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Distinguished ARF Experts and Eminent Persons,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

On behalf of the Government of the Republic of Indonesia, I bid you all a warm welcome to Bali and to the 4th Meeting of the ASEAN Regional Forum Experts and Eminent Persons (EEPs). I wish also to thank Mr. David Strachan, Alternate ARF SOM Leader of New Zealand, for graciously joining me in this task, and the Government of New Zealand for helping make this meeting possible. It is an honour for Indonesia to co-host this meeting. 
We are here today to follow up the decision of the 16th Ministerial Meeting of the ASEAN Regional Forum last July. On that occasion, our Ministers called on the ARF Experts and Eminent Persons to submit their views on the development of an ARF Work Plan on Preventive Diplomacy and their ideas for feasible preventive diplomacy measures. 
In compliance with that mandate you will deliberate today and tomorrow on “Preparing an ARF Work Plan on Preventive Diplomacy: Moving Forward from Confidence Building Mechanisms to Preventive Diplomacy.”  This is the latest of a series of ARF meetings involving Experts and Eminent Persons over the past few years. As such, this is another step forward in the “evolutionary approach” to the development of the ASEAN Regional Forum.
The evolution of the ARF has indeed been very gradual. It was in response to the various security challenges and the strategic concerns of the countries of our region that we established the ASEAN Regional Forum in 1994. Those challenges were brought about by rapid developments in the regional and global environments at that time. Being in its early stages at that time, the ARF focused on building mutual trust and confidence and developing shared norms through confidence-building measures.

Since then, the ARF has developed well enough to move into a phase in which it practices preventive diplomacy without, however, abandoning the pursuit of confidence-building measures. That is how confidence-building measures (CBMs) and preventive diplomacy have become the main activities of the Forum. 
As envisioned during its founding, however, the ARF will eventually go into a third phase: the development of conflict resolution mechanisms. When it is able to serve its participants by carrying out conflict resolution activities, while still engaging in confidence building and preventive diplomacy, the ARF will then be regarded as fully mature. 
But even during its earliest stages, the efficacy of the ARF was already very much in evidence. There is no doubt that from the very beginning, the ARF has been contributing to the maintenance of peace, stability and security in the Asia-Pacific region. It will certainly contribute more when it matures.
Meanwhile, at this stage, it is necessary that the ARF establish an institutional framework and mechanism for the implementation of preventive diplomacy. For this purpose, the Ministers have instructed the EEPs to use as reference and basis for discussions the Matrix of Relevant Recommendations for Follow Up from the ARF Study on Preventive Diplomacy and other relevant documents such as ARF Concept and Principles of Preventive Diplomacy, which was endorsed in 2001, and The ARF: A Concept Paper, endorsed in 1995. 
This means that you are not starting from scratch. The issue of preventive diplomacy has been intensively discussed in the ARF since its establishment. The documents of the ARF and the records of its meetings all attest to the intensity of discussions on preventive diplomacy. 
Hence, we are very much aware of the sensitivities about preventive diplomacy. Some of our ARF participants are more comfortable with preventive diplomacy in addressing non-traditional security issues. Others think that it should be used to address traditional security issues, while still others believe that as the ARF matures, it should use preventive diplomacy to address both traditional and non-traditional security threats. Part of our task is therefore to find a common ground for all. 
It is my hope that this meeting will not only yield ideas, insights and recommendations for ARF Ministers and officials to consider. I trust that it will also produce a preliminary draft Work Plan on Preventive Diplomacy or the outline of such a Work Plan, with a concept of the structure of the mechanism for preventive diplomacy and the priority areas of its coverage.
I hope that your discussions will be fruitful so that it will lead to another important contribution of the ARF to the peace, stability and security of the Asia-Pacific region. 
I thank you.
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