, although most of the 
ASEAN nations adhere to the One China Policy, 
ASEAN-Taiwan interactions reinforce the 
international relations notion of recognition 
and non-recognition as a gradual process. 
This ambiguity, Shofwan argued, is somehow 
visible in the case of Taiwan’s representative 
office in the domestic law across the ASEAN 
Member States (AMS). Furthermore, Shofwan 
added that, in this case, the co-existence of 
between recognition and non-recognition is 
another struggle for recognition. 

Moving on, Shofwan touched upon the notion 
of ending the ambiguity on the global political 
chessboard. Russian invasion of Ukraine, 
among others, has been a turning point for 
some actors to assess the continuation of 
the strategic ambiguity, including on the 
Taiwan issue. Shofwan saw President Biden’s 
statements on Taiwan, which were eventually 
clarified a number of times, as a part of the 

US’ effort to end the strategic ambiguity on 
the issue. 

However, despite the said notion, Shofwan 
thought that should the idea of ending the 
strategic ambiguity with Taiwan be on the 
table for ASEAN, it could somehow become 
a challenge. The foundation of the relations 
of ASEAN with Taiwan was built upon the 
strategic ambiguity. Therefore, according 
to him, ASEAN has the incentives to provide 
incentives for the actors to maintain the 
strategic ambiguity and stability of the region. 
At the end, Shofwan expressed his hope for 
ASEAN and Indo-Pacific actors to put peace 
and security as priorities, until the world can 
see a peaceful, free, open, and inclusive Indo-
Pacific in the future.
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Questions

Kang (Jakarta):

Since the issue of Taiwan Strait will have a great impact on the Indo-Pacific region, will there be 
a possibility for the US to work together with ASEAN to ensure peace and stability in the Taiwan 
Strait?

Responses

Rachel Cooke (Chargé d’Affaires, The U.S. Mission to ASEAN):

Rachel began her answer by addressing her response to the prior statement given by Shofwan on 
the US’ strategic ambiguity on the Taiwan matter. She clarified that the US’ commitment towards 
Taiwan is rock solid and not ambiguous, and that the commitment contributes to the maintenance 
of peace and stability across the Taiwan Strait and the region. The US strives to continue supporting 
peaceful resolution in tackling the issues. She further added that the commitment is consistent 
with the best interest of the people of Taiwan. 

Rachel also touched on the pressures that Beijing put on Taiwan. The US urged Beijing to cease its 
military, diplomatic and economic pressure against Taiwan. Rachel continued by inviting Beijing to 
engage in a meaningful dialogue with Taiwan rather than put pressure on Taiwan, as she echoed 
the importance of dialogue asserted by Shofwan earlier. She added that dialogue is at the heart of 
diplomacy and emphasized that it could become an important starting point in finding a peaceful 
resolution. 

Moreover, Rachel also argued that the exclusion of Taiwan has undermined the important work of 
the United Nations (UN) and its specialized agencies. Rachel asserted that the inclusion of Taiwan 
stands to benefit greatly from its amazing contributions, as Taiwan is known for its leadership in 
public health, advanced manufacturing, and democratic governance. The international community, 
including the US, Indonesia and the rest of AMS, can benefit from the engagement with Taiwan. 
The US, as a part of its IPS, takes a stand with its partners and allies in the Indo-Pacific to advance 
shared common security, prosperity, and values, whilst encouraging all the UN member states to 
join force in supporting Taiwan’s robust and meaningful participation within the UN system and 
the international community. 

Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad (Associate Fellow, The Habibie Center & Executive Secretary, 
ASEAN Study Center Universitas Indonesia):

Shofwan once again echoed the importance of dialogue and thought it should be a starting point 
for any efforts in managing the cross-strait relations. He then argued that the ambiguity in the 
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Taiwan matter should still be embraced, as the relations between Taiwan and other actors in the 
Indo-Pacific, including the AMS, in practice, can still work beyond the Westphalian frameworks 
that emphasize clearly the demarcation of recognition and non-recognition. For instance, this is 
visible in the current practice in ASEAN.

Taiwan, without any formal recognition from most of the AMS, still plays an important role in 
ASEAN. Amidst the adherence to the One-China Policy by the AMS, Taiwan has been among the 
largest investors in the region. Moreover, Taiwan also maintains 3 (three) representative offices 
in the region while its diplomatic officers also maintain diplomatic rights. Therefore, Shofwan 
asserted that recognition and non-recognition can somehow co-exist and it may be unnecessary 
to submit to the traditional idea that put weight on the demarcation of recognition and non-
recognition within Taiwan-ASEAN relations. 

Shofwan also emphasized another important perspective while he discussed maintaining 
ambiguity. According to his perspective, dialogue, as both Rachel and he agreed to be important, 
is not always equal to clarifying matters. Dialogue, in the sense of Taiwan-ASEAN relations, can 
function as a tool to develop further concrete cooperation instead of drawing guiding lines for 
both parties according to the Westphalian framework. 

Ultimately, Shofwan touched upon the possibility of cooperation between ASEAN and the US 
in ensuring peace and stability in the Taiwan Strait. He argued that it is imperative for ASEAN 
to work together with the US to maintain peace and stability. As Shofwan also mentioned that 
ASEAN can work with any parties in the region. He added that it is not only with the US, but also 
the cooperation with other major powers, such as China, is also imperative for ASEAN to maintain 
peace and stability in the Indo-Pacific.

Questions

Kang (Jakarta):

The question was addressed to Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad: “In your opinion, does ASEAN see 
peace and stability in the Taiwan Strait as a priority? Is there any probability for AMS to engage 
China in a dialogue to maintain peace and security in the Taiwan Strait?”
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Responses

Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad (Associate Fellow, The Habibie Center & Executive Secretary, 
ASEAN Study Center Universitas Indonesia):

Taking into account regional peace and stability as the priority for ASEAN and with the cross-strait 
relations’ becoming one of the important flashpoints in the region, Shofwan saw the peace and 
stability in the Taiwan Strait as an important factor for ASEAN. He stressed that should something 
happen in Taiwan, the repercussions will spread over the region. It will affect the global supply 
chain and for ASEAN, as among the important partners of both Taiwan and China, the conflict may 
also affect the stability in Southeast Asia. 

In discussing the possibility to initiate dialogue on the issue, Shofwan argued it is unlikely for 
ASEAN to start the initiative. This is attributable to the fact that the AMS adhere and respect the 
One-China Policy. Although the strategic ambiguity lives within the Taiwan-ASEAN relations, yet 
the AMS’ adherence to the One-China Policy interprets the Taiwan Strait issue as a domestic issue 
of China. Shofwan then mentioned that should ASEAN take an initiative to have a dialogue with 
China on the Taiwan issue, it could risk convenient ambiguity. 

Convenient ambiguity, as Shofwan explained, works well for AMS thus far. AMS could attract 
sizable investment from Taiwan, and, despite the existing relations with China, AMS maintains 
good relations with Taiwan. The convenient ambiguity, or the status quo of the Taiwan-ASEAN 
relations, seems to be preferred by ASEAN. Should the dialogue not entail expectation of a better 
impact to the status quo, it can be understood that ASEAN may not have any incentive to be 
proactive. The threat to the status quo is, therefore, becoming a challenge for ASEAN to engage 
with China in a dialogue on the Taiwan Strait issue. 

However, Shofwan also mentioned that this stance could still turn differently. Among the factors 
that could change ASEAN’s stance include the involvement by China within the process. Another 
factor that he noted as determining factor for the change of ASEAN stance is the happening of 
an unforeseeable emergency in the region related to the Taiwan Strait issue. Aside from those, 
ASEAN prospective contribution to the issue is providing the regional architecture which creates 
constraints to the regional actors to jeopardize regional peace and stability. 

Questions

Seonyoung Yang (Republic of Korea Mission to ASEAN, Jakarta):

The question was addressed to Rachel Cooke: “Earlier, you mentioned the US’ IPS and AOIP shared 
principles. However, there are also non-ASEAN initiatives, such as AUKUS, Indo-Pacific Economic 
Framework for Prosperity, and Quad. Are these initiatives also considered as parts of the US’ IPS?”
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Responses

Rachel Cooke (Chargé d’Affaires, The U.S. Mission to ASEAN):

Rachel answered the question by first touching upon the background of the Quad as a mini-lateral 
group. Being established in the wake of the Indian Ocean Tsunami in 2004, the initial grouping was 
initially a measure to coordinate humanitarian assistance and disaster relief. However, the Quad 
transformed into a leading regional partnership which aims to contribute to the achievement of a 
common vision toward free and open Indo-Pacific and practical cooperation on the 21st century 
issues, such as the COVID-19 pandemic and climate change. 

Rachel saw the Quad as a good instrument to achieve the shared vision of the free and open Indo-
Pacific, especially in contributing to the vision with ASEAN. The US, either as an individual nation 
or a part of the Quad, sees the relationship with ASEAN as an important aspect of its broader 
foreign policy in Southeast Asia. Rachel mentioned that this importance is reflected in the US 
putting ASEAN centrality at the forefront of the relationship. 

While Rachel saw AUKUS as a recent significance in the region. AUKUS, as she mentioned, 
demonstrates the revitalization and modernization of the US’ partnership and the enhancement 
of its engagement in the Indo-Pacific for a long-term interest. AUKUS, as an enhanced security 
partnership, is seen as important given the changing security dynamics in the Indo-Pacific. Rachel 
asserted that these mini-lateral relationships are important instruments to continue building the 
different ways that the US interacts with ASEAN. 

Questions

Seonyoung Yang (Republic of Korea Mission to ASEAN, Jakarta):

The question was addressed to Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad: “The Dialogue Partners struggle 
with the ‘ambiguity’ of the ASEAN centrality. How does/should ASEAN see and treat its centrality 
to have more leverage in its external relations?”

Responses

Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad (Associate Fellow, The Habibie Center & Executive Secretary, 
ASEAN Study Center Universitas Indonesia):

Responding to the question, Shofwan put a twist on the struggle for understanding the ambiguity 
of the ASEAN centrality. He mentioned that the struggle is not exclusively for the Dialogue 
Partners, as the AMS themselves found the common struggle in treating the concept. However, 
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he continued by stating that there are different interpretations of the ASEAN centrality and these 
interpretations, in context, may be correct.

ASEAN is gradually seeking the appropriate contextual interpretation for the ASEAN centrality 
in each relationship the grouping established. From the perspective of the relations with other 
initiatives, the important question arising from ASEAN is in regards to the impact of the position of 
ASEAN in the regional architecture within the initiatives. The concerns are on whether or not the 
initiatives undermine the ASEAN centrality platforms, such as the ASEAN Regional Forum and East 
Asia Summit, and whether or not the initiatives affect the achievement of the goals of ASEAN, that 
is regional peace and stability. For instance, in the AUKUS. Although ASEAN understands well that 
it is Australia’s own right to develop such an initiative, there are plenty of concerns about whether 
the initiative could create an arms race in the region. The concerns are based on the fact that the 
initiative will provide Australia with nuclear submarines and it has provoked uneasiness in the 
region that would prompt a rivalry to proliferate nuclear power to another country.

Shofwan asserted that the idea of ASEAN centrality in providing room for dialogue and discussion 
for AMS and the Dialogue Partners is to establish proper cooperation and actions. By taking into 
account the common struggle encountered by both the AMS and the Dialogue Partners, added 
with the idea of ASEAN centrality as an ever-evolving concept, he underlined that it is important for 
the ASEAN centrality idea to contribute to the development of mutual understanding between the 
AMS and the Dialogue Partners on determining the extents of an initiative to be complementary 
to ASEAN, rather than undermining the latter.

Rachel Cooke (Chargé d’Affaires, The U.S. Mission to ASEAN):

Rachel especially responded to Shofwan’s previous statement on AUKUS. She explained that 
nuclear-powered submarines are not unfamiliar, as there have been those present in the South 
China Sea and even throughout the Indo-Pacific region for more than five decades. Moreover, the 
AUKUS is possible because of Australia’s demonstrated commitment to nuclear non-proliferation. 
Therefore, the initiative will not enable Australia to seek nuclear weapons and it should not be a 
concern. 

Furthermore, with regard to the possibility of ASEAN giving up some of its centrality in negotiation 
with the Dialogue Partners. The US has witnessed for the last five decades that peace and stability 
have grown in the region. Taking into account the priority of ASEAN to support and to strengthen 
peace and stability, the US recognizes a central, strong, and independent ASEAN as the key to the 
shared prosperity, stability, and peace in the region.
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Questions

Kang (Jakarta):

Given the current situation of the Ukraine crisis, do you think there will be a discussion related to 
the peace and security in the Taiwan Strait at the G20 Summit in Bali?

Responses

Shofwan Al Banna Choiruzzad (Associate Fellow, The Habibie Center & Executive Secretary, 
ASEAN Study Center Universitas Indonesia):

Shofwan thought that there would be a possibility of discussing the Ukraine crisis at the G20 
Summit since Ukraine’s President Zelensky has been invited to attend the summit. This possibility 
was also reflected in the programs leading to the summit, such as Working Group Meetings, where 
the issue of the Ukraine crisis was brought to the table. Moreover, this is also hinted from the 
reaction of the G7 leaders that demand condemnation for Russia in plenty of discussions. 

However, Shofwan expressed his hesitancy on whether the Taiwan Strait issue will be discussed 
during the summit. He even used the phrase of “you are not opening the Pandora’s Box” to summarize 
the reason for his hesitancy on the answer. Apart from the expected presence of China at the 
summit, Shofwan foresaw that the hard discussions may follow should the issue be discussed 
within the summit. Yet, in more informal channels, many leaders in the region have discussed the 
issue and even prepared many Ukraine-like situations in Taiwan. 
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ASEAN message. With the establishment of ASEAN Studies Program, The Habibie Center aims to 
play its part within our capabilities to the ASEAN regional development.

ABOUT TALKING ASEAN

Talking ASEAN is a monthly public dialogue held at The Habibie Center in Jakarta. Covering a 
wide array of issues related to ASEAN, Talking ASEAN addresses topics of: Economic Integration, 
Socio-cultural, & Democracy, human rights and regional peace, among others. Featuring local 
and visiting experts, Talking ASEAN is one of a series of twelve dialogues regularly held each 
month and open to a target audience consisting of ASEAN officials, foreign ambassadors & 
diplomats, academics, university students, businesses, and the media.

ASEAN Studies Program - The Habibie Center

The Habibie Center Building - Jl. Kemang Selatan No.98, Jakarta 12560
Tel:  62 21 781 7211 |  Fax: 62 21 781 7212  |  Email: thc@habibiecenter.or.id

 www.habibiecenter.or.id         
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