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COLM QUINN:  Hey, folks.  This is Colm Quinn, deputy director of external relations at 

CSIS.  Thanks, everybody, for joining us.  I got here Ernie Bower, our Sumitro chair in 

Southeast Asian studies, and Murray Hiebert, senior fellow and deputy director of our Sumitro 

chair. 

 

I’m going to begin by handing over to Ernie and Murray for opening remarks.  So if 

you’re maybe in a loud area, you’re prone to heavy breathing, if you could mute your phone that 

would be excellent.  And then once they finish, we’ll be opening up the floor to questions.  So 

I’m going to hand right over to Ernie. 

 

ERNEST Z. BOWER:  Thanks, Colm.  Good morning, everybody or good evening, 

depending on where you are, and happy new year, year of the monkey.  We wanted to talk to you 

a little bit about the U.S.-ASEAN summit coming up at Sunnylands.  The president of the United 

States has invited the 10 ASEAN leaders to come as a group for a retreat in Rancho Mirage.  As 

you know, Sunnylands is sort of considered here as the Camp David of the West.  And I think 

from the White House’s perspective, this is a real – this is a real commitment of the president’s 

time, and it is a very special event. 

 

It’s historic.  He has no U.S. has invited the 10 ASEAN leaders to the United States.  And 

I think what the White House is on about is institutionalizing the U.S.-ASEAN relationship in 

general, and actually an annual leaders meeting I think specifically.  This is one of the 

commitments that Obama made as part of his commitment to try to be the first Pacific president.  

That was his goal when he started in the White House.  And I think he very much sees this as a 

legacy.  It also is an effort by the White House to cap seven years of a more intense focus on 

Southeast Asia as a center of regional economic and security architecture for Asia.  In a lot of 

ways, it broadens the – (inaudible) – in handing China’s entrance onto the global and regional 

stage.  And I think he’s got a lot of support within ASEAN to do that. 

 

In the event – the dates of the retreat are February 15 and 16.  On the 15th, the president 

will host the ASEAN leaders – the 10 ASEAN leaders for a discussion of the economic part of 

the relationship – economics, infrastructure, there will be a new initiative on – a U.S. initiative 

called U.S.-ASEAN Connect.  They’ll talk about expanding the TPP and how TPP and U.S. 

economic engagements will include all of the ASEAN countries.  Then they’ll have an informal 

dinner the night of the 15th.  I’ve heard it’s sort of a barbeque.  I don’t know how they’ll pull that 

off.  No funny shirts, I’m told, but informal.   

 

And then on the 16th, they’ll turn to political and security issues, very much focusing on 

the South China Sea, plans for the United States and ASEAN to be ready to respond to the 

decision by the court, international arbitration in The Hague, when that decision comes down in 

the first half of this year, to discussions of maritime security.  And we can talk a little bit more 

about that.  On the sides of the event, there’ll be a civil society group that will be able to engage 

some of the leaders, and then a business summit – (inaudible) – on the 17th.   

 

I think a couple of important themes here.  You know, one of that the president and four 

of the ASEAN – four of the 10 ASEAN leaders are all people who are in sort of lame duck 



status.  President Aquino of the Philippines, Myanmar’s Thein Sein, Truong Tan Sang, and the 

Lao Prime Minister Thongsing are all – have all been recently – or three of them have been 

recently elected out of their positions.  A keynote election is in May, of course.  And the 

president, of course, is at his term limit, and so he’ll hand over the reins early next year to 

whoever wins the U.S. elections. 

 

I don’t think that’s what’s important here.  What’s important is that the United States’ 

chief executive is giving high-level focus to the ASEAN group as a strategic core of Asia’s 

economic engagement and his pivot.  And I think it will send a resounding message to Asian 

capitals that the United States is committed to this.  It’s clearly the president and the White 

House trying to establish a precedent that they hope whoever become president of the United 

States will continue.   

 

I’ll stop there.  Murray, you want to add anything to that? 

 

MURRAY HIEBERT:  Thanks, Ernie.  I’ll just add two or three minor points.  I think 

you did a good summary.  And I think we want to turn it over to our – to see what folks on the 

phone are interested in.  But often it’s – Southeast Asia’s poo-pooed a little bit economically, but 

it is actually a pretty significant trade and investment partner with the United States, two-way 

trade on goods and services last year reached $254 billion, making Southeast Asia the U.S.’s 

fourth-largest trading partner.  And the stock of U.S. foreign direct investment in Southeast Asia 

is $226 billion at the end of last year.  That’s more than – you know, everybody always says 

China’s eating the U.S.’ lunch – but actually $226 billion is more than China and Japan and 

Korea, put together, as investment numbers. 

 

The other thing I just would like to mention a little bit on the South China Sea, if you 

follow the issue you’re aware of it.  But there’s considerable division with Southeast Asia on this 

issue, the countries that are most affected by China’s island reclamation and oil rigs and those 

kind of things are Vietnam and the Philippines.  And some countries on China’s periphery – 

Laos, Cambodia in particular – are not quite as buzzed up over what China’s doing in the South 

China Sea.   

 

So part of what they’ll want to do, the president will want to do, is try to build a little 

consensus on the importance of maritime security, maritime domain awareness, and particularly 

as the – Ernie alluded to, the court in The Hague, the international tribunal makes its ruling 

around the middle of the year, and make sure that even if everybody doesn’t agree with the 

ruling, that at least they agree about the importance of international arbitration in a very fraught 

kind of dispute environment.  And with that, I’ll turn it over to you guys for questions. 

 

Q:  Actually, this is George Condon, with the National Journal. 

 

 If I can follow on the South China Sea, how do the other countries view the president’s 

approach on this?  I mean, just last week we had the guided missile destroyer go within 12 miles 

of Triton Island.  Is that considered a change in the president’s approach to that, a stronger 

approach?  Or is that just consistent with freedom of navigation issues?  And is the view of the 

president’s strength on this? 



 

MR. BOWER:  George, it’s Ernie Bower here.  Let me start and then invite Murray in.  I 

think what the United States is trying to send a signal of is that this is the new normal.  It actually 

is the old normal – (laughs) – but in the new circumstance it is the new normal.  I think there has 

been significant throughout Southeast Asia, certainly in the countries that Murray mentioned 

before, the Philippines and Vietnam, but also maybe in a more quiet way when you visit the 

leaders in Jakarta, Kuala Lumpur, Singapore, even Myanmar, the strong interest in the United 

States go ahead with FONOPS.  And they want the United States to act as a balance there to 

China, which they’re really worried about.  They’re really worried about what China is going to 

do or what it wants to achieve with its new economic scale and power, and its increasing military 

might. 

 

And so generally the FONOPS in the region are seen as most welcome.  They are, I think, 

strongly supported, particularly quietly.  And I think that, you know, there will be 

encouragement for more of that.  Someone has pointed out in discussion that not all the 

Southeast Asians made public statements in support of this FONOP, this last one that you 

mentioned around Triton.  That’s probably because the guys who are really thinking it through 

realize that this is going to happen a lot, and they’re not going to – you know, they’re not going 

to respond every time the United States and its friends do one of these. 

 

Q:  Was this considered, though, something different from the president, or just a 

continuation?   

 

MR. BOWER:  Well, my sense, you know, it’s hard to answer for everybody’s 

perspective, but my sense is it was expected that the United States would continue with these.  

And you know, not only expected but welcome.  So I think the expectation is to see more, you 

know, and soon. 

 

Q:  This is Matt Pennington.  Hi, Ernie and Murray.  Can I ask something? 

 

MR. QUINN:  Go ahead. 

 

MR. BOWER:  Fire away. 

 

Q:  To what degree do you think this summit is about sort of a rivalry between the U.S. 

and China for the support and strategic positioning in Southeast Asia?  And on the South China 

Sea, do you expect the administration will be pushing for some sort of statement or common 

position on the South China Sea, on the importance of international law, or something of that 

nature? 

 

MR. HIEBERT:  Matt, this is Murray.  I’ll just start on the U.S.-China rivalry, and then 

maybe Ernie will take whether they’re going to do a statement. 

 

You know, I mean, I think of course there is always an element of competition globally 

between – increasingly globally between China and the U.S.  But really, Southeast Asia is 

important to the U.S. separate from China.  You know, I went through the economic numbers 



very briefly.  So obviously it’s critical to U.S. companies, job creation, that kind of thing.  And 

you know, politically and security-wise, obviously a number of countries are – four countries are 

part of the Trans-Pacific Partnership.   

 

But you also have four countries that are disputing with China in the South China Sea.  

And the U.S. feels like in terms – it can be helpful in terms of maritime domain awareness and 

doing various exercises that are at least a reminder to China that some of its behavior is doubted 

– is not accepted by everybody.  And really, I mean, if you look at the rebalance to Asia, 

Southeast Asia has been much of the newest focal point.  Obviously, the rebalance to Northeast 

Asia happened a long time ago, to be simplistic, and does Southeast Asia – you know, that – the 

focus, much of the focus in the last seven years. 

 

But, you know, it’s a bit tough for the U.S. to relate to Southeast Asia as a grouping.  It’s 

so very diverse, from giant Indonesia, which is democratic but proudly protectionist; to 

Singapore, which is very open but quite small, but very rich; and then you have very poor 

countries that are really struggling to keep up.  And so it’s a – in many ways, it’s a – it’s a really 

heavy lift for the United States to engage the region as a region. 

 

Ernie? 

 

MR. BOWER:  Yeah, the question on the statement is a good one.  You know, I think 

everybody who I’ve talked to, you know, from China is asking, you know, is there going to be a 

statement?  And there is.  I think the intention is that there will be one.  I know the White House 

is very interested in this.  It will address, if they can get consensus, I think broadly the maritime 

security and the South China Sea issues.  I think if you want to get the feel of what ASEAN 

would be willing to agree to and probably what the Americans, you know, sort of could hope for, 

I think the best statement from ASEAN on the South China Sea has been the ASEAN foreign 

ministers’ statement from their last meeting, which was pretty strong – probably the strongest 

statement I’ve ever seen on ASEAN – from ASEAN collectively on the South China Sea.  But I 

expect that the United States will strongly encourage the leaders to make a short statement.  I 

would guess you see a page, page-and-a-half or so come out of this if all goes well. 

 

MR. HIEBERT:  It won’t be easy to do. 

 

MR. BOWER:  But not be easy to do. 

 

MR. HIEBERT:  (Laughs.)  And I was – just visited Southeast Asia, and I probably 

shouldn’t source anybody here, but there are countries that are a bit worried how hard it will be 

to hammer out a statement when you have countries ranging from the Philippines to Cambodia in 

the same grouping. 

 

MR. QUINN:  Right, right.  Any idea of what the substance of the statement would be?  

Would it focus on the international law aspect? 

 

MR. BOWER:  I think the statement – the purpose of the statement will be to cover the 

range of issues.  So they’ll start with economics and they’ll cover people-to-people ties, but it 



will – it will focus on rule of international law.  And I think the inclination will be to focus on 

freedom of navigation – so the water, not the islands, basically.  That’s what you should – what 

you should expect. 

 

MR. QUINN:  OK.  Hey, Murray, you – I missed one of the trade statistics you talked 

about at the top.  The cumulative U.S. trade with Southeast Asia last year was how much? 

 

MR. HIEBERT:  Two hundred and fifty-four billion (dollars), goods and services. 

 

MR. QUINN:  OK, thank you. 

 

And folks, we’ll be sending out a transcript right after this, so if there’s any of those little 

details we can – they’ll be all picked up. 

 

Q:  Actually, it might – this is George Condon again.  Hate to monopolize it, but the – 

how do you assess where the pivot, the rebalance to Asia, stands right now?  You mentioned it a 

little bit, but here the president is heading into his final months.  Is that something that has 

achieved what you think they wanted to achieve? 

 

MR. BOWER:  George, it’s Ernie here.  I think the – I think the White House is pretty 

satisfied with what they have done.  I think the – my own assessment is that Asia has – it was 

generally impressed with the level of focus on the region, particularly the Southeast Asians, 

which you know, I have to say, after seven years of the Obama administration – and I’ve been 

looking at this for 30 years, so, you know, more than half of ASEAN’s lifetime – this is the – this 

administration has been more engaged consistently at a high level than anything we’ve seen 

before in the United States.  So, from a Southeast Asia perspective, pretty damn good. 

 

I think the problem is that the president, when he became president, had made clear that 

he was going to sort of be the anti-Bush and pull back.  And I think China in particular in Asia 

saw weakness there and really pushed their advantage, particularly in the South China Sea, 

where we can see that.  It’s very evident.  So I think an objective assessment would say, you 

know, some good, some not so good.  And the question of whether there’s a pivot, I see it much 

more as just a continuation of, you know, past policies, with a little more emphasis on Southeast 

Asia. 

 

Murray, you want to jump in? 

 

Q:  Murray, I would just add two little points.  One is, you know, by the end of this year, 

Obama will have visited all Southeast Asian countries.  He’s going to Laos in September and 

Vietnam – in September for the East Asia Summit and the U.S.-ASEAN Summit, and going to 

Vietnam probably in May, although it could also happen in September.  The other thing, you 

know, I just mentioned, which makes it a little tougher for the U.S., I think it was easier initially 

when really the – one of the few outliers in the region was Myanmar/Burma.  That’s obviously 

changed dramatically, but some of the other countries have gone into a bit of a funk recently.  

You have seen the Thais had a military coup.  They had been actually in a political crisis for over 

a decade, but had the coup, which makes relating to the Thais – which is the center of mainland 



Southeast Asia, key strategic ally, one of the most economically integrated countries in the 

region – it makes it a little harder to relate to them.  And then, of course, we have the problems in 

Malaysia, where the prime minister is caught in this 1MDB investment company, a scandal that 

we just hear new revelations weekly and new investigations being mounted monthly.  And it 

does distract some of the key countries from full engagement.  But the one that has really 

changed is Myanmar/Burma, and we’re going to have to see how that goes when Aung San Suu 

Kyi, April 1st, becomes above the president. 

 

MR. BOWER:  I would just say one more thing.  I think one thing the Asians are really 

looking for to round off the pivot is an American political leader who will talk to Americans 

about why Asia’s important to their future – to their economic future, their security future.  And I 

can’t tell you the levels of sort of disappointment on the last State of the Union address, you 

know, when there wasn’t a couple lines about addressing that issue.  And I think the Asian 

leaders will hope that the president will use the occasion of them visiting Sunnylands to talk to 

Americans about why he’s invited them and why it’s so important, this – Southeast Asia in 

particular, but Asia generally is so important to Americans.  And I think if the president will do 

some of that in his last months as president, I think Asia would give him very – relatively high 

grades on the pivot. 

 

Q:  Well, but is there also concern as they look at the presidential election?  Do they want 

some reassurance from him that this pivot will be enduring? 

 

MR. BOWER:  Yeah, I think so.  I mean, there’s a lot of angst in Asian capitals.  You 

know, I think, Murray, you and I must get the question every day, you know:  You guys 

wouldn’t really elect some of these guys who are running, would you, you know?  And I won’t 

name names, I guess, I don’t know.  Probably not a useful thing from a CSIS perspective. 

 

But the – (chuckles) – I mean, what I tell them is, look, I think that, you know, the United 

States has a – has had a lot of continuity in its Asia security policy – 

 

MR. HIEBERT:  Bipartisan. 

 

MR. BOWER:  Bipartisan support.  Yeah, thanks, Murray, that’s right.  Bipartisan 

support and continuity in a policy.  And aside from, you know, sort of a drastic – (chuckles) – 

election of one of the clowns that’s running, then, you know, I think we would – I’d tell them 

that I think that it’ll carry on fairly consistently. 

 

Q:  This is David from Reuters.  Can I just butt in now? 

 

MR. BOWER:  Yeah, jump in. 

 

Q:  OK.  In terms of getting some sort of joint statement, how much of a problem could it 

be – I think you mentioned Cambodia and others.  Could they effectively block or water down 

any sort of joint statement? 

 



MR. BOWER:  Yeah, absolutely.  That’s the way these things work.  So if you don’t 

have consensus, if somebody throws a – you know, says I’m out, then you can’t issue a 

consensus statement by the leaders.  So it’s possible that there’s no statement. 

 

And I would say that we know – we absolutely know that Beijing has been putting 

massive pressure on the – some of the countries they feel are most susceptible to such pressure, 

and I – Cambodia and Laos in particular – to come out of there without a statement.  And that’s 

significant, because the Lao, who hate to be put in that position, just wish anyone else could do 

this.  But the Lao are the chairman of ASEAN right now, so they do have – you know, they 

would have to agree to the statement if there is going to be one. 

 

Q:  Is there any evidence – you mentioned massive pressure.  Is there any sort of concrete 

evidence of that? 

 

MR. BOWER:  Well, David – 

 

Q:  Yeah, sorry. 

 

MR. BOWER:  David, you and I were in – 

 

Q:  (Inaudible.) 

 

MR. BOWER:  David you and I were in Vientiane at the same time, although I think we 

only exchanged emails.  But you know, I – right after Secretary Kerry left, I saw some senior 

Lao Foreign Ministry officials, and they talked a lot about pressure from the north that was 

making them feel a little uncomfortable going forward this – on this ASEAN thing.  But they 

didn’t give specific examples. 

 

Q:  I see.  Thank you. 

 

Q:  Hey, guys.  This is Tolou Olurdiso (ph) with Bloomberg News.  Is it OK to ask a 

question now? 

 

MR. QUINN:  Go ahead. 

 

Q:  OK, great.  It’s sort of a follow up to the last question.  You talked about the pressure 

that China’s sort of placing on some of these countries that don’t have claims.  Is there anything 

that the U.S. can do or you expect the president to do to sort of, I guess, encourage them or put 

counter-pressure to get them onboard and to get them to sign onto a consensus statement? 

 

MR. BOWER:  I think the answer to that question is something the White House is 

thinking a lot about.  And it’s part of the reason the president invited the 10 ASEAN leaders 

here, to institutionalize this level of engagement. 

 

I think if the ASEAN leaders feel that the United States is investing in ASEAN as an 

institution, and giving it face like this, and if they believe that will continue, I think that would 



encourage even the weakest, the most susceptible ASEAN states to sign on with their brothers to 

make these statements because no one in Southeast Asia wants the Chinese to run roughshod 

over their smaller neighbors.  And as we’ve seen in the case of Myanmar, this overt Chinese 

pressure on what they see as the more susceptible states is really deeply resented.  And that is – 

that is going to be true in Cambodia and Laos also.  I mean, they don’t – no state in Southeast 

Asia likes to be muscled like these guys have been muscled.  

 

 And if they believe this is an ongoing opportunity to have choices, I think when that 

opportunity comes they’re going to take it.  So I think China’s really – (inaudible) – here.  And I 

would point to Myanmar as real evidence of how that looks when somebody has options. 

 

 MR. HIEBERT:  But for none of the Southeast Asians – this is Murray – none of the 

Southeast Asians and for the United States, I don’t think any senior leader sees this as a zero-sum 

game.  They don’t want to have to choose between the U.S. and China.  They recognize they get 

a lot of benefit from both.  They get a lot of economic aid on infrastructure, a lot of trade on 

cheap commodities, cheap goods for their markets.  From the U.S., they get a little, you know, 

support on issues, like the South China Sea, they get a little pressure on keeping moving toward 

democracy, respect for human rights. 

 

 So it’s not a zero-sum game at all for any of them, not even the Vietnamese or the 

Filipinos.  They want the U.S. support, they want the U.S. there, but they really recognize the 

tremendous value of good relations with China.  And they really, you know, are not looking for 

the U.S. to be supportive in a way that just causes relations to go spiral into a crisis. 

 

 And partially, you know, it’s one of the interesting things that Ernie alluded to, is the 

whole project of U.S.-ASEAN connect.  We’ll see how that goes.  They’re going to set up 

regional offices in Jakarta, Bangkok and Singapore, headed by different government agencies.  

But it’s basically an all-U.S.-government effort to help, where possible, on things like 

infrastructure projects, help – you know, it’s not like the U.S. doesn’t have any money, the 

private sector has tons of it.  But often, ASEAN can’t come up with bankable projects that you 

can actually get credit, raise lending for. 

 

 And it’s an effort to build capacity as ASEAN moves toward the ASEAN Economic 

Community, tries to do a bit more economic integration in the region, give poor countries that 

have less capacity, like Laos, Myanmar, Cambodia, some ability to develop various things, like 

customs or rule of law or investment frameworks. 

 

 And so that’s not an answer to, obviously, China’s big economic clout in the region.  But 

it is a way for the U.S. to provide some alternatives, showing some examples of rule of law and 

capabilities and that kind of thing. 

 

 Q:  Murray, just on that point – this is David again – is it possible to get an idea of, you 

know, the disparity between how much China is able and willing, in terms of money, to put into 

those sorts of projects compared to what the United States is able and willing to do? 

 

 MR. HIEBERT:  David, that’s really hard to measure.  I mean, I did give up top the 



investment numbers where China, you know, it’s often assumed that China is just a giant investor 

in the region.  It’s probably less of an investor; it’s more of an aid donor, credits for building 

railroads and roads and that kind of thing.  But the U.S. investment, FDI and factories and that 

kind of thing, is bigger than Japan and China put together.  

 

 And it’s hard to measure also because they do it in such different ways.  China does a lot 

of it very centralized.  Some of it out front of Beijing centralized, some of it the Yunnan along 

the border of mainland Southeast Asia.  But the U.S. does it most mostly privately, and the 

private sector doesn’t report to any central agency that can account for what they’re doing.  So 

it’s really tough to get those kind of numbers. 

 

 Q:  All right, Ernie, I’ve got one more question.  You mentioned at the top about TPP.  

Can you – I mean, to what extent is that going to be part of the discussions?  Will the U.S. be 

encouraging other nations to join TPP? 

 

 MR. BOWER:  Yeah.  I think this is one where the United States – I was speaking with 

the guys who are planning the thing yesterday.  They’re acutely aware that TPP includes only 

four of the ASEAN countries and that only seven of the ASEAN countries are eligible under 

current rules.  So they are telling me that they’re going to talk to ASEAN about how new 

countries can join the TPP and have plans to make sure that all the ASEAN countries are kept up 

to speed and eventually have access and would be able to join as they work with ASEAN and 

with the other TPP members to build capacity in the countries that are least ready to join, you 

know, have the, you know, least-developed economies. 

  

 And I think that’s important.  I think it will go over well.  The U.S. – I think one of the 

areas where we haven’t been as strong on the governmental side, as Murray sort of inferred, is 

that we don’t have a comprehensive economic strategy for all of ASEAN and all of (Asia ?).  

And that’s something that, you know, we’re focusing on here at CSIS with our Asian Economic 

Strategy Commission. 

 

 The White House hears it, but I don’t think they have – there was no – nothing going to 

be announced, you know, that’s a concrete plan to cover this.  But it’s more about working with 

the countries that aren’t part of it to join and then the countries that aren’t even eligible to get 

ready to be able to join. 

 

 MR. HIEBERT:  Just to add two sentences to what Ernie said.  As most of you probably 

know, the Philippines, Thailand, Indonesia have all expressed interest, but none of them is ready 

in their current state.  They all have a lot of work to do.  

 

 And so the U.S., part of what the U.S. is going to do is offer to try to help these guys get 

up to speed.  That train’s been on the track since well-before Sunnylands happens.  

 

 Q:  Why are only seven eligible?  And in what way?  And also, in what ways are those 

three countries you mentioned, Philippines, Thailand and Indonesia, in what ways are they sort 

of not ready? 

 



 MR. BOWER:  OK, a good question.  I can answer that.  And I should have been more 

clear.  Eligibility for TPP currently is that you’re an APEC member.  Ironically, you know – and 

this is part of the reason the U.S. doesn’t – hasn’t (thought through stuff ?), in my view – APEC 

excludes Myanmar, Cambodia and Laos.  So those three countries are not technically eligible for 

– to be members of the TPP. 

 

 Thailand and the Philippines not being ready yet, I mean, this ranges from in the 

Philippines constitutional limitations on foreign ownership and other issues that would have to 

be changed so the Philippines could join TPP.  And I think Murray was referring in Thailand and 

Indonesia to just the political and economic, you know, zeitgeist of the day.  They haven’t lined 

up their ducks yet in order to – but the leaders are saying they would like to join TPP as they are 

both – (inaudible) – and in Thailand – (inaudible) – and Indonesia has been at some point in the 

future.  That’s of greater implication. 

 

 Q:  Hi, it’s Darlene Superville from the Associated Press.  What is the thinking behind 

holding the meeting at Sunnylands as opposed to bringing the Southeast Asian leaders to the 

White House with all its symbolism and, you know, grandeur? 

 

 MR. HIEBERT:  Yeah, that’s a great, Darlene.  This is one of these mismatches, you 

know, where you sort of have competing cultural definitions, right? 

 

 I think the White House sees Sunnylands as a special – you know, a very special 

treatment, you know, where the president of the United States is leaving Washington and he’s 

going to spend two full days exclusively focused on (these ?) leaders and these individuals.  And 

the fact that it’s out, you know, in the hustings and – (inaudible) – barbecue on the first night, all 

this is very special, right? 

 

 But I think the Asian interpretation, if you look at the 10 leaders, many of these guys 

have not ever been to Washington.  Many of them have not been to the White House.  And I 

think they would – as you pointed out in your question, they would see an enormous tip in being 

invited to the White House and having pictures taken with the president there.  I suspect that the 

next version of this meeting will be held in Washington, D.C.  

 

 Q:  Now, Sunnylands is also where President Obama had his first meeting with China’s 

current president.  So is there anything to be read into having this meeting at Sunnylands where, 

you know, some of these Asian countries have issues with China and its current leadership? 

 

 MR. HIEBERT:  You know, I’ve scratched that itch a little bit this week and talked to a 

bunch of people.  Not really, I don’t think so.  I don’t think that’s the intention.  But you know, 

it’s clear that, you know, I think the Chinese are a little worked up about that.  I talked to a 

couple of Chinese reporters and some other folks and they are asking, you know, is this 

symbolism supposed to mean that we’re not special or something like that.  And I cannot detect 

any of that in terms of White House intent. 

 

 Q:  Thank you. 

 



 MR. HIEBERT:  Yeah. 

 

 MR. QUINN:  OK, folks.  I don’t know if there’s any more final questions.  Please pipe 

up.  

 

 OK, great.  Well, listen, thanks, everybody, for joining us on this call.  I really hope you 

got what you needed.  And if there is any need for follow up, please get in touch with either our 

speakers today or myself.  Lexi Cory and Andrew Schwartz on our external relations team, more 

than happy to help. 

 

 We’ll be sending a transcript of this very, very shortly, so please take a look at your 

inboxes for that. 

 

 And thanks again for joining us.  

 

 

 (END) 

 


