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Abstract This research delves into the analysis of Indonesia's national defense
policy and its influence on the development of area denial strategies, with a focus
on maritime security. The background highlights the importance of
understanding the evolution of Indonesia’s defense policy and its implications for
regional security dynamics. The aim is to examine the alignment between
Indonesia's defense policy objectives and the formulation of area denial
strategies, utilizing qualitative research methods with secondary data. Using
Creswell's guidelines for qualitative research design, this study carefully looks
at existing literature, policy documents, and historical records to look into three
main areas: how Indonesia's national defense policy has changed over time,
what its main area denial strategies are, and how defense policy has affected the
creation of these strategies. Findings reveal a shift in Indonesia's defense posture
towards a more maritime-centric approach, with investments in maritime
defense systems, A2/AD measures, and asymmetric tactics. Moreover, the
analysis demonstrates a significant alignment between Indonesia's defense
policy objectives and the development of area denial strategies, highlighting the
country's commitment to safeguarding its territorial sovereignty and maritime
interests. The conclusion underscores the importance of a holistic understanding
of Indonesia's defense policy for enhancing regional security and stability.
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Abstrak Penelitian ini mendalami analisis kebijakan pertahanan negara
Indonesia dan pengaruhnya terhadap pengembangan strategi penolakan wilayah,
dengan fokus pada keamanan maritim. Latar belakang ini menyoroti pentingnya
memahami evolusi kebijakan pertahanan Indonesia dan implikasinya terhadap
dinamika keamanan regional. Tujuannya untuk mengkaji keselarasan antara
tujuan kebijakan pertahanan Indonesia dengan perumusan strategi area denial,
dengan menggunakan metode penelitian kualitatif dengan data sekunder. Dengan
menggunakan pedoman desain penelitian kualitatif Creswell, penelitian ini
dengan cermat menelaah literatur, dokumen kebijakan, dan catatan sejarah yang
ada untuk melihat tiga bidang utama: bagaimana kebijakan pertahanan nasional
Indonesia telah berubah seiring berjalannya waktu, apa saja strategi penolakan
bidang pertahanan utama, dan bagaimana pertahanan kebijakan telah
mempengaruhi penciptaan strategi ini. Temuan-temuan menunjukkan adanya
pergeseran postur pertahanan Indonesia ke arah pendekatan yang lebih berpusat
pada maritim, dengan investasi pada sistem pertahanan maritim, tindakan
A2/AD, dan taktik asimetris. Selain itu, analisis ini menunjukkan keselarasan
yang signifikan antara tujuan kebijakan pertahanan Indonesia dan
pengembangan strategi penolakan wilayah, yang menyoroti komitmen negara
untuk menjaga kedaulatan teritorial dan kepentingan maritimnya. Kesimpulan
ini menggarisbawahi pentingnya pemahaman holistik mengenai kebijakan
pertahanan Indonesia untuk meningkatkan keamanan dan stabilitas regional.

TENTANG PENULIS:

Aris Sarjito, the author completed his doctoral studies at the Faculty of
Administrative Sciences, Brawijaya University in 2017. The author currently
works as a postgraduate lecturer at the Republic of Indonesia Defense
University.

INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the intersection of national defense policy and the development of area denial
strategies has garnered significant attention from scholars and policymakers alike (Lockyer &
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Cohen, 2017). This research seeks to provide a comprehensive overview of the current state of
academic research in this field, with a specific focus on Indonesia. By analyzing existing
literature and scholarly works, we aim to elucidate the key themes, theoretical frameworks, and
empirical findings that characterize this area of study.

A sense of urgency underpins this study, as Indonesia faces escalating security threats in
an increasingly contested regional environment. The South China Sea, where territorial
disputes and military posturing have intensified, exemplifies the pressing need for Indonesia to
bolster its area denial capabilities. In light of these dynamics, this research becomes imperative
not only to safeguard Indonesia’s sovereignty but also to address the broader implications of
regional stability. Additionally, technological advancements have reshaped the nature of
security threats, making it crucial for Indonesia to adapt its defense policy to counter these
challenges.

A burgeoning body of literature has emerged on the subject of national defense policy
and area denial strategies, reflecting the growing recognition of their importance in
contemporary security discourse. Scholars such as (Vego, 2018) have examined the evolution
of area denial concepts and their implications for military strategy, highlighting the increasing
significance of asymmetric capabilities in deterring potential adversaries. Meanwhile, studies
by Ochmanek (2015) have explored the role of national defense policies in shaping countries'
approaches to area denial, emphasizing the complex interplay between strategic objectives,
technological advancements, and regional security dynamics.

Theoretical frameworks provide essential conceptual scaffolding for understanding the
nexus between national defense policy and area denial strategy. Building on classical
deterrence theory, modern scholars have developed nuanced models that account for the
diverse range of threats and challenges facing contemporary states. For instance, Waltz (2010)
neorealism offers insights into the structural constraints that shape states' security behavior,
while Arayesh et al. (2017) theory of strategic interaction elucidates the dynamics of power
competition in regional contexts.

This study adopts a qualitative desk study approach, using secondary data sources like
policy documents, defense white papers, and academic publications to explore Indonesia’s
national defense policy and area denial strategies. Following Creswell’s (2014) principles for
qualitative research design, this method ensures alignment with research objectives by
systematically analyzing historical records and policy literature without primary data
collection. The study applies theoretical frameworks, such as deterrence theory, to interpret
findings, enhancing analytical depth and rigor. Engaging with subject matter experts further
validates interpretations, providing a comprehensive and reliable understanding of Indonesia’s
strategic defense posture and its implications for regional stability.

Focusing on Indonesia, scholars have conducted in-depth analyses of the country's
national defense policy and its implications for area denial strategy. Works such as Sukma
(2018) have traced the historical evolution of Indonesia's defense doctrine, from its early focus
on territorial defense to its more recent emphasis on maritime security and power projection
capabilities. These studies shed light on the strategic imperatives driving the country's military
modernization efforts by contextualizing Indonesia's defense policy within broader geopolitical
trends.

The development of area denial strategies has emerged as a central focus of academic
inquiry, particularly in regions characterized by contested maritime domains such as Southeast
Asia. Researchers have looked into many aspects of area denial, such as the role of asymmetric
tactics, the rise in anti-access/area denial (A2/AD) capabilities, and what these factors mean
for security architectures in different regions. For example, Mols (2016) examines the
challenges posed by China's A2/AD capabilities in the South China Sea, highlighting the need
for coordinated responses from littoral states such as Indonesia.
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Case studies offer valuable insights into the practical implementation of area denial
strategies, allowing scholars to assess their effectiveness in real-world scenarios. In the
Indonesian context, researchers have examined case studies ranging from territorial disputes in
the Natuna Islands to counter-piracy operations in the Malacca Strait. By analyzing these cases,
scholars have identified lessons learned and best practices for enhancing Indonesia's area denial
capabilities in the face of evolving security challenges.

The analysis of national defense policy in the development of area denial strategy in
Indonesia yields several key findings. First, Indonesia's defense posture is shaped by a
combination of internal and external factors, including its geographic location, strategic
interests, and historical legacies. Second, the country's approach to area denial is characterized
by a mix of conventional and unconventional capabilities, reflecting its diverse security
challenges and resource constraints. Finally, the effectiveness of Indonesia's area denial
strategy depends on factors such as interagency coordination, technological innovation, and
regional cooperation.

The state-of-the-art academic research on national defense policy and area denial strategy
in Indonesia is characterized by a rich tapestry of theoretical insights, empirical analyses, and
policy recommendations. By synthesizing existing literature and identifying gaps in
knowledge, scholars can contribute to a more nuanced understanding of the complex dynamics
shaping Indonesia’s security environment. As geopolitical tensions continue to evolve, further
research in this field is essential to inform evidence-based policy decisions and strengthen
regional stability.

In the face of evolving security challenges, understanding the interplay between national
defense policy and the development of area denial strategies is crucial for safeguarding
Indonesia’s sovereignty and territorial integrity. However, existing research lacks a
comprehensive analysis of how Indonesia's defense policy influences the formulation and
implementation of area denial strategies, hindering efforts to enhance the country's defense
capabilities in an increasingly complex security environment.

This research examines Indonesia's evolution of its national defense policy, focusing on
its principles, priorities, and objectives. It also assesses the development of area denial
strategies, focusing on conventional and asymmetric capabilities. The study also evaluates the
impact of Indonesia's national defense policy on the formulation and implementation of these
strategies, identifying gaps, inconsistencies, and areas for improvement.

How has Indonesia’'s national defense policy evolved, and what are the key drivers
shaping its current strategic orientation? This question addresses the historical trajectory of
Indonesia's defense policy and the factors influencing its formulation, including geopolitical
considerations, domestic politics, and external security threats.

What are the main components of Indonesia’'s area denial strategies, and how do they
contribute to the country's overall defense posture? This question is about Indonesia's efforts
to create and use area denial capabilities, such as maritime defense systems, anti-access/area
denial (A2/AD) measures, and asymmetric tactics, and how well they work to keep potential
enemies away.

To what extent does Indonesia’s national defense policy influence the formulation and
implementation of area denial strategies, and what are the implications for the country's
security? This question examines the alignment between Indonesia's defense policy objectives,
resource allocation decisions, and operational requirements, and their impact on the
development of area denial strategies. It also considers the broader implications of Indonesia's
defense posture for regional security dynamics and strategic stability.

METHODS
When studying Indonesia's national defense policy and the creation of an area denial strategy
for academic purposes, qualitative research methods with secondary data offer valuable
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insights into the country's history, policy evolution, and strategic decision-making processes.
Through the use of existing literature, policy documents, and historical records, this method,
based on Creswell's qualitative research design principles, enables researchers to examine
nuanced aspects of defense policy (Creswell, 2014).

Creswell (2014) emphasizes designing a research study that aligns closely with research
questions and objectives to ensure its relevance and accuracy. In this case, analyzing national
defense policy and area denial strategy in Indonesia would involve a systematic exploration of
secondary data sources, allowing for a comprehensive understanding of the topic.

Primary data collection will not involve direct surveys or interviews, as this study adopts
a desk study research approach. Instead, researchers should select relevant secondary data
sources, such as official government documents, defense white papers, and academic
publications, to ensure the validity and reliability of their findings. They will gather data
through a systematic review of literature, policy documents, and historical records related to
Indonesia’'s national defense policy. The analysis of secondary data involves a qualitative
interpretation, identifying recurring themes and patterns. This desk study research method
enables a detailed review of existing materials without direct fieldwork, aligning with the
study's exploratory objectives.

The integration of qualitative findings with existing theoretical frameworks enhances the
theoretical robustness of the research. Trustworthiness and rigor are essential, and researchers
should engage with subject matter experts or policymakers to validate their interpretations and
improve the study's reliability (Creswell, 2014).

By adhering to Creswell's qualitative research design principles, this desk study research
on Indonesia’s national defense policy and area denial strategy allows researchers to navigate
the complexities of the topic. This approach permits a nuanced exploration of historical
trajectories, policy evolution, and strategic decision-making, contributing valuable insights to
the academic understanding of Indonesia's defense posture.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
Evolution of Indonesia's National Defense Policy

The evolution of Indonesia's national defense policy reflects a complex interaction
between geopolitical considerations, domestic political dynamics, and external security threats.
Understanding this progression is essential for a systematic analysis of the country's current
strategic orientation and its broader impact on regional security. The application of relevant
theoretical frameworks, such as neorealism and strategic interaction theory, can further clarify
the forces shaping Indonesia's defense approach, offering a structured lens to assess the policy’s
alignment with national and regional security goals.

Indonesia’s historical experiences, especially its independence struggle and subsequent
efforts to maintain national unity, have significantly influenced its defense policy. Following
independence in 1945, the defense doctrine was initially focused on territorial defense, largely
driven by concerns over both external threats and internal stability (Sukma, 2018).
Neorealism's focus on state survival amidst external threats offers a theoretical foundation to
understand Indonesia's early defense emphasis on sovereignty protection. The strategic
priorities shifted over time, adjusting to the dynamics of the Cold War and the emergence of
non-traditional security concerns post-Cold War, such as terrorism and piracy. In response,
Indonesia diversified its security focus, emphasizing both modernization and regional
cooperation, including participation in ASEAN security initiatives. This evolution highlights a
shift from a purely defensive posture to one that incorporates cooperative and proactive security
roles, which aligns with Indonesia’s broader regional ambitions.

Indonesia’s strategic orientation is heavily shaped by its position as the largest
archipelagic state and its location along key maritime routes. The country has increasingly
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prioritized maritime security, recognizing the need to protect its extensive territorial waters and
resources (I. A. Sarjito et al., 2023). The maritime-focused "archipelagic outlook™ aligns with
theories of strategic autonomy and deterrence, underscoring the importance of area denial
capabilities in protecting critical sea lines. Additionally, Indonesia’'s diplomatic interactions
with key international players and regional partners influence its strategic stance. The need to
balance national interests with those of important allies has necessitated a careful diplomatic
approach, reflective of neorealism’s concept of balancing. Comparatively, the Philippines’
emphasis on multilateral alliances, such as its reliance on U.S. partnerships for maritime
security, offers a relevant case for exploring alternative strategic models.

Indonesia’s defense policy has also been shaped by domestic political shifts, with changes
in leadership often bringing adjustments in strategic focus. For example, the "Maritime
Fulcrum" policy under President Joko Widodo reflects a renewed emphasis on maritime
development and security (Vaughn & Foreign Affairs and Trade Division, 2007). The influence
of political parties and interest groups also plays a role, with particular defense strategies or
equipment procurements reflecting internal pressures. Domestic political theories, such as
public choice theory, can help analyze the domestic influences on defense policy, illuminating
how internal stakeholders shape external security decisions. When compared to Japan's Self-
Defense Forces model, which balances political and defensive considerations, Indonesia’s
political dynamics present a case of adapting national defense within a democratic and
developing-state framework.

Proximity to volatile regions like the South China Sea and the Malacca Strait has
heightened Indonesia’s concerns over territorial security and maritime defense (Arif &
Kurniawan, 2018; Mardhani et al., 2020). To counter these threats, Indonesia has prioritized
enhancing its naval and air capabilities, intelligence sharing, and military modernization.
Realist theories on deterrence provide a useful framework for understanding these strategic
investments, aimed at preventing potential aggressors through a credible defense posture.
Additionally, Indonesia’s approach to regional security through diplomatic partnerships and
cooperative defense frameworks underscores a blend of realism and liberalism in its strategy.
This hybrid approach can be compared to Australia’s defense strategy, which combines
military capabilities with regional partnerships to deter threats in the Asia-Pacific.

Indonesia has also engaged in diplomacy to resolve disputes and foster peace in the
region, illustrating its commitment to a stable security environment (Emmers, 2014).
Additionally, Indonesia’s collaboration with other countries through joint military exercises
and information-sharing agreements has strengthened its security networks (Anwar, 2020).
Constructivist theories offer insights into how shared norms and cooperative actions contribute
to Indonesia's reputation as a stabilizing force, reinforcing its diplomatic strategies. In contrast,
Singapore’s approach, which leans heavily on hard power and strategic alliances, presents a
more direct deterrence model, highlighting different paths to regional influence.

In conclusion, Indonesia’s evolving national defense policy can be better understood
through comparative and theoretical frameworks, enabling a more comprehensive analysis that
connects historical trends with modern strategic imperatives. By systematically examining the
interactions between geopolitical, domestic, and external factors, and by contrasting
Indonesia’s policies with those of similar nations, this study sheds light on Indonesia's unique
defense posture within the Southeast Asian security landscape.

Main Components of Indonesia's Area Denial Strategies

Indonesia’'s area denial strategies consist of various capabilities and tactics aimed at
deterring potential adversaries and securing its territorial integrity and maritime interests
(Syailendra, 2017). The core elements of these strategies include maritime defense systems,
anti-access/area denial (A2/AD) measures, and asymmetric tactics, all of which collectively
strengthen Indonesia's defense posture (Bonds et al., 2017). Applying theories such as
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deterrence and neorealism provides a systematic understanding of how these strategies align
with Indonesia’s defense objectives, while comparative examples can highlight the strategies'
effectiveness.

A key element of Indonesia’s area denial approach is its investment in maritime defense
systems, which includes deploying a range of naval assets like surface combatants, submarines,
and maritime patrol aircraft. These assets are intended to monitor and control territorial waters,
protect sea lines of communication, and address maritime security threats such as piracy and
illegal fishing (Andrews et al., 2020). The deterrence theory is relevant here, as these systems
are structured to discourage adversaries from approaching Indonesian waters by increasing the
potential costs of intrusion.

Indonesia has enhanced its maritime surveillance capabilities using radar systems,
satellite technology, and unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVS), which improve situational
awareness in its maritime domain (Nichols et al., 2020). This multifaceted approach aligns with
security frameworks focused on situational control and force projection, as seen in countries
like Australia, which similarly employs layered surveillance to protect maritime interests.
Additionally, Indonesia has engaged in multilateral initiatives such as the Trilateral
Cooperative Arrangement (TCA) with Malaysia and the Philippines, which enhances
information-sharing and joint patrols to address maritime threats. From a comparative
perspective, this initiative mirrors collaborative maritime security efforts by ASEAN members,
highlighting Indonesia’s commitment to regional stability.

To limit access to its territory and maritime zones, Indonesia has developed A2/AD
capabilities that include anti-ship missiles, coastal defense systems, and air defense networks
(Mastro, 2014). By deploying these measures, Indonesia seeks to deny hostile forces entry and
impose costs on any potential incursions. Neorealism theory helps contextualize these efforts
within a framework of self-preservation and regional power dynamics, as A2/AD measures are
structured to defend Indonesia’s sovereignty against superior adversaries.

Indonesia's A2/AD efforts also include modernizing its naval and air forces through
acquiring advanced submarines, frigates, and fighter jets (Laksmana, 2020). By strengthening
military capabilities, Indonesia enhances its deterrent effect while protecting key maritime
zones. This strategy is akin to Japan’s layered maritime defense approach, which similarly
emphasizes advanced defensive assets to secure territorial waters against external threats. Joint
military exercises and security partnerships with countries like the United States, Australia, and
Japan further contribute to the robustness of Indonesia's A2/AD framework, allowing Indonesia
to benefit from shared intelligence, training, and technological advancements (Wibowo et al.,
2020). These partnerships contribute to a collective security framework and reinforce
Indonesia’s role in regional stability, as theorized by liberal institutionalism.

In addition to conventional measures, Indonesia uses asymmetric tactics, such as guerrilla
warfare, irregular forces, and maritime militia, to counterbalance adversaries with superior
capabilities (A. Sarjito, 2022). By leveraging its geographic advantage, Indonesia aims to
exploit weaknesses in an adversary's force structure and disrupt operational plans. This
approach reflects the principles of asymmetry theory, which suggests that states with limited
resources can still effectively counter larger powers through unconventional means.

Indonesia’s emphasis on cyber capabilities further complements its asymmetric
strategies, utilizing cyber-attacks and information warfare to disrupt adversaries’
communications and spread disinformation (Tatara et al., 2022). This tactic aligns with
emerging hybrid warfare frameworks, as employed by countries like Russia, where cyber
capabilities are used to supplement traditional defenses. Additionally, Indonesia’s partnerships
with neighboring countries to share intelligence on cyber threats reinforce its readiness to
counter complex security challenges. Comparatively, Indonesia’s integration of cyber defense
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mirrors South Korea’s model, which leverages cyber capabilities in response to its specific
security environment.

Collectively, these elements of Indonesia’s area denial strategies bolster its ability to
safeguard territorial sovereignty and maritime interests. Through investments in maritime
defense, A2/AD systems, and asymmetric tactics, Indonesia aims to deter aggression, protect
vital resources, and contribute to Indo-Pacific stability (Praditya et al., 2023). These strategies
align with Indonesia’s aspirations of becoming a prominent maritime power, as illustrated in
the Global Maritime Fulcrum vision.

Indonesia’s approach to area denial is not only about defending its sovereignty but also
about contributing to a rules-based maritime order, a priority shared by other regional players.
The concept of strategic alignment with allies, as theorized in constructivist frameworks,
explains how Indonesia’s commitment to multilateral security cooperation shapes its influence
within the Indo-Pacific. By working with countries that share similar goals, Indonesia can
establish a security network that reinforces regional stability and collective deterrence
(Gindarsah, 2015).

In conclusion, Indonesia’s area denial strategies illustrate a complex interplay of
deterrence, power balancing, and cooperative security principles. By systematically analyzing
Indonesia’s defense capabilities, partnerships, and strategic doctrines, it becomes evident that
the country not only seeks to protect its interests but also to contribute to the region's broader
stability.

Influence of Indonesia's National Defense Policy on Area Denial Strategies

Indonesia’s national defense policy significantly shapes the formulation and execution of
area denial strategies, with far-reaching implications for national security and regional stability.
Applying theoretical frameworks, such as deterrence and neorealism, can clarify how defense
policy objectives, resource allocation, and operational requirements align to support these
strategies. By examining this alignment, it becomes possible to better understand the role
Indonesia’s defense policy plays in enhancing its area denial capabilities and the broader
strategic impact.

Indonesia’s defense policy objectives provide the foundational framework for developing
area denial strategies. Official defense documents, such as white papers and strategic guidance,
outline Indonesia’s priorities, threat perceptions, and defense requirements (Gindarsah, 2015).
These objectives typically emphasize safeguarding Indonesia’s territorial integrity,
sovereignty, and maritime interests, which inherently support the development of area denial
capabilities designed to deter adversaries and protect critical assets. Deterrence theory offers a
valuable lens here, as area denial strategies function primarily to increase the perceived costs
of aggression, thereby dissuading potential adversaries.

Further, Indonesia’s defense objectives underscore the need for enhanced military
readiness and operational capability to address various security challenges in the region
effectively (Laksmana, 2011). This alignment also reflects elements of realist theory, where
the state’s primary objective is self-preservation amidst external threats. By incorporating area
denial capabilities into broader defense planning, Indonesia ensures a cohesive approach to
protecting its security interests. This alignment not only strengthens Indonesia’s defense
posture but also contributes to Indo-Pacific stability, aligning with Indonesia's goals of regional
influence and cooperative security (Gindarsah, 2016).

The allocation of resources directly affects how Indonesia’s defense policy shapes area
denial strategies. Budget constraints, competing priorities, and technology needs influence
decisions around defense spending, procurement, and modernization (Lockyer & Cohen,
2017). In particular, investments are directed toward strengthening area denial capabilities that
align with Indonesia’s security priorities. Theories of resource dependency and opportunity
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cost are useful in this context, highlighting how limited resources are strategically allocated to
maximize defensive capabilities.

Additionally, regional security dynamics and geopolitical factors influence Indonesia’s
resource allocation. Indonesia’s position in Southeast Asia and its role as a maritime power in
the Indo-Pacific necessitate a balance between national defense and regional security
commitments (Morada, 2010). From a comparative perspective, Indonesia’s approach can be
contrasted with that of Australia, which allocates significant resources to maritime defense to
secure the Indo-Pacific, reflecting the unique defense postures of both countries. Balancing
national needs with commitments to ASEAN security initiatives, Indonesia adopts a careful
resource allocation approach to build area denial strategies that address both national and
regional security concerns.

Operational requirements specify the tactics and capabilities needed in Indonesia’s area
denial strategies to protect its territory and maritime approaches effectively. The country’s
threat environment, military doctrine, and geographic characteristics heavily influence these
requirements, guiding decisions around force structure, training, and strategic planning (Hagen
et al., 2016). For instance, Indonesia’s archipelagic geography necessitates robust maritime
defense systems and A2/AD measures to secure its vast maritime domain. Neorealism’s
emphasis on strategic autonomy is relevant here, as these measures enable Indonesia to counter
potential incursions independently.

Key area denial measures include anti-ship missiles, mines, and submarines, which deter
threats and hinder enemy movements within Indonesian waters. Additionally, the
establishment of a strong naval and air force presence reflects Indonesia’s commitment to
control its maritime approaches and monitor potential incursions (Bethel, 2016). These
operational requirements parallel Japan’s defense model, which similarly integrates A2/AD
measures to protect maritime boundaries. This mix of capabilities reinforces Indonesia’s
sovereignty in the face of escalating regional tensions.

The strategic alignment of Indonesia’s national defense policy with area denial strategies
has substantial implications for its security and regional stability. Enhanced area denial
capabilities boost Indonesia’s deterrent effect, reducing the likelihood of external threats
challenging its sovereignty and territorial integrity (Vego, 2018). In alignment with deterrence
theory, these capabilities serve to impose high costs on potential aggressors, thereby
safeguarding Indonesia’s national interests.

Furthermore, Indonesia’s defense posture promotes confidence-building measures and
cooperation among ASEAN members, which helps lower the risk of conflict and fosters
regional stability (Johnson, 2017). This cooperative aspect aligns with liberal institutionalism,
as Indonesia’s defense approach supports a rules-based order while enhancing regional trust.
By actively engaging in confidence-building measures, Indonesia contributes to a regional
security architecture that prioritizes sovereignty and non-interference, strengthening
diplomatic ties with neighboring states.

Indonesia’s proactive defense policies and area denial strategies also support broader
peace and stability in Southeast Asia—a region with historical tensions and ongoing security
challenges. From a comparative standpoint, Indonesia’s approach is similar to that of the
Philippines, which also prioritizes territorial defense while engaging regional partners.
Through enhanced defense capabilities and regional collaboration, Indonesia aims to
effectively deter threats, supporting a peaceful security environment for Southeast Asia (Wu,
2017).

In summary, Indonesia’s national defense policy significantly shapes its area denial
strategies, with impacts extending to regional security. By examining the alignment of defense
objectives, resource allocation, and operational requirements, this analysis offers a structured
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understanding of Indonesia’s security strategies and their role in fostering stability across the
Indo-Pacific.

CONCLUSION

Indonesia’s national defense policy plays an integral role in shaping the development and
implementation of its area denial strategies, which are designed to address both national
security needs and contribute to broader regional stability. Through a strategic alignment of
defense objectives, resource allocation, and operational requirements, Indonesia has positioned
itself to deter potential threats while strengthening its maritime domain control.

The alignment of Indonesia’s area denial strategies with defense policy objectives, as
discussed, underscores the importance of securing territorial integrity and maritime interests.
By focusing on the development of maritime defense systems and A2/AD measures, Indonesia
addresses both immediate security needs and longer-term strategic goals. This alignment
enhances Indonesia’s capacity to manage emerging threats autonomously and fosters a credible
deterrent against potential adversaries, as demonstrated through theoretical frameworks like
deterrence and neorealism.

Effective resource allocation has also enabled Indonesia to prioritize investments that
align with both domestic defense requirements and regional commitments, illustrating a
balanced approach to national defense spending. Indonesia’s integration of limited resources
into robust area denial capabilities reflects an adaptive response to budgetary constraints and
external security pressures. These investments, directed toward maritime surveillance, anti-
ship defenses, and technological advancements, allow Indonesia to maintain a responsive and
resilient security posture while contributing to ASEAN’s collective defense framework.

The operational requirements for implementing Indonesia’s area denial strategies further
reflect a carefully calibrated approach to security, adapted to Indonesia’s archipelagic
geography and regional dynamics. Through a combination of naval, air, and asymmetric
capabilities, Indonesia addresses its complex maritime environment with a versatile and
layered defense model that can disrupt adversarial actions and secure critical chokepoints. This
model reinforces Indonesia’s strategic autonomy and strengthens regional stability by deterring
potential aggression.

Ultimately, Indonesia’s area denial strategies serve a dual purpose: they safeguard
national interests and support a rules-based order in the Indo-Pacific. By building on its defense
policy and leveraging partnerships, Indonesia enhances its security stance while contributing
to a cooperative security framework. This approach not only deters threats to its sovereignty
but also fosters trust among neighboring states, positioning Indonesia as a key player in
promoting peace and stability in Southeast Asia
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