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Distinguished Delegates, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

It is with great pleasure that I welcome you to Denpasar, Indonesia, for this very important 
event: The Quad-Plus Dialogue. 

At the very outset, I would like to express my sincerest appreciation to Mr. James Jay 
Carafano (The Heritage Foundation), Mr. Masahiro Akiyama (The Tokyo Foundation), 
General NC Vij (Vivekananda International Foundation), and Mr. Andrew Davies (Australian 
Strategic Policy Institute) for bringing this vital endeavour to Indonesia.  

I would also like to pay tribute to Ms. Rahimah Abdulrahim and the entire team at The 
Habibie Center for making this dialogue a reality today.  

To the moderators, presenters, and discussants, I look forward to hearing your contributions, 
thoughts, and expertise on the many critical issues affecting this region. Thank you all for 
being with us.  

As we all know, the Quad-Plus Dialogue aims to gather prominent experts from Australia, 
India, Japan, and the United States together with a “Plus” country—Indonesia—to examine 
issues of mutual interest. These include: regional challenges to peace and interstate security; 
defense cooperation, operations, and industry; counterterrorism/extremism cooperation; 
diplomatic coordination, issues, and venues; and operationalizing partnership. 

These are indeed critical issues that need to be addressed; not only in this dialogue among the 
experts we have gathered here today, but also much wider among the general public.  

Why do I say critical? There are those who hold the view that the Asia–Pacific region is 
undergoing a fundamental shift in its geopolitical dynamics. The irresistible rise of China—
politically, economically, and even socio-culturally; the continued stagnation of Japan; and 
the perceived decline of the U.S. are trends that would have been unimaginable half a century 
ago. To this we may add Australia’s engagement with Asia; the promised New India under 
Prime Minister Narendra Modi; and much closer to home, Southeast Asia’s emergence as a 
major regional player under the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), which 
will be further consolidated once the ASEAN community is realised at the end of this year. 

These trends call upon us to re-examine our respective place in the world, to reassess our 
individual and collective strengths/weaknesses, and to reformulate our foreign policy 
priorities and interests in the region. 
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Any reexamination, any reassessment, and any reformulation would be amiss if it were to 
ignore a nation-state of 250 million people, an economy of $868 billion (USD in 2013), and a 
total land and sea territory encompassing 1,919,443 square kilometers spread across 14,000 
islands. I am, of course, referring to the Republic of Indonesia.  

Today, Indonesia has been invited as the “Plus” country for this dialogue, but perhaps we 
must question this arrangement. Indonesia’s role in the Asia–Pacific region is as important 
and relevant as Australia, India, Japan, and the United States. Assigning the world’s largest 
archipelago, the third largest democracy, and the fourth most populous nation as merely a 
“Plus” country does not do justice to Indonesia’s place in the region and the wider world.  

Based on our country’s large size, the manner of our independence struggle, and our 
geostrategic position, Indonesia has always positioned itself as a key actor shaping regional 
affairs. Indeed, the Preamble to the 1945 Constitution explicitly outlines Indonesia’s duty to 
“participate toward the establishment of a world order based on freedom, perpetual peace and 
social justice.” 

To pursue this duty, our founding fathers developed the “bebas aktif” (free and active) 
foreign policy concept. “Free,” meaning that Indonesia rejects alignment to any 
power/bloc/alliance, instead plotting its own course on the international arena. “Active,” 
meaning that Indonesia shall engage, contribute, and participate in global affairs, not just for 
the country’s own national interests, but also for the wider interest of global security, justice, 
and prosperity.  

While the concept was first articulated under the shadow of the Cold War, its meaning 
remains relevant today and Jakarta continues to “mendayung diantara dua karang” (row 
between two reefs).  

Anchored by this constitutional duty and guided by the bebas aktif concept, Indonesia has for 
decades put itself forward as part of the solution and not as part of the problem facing the 
region. Indonesia’s role in helping to open up Myanmar to the international community and 
embracing human rights and democracy is one example of this. So, too, was Jakarta’s effort 
in preventing clashes between Thai and Cambodian forces from escalating into open war over 
the Preah Vihear temple complex a few years ago. I must stress these are not just recent 
trends. As far back as the 1980s, Indonesia played an instrumental role in resolving the 
drawn-out Cambodian conflict by holding a series of Jakarta Informal Meetings and co-
chairing the Paris Agreement with France.  

Indonesia wishes to reduce tensions, not exacerbate them. Jakarta’s response to regional 
problems prioritizes the settlement of differences by peaceful means—through dialogue and 
diplomacy—not military approaches or punitive sanctions that only brings suffering to the 
people.  

Moreover, Indonesia believes in reaching comprehensive solutions by engaging all parties 
and stakeholders involved. We cannot resolve the South China Sea by not talking with China. 
We cannot promote security in the Asia–Pacific region by excluding North Korea. We cannot 
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tackle Islamist extremism by not addressing the root causes that give birth to radical thinking. 
To do so will only perpetuate the problems facing the region.  

It is with this in mind that Indonesia’s contribution to the region should be given more 
recognition. While the term “a million friends and zero enemies” is no longer used by the 
new government, the basis for it remains true. Indonesia continues to face a “strategic 
environment where no country perceives Indonesia as an enemy and there is no country 
which Indonesia considers an enemy.”  

To demonstrate, Indonesia has a Comprehensive Partnership Agreement with the United 
States. At the same time Indonesia has a Comprehensive Strategic Partnership Agreement 
with China. In this sense, Indonesia should be considered as a “bridge” country that can 
foster greater trust and mutual understanding between the major powers in the region. 

It is important to note, however, that our relations with other powers in the region are based 
on merit, the benefits it brings to our people, and how it advances our common shared 
interests. We do not enter agreements for the ulterior motive of balancing or containing 
others. Thus, we expect the same treatment from others. The interests of Australia, India, 
Japan, and the United States in Indonesia must also be based on Jakarta’s merit—as the 
primus inter pares of ASEAN, as the living example that Islam, democracy, and modernity 
can go hand in hand, and as the 10th largest economy—and not for any ulterior motive. This 
is why Indonesia is not afraid to downgrade its relationship with those who abuse our trust.   

Many have asked, what are the implications of the new government on Indonesia’s foreign 
policy? Will it turn away from its engagement with the region? Is it still committed to 
promoting democracy and human rights? What is the world maritime axis?  

While it is still too early to read too much into President Joko Widodo’s foreign policy acts, I 
believe that the government shall remain committed to its constitutional duty and to the 
bebas-aktif concept that every previous Indonesian leader has subscribed to. The only 
difference we are seeing now is perhaps a change in emphasis and style rather than the 
substance. Indonesia’s national interests are tied to regional security concerns. This substance 
has, and always will be the case. However, the emphasis has changed. Greater attention is 
being given to Indonesia’s maritime characteristics as the world’s largest archipelago. Less 
emphasis is being placed on Indonesia’s character as a democratic and human rights beacon 
in the region.  

These do not, however, mark a break from the previous Yudhoyono government. We should 
not forget that it was under Yudhoyono that Indonesia began to increase its investment in the 
navy, purchasing frigates, corvettes, and submarines. Similarly, President Widodo has 
pledged to continue with the Bali Democracy Forum even if it is no longer high up on the 
government’s agenda.  

Taking all the above, it is clear that Indonesia is not merely a “Plus” country. So as we 
examine issues of mutual interest today I hope that the views, concerns, and contributions of 
Indonesia are seriously taken into account.   
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I wish everyone a very fruitful discussion. 

Thank you. 
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