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WORDS OF WELCOME

OUR TIME

Our 33" biennial CCSEAS conference, scheduled for 27-28 October 2017, is approaching. Only recent-

ly did I realize that the CCSEAS conference started in 1971. The year 2017 is certainly not 1971 turned
around nor is it just another year. It has just started, but it has already made us reflect on and raise ques-
tions about knowledge and power. In Canada’s neighbour, the United States, Donald Trump, ordered a
travel ban as soon as he became President. In protest, hundreds of Canadian academics joined the world
by signing a petition to pledge not to attend conferences held in the U.S. This action raises a larger ques-
tion of how much influence the academic world has to shape a nation-state’s perspective of the world.

Closer to home, Prime Minister Justin Trudeau has celebrated the fortieth anniversary of Canada’s status
as a Dialogue Partner of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) by encouraging “all Cana-
dians to reflect on the tremendous contributions made by Southeast Asian Canadians to our country.”
Trudeau also pointed out that the two-way merchandise trade between Canada and ASEAN countries in
2015 alone amounted to over C$21 billion. It is clear that the future of Canada-ASEAN relations is in-
creasingly understood to be the future of Southeast Asian Canadians. This makes us pause and ask how
relevant our area studies is today for over one million Southeast Asians living in Canada. Has Canada’s
strong economic links to ASEAN been translated into supporting Southeast Asian studies in Canada in
order to better understand the links in and through the region’s “local knowledge?

We seem to be living in a new era, and yet our structure of knowledge still belongs to an earlier time.
Area studies as we understand it today were formed under a certain assumption of the world. It was
created in order to control knowledge and territoriality of the region “out there.” It has contributed to
the definition of a region despite the realities of (to use Edward Said’s term) “overlapping territories and
intertwined histories.” This raises a question of how we could rework area studies to acknowledge the
intra-Asia or inter-Asia and trans-oceanic dimensions of “people in and out of place.”

Meanwhile in Toronto, just barely a month after the different global affair statements from Washington
and Ottawa, the Association for Asian Studies (AAS) held its annual conference. It was very well attend-
ed (as usual), which justifies the claim that the conference is the largest gathering of scholars working
on Asia and the diaspora. The AAS conference is also undeniably one of the most important venues for
scholars working on the region to meet and discuss issues with an Asian studies spirit of comparison
and interdisciplinarity. Yet, could holding the AAS conference in Toronto suggest that Canada is a re-
gional affiliate of the AAS?
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2017 ON York University

2015 ON University of Ottawa

2013 QC Université de Montréal

2011 ON University of Toronto

2009 BC University of British Columbia
2007 QC Université Laval

2005 ON York University

2003 QC Université de Montréal

2001 BC University of Victoria

1999 BC University of British Columbia
1997 NS Acadia University

1995 QC Université Laval

1993 AB University of Edmonton

1991 ON York University

1989 BC University of British Columbia
1988 NS University of Halifax

1987 SK University of Saskatchewan
1986 ON University of Ottawa

1985 QC Université Laval

1984 NS Acadia University

1983 ON University of Toronto

1982 ON Lakehead University

1981 AB University of Calgary

1980 ON University of Windsor

1979 BC University of British Columbia
1978 ON University of Ottawa

1977 ON McMaster University

1976 ON York University

1975 ON University of Guelph

1974 ON University of Windsor

1973 ON York University

1972 ON University of Western Ontario
1971 ON University of Guelph
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There was an attempt (in 1968?), perhaps inspired
by the AAS, to create CASA (Canadian Asian
Studies Association) which was organized around
three different councils with each representing
East Asia, South Asia and Southeast Asia. For
some years CASA organized a series of Asian-
wide conferences in Canada. A history to account
for such efforts is important and yet to be written
(See Rudolphe de Konick, CCSEAS Newsletter,
Spring 2013: 14-17). Today, the only Council that
has managed to stay active from the CASA um-
brella is the Canadian Council for Southeast Asian
Studies (CCSEAS), which holds conferences since
1971. The first university that hosted CCSEAS con-
ference was the University of Guelph.

The arrows of time, however, travel through
different paths. The AAS, strongly supported

by various funding sources, has “professionalized”
its organization with a secretariat to organize its
annual conferences in superstar hotels in major
cities. The CCSEAS conferences, on the other
hand, continue to use the university as its venue.
It relies largely on voluntary efforts of students,
faculty members and staff. A sense of community,
self-reliance and mutual support has nevertheless
grown, along with the enthusiastic struggle to
maintain continuity and participation. Students
continue to be at the centre of CCSEAS. Their
presence in the conferences is always dominant
and serious. Students have also taken on the
responsibility of compiling the newsletters and

in the process, they shape the scholarship of
Southeast Asian studies in Canada. While we
value CCSEAS’ self-resilience, especially the ded-
ication of its students, we are disheartened to see
how funding sources over the years have moved
from limited to unavailable in supporting the
operation of CCSEAS and students’ participation in
the conference. We hope that the Canadian gov-



ernment will see the importance of cultivating a young generation of Asian studies scholars and provide
continuous support for CCSEAS conferences and other related activities.

At this moment, CCSEAS is the only vessel to nurture the Canadian network of Asian studies. It thus
seeks to raise profile of Asian scholarship in Canada by including “Inter-Asia” and “Asian-Canadian”
studies in its conferences. This newsletter represents such an intention. It features not only works on
Southeast Asia, but also reports that are inter-Asia or intra-Asia. It also encourages interests in
trans-pacific migrant communities in Canada. Southeast Asia is no longer “out there,” but it is within
Canada. We are also encountering a new generation of scholars who are working with (instead of
working on) Asia. This year’s CCSEAS conference, which will be held on October 27 and 28 at York
University, will continue to represent the trend of Southeast Asian studies, but it also hopes to express
the interests of those working in areas beyond the region so that the conference will be more com-
parative, inter-Asia, and trans-pacific. Considering the age of CCSEAS, we also feel that it is urgent

to collect memories of this organization to build an “institutional” history. CCSEAS newsletters will
continue to feature “CCSEAS in time” from those who wish to share their experiences as scholars and
members of the (trans)national social order within which they are embedded. We believe that their
recollections are valuable sources for the new generation of scholars trained in Canada to know where
they are coming from.

Finally, on behalf of our current CCSEAS Executive Committee, I want to thank the student team led by
Kilim Park (University of British Columbia) including Irene Poetranto (University of Toronto), Jean-
Francois Rancourt (Université de Montréal), and Nhu Truong (McGill University), for their work on the
2017 CCSEAS Newsletter. Special thanks also goes to Dominique Caouette (CASA’s Acting President)
and Melissa Marschke (CCSEAS President, 2013-2015) for their exemplary work for the Association
and for their continuing encouragement and support. Finally, I thank the York Centre for Asia Research
(YCAR), Alex Felipe for the CCSEAS poster and especially Alicia Filipowich for her great assistance.

Dr. Abidin Kusno
CCSEAS President 2015-2017
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ENCOUNTERS
AND PASSAGES

From Montreal to
Ottawa and to Toronto

CONTRIBUTORS

Dr. Dominique Caouette

CASA Acting President,

CCSEAS Past President (2011-2013)
Clara Boulianne-Lagacé

and Stéphanie Martel

2013 Conference Co-organizers

Almost four years passed since
the biennial CCSEAS conference
that took place at the Université
de Montréal on October 17-19,
2013. This 31* edition offered

a wide overview of Southeast
Asian studies and was an oppor-
tunity to welcome colleagues and
students not only from Canada
but also from Southeast Asia, the
US and Europe.

The conference was a great
opportunity to discover and hear
from a new generation of schol-
ars. This encounter of genera-
tions sharing the same passion
for the region was a recurring
feature over the three days. First,
a student workshop brought
together a new cohort of gradu-
ating and newly graduate stu-
dents to present their research.
Masterfully orchestrated by two
post-doctoral fellows, Gabriel
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Fauveaud and Jean-Francois
Bissonnette, the meeting began
with an address by Dr. Jérémy
Jammes, assistant director at the
Research Institute on Contempo-
rary Southeast Asia (IRASEC),
followed by two panels consist-
ing of a total of 10 papers. Those
revealed how dynamic and
promising this new generation of
scholars is.

Another testimony of these in-
ter-generational encounters was
the two keynote speakers, the
late professor Benedict “Ben”
Anderson and our colleague Sat-
urnino Borras Jr. Each offered
his own original and incisive
views on the region: the former
by examining the reasons for
the resilience and persistence of
monarchies in the region, and
the latter by locating and outlin-
ing the peculiar dimensions of
the global land-grabbing rush in
Southeast Asia. Then, during the
conference itself, 29 panels and
three roundtables that featured
over a hundred papers re-

vealed once again how rich and
wide-ranging are the questioning
and debates that drive Southeast
Asian studies. Finally, it is worth
remembering the exceptional
and vibrant performance of the
gamelan Giri Kedaton of the
Université de Montréal, under
the musical direction of the
balinese maestro I Dewa Made

Suparta and the artistic direction
of our collegues Eric Vandal and
Nino Gabrielli.

As for other CCSEAS biennial
meetings, such an event would
not have been possible without
the support of several organi-
zations: the Centre d’études et
de recherches internationales
(CERIUM) at the Université de
Montréal, the Ministry of Inter-
national Relations, the Franco-
phonie and External Trade, the
Faculty of Arts and Sciences,
the Research Vice-Rectorate, the
Carrefour des Arts et des Sci-
ences and the East Asian Studies
Centre at the Université de Mon-
tréal. This support, and the time
and energy invested by a whole
plethora of volunteers and assis-
tants were pivotal in ensuring
the success of the conference.
The CCSEAS adventure moved
on to the University of Ottawa
in the fall of 2015 and will soon
resume at York University in
October.



Pres de quatre années se sont
écoulés depuis la tenue a 1’Uni-
versité de Montréal du colloque
biennal du CCEASE, qui eut lieu
du 17 au 19 octobre 2013. Cette
3lieme édition avait permis de
présenter un vaste tour d’horizon
des études de 1’Asie du Sud-Est
au Canada, avec une portée élar-
gie par la présence de collégues
et d’étudiant(e)s originaires de
’Asie du Sud-Est, des Ftats-Unis
et d’Europe.

Ce colloque a aussi été 1’'occa-
sion de découvrir une nouvelle
génération de chercheurs et de
chercheuses en pleine émer-
gence. La rencontre entre dif-
férentes générations de passion-
né(e)s de la région a été présente
tout au long de ces trois jours.
Tout d’abord, un pré-colloque
destiné aux étudiant(e)s en fin
de baccalauréat ou en tout début
de maitrise a rassemblé une
nouvelle cohorte et lui a permis
de présenter ses travaux. Mené
avec mains de maitre par deux
chercheurs post-doctorauxs, Ga-
briel Fauveaud et Jean-Francois
Bissonnette, ce pré-colloque
s’est ouvert avec la conférence
du directeur adjoint de I’Insti-
tut de recherche sur I’Asie du
Sud-Est contemporaine (IRA-
SEC), Dr. Jérémy Jammes. Puis,
deux panels rassemblant au total
dix étudiant(e)s ont démontré

la richesse des recherches et le

dynamisme de ces spécialistes
en herbe.

Autre facette de ces regards
croisés et intergénérationnels,
nos deux conférenciers invités,
le regretté professeur Benedict «
Ben » Anderson et notre collegue
Saturnino M. Borras Jr ont tour
a tout offert un regard original et
incisif sur la région. Le premier
en se questionnant sur les raisons
de la persistance et la résilience
de régimes monarchiques dans la
région, alors qu’ailleurs ceux-ci
semblent de plus en plus anach-
roniques, et le second en s’inter-
rogeant sur les manifestations en
Asie du Sud-Est d’un phénomene
mondial contemporain, soit les
processus d’accaparement massif
de terres et des ressources na-
turelles. Par la suite, 29 panels et
trois tables rondes se sont suc-
cédés avec plus d’une centaine
de communications. Celles-ci
démontraient une fois encore la
richesse des questionnements

et des débats qui marquent les
études du Sud-est asiatique.
Enfin, il importe de rappeler la
performance dynamique et orig-
inale de I’ensemble de gamelan
Giri Kedaton de I’Université

de Montréal, sous la direction
musicale du maestro balinais I
Dewa Made Suparta et la direc-
tion artistique de collégues, Eric
Vandal et Nino Gabrielli.

PASSAGES ET
RENCONTRES

De Montréal a Ottawa et
maintenant a Toronto

PAR

Dr. Dominique Caouette

président du Association Canadienne
des Etudes Asiatiques, président

du CCEASE (2011-2013)

Clara Boulianne-Lagacé

et Stéphanie Martel

responsables de 1’organisation

du colloque

Comme pour les congres
antérieurs, un tel évenement
n’aurait été possible sans
I’appui financier et logistique

de plusieurs organisations: le
Centre d’études et de recherches
internationales de 1’Univer-

sité de Montréal (CERIUM), le
Ministére des Relations inter-
nationales, de la Francophonie
et du Commerce extérieur, la
Faculté des Arts et des Sciences,
le Vice-rectorat a la recherche,
le Carrefour des Arts et des
Sciences et le Centre d’études
de I’Asie de I’Est de I’Université
de Montréal. Ces appuis ont été
essentiels a la réussite du collo-
que biennal de 2013. L’aventure
allait se poursuivre a Ottawa a
I’automne 2015 et bient6t a
I’Université York en octobre.
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REPORTS FROM THE FIELD

BUY TODAY
EAT TODAY

Infrastructures of

Food Waste Prevention

CONTRIBUTOR

Tammara Soma

PhD candidate in Food Systems
at the University of Toronto

Growing up in Bogor, West Java,
Indonesia. I would wake up in
the morning to a familiar holler
from the front of my house “Yur!
Yur! Sayur Neng!!” (Veg! Veg!
Vegetables Miss!!) My mother
would then go out to greet the
Tukang Sayur (mobile vegetable
vendor) around 6:30 AM. This

is how the conversation would
often sound like:

Vendor: What are you planning
to cook today?

Mother: Hmm I'm thinking
spinach soup. Do you have any-
thing good?

Vendor: This is really fresh, it’s
5000 Rupiah for this bunch.

Mother: Ok, I'll just get two.
How about this corn, is it sweet?

Vendor: Yes, how about you pair
it with this tempeh. It’s a good
combination.
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Mr. Udin, the neighbourhood Tukang Sayur (Vegetable Vendor). Photo by Tammara Soma

Mother: Nah, I had tempeh
yesterday. I’ll just grab a small
bag of the potatoes. I’'m going to
make perkedel kentang (potato
croquets). Can you bring me a
nice cut of beef tomorrow, all
cleaned and cut? I want to make
semur (beef stew).

Vendor: Sure. See you
tomorrow!

This interaction is probably alien
to most supermarket shoppers

in the West. The back and forth
banter and the fact that the
vendors make suggestions on
menus and what’s fresh and in
season is a common part of daily
food provisioning practice in
Indonesia. But how are mobile
vegetable vendors connected to
food waste?

Currently, there is a marked
distinction in how the food
waste issues are framed in the
literature, namely that consumer
food waste is largely a problem
of the global North while food
loss is generally the problem

in the global South. In a study
conducted by Parfitt et al (2010),
the authors argue that one of the
reasons for a lack of consumer
food waste studies in developing
countries is the predominance of
a “buy today eat today practice.”
The question that I ask in my
research is “what are the types of
food infrastructures that can sup-
port and promote a ‘buy today
eat today’ practice?”

So what is a “Buy Today Eat To-
day Practice”? In essence it is a
practice of only buying what you



The buy today
eat today practice
also leads to less
storage of food in
the refrigerators.

need for the day and consuming
it all in one day. In contrast, the
general (“modern”) shopping
practice in North America, en-
tails stocking up groceries once
or twice a week. The buy today
eat today practice also leads to
less storage of food in the re-
frigerators. As we know from
various studies and campaigns
to reduce food waste, food
storage due to weekly groceries
“stocking up” is often an issue.
Households often forget foods
at the back of the fridge or leave
the lettuce to wilt in the crisper.
In a household study conducted
by Evans in U.K., respondents
have been known to purchase
new food before they have the
opportunity to use up the old
food. Here is an example of one
such conversation by Evans and
Julia (the respondent) about salad
greens (2011, 436):

J: If they don’t get used before a
new bag comes in they will go.

I: thrown out?

Mobile fishmonger with local fish weighing a purchase. Photo by Tammara Soma

J: bad but they go when the
new ones come in.

I: why is that?

J: well they didn’t get used and
I am definitely not going to use
them if there is a newer pack
that I could, um, need to use
before that starts getting old.

While there is an established
area of studies researching
consumer behaviour and food
waste (Stefan et al., 2012; Evans,
2011; Parizeau et al., 2015), and
research on infrastructures to
manage food waste (see research
on food waste bins by Metcalfe
et al., 2012), there is a lack of
study on infrastructures of food
provisioning that can support
consumers in preventing and
reducing household food waste.

This is where a comparison of
shopping practices at different
food provisioning infrastructures
is particularly important.

The terminology used in Indo-
nesia for “shopping when you
are hungry” is called “Lapar
Mata” (literally “Hungry Eyes”
or Shopping with your eyes).
This is premised on the idea

that without sticking to a list,
consumers are often tempted to
buy more than what they need.
Consumers are tempted as Stuart
(2009) argue, by an endless array
of food as well as deals such as
the ubiquitous “buy one get one
free” offers. While food waste
studies and policies have recog-
nized the role of supermarkets
in food waste prevention and
reduction, there are a limited
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number of food infrastructure
options in the West. In Indone-
sia, and many other developing
countries, small-scale vendors
like Udin prevent the type of
shopping of the Lapar Mata
category. In fact, it is common
for households to tailor their
menu for the day depending on
the seasonal products that Udin
will bring.

The role played by small to
medium-scale food vendors in
preventing overconsumption is
important. Firstly, the variety

of goods that can be carried by
these vendors in their wooden
cart or motorcycles are limit-
ed. This labour intensive job
requires a large labour pool to
cover entire swaths of neigh-
bourhoods and increases job op-
portunities. In addition, because
the vendors come everyday with
new foods, there is no need to
stock up on fresh produce. The
mobile vegetable vendors also
purchase their foods from the
traditional wetmarket, which

is generally local and seasonal.
Therefore, not only do these
small-scale infrastructures help
households prevent food waste,
it also supports a more localized
short distance food economy.

In general, shopping from vege-
table vendors also leads to eating
more fresh and whole foods
rather than processed foods.
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Unlike supermarkets, lack of
refrigeration and a small cart/
motorcycle means that vendors
do not themselves stock lots

of food, and they also do not
sell processed foods with the
exception of tofu and tempeh
(although occasionally meatballs
and sausages).

However, Indonesia’s tukang
sayur may soon be wiped out
with the growing numbers of
multinational supermarkets and
the development of large elite
enclave. As one Tukang Sayur
told me in an interview with
regards to price wars:

“If we are talking about compar-
ing my net income before and
now, we’re talking about a huge
difference. Since Giant* arrived,
my net income now is much
smaller compared to the past.
It’s because of the price differ-
ence; the prices at Giant and the
prices at the pasar are different.
I need to make some profit to
feed my family...”

Increasingly, these vendors are
also barred from elite housing
complexes as the housing en-
claves are usually located near
major hypermarkets and the
vendors are seen as a “nuisance”
and competition. As an urban
planner focusing on the issue of
household food waste, my study
will investigate the planners’

role in developing planning

policies that will ensure the long
term support for these necessary
small-scale food infrastructures.

Note: *a multinational
hypermarket chain.
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Inscribed on the World Heritage
List in 1992, the spectacular
Khmer monuments at Angkor
Wat have met the UNESCO
(United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Orga-
nization) benchmark of pos-
sessing Outstanding Universal
Value. In 2008, a second World
Heritage Site was introduced
into the country, the northern
site of Preah Vihear. Interna-
tional support to protect and
conserve these two Cambodian
properties is given to Cambo-
dia through UNESCO and other
development agencies.

Most tourists today are aware
that Cambodia is one of the
poorest countries in Southeast
Asia, with a fragile economy
wholly dependent upon foreign
aid. As a consequence, both pub-
lic and private spheres of society
are affected by the presence of
foreign aid agencies. The temples
of Angkor receive support for
their management, maintenance
and conservation from a number
of such bodies. The ICC-Angkor
2015 report reveals that, since
1993, more than 36 countries,

12 intergovernmental groups
and 38 international teams have
contributed millions of dollars
to conservation, restoration,
research and sustainable
development projects.

HOW EFFECTIVE ARE
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
AGENCIES IN THE PROTECTION,
CONSERVATION AND
PRESENTATION OF CAMBODIAN
HERITAGE PLACES?

CONTRIBUTOR
Sarah Youngblutt

PhD Candidate in Asian Studies at Leiden University.

It is no surprise that Angkorean
heritage has become a million
dollar industry. However, a
concern is that increasingly high
foreign and national investment
into the Angkor World Heri-
tage Site has come to disregard
initial conservation plans for the
temples. Indeed, a cycle of state
dependency upon tourism for
the Angkor sites has developed,
placing higher demands for
foreign aid to conserve the sites,
to develop the tourism sector,

to rectify damage to the sites
from tourism and to continue
excavations of Angkor sites to
stimulate future off-the-beaten-
track tourism.

Contrasted to the active conser-
vation landscape of Angkor, the
border site of Preah Vihear has

endured a decade of Thai-Cam-
bodian political conflict, within
and around the site, initiated

by its UNESCO inscription. In
2014, six years following its
inscription, the country success-
fully delegated a coordinating
committee for its protection;
designated the ICC-Preah Vihear,
today this body is co-chaired by
China and India. Despite UNE-
SCO funding over 100,000 USD
into the site, this second World
Heritage site stands within a
tense and fragile geopoliti-

cal landscape, complicated by
transnational investment, natural
resource exploitation and the
forced displacement of indige-
nous communities.

Despite the combination of
governmental and non-govern-
mental efforts to combat illegal
trafficking of Khmer artifacts
across the country, the smug-
gling of antiquities into Thailand
is at an all time high. In consid-
eration of the national dimension
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of the problem, international aid
agencies face real challenges in
the recommendation of policies
to protect Cambodian heritage.
Before matters will improve,

an analysis of stakeholders
must be undertaken. Escalating
threats to the security of Ang-
korean heritage include, but are
not limited to: the instability of
the subsoil beneath the temples,
unregulated draining of the
groundwater surrounding Ang-
kor to accommodate tourist ho-
tels, vegetative growth and past
damage to the sites from archae-
ological teams. Another danger
is organized looting, which often
involves local authories; such
immediate these threats to site
protection will need to be re-
solved if Angkor is to be passed
on to the next generation.

The management of large ar-
chaeological complexes requires
specific attention towards upper
level bureaucracies, issues of
governance, policy and legal
frameworks. The interplay
between local and global val-
ues can be seen in how sites

are conserved and presented. In
consideration of monumental
architecture, the conservation
of large Angkorean temples has
yet to be standardized, permit-
ting countries from around the
world to conduct conservation
methods, as they like. With a
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closer consideration of conserva-
tion approaches, Monroe (1998)
highlights the obvious for the
monuments of Angkor: “Angkor
is in grave danger of becoming
a Disneyland of different coun-
tries’ ideas of what it should look
like.” Critics of a “Disneyland
Model,” invite new policies

to standardize archaeological
conservation and research, but
also to resist private enterprise
developments onto archaeo-
logical grounds, which include
hotels, casinos and theme parks
constructed to foster tourism.

Cambodia continues to function
as a reserve in which identi-
ties and careers are defined for
academics and development
groups from around the world.
In consideration of archaeol-
ogists alone, today they come
from countries as widespread as
France, Japan, Italy, the USA,
Belgium, India, Indonesia, New
Zealand, Australia, Canada,
Germany, Hungary, Korea, Chi-
na, Laos, Czech Republic and
Russia to work in the excavation
and conservation of Khmer ar-
chaeological sites. Their research
activity is authorized and man-
aged under a complex hierarchy
of institutions, which serve
universities, nation-states and
private investors from around
the world. From their construc-
tion in the twelfth century, the

monolithic temples of Angkor
were incorporated into Khmer
social and political life. Today
the image of Angkor is Cam-
bodia’s national icon; the three
towers of Angkor Wat are cen-
tered on the country’s flag and
imprinted on national currency.
The revered Angkor complex has
been conflated with the defini-
tion of Cambodian identity, and
is representative of the country’s
continued autonomy from his-
torical pressures of Vietnamese
and Thai invasion. With dozens
of foreign teams working in the
country, is the value and mean-
ing of these sites presented in
accordance with how Cambodi-
ans view their sacred sites?

With adherence to the mandate
and articles presented in the
1972 World Heritage Conven-
tion, my work analyzes the ex-
tent to which Article 5(e), a pol-
icy established to foster national
capacity building, has been
satisfied in the country of Cam-
bodia. This important research
will contribute to a better under-
standing of the effectiveness of
international capacity-building
strategies and may contribute to
a growing literature in critical
heritage studies on indigenous
access to heritage.



THE RETAIL
HUB WITH
THE DEATH
PENALTY

CONTRIBUTOR
Zachariah Su
Master’s student at
McGill University

It’s hot in Singapore.

There’s always a whole slew

of changes I notice every time

I come back to the city-state.
Additional train stations, whole
new highways, condominiums
where you’d never imagine there
could be, modern glass buildings
popping up seemingly overnight
in once drab concrete neighbour-
hoods. And of course it wouldn’t
be Singapore if there wasn’t

a new law or two introduced
every year to spoil the fun. For
example, at the time of this visit,
public drinking past 10:30pm
had just been banned and the
legal age for smoking was about
to be raised to 21.

One thing about Singapore that
never changes, however, is that
it’s hot, and humid. A common
experience shared by many a re-
turning Singaporean is the feel-
ing of the punch of that first gust
of thick, hot air which greets you
instantly as the sliding doors of

the famed Changi airport open
to its oppressively dark and
stuffy taxi bay. Leaving behind
the cool, air-conditioned airport
and the presumably reasonable
temperate weather of the coun-
try you travelled from, you are
swiftly given a wake-up call as
to where you have returned and
what to expect. Welcome back to
Singapore. Please note the heavy
penalties for drug trafficking,
but probably of more relevance
to you, please remember that

it’s hot here. Why are you still
wearing that jacket? Don’t step
leh (Singlish for “Don’t pretend
to be something or someone you
are not”).

I’'m in Singapore to conduct
interviews with government
officials, members of NGOs,

and private business actors for
my Master’s thesis which ex-
plores the city-state’s migration
policies and the issues sur-
rounding the treatment of labour
migrants to the country. I'm also
in Singapore to attend the wed-
ding of my best friend, Shafiq,
and so my month-long trip is a
relatively bizarre mix of travel-
ling to interviews, transcribing
interviews, and running errands
with Shafiq and his family for
the wedding. While on one of
these errands, we decide to take
a taxi and Shafig’s elderly moth-
er asks me about life in Canada,

and how it feels to be back in

Singapore.

A lot has changed, I say, and

I give a vague answer on how
things feel different from how
I remember the country since

I left it six years ago.

“Ya, that’s why, a lot has
changed you know. Just look at
the number of shopping centres
everywhere now,” Shafiq’s moth-
er replied in fluid Malay-accent-
ed, Singaporean English.

“See lah now every MRT sta-
tion got shopping centre. Even
Bedok now got many shopping
centres also, last time need to

go to Tampines you know. I also
dunno who shopping at all these
places and why we need so many
of them.”

“Aiyah, government wanna do
what just let them do lah, Mak,”
came Shafig’s dismissive, and in
many ways, typically Singapor-
ean interjection.

Shafig’s mother was right
though. Shopping centres or
malls are by no means new to
Singapore, and a walk down
shopping centre-filled Orchard
Road, as any tourist to the
country would be obliged to do,
would clearly show this. But
while the international brand
names and globally ubiquitous
food outlets were once only
found in central parts of Singa-
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This is by no means your typical
suburban North American strip mall,
spread out and sparsely peopled.

pore, or in the outer “satellite”
neighbourhoods of Tampines or
Pasir Ris, now it seems every
neighbourhood in Singapore has
a Mass Rapid Train (MRT) train
station, a bus interchange, and a
shopping mall.

Take Bedok, where Shafig and
his family live, for example.
Until three or four years ago,
Bedok was a typical Singapor-
ean neighbourhood as imagined
by the country’s 1980s-era city
planners. Comprised largely of
matured public housing estates,
Bedok’s amenities were almost
as functional as the appear-
ance of its concrete, ice-cream
coloured, spartanly-designed
public housing blocks. Apart
from the local wet market, su-
permarket, and the collection of
local shops to buy miscellaneous
necessities, there was also the
food centre (or hawker centre)
near the bus interchange, a num-
ber of small locally-run eating
establishments, and one, maybe,
two McDonald’s branches.

Walking through Bedok’s shop-
ping mall, however, immediately
smashes any preconceptions
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about the Spartan-ness of this
neighbourhood. Residents in Be-
dok are now able to shop from a
variety of clothing stores, chain
retail shops, and most signifi-
cantly, an increased number of
Western food outlets and retail
stores. There is now a Chili’s
restaurant in Bedok! I struggle to
even remember whether I have
seen a Chili’s in Montreal. And
yet, the most remarkable aspect
of Bedok’s mall is how bustling
and crowded it is at lunch on a
weekday. This is by no means
your typical suburban North
American strip mall, spread

out and sparsely peopled. This
is commerce and food, densely
packed in six floors and filled
with cackling students just let
off after school, hurried workers
on lunch break, elderly residents
taking in the sights of the mall
and all sorts of unclassifiable
individuals who are at the very
least free-riding on the mall’s
air-conditioning.

When my thoughts were not
dominated by my thesis research
questions on migration policies
and politics, I found myself

wondering how this sudden
appearance of shopping centres
took place. Does Bedok need

a shopping centre? Why did
the government decide to build
these shopping centres across
a number of neighbourhoods
seemingly all at once? Is this
rapid commercialization and
penetration of foreign food and
retail chains harmful for local
neighbourhoods in the long run?
Is the Chili’s at Bedok Mall
any good?

As I’'m leaving Singapore, |
share my observations and
thoughts with my friends as
they come to say goodbye at the
airport. A friend quickly points
out that there are plans to build
three new buildings at Changi
Airport, of which two are new
terminals, and one a shopping
centre. As I pile my luggage onto
a cart and walk into the airport,
a burst of cool air hits my face
from the terminal’s air-condi-
tioned, immaculate interior.

Maybe that’s why Bedok needs
a shopping centre.

It’s hot in Singapore.



D’INITIATIVE
CITOYENNE A
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I’émergence de la
gestion coopérative a
hanoi, vietnam

CONTRIBUTOR
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Marquant le virage vers la
modernité urbaine promue par
I’Etat, on voit apparaitre au Viet-
nam depuis quelques décennies
un nombre croissant de formes
baties verticales, de gigantesques
infrastructures routiéres et de
grands complexes commerciaux.
Ils surgissent en plein cceur de
la ville, en bordure d’un village
traditionnel ou méme au beau
milieu de terres agricoles. Dans
la foulée de cette urbanisation
rapide, I’habitat vietnamien
connait d’importantes muta-
tions. Plus particulierement, les
nouveaux habitats qui se déve-
loppent en hauteur appellent de
nouvelles maniéeres d’encadrer
I’'urbanité et de gouverner
I'urbain.
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Dans ce contexte, le mode
gestion des immeubles dans les
grandes villes vietnamiennes a
fait I’'objet d’expériences et d’in-
novations au cours des dernieres
années, se traduisant notamment
par I’émergence d’un modele
endogéne de gestion coopérative
d’habitations. En développement
depuis 10 ans a peine, ce modeéle
est né de l’initiative d’un groupe
de citoyens relocalisés dans un
immeuble d’habitations a Hanoi.
Malgré son caractere innovant,
il demeure peu connu des cher-
cheurs, méme a Hanoi. S’appuy-
ant sur les données tirées d’en-
trevues semi-dirigées menées
avec 27 acteurs concernés par

ce modele de gestion, cette

recherche visait donc a retracer
I’historique de ce phénomene et
a comprendre sa forme actuelle
afin d’en tirer des apprentissages
pouvant contribuer a améliorer la
gestion de I’habitat au Vietnam.

L’initiative d’autogestion
d’une communauté
solidaire

L’émergence du modéle de
gestion coopérative au Vietnam
remonte a 2006. Tout débute
dans I’immeuble 17T-10, une
tour d’habitations construite
pour relocaliser les résidents du
secteur Nga Tw S@, au sud-ouest
d’Hanoi, évacué pour accueillir
un élargissement de route et un
nouveau pont.
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Des problemes singulierement

importants font rapidement leur
apparition avec ’agence éta-
tique gérant ’'immeuble 17T-10 :
absence de salle communautaire
pour les activités sociales des
résidents, ascenseurs constam-
ment brisés et inutilisables,
coupures fréquentes en eau et
électricité, frais de gestion en
constante augmentation, etc. Issu
d’une communauté trés unie, les
citoyens relocalisés s’organisent
et entreprennent de se réappro-
prier les espaces communs de
I'immeuble, de gérer différem-
ment I’approvisionnement des
services et de mettre sur pied

la réorganisation économique

de I'immeuble de maniére a en
faire bénéficier ses habitants. Ils
forment un comité d’autogestion
sous le leadership d’un résident
disposant de connexions et de
connaissances essentielles pour
faire avancer leur cause. Le
gouvernement vietnamien tente
de bloquer leur initiative, mais le
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comité trouve appui et protection
politique aupres de la Suéede,

qui subventionne a I’époque

de nombreux programmes a
’international.

Dans les mois qui suivent, la
lutte des résidents du 17T-10 pour
parvenir a I’autogestion s’inten-
sifie, sans toutefois jamais faire
usage de méthodes illégales (par
exemple des manifestations non
autorisées ou des actes de vio-
lence). En 2008, le comité s’en-
registre finalement comme une
véritable entreprise de gestion
sous I’appellation « Hgp tac xa
Nha & Thuy Dién », que I’on peut
approximativement traduire par
« Coopérative d’habitation sué-
doise » (CHS).

La CHS s’investit d’'une mission
sociale, politique et économique
qui va bien au-dela de la gestion
des services d’entretien pour
laquelle elle a initialement été
formée et modifie considérable-
ment les conditions de vie des

résidents. Par la réappropriation
des espaces communs et résidu-
els de I'immeuble, la CHS adapte
I’habitat aux besoins sociaux et
économiques de sa population,
générant pour les résidents des
opportunités d’emploi, des ser-
vices de proximité et des lieux
de rencontre communautaires.
La réinsertion des résidents
dans leur nouveau milieu en est
facilitée et une configuration
mieux adaptée se développe
pour de nouveaux immeubles
résidentiels. Par I’autogestion, la
CHS optimise ses ressources hu-
maines et financiéres pour offrir
de meilleurs services a moindre
colit, en redistribuant de surcroit
tous les surplus générés parmi
ses membres. Les conditions

de vie des résidents s’en trou-
vent améliorées. Par I’adoption
de mécanismes transparents et
démocratiques, la CHS accorde
aux résidents un pouvoir de dé-
cision sur leur environnement et



les implique directement dans la

gouvernance de I'immeuble.

Le projet se voit reconnu a
I’international par I’octroi d’'un
prix de la Banque mondiale en
2011. L’initiative d’autogestion
de la CHS suscite alors I'intérét
des autorités politiques vietnami-
ennes, qui sollicitent méme 1’aide
du comité pour réformer la Loi
sur le logement en 2014.

La diffusion d’un nouveau
modele de gestion a
travers Hanoi

La reconnaissance internationale
et nationale dont la CHS béné-
ficie a compter de 2011 permet
ainsi sa formalisation et la dif-
fusion de son modéle de gestion
non seulement aupres des élites
politiques, mais aussi aupres du
reste de la population vietnami-
enne. Voyant I’'impact positif de
I’autogestion sur la communauté
du 17T-10, des résidents d’autres
immeubles sollicitent I’aide de la
CHS pour reproduire leur modele

de gestion. Aujourd’hui, une
centaine d’immeubles de typolo-
gies et de clienteles variées sont
gérés de maniere coopérative par
la CHS a Hanoi. L’initiative d’un
petit groupe de résidents s’est
ainsi transformée en une vérita-
ble entreprise sociale ceuvrant a
I’échelle de la ville.

L’application du modele de
gestion coopérative dans d’au-
tres immeubles a Hanoi semble
respecter la mission fondatrice
de la CHS. De nouvelles méth-
odes d’autofinancement et

des exemples intéressants de
réaménagement de 1’espace sont
observés dans certains immeu-
bles. Toutefois, des nuances ap-
paraissent sur le plan des efforts
des gestionnaires pour stimuler
la participation des résidents
aux rencontres et aux prises

de décisions, pour générer des
opportunités d’emplois a méme
I’immeuble, et pour créer des
initiatives d’autofinancement de
maniere a réduire considérable-

ment les frais de service chargés
aux résidents.

Au final, 'expérience d’au-
togestion de 'immeuble 17T-

10 exprime la résilience, la
persévérance, la volonté d’au-
todétermination et le pouvoir
d’autonomisation d’une popula-
tion. Néanmoins, la diffusion de
cette expérience dans des hab-
itats et des contextes différents
fait ressortir les défis que pose
la formalisation d’une méthode
de gestion basée sur la connais-
sance des besoins de la commu-
nauté qu’elle tente de servir, et la
volonté de cette derniére de con-
tribuer au projet d’autogestion.
Cela dit, le potentiel du modele
de gestion coopérative d’habi-
tations est considérable pour un
pays en pleine transformation
tel que le Vietnam, et il mérite
que les professionnels et cher-
cheurs de ’aménagement, mais
aussi ceux du domaine politique,
économique et social, s’y intér-
essent plus sérieusement.
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THINK
PLAYGROUNDS

L’urbanisme Do It
Yourself au service de
la transformation des

politiques urbaines
au Vietnam

CONTRIBUTOR
Jules Laurent-Allard

étudiant au programme de maitrise en
urbanisme de I’Université de Montréal

Fondée en 2014 a Hanoi, inspirée
par une activiste américaine,
I’'organisation non gouvernemen-
tale vietnamienne Think Play-
grounds s’est engagée a con-
struire des terrains de jeu pour
les enfants du Vietnam selon
une approche d’urbanisme Do It
Yourself. Construits a partir de
ressources financiéres et hu-
maines tres limitées, ces terrains
de jeu sont faits de matériaux
recyclés et assemblés princi-
palement par des bénévoles.

A ce jour, Think Playgrounds

a construit prés de cinquante
terrains de jeu au Vietnam, dont
trente-trois dans la capitale. Ce
cas d’étude s’est construit autour
de dix entretiens semi-dirigés
menés a 1’été 2016. Les répon-
dants sont des fondateurs de
I’organisation, des membres

de la société civile collaborant
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avec Think Playgrounds et des
employés de ’'administration
municipale. Par une méthode
inductive, le caractere unique
et nouveau de I’'urbanisme DI'Y
dans le paysage des politiques
urbaines du Vietnam fut mis

a jour.

Les entretiens et la littérature
ont révélé qu’a Hanoi, I'urban-
isme DIY fait le lien entre deux
zones d’interactions politiques
bien établies, aux caractéris-
tiques sociales connues et doc-
umentées, mais n’entretenant
habituellement pas de lien.
D’une part, les zones de négo-
ciations coutumieres permet-
tent de légeres transgressions
légales. Elles sont ces moments
d’appropriation quotidienne de
’espace. Cette zone comprend
les relations entre les groupes
de résidents, le leader de com-
munauté qu’ils choisissent et
I’administration du quartier
dans lequel ils résident. Ce
niveau de gouvernement observe
régulierement des pratiques
informelles dans I’espace pub-
lic, ce qui méne a une tolérance
d’usages alternatifs. Ces usages
demeurent toutefois mobiles et
sont facilement supprimés (Koh,
2006; Kurfiist, 2011). Les déci-
sions politiques d’aménagement,
d’autre part, se prennent a des
niveaux plus élevés des gouver-
nements urbains. Ce sont ces

paliers qui peuvent concretement
transformer 1’environnement ur-
bain. Cette zone de commande et
controdle tolére les organisations
de la société civile fournissant
des services sociaux, du mo-
ment qu’elles respectent le cadre
politique qu’impose I’Etat-parti
(Kurfiist, 2011). La méthode de
faire la ville selon Think Play-
grounds amene des pratiques
informelles des citoyens de la
zone de négociations quotidi-
ennes dans le milieu organisa-
tionnel de la zone de commande
et controle. Ainsi, un nouveau
moment de 'urbanité a Hanoi
émerge qui a le potentiel de con-
tribuer a définir la ville selon une
perspective trés communautaire
tout en ayant une relation directe
avec les décideurs politiques.

Le discours du droit de jouer

fut essentiel a cette prise de
position et a la croissance de
Think Playgrounds. Il permit la
multiplication des projets dans
I’espace public et a la création
d’un réseau avec la société civile
et ’administration municipale.
La revendication du droit de
jouer peut s’appuyer sur une
Convention des Nations Unies et
sur une littérature qui reconnait
une valeur essentielle au jeu, le
qualifiant méme de travail des
enfants (Bond et Peck, 1993 :
733). Il s’agit alors non pas d’un
passe-temps, mais bien d’une



activité productive en soi qui
nécessite des investissements

de la part des adultes afin de la
rendre possible (Ridgers et al.,
2007). William Arnold Corsaro
(1998: 378-380) explique que la
socialisation des enfants hors du
contexte de la famille nucléaire
passe fondamentalement par le
jeu. Malone argumente en faveur
de « child-friendly cities [...]
places where children and youth
can socialise, observe and learn
about how society functions and
how they can contribute to the
cultural fabric of their commu-
nity » (Malone, 2001: 11).

C’est dans cette perspective
d’inclusivité et de développe-
ment personnel et social que les
projets de Think Playgrounds
viennent s’inscrire. Véritable-
ment, 1’acceptation politique de
ce discours permet d’avancer les
idées plus subversives de I’or-
ganisation. Les projets mettent
en lumiere, de facon implicite

et indirecte mais néanmoins con
sciente, I'inefficacité et la dis-
tance de ’aménagement formel
face aux réalités contemporaines
de la ville et de ses citoyens.
Les projets menés par Think
Playground prouvent, I’un apres
I’autre, que de nombreux projets
municipaux ont ignoré ou écarté
les communautés de réception
et qu’il faut ramener les expéri-
ences de celles-ci au cceur de

la planification. Les fondateurs
de l’organisation sont tout a fait
conscients de cet effet.

Au bout de trois ans de crois-
sance constante de I’organi-
sation, le réseau des parties
prenantes est désormais com-
plexe et vaste. Ce qui devient
évident est 'emprise que tous
ces éléments ont dans la poli-
tique urbaine. Tous les acteurs
ne sont pas des décideurs poli-
tiques, mais ils ont tous une
influence plus ou moins grande
sur leur environnement. Ce
réseau témoigne aussi du car-
actere incontournable de Think
Playgrounds. Cette présence,
pour quiconque s’intéresse a
I’aménagement a Hanoi, en fait
une organisation de référence.
Ce réseau sera slirement amené
a croitre et a se diversifier da-
vantage avec la transition vers
I’entreprise sociale et le dével-
oppement d’une expertise plus
large de design urbain.

Le caractere subversif de Think
Playgrounds réside véritable-
ment au sein de sa structure
organisationnelle. Au travers du
développement de I’'organisation
et de la réalisation des projets,
les fondateurs et les membres
permanents ont formé des
jeunes a penser différemment
aux enjeux urbains, avec plus
d’audace et de clairvoyance. Ils
leur ont fourni des outils pour

tenter de les résoudre par eux-
mémes, sans attendre la solution
de ’administration municipale.
les nombreux bénévoles appren-
nent a gérer un projet viable et a
implanter des idées innovantes
au sein du contexte politique
existant : « We try to inspire the
volunteers to follow us, to build
playgrounds. [W]e give them
more experience to change the
city life » (R1). Ces changements
de fond, ou des réflexes sociaux
se transforment, sont peut-étre la
promesse d’un renouveau dans
I’aménagement et la qualité de
vie des villes du Vietnam.

En bref, par la construction

de terrains de jeu, le manque
d’attention des planificateurs

de Hanoi est mis en lumiére et
I’analyse du citoyen est validée.
Par une méthode jusqu’alors
absente dans la capitale, Think
Playgrounds fait le pont entre
la négociation coutumiere et la
décision politique. Ainsi s’ou-
vre un canal de communication
bilatéral auparavant inexistant.
Dans les mots d’un architecte
local: « Bottom up, it is the most
important » (R6). Dans ce cas-ci,
la base s’organise, agit et publi-
cise ses actions, en étant alerte
de la portée politique de ses
gestes. Ce cas d’étude a permis
de découvrir cette place partic-
uliere qu’occupe Think Play-
grounds comme figure de proue
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de 'urbanisme DIY a Hanoi,
et au Vietnam.

Cette forme d’urbanisme est
un mouvement international
certes, mais elle demande une
adaptation particulierement
clairvoyante dans un systeme
non-démocratique. L’attention
portée au discours, la création
patiente de relations personnelles
au sein des structures gouver-
nementales, la présence active
sur les réseaux sociaux

ou I’inclusion d’étudiants
bénévoles sont autant de tac-
tiques qui permettent de navi-
guer un contexte aux contraintes
fortes. Ce succes de 1'organisa-
tion laisse maintenant espérer
que la formule sera reprise,
qu’elle permettra d’ouvrir une
discussion publique et franche
sur d’autres enjeux urbains.
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At the recent AAS (Association for Asian Studies)
conference in Toronto, a group of Southeast Asian-
ists gathered to discuss how research is conducted
and used at the interface of activism and academia.
The event was supported by the Southeast Asia
Council of AAS, and was organized by the

York Centre for Asian Research (YCAR) at

York University.

Southeast Asia presents a diverse set of politi-
cal and institutional contexts in which research
is done, and varying ways in which academics
become involved in activist work that seeks to



further political rights, so-

cial justice and environmental
protection. The purpose of the
workshop was to explore this
diversity across the region,

and to ask critical questions
about the interface between the
distinct but overlapping roles
of academic researcher and
political activist.

Presenters with experience
across the region attended the
workshop. Laura Schoenberger
(York) recounted how field ex-
perience in Cambodia revealed
the impossibility of maintaining
a distinction between the cate-
gories of researcher and activist,
while Cheran Rudhramoorthy
(Windsor) described a project
in Myanmar and Aceh that
explicitly developed a notion of
praxis in developing post-con-
flict governance structures. In
Thailand, Peter Vandergeest
(York) discussed work with
Melissa Marschke and Olivia
Tran (Ottawa) that problematized
the “slavery” narrative used by
activist organizations in relation
the fishery sector, while Austin

Silvan (York) described his
time with student activists
in Bangkok.

The issue of academic and ac-
tivist narrative in conflict also
arose in the Philippines through
Alex Felipe’s (York) work on
small scale mining in Mindanao.
Several presenters described the
personal commitments, relation-
ships and risks associated with
their activist work, including
Arianto Sangadji (York) in In-
donesia, Chaya Go (York) in the
Philippines, and Johan Sarava-
namuttu (NTU, Singapore) and
Maznah Mohamad (NUS, Singa-
pore) in Malaysia. In Vietnam,
Jason Morris-Jung (SIM, Singa-
pore) and Nga Dao (York) both
examined the role of academic
experts in mobilizing changes in
public attitudes and government
policy, while Elisabeth Kramer
(Sydney, Australia) explored
similar themes in relation to
academic involvement in Indone-
sia’s anti-death penalty alliance.

The sessions at the workshop
were chaired by Dominique
Caouette (Montréal), Philip

Kelly (York) and Ethel Tungo-
han (York). Other contributors
to the discussion included Lynne
Milgram (OCADU) and York
graduate students Chris Chanco,
Sheila Htoo and Conely de Leon.

Several key themes emerged
across many of the papers. First,
the ways in which the societal
position and role of experts,
intellectuals and academics is
configured is distinctive across
different national settings, given
varied political and institutional
circumstances. In some cases
the categories of academic and
activist are hard to differentiate.
Second, negotiating a role that
encompasses academic research
and activist engagement is an
embodied process. Positionali-
ties matter a great deal, and the
process of engagements is driven
by relationships, reciprocities
and responsibilities arising in
field-based research. For some,
the process of engagement can
be deeply personal and can also
involve risks to safety and career
advancement. Finally, many
tensions exist in navigating these
two spheres — between academic
“accuracy” and activist “nar-
ratives” and between different
agendas and audiences.

Proceedings from the workshop
will, we hope, appear in a forth-
coming issue of Critical Asian
Studies.
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THE SOUTH
CHINA SEA
DISPUTES

Implications for ASEAN

CONTRIBUTOR

Dr. Jim Placzek

Honorary associate at the Centre

for Southeast Asia Research, Institute
of Asian Research, at the University
of British Columbia and currently
teaches at Pridi Banomyong
International College, Thammasat
University, in Bangkok, Thailand

Introduction

As China has developed its econ-
omy and its navy, it has moved
to occupy islands, reefs, rocks
and underwater formations in the
South China Sea (hereafter “The
Sea”), and in 2013-2015 built up
seven large artificial islands.

China’s rhetoric has been that
these are its sacred core terri-
tories and their ownership is
“indisputable,” even though as
late as the 1940s they were still
relying on European maps and
had no idea if a claimed place
was an island, a rock or a reef.
The infamous “nine-dash line” is
kept purposely vague and indefi-
nite and has no legal value what-
soever, but Chinese sovereignty
is claimed to be absolute.

Now China has claimed rough-
ly 85-90 per cent of The Sea,
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Figure 1*. ASEAN outline before 2015: four states bordering China: Myanmar,
Laos, Vietnam, Philippines.

regardless of other countries’
200-nautical-mile Exclusive
Economic Zones. China’s ambi-
tions are much larger than The
Sea, but it needs this maritime
area on its coast to begin. In
this struggle, mainly against the
US, ASEAN is simply collateral
damage.

Sea Change 2015

Let’s begin with a contrasting set
of maps showing the outline of
ASEAN as it was before the year
2015 (Fig. 1), and what it looks
like now (Fig. 2).

China has an aversion to inter-
national organizations, as most
are heavily influenced by the US.
The system of world organiza-
tion it favours appears to be a
feudal world where big countries

have rights over small ones.
They did sign the DoC, “Dec-
laration on Conduct of Parties

in The South China Sea” which
includes recourse to the Tribunal
of UNCLOS, the UN Convention
on the Law of the Sea. However
this non-binding MOU has never
been ratified although ASEAN
has expended 15 years on re-
visions, drafts, guidelines and
other compromises. Thus it is
clear that China has had no in-
tention of signing a binding CoC
(“Code of Conduct”) document.
Currently ASEAN and China are
discussing a CoC “framework”
(Xinhua). If they ratify it, it will
legitimize the Chinese expan-
sion and for ASEAN perhaps
save face.



Figure 2*. ASEAN outline after 2015: seven states border-ing China: Myanmar, Laos,
Vietnam, Philippines, Brunei, Malaysia, Indonesia. Maps drawn by Jim Placzek.

Over half the world’s oil and
gas tonnage passes through The
Sea, including China’s own oil
imports. But once China se-
cures control of the Sea, other
states will be liable to blockade
whenever China is “displeased.”
China has a clear track record
of using established trade agree-
ments to create political pressure
(Hayton 2012; Vanderklippe).

The result is that ASEAN
reverts to its original situation
in the 1960s, dealing with over-
bearing external powers who
will never fully respect them
unless they act as a single re-
gion, with one voice.

China’s ongoing strategies

Arase (2015) argues that the
fierce Chinese rejection of

ASEAN and international arbi-
tration, plus the insistence on bi-
lateral “negotiations” are aimed
at joint management agreements,
which China can then cite as
evidence that the ASEAN claim-
ant has given up its legal rights
in the disputed areas.

Chinese claims are absolute,
insistent, and relentless, de-
signed to wear down resistance.
The Philippines’ chief negotiator
with China notes that “negotia-
tions” always begin with China’s
assertion that its claim is “indis-
putable” (Bensurto).

There is also evidence that
China induced Cambodia to
prevent the traditional Final
Communique at the 2012 ASEAN
Foreign Minister’s Meeting in

Phnom Penh. Such a failure was
unprecedented in ASEAN. Cam-
bodia was the rotating chair and
passed proposed wording to the
Chinese, who refused it (Thayer,
p. 6, 7).

Citing ASEAN’s own much-
abused maxim of “non-inter-
ference in the internal matters
of member states,” China will
not tolerate ASEAN full meet-
ings dealing with The Sea.
Since China has declared that
ASEAN has no role in The Sea
dispute, the only option for
claimants is “negotiation”

with the indisputable.

This tactic is part of China’s
successful “Dual Strategy,” in
which attractive infrastructure
offers, gifts and loan projects
must be rigidly separated from
the maritime disputes. Consider-
ing all these points it is clear that
China’s strategy is to divide the
ASEAN states.

As well, the “internal affairs”
argument is clearly wrong. Chi-
na’s claims also include the legal
maritime territories of Malaysia,
Brunei and Indonesia. This in-
cludes half of ASEAN’s nations,
more than half its territory, and
more than half its population.

Clearly this is not an “internal”
issue, by any stretch of the imag-
ination.
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Options for ASEAN

How realistic is it to urge ASE-
AN to work for a unified front,
when ASEAN has no real
authority, no military, and the
members have no unity?

The other option is for ASEAN to
do nothing. Each member makes
its own arrangement to fit into
China’s New World Order, and
so far this has been the ASEAN
practice. To be fair, ASEAN prac-
tice is to work for consensus. If
there is no consensus inaction is
the result.

However, doing nothing might
not be as easy as it has been in
the past. ASEAN officials have
been “in the driver’s seat,” work-
ing for decades as equals with
East Asia and world powers.

More generally, with decades

of peace and development, all
ASEAN nations now have higher
expectations. The next genera-
tion are aware of other options.
In the current state of global-
ization the major changes have
already happened. China’s “nat-
ural hegemony” scenario will
roll back decades of development
in international law and dispute

settlement.

How can ASEAN work for unity?
Social pressure can be applied

to Cambodia to take a longer,
wider view. Wider than the
traditional game of playing off
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major powers against each other.
The master of that game was
Hun Sen’s predecessor Sihanouk.
This only led to Pol Pot and

the horrors of that period. The
current Cambodian leader Hun
Sen is playing the same game at
an extreme level, and appears

to be the model for Philippine
president Duterte, who has cut
many ties with the US in order to
start the money and gifts flowing
from China. But this game ulti-
mately benefits the great powers,
as history shows. It definitely
delays ASEAN unity.

Myanmar and Laos have both
had unhappy experiences in
getting too close to China. They
know the perils by now. Singa-
pore, a model for ASEAN mem-
bers, has also spoken out about
the dangers of The Sea conflicts.

Conclusion

To continue the ongoing
evolution of ASEAN unity,
these things are needed:

» National leaders with
broader vision

¢ Continuing rapid development
of an ASEAN identity. The
power of identity equals the
power of nationalism. Many
economic and political barriers
to unity will disappear with a
strong ASEAN identity.

» More power to the Secretariat,
less to rotating chair

* More funding to the Secretari-
at; from ASEAN members, not
only donors (Surin)

* ASEAN nations in The Sea
should settle their own bilater-
al disputes occasionally, new
programs have allowed grad-
ual entry, and supermajority
(70%+) voting has been used.
Consensus remains the ideal,
but is not the only option for
decision-making.

The current government of
China seems determined to
achieve its goals at any cost.
It is costing dearly in terms
of international trust. And it
is directly contributing to the
reform and consolidation of
ASEAN.

*Note: The maps in this article
have been adapted from a source
whose ownership we are unable to
identify. We thank the contribution
of this source, and would appreci-
ate info leading to its identification.
We will request permission from the
original source should the current
issue be re-published.
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CSEARCHING
FOR
SOUTHEAST
ASIA

Inaugural graduate
student conference for
Southeast Asia research
at the University of
British Columbia,

April 14-15, 2016

CONTRIBUTOR

UBC Southeast Asia

Graduate Student Network

A collective of UBC graduate students
from different academic disciplines
who are passionate about Southeast
Asia. The network is based at the
UBC Centre for Southeast Asia
Research (CSEAR), and its activities
including academic and social events
are held in collaboration with the
Institute of Asian Research (IAR).
You can contact them at
csear.grad@gmail.com.

Everyone on the last day. Photo by Kenneth Yap.

The UBC Southeast Asia Grad-
uate Student Network held

an interdisciplinary graduate
student conference on Southeast
Asia from April 14 to 15, 2016 at
the University of British Colum-
bia (UBC) in Vancouver, Can-
ada. Held in collaboration with
the UBC Centre for Southeast
Asian Research (CSEAR) in the
UBC Institute of Asian Research
(IAR), the conference was the
first of its kind at UBC.

The conference provided an
opportunity for participants
to build networks and share
perspectives and experiences
with other specialists and
graduate students who study
Southeast Asia.

Professor Erik Martinez
Kuhonta (Political Science,
McGill University) was our
keynote speaker and delivered

a keynote speech titled,

“Is the Middle Class a Harbinger
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of Democracy? Evidence from
Southeast Asia.”

Special thanks to our sponsors

for their generous support: IAR,
CSEAR, Liu Institute for Global
Issues, St. John’s College, Con-
sulate General of the Republic

of Indonesia in Vancouver, and
Consulate General of Malaysia
in Vancouver.

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

PRESERVING
MIGRATION
HISTORIES
FOR FUTURE
GENERATIONS

CONTRIBUTOR

Kristi Alexandra

LANSIA Oral History Project
Coordinator. CIDS Board Member
and a writer for Loose Lips
Magazine and Curious Copy.

Let me be frank. As a first-gen-
eration Canadian, like many
Canadian-born millennials with
immigrant parents, I’ve spent my
childhood, teens and twenties
identifying with the cultures of
my parents’ backgrounds but
knowing little about them. I'd
proudly identify myself by pro-
claiming “I’m Dutch-Indonesian,
Scottish-English” — I had the
rendang and yellow rice, a small
amount of the Dutch language,
and the family tartan to prove it.

Why did my Oma and Opa leave
Indonesia? I had no idea. I was

26 — FALL 2017 ISSUE

lucky to be born Canadian, I was
told. It wouldn’t be safe to live
in Indonesia. They didn’t like to
talk about it. To me, it seemed
silly to leave a literal tropical
paradise for sprawling, untamed
farm land in Maple Ridge, BC.

Their migration was always
mired in mystery, and they ex-
hibited behaviours I only came
to understand through research
with the Canada Indonesia Di-
aspora Society’s (CIDS) LANSIA
oral history project.

CIDS is a relatively new com-
munity group based in Metro
Vancouver that has been work-
ing towards making a positive
contribution to the economic,
social and cultural life of the
Indonesian-Canadian commu-
nity in Metro Vancouver and
beyond. Vancouver is a home to
a large Asian diaspora, including
the Chinese, Japanese, Korean,
Vietnamese, and Filipino.

The Vancouver culture contains
many references to and elements
of the Asian communities but
the Indonesian community here
has long felt that their stories

of migration have not been told
yet. Furthermore, while thinking

about our roles in the commu-
nity, we have realized the im-
portance of understanding how
our past shapes us and what has
brought us here.

This is especially illuminating
for first-generation kids like

me, who aren’t really sure about
the backgrounds they’re identi-
fying with.

Encouraged by initial planning
and consultation meetings with
members of the Indonesian
community, oral historians Ayu
Ratih and Naomi Kawamura, as
well as Dr. Abidin Kusno who
was a faculty member at UBC
at the time, CIDS launched the
LANSIA (short for lanjut usia,
meaning elders in Bahasa
Indonesia) Oral History project
in May 2016.

The project was partly funded
by the Government of Cana-
da’s New Horizons for Seniors
program and benefited from the
support from project partners
and dozens of volunteers who
understood the importance of
the project and shared their tal-
ent and energy generously.

As part of the project, CIDS has
held a number of community



It’s in those moments we saw

the purpose of the project:

to connect older generations with
current ones, to make room for
mutual understanding, and ultimately,
collect a part of history before it’s lost.

events to get to know them better
and to provide an opportunity
for them to talk about their needs
in the community.

Seven interviewers spoke to 25
seniors who have shared their
stories of migration for the proj-
ect. In addition, New Westmin-
ster Museum has made available
the story of two community
members, which added to the
richness of the stories gathered.
The interviewees’ background
was diverse reflecting the coun-
try they were born, Indonesia.

Our seniors included Dutch-In-
donesians, Chinese-Indonesians,
and pribumi who moved to Can-
ada directly from Indonesia, via
other European countries or oth-
er Canadian cities. Some were
still actively working in their
field, while some have retired.
Their occupations ranged from
research scientists, homemak-
ers, and university professors to
labourers, business people and
school teachers.

We learned about their struggles
to get to Canada, joy of living
here in Vancouver, life full

with growing families, and
spouses and friends who have
gone before them. We heard
some stories with laughter and
some through tears.

People who were previously
silent about their often-traumatic
migration journeys from decades
ago opened up and bravely faced
their post-traumatic stress to
share their story. Their willing-
ness to relive their history and
heal, in turn, helped the later
generations find empathy for
their parents and grandparents.

In one situation, I was witness
to a grandson interviewing his
Indonesian-born grandparents,
and listening with incredulity as
their voices warbled with emo-
tion. “Thank you for surviving
that so I could be born here,” he
told his Oma.

It’s in those moments we saw
the purpose of the project: to

connect older generations with

current ones, to make room for
mutual understanding, and ulti-
mately, collect a part of history
before it’s lost.

The interviews recorded were
more than 60 hours in length,
and through the agonizing pro-
cess of putting together the final
exhibition, the project team cre-
ated seven banners to highlight
the major themes that emerged
from the stories: Exodus,
Survival, and ultimately,
Success and Growth.

As we look at the beautiful-

ly designed banners standing
together, we feel they represent a
space and a starting point for the
community to take our stories
further, rather than a complete
representation of everyone’s
experience and an authority over
the narrative. We were delight-
ed that the 14 Interviewees who
attended the final celebration and
exhibition on March 25, 2017 —
many brought their families and
friends to see the exhibition —
agreed with us on that point.

CIDS considers LANSIA to be
one of its first major projects that
serves as our springboard as we
look to the future in shaping the
directions of the organization.
We are proud that LANSIA
project was initiated by the
community that wanted to tell
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their own stories. LANSIA
project has made us aware of

the diversity within our own
community and allowed us bring
to light the stories of our seniors
that are often forgotten in the
history of Canada.

The exhibition was shown again
during Vancouver Asian Her-
itage Month in May at Lipont
Place in Richmond, BC. The
official kick off for Vancouver

Asian Heritage Month Society
took place on Saturday, April 22
at SFU Goldcorp in Vancouver.

The project was funded in part
by Government of Canada, New
Horizons for Seniors Program.
CIDS is grateful for the proj-

ect partners: Pacific Canada
Heritage Centre — Museum of
Migration Society, Centre for
Southeast Asia Research at the
University of British Columbia,

and explorASIAN — Vancouver
Asian Heritage Month Society.

The final exhibition was gen-
erously sponsored by the Con-
sulate General of the Republic
of Indonesia in Vancouver and
designed by Nicomartine.

For more information about
LANSIA project, contact us at
info@cids2015.org. With notes
from Kilim Park.

CCSEAS IN TIME

CCSEAS
FROM 2017
BACKWARDS

Memories of a
forty-year relationship

CONTRIBUTOR

Dr. Judith Nagata
Professor Emerita of
York University

These reminiscences are as
experienced by a pair of
long-committed CCSEAS
participants: I am writing also
on behalf of my recently de-
ceased and sorely missed spouse,
Shuichi. We were deeply and
happily in this together.

Our first exposure to Asian
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studies in Canada was in 1973,
immediately following our
return from Malaysia, where

we had just spent three rich and
rewarding years of lecturing at
the University of Penang (now
Universiti Sains Malaysia), and
engaging in anthropological field
research.

While Shuichi resumed in this
new regional context earlier in-
terests in indigenous populations
(Orang Asli), T launched myself
into Malay-Muslim society. I
was occupied by issues of eth-
nicity, religious identity and
heritage, and began a long and
still continuing journey follow-
ing developments in Malaysian
and Indonesian Islam. During
that period we first met Rodol-
phe de Koninck and his wife,
Helene, who happened to be in
Penang, engaged in research of
their own at the time. We found

university colleagues in com-
mon, and enjoyed after-hours
fraternising in Penang’s night
markets (pasar malam) together.
We were to meet again in Can-
ada, and cement our relation-
ship as CCSEAS evolved, when
Rodolphe became central to the
“pole quebecois” and indeed of
the entire association (as well as
a life-long friend).

For Shuichi and me, the expe-
rience of our first professional
conference on Asian studies in
Canada was at a CASA (Cana-
dian Asian Studies Association)
meeting at McMaster University
in 1973, our first conference fol-
lowing our return from Malay-
sia. At that point, we knew little
about Asian studies or scholars
in Canada, and it turned out to
be something of a baptism by
fire. The conference was mem-
orable as much for the under-



current of academic local politics
and turf than the papers presen-
ted. At this time, looking back, it
seems the would-be movers and
shakers in Asian research were
just beginning to sort themselves
out into sub-regional allegiances,
and jockeying for leadership

and funding within the shared
CASA orbit. We were instantly
corralled Prof. Gordon Means

of McMaster University, whose
background was in mission stud-
ies in Malaysia and Sumatra and
who clearly envisaged shaping

a new Southeast Asian focus
independent of CASA, while an-
other cluster surrounded David
Waurfel, whose work focused on
agrarian politics in the Philip-
pines and Vietnam.

Even before Shuichi and I un-
derstood the emerging history
and traditions of CASA, we
were sternly “advised” by
Gordon to declare our identity
and ensure we put our South-
east Asian affiliation first,
even upbraiding us for having
presumed to present papers on
Malaysia at a CASA meeting.
That was our introduction to
an organisation which in some
respects resembled Canada
itself: a federal umbrella pre-
siding over regional satellites,
all competing for the common
pot. CASA had ultimate control
over the resources of itself and

its three sub-groups: Canadian
Associations of South, South-
east and East Asian Studies,
under an unclear constitution by
which we were all bound, while
allowing us plenty of latitude to
negotiate boundaries and assets.
Although we were not in Canada
when the preliminary frame-
work was created, it appears
that through the intervention of
a bureaucrat, Charles Correa, in
Ottawa, there was guaranteed
financial provision and rules for
all. Under the CASA secretari-
at, the presidency would rotate
every two years between each
regional organisation, along with
access to the purse-strings of the
budget. In a general way, this
system has continued, although
not without constitutional and
financial challenges along the
way. Academically and person-
ally, inter-regional relations have
been more cordial, and some
collaborative conferences, par-
ticularly between Southeast and
East Asian members have been
a success. On occasion too, our
conferences have been enriched
by visiting scholars from South-
east Asia such as from Thailand
and the Philippines Notable for
their contributions were two
professors from Malaysia/Singa-
pore: Dr Johan Saravanamuttu
who was official Southeast Asia
Visiting Professor to Canada,

based in the University of
Toronto in the late 1990s, and
later, Dr Maznah Mohamad,
who held the post two years
later. Each tirelessly traversed
the country wherever requested,
to generously share their ex-
pertise and local knowledge
including at CCSEAS confer-
ences. Personally, they remain
connected to the present.

To shore up my status as an
authentic Southeast Asianist
after our uncertain debut, I vol-
unteered to hold one of the first
CCSEAS conferences at York in
1976, on the theme of Develop-
ment and Underdevelopment in
Southeast Asia, where, among
others, Singaporean foreign
correspondent Chak-Yan Chang
gave an address. Papers were
offered by three of my own grad-
uate students at the time, Razha
Rashid from Malaysia, Joachim
Voss and Vilia Jeffremovas,
whose names remain among the
stalwarts of CCSEAS today. We
were launched. This was to be
the first of four conferences to be
held at York, culminating in the
reunion of 2017.

After that, Shuichi and I were
regulars at almost all CCSEAS
meetings, which at the same
time enabled us to visit almost
every part of Canada. Meeting
circuits were largely determined
by a critical mass of Southeast
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Asian scholars, which in effect
revolved around three main
poles: the west coast, Ontario
and Quebec (including Mon-
tréal), but we also convened in
other memorable places mem-
bers might otherwise have never
visited, including Wolfville,
Thunder Bay, Saskatoon, Hali-
fax, Edmonton. One enjoyably
unforgettable CCSEAS gather-
ing was hosted by the National
University of Singapore in 1982,
which put us firmly on the in-
ternational map. And, unexpect-
edly, for our meeting at Acadia
University, organised by Bruce
Matthews (whose field covers re-
ligion and Myanmar), the CASA
secretariat sponsored a visit and
contributions by a team of Asian
journalists, from Thailand, Hong
Kong and Pakistan, whose time
in Canada happened to coin-
cide with our conference cycle.
Beyond our shared focus on
Southeast Asia, members bring
a wide range of disciplinary per-
spectives—geography, political
science, history, religious stud-
ies, anthropology, arts, environ-
mental studies, journalism—to
“our” area, a range which often
presents a “casse-téte” to those
who must design conference
programmes and panels.

Ungquestionably, CCSEAS is dis-
tinctive and made more exciting
by its large contingent of Que-
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becois colleagues and a commit-
ment to bilingual membership
and events. This has added
immeasurably to the culture and
character of the organisation, as
well as enhancing its reputation
for a creative mixing of schol-
arship with fun. On Saturday
nights, the dance is de rigueur.
Indeed, as I can testify, many
first or closer personal introduc-
tions outside a panel have been
made on the dance floor, beyond
the limits of language or local
politics. The Quebec cohort, has
been heavily alimente by the
students of De Koninck’s Laval
geography programme, now into
its second (third?) generation, as
well as the circles around Dom-
inique Caouette in Montreal.
Many of these students are now
tenured colleagues across Cana-
da. One of our most memorable
conferences was at Universite
Laval in 1995, a few days pre-
ceding the planned referendum
later in the month over Quebec’s
future vis-a-vis le Canada. For
the anglophone and allophone
delegates, conversation about
Southeast Asia was a particu-
larly welcome diversion from
local politics, and a sure means
to manage delicate political
sensibilities among friends. But
the conference was a success,

we profited from the company of

some scholars from France, and

everyone enjoyed the ambiance
of Quebec City, which was hap-
pily preparing for le Hallowe’en,
and of course, we danced!

Meanwhile, some of our found-
ing CCSEAS members from

the west coast have remained
anchors and frequent hosts of
our fellowship. Terry McGee
and Stephen Milne led the pack,
along with their own students
and followers, and with the
support of the Asian Institute in
Vancouver. Finally, a third and
subsequent Southeast Asian pole
has now developed in Ontar-

io, focused largely on Toronto,
McMaster and Ottawa, where

a Southeast Asian critical mass
is deeply embedded in York and
the University of Toronto.

Allons tous boire un bon coup—
to a long future for the CCSEAS!
And maybe a dance... as well...

Judith & Shuichi Nagata

With our deepest condolences
on the recent passing of
Shuichi Nagata.



ANNOUNCEMENT

2017 Canadian Council for Southeast Asian Studies
(CCSEAS) Conference: People In and Out of Place

The 33rd Biennial CCSEAS conference theme—’People In and Out  Qctober 27—28, 2018
of Place’—represents a long standing and yet often forgotten dynam- Y - -

rk Universi
ic of a region known as the crossroads of different peoples, histories, ork U ers ty
cultures and politics. The conference will take place 27-28 October

2017 at York University and is hosted by the York Centre for Asian ~ Registration
Early bird ends June 30, 2017

Regular ends August 15, 2017

Research. For more information, visit www.ccseas.ca or email
ccseas@yorku.ca.

Registration is now open!
eventbrite.ca/e/ccseasccease-conference-2017-tickets-34691916456

Le colloque du Conseil canadien des études sur I’Asie du
Sud-Est, 2017: Personnes, appartenances et exclusions

Le theme du 33e colloque biennal du CCEASE—« Personnes, 27-28 OCtObre 2018
appartenances et exclusions »—illustre une dynamique de longue \% . .

ork Universit
date, mais pourtant souvent oubliée, d’une région au carrefour de y
peuples, histoires, cultures et systémes politiques variés. Les
activités du colloque 2017 se dérouleront du 27 au 28 octobre 2017
dans les locaux de a I’'Université York. Le colloque 2017 y sera

Enregistrement
Inscriptions anticipées: 30 juin 2017

accueilli par le York Centre for Asian Research (YCAR). Pour plus Inscriptions générales: 15 aott 2017

d’information, visitez le site Internet du CCEASE au www.ccseas.ca.
Contactez nous: ccseas@yorku.ca.

Les inscriptions sont ouvertes !
eventbrite.ca/e/ccseasccease-conference-2017-tickets-34691916456
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From the very first day that we took up the task of “relaunching” CCSEAS newsletter, we have always
known that it would be a collective endeavor. Only once we commence the actual process of fami-
liarizing ourselves with distributing the call for submissions, review and edit, layout and design, and
the many steps after that we realize what that would mean. We are especially grateful to Abidin Kusno
and Dominique Caouette for their devoted involvement and leadership, to Danielle Labbé and Stéphanie
Martel who have graciously shared their experience organizing and publishing CCSEAS newsletter as
former student representatives themselves, and to Irene Poetranto, Carly Teng, and Jean-Francois
Rancourt, as well as members of the CCSEAS Committee for their encouragement and generous support.
Lastly, the newsletter is composed as forum for sharing and exchange, dialogue and connection for
students, faculty, CCSEAS members and all those interested in the study of Southeast Asia. For this
very reason, it would not be conceived without your contributions. As we are reminded in the process,
the newsletter above all represents our attempt to form a continuity that, in the word of our CCSEAS
President, “nurture the Canadian network of Asian studies.”

CCSEAS Newsletters are published twice a year and edited by its graduate student editorial team based
in Vancouver, Toronto and Montreal. We welcome your submissions and questions. Get in touch with us
at newsletter@ccseas.ca. Previous editions can be accessed on our new website at www.ccseas.ca.

Canadian Council for Southeast Asian Studies (CCSEAS) is an
M)S E A S association of scholars, students, policymakers and activists with
A ﬁ@ an interest in the academic study of Southeast Asia and its
connections to the rest of the world.



