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1. The ¥ General Assembly of ASEAN Law Association was hatdthe Plaza
Athenee Hotel, Bangkok, Thailand during 22-25 Nolem2006. The General
Assembly was attended by delegates of ASEAN Lawoéission from Brunei,
Cambodia, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Phillipines,ilEimal, Singapore and Vietnam as
well as observers from academic and business seasowell as relevant agencies of
the Royal Thai Government.

2. His Royal Highness Crown Prince Maha Vajirakomg of Thailand graciously
entrusted Her Royal Highness Princes Bajrakitiyabh& hailand to represent His
Royal Highness in presiding over the Opening Cergnud the General Assembly on
23 November 2006. In Her address to the Assenttdy,Royal Highness noted the
unique responsibility of the legal profession is ttuty to maintain justice. In this
connection, Her Royal Highness emphasized thatdapal profession must uphold
their morals and integrity, possess fine discretiodependent from all types of
prejudice, and have a clear understanding of pliegaisocietal and cultural
conditions as well as the people’s ways of lif@ider that they enact and enforce the
law in a right and appropriate manner and rendal mappiness and justice to the
people at large.

3. At the Opening Ceremony, H.E. Justice Panya dimaod reported to Her Royal
Highness and the meeting on the work of the ASEAdW LAssociation during the
past year which included among other things theligation of the ASEAN
Comparative Law Series, the academic exchange grggand the establishment of
the ASEAN Law Fund. He also stated the inclusadnthe topic of “Judicial
Cooperation” into the ASEAN Law Association’s websas well as the recent study
visit to the Supreme Court of Singapore to learoualthe case management and the
submission of claims via electronic means.

4. At the first session, Her Royal Highness Prisc&ajrakitiyabha of Thailand
graciously delivered the keynote speech. Her Rblyghness noted that against the
backdrop of globalization, ASEAN lawyers can cdmite to ASEAN'’s effort in
achieving its common goal in meeting with the airadles and reaping the benefits
from globalization in the three main areas of fool&SEAN, namely, (1) peace and
security (2) economic development and (3) sociaetigpment. In this regard, Her
Royal Highness elaborated that in the area of pemog security, ASEAN
policymakers and lawyers, as well as the ASEANTrR@&rliamentary Organization
(AIPO) and ASEAN Senior Law Officials’ Meeting (A&M), can also strengthen
their cooperation through the conclusion and imgetation of treaties on
extradition, mutual legal assistance and treatreshe suppression of transnational
organized crime as well as a common strategy omteodierrorism. In the area of
economic integration and development, ASEAN publ private lawyers should
work closely with our relevant agencies in the ngion and implementation of intra



and inter ASEAN economic integration agreementis.the process of liberalization,
Thailand proudly adheres to the Sufficiency Econdatylosophy initiated by His
Majesty King Bhumibol Adulyadej, which we trust wdday a firm foundation for
the Thai people to face the challenges and congetit today’s globalized economy.
In the area of social development, Her Royal Higsnencourages ASEAN lawyers
to work actively on the promotion of fundamentglhtis of the peoples, especially the
vulnerable members of the society such as womerchitdren in order that we can
solve socio-cultural problems such as domesticevicg, sexual offences and human
trafficking. Lastly, since the rule of law is amssential foundation for ASEAN
integration process, Her Royal Highness stronghebes that the ASEAN lawyers
must involve in the process to address such impblégal issues as legal personality
of ASEAN, the harmonization of ASEAN laws and regidns as well as dispute
settlement mechanism.

5. Workshop Onalealt withClass and Public Interest Litigation. The panelists
addressed the two types of litigation which areselp related. Class action, or more
commonly known as representative action, is a ghe@device used in litigation to
determine the rights and remedies for large numbkgeople whose cases involve
common question of law and facts and such groupp@bple appoint their
representative from within to represent their iests. Public Interest litigation, on the
other hand, is an action that may be brought byingutar individual or an
organization or as a class action, however, whetfeeremedy sought may benefit the
applicant directly or not, the litigation may beyaeded as public interest litigation if
the impact of such decision will serve the wideblpu interests. ASEAN legal
systems are diverse as to the levels of acceptamteise of class and public interest
litigation. It was noted that there was much ben&di be gained, namely, the
rebalancing of power, reduction of the costs aneetfor injured individuals and the
workloads of the courts. Nonetheless, it was ndtaticareful consideration must also
be given to a proper procedural legal frameworkasoto achieve such perceived
benefit.

6.Workshop Twalealt withL egal Education in ASEAN in the 21% Century. It was
noted that there are three major challenges fattiagegal education in ASEAN in
the 2£' Century, namely: 1) globalization 2) introducingndaw subjects into law
courses and 3) resources. In the past, legal edndacused on local laws but today,
globalization is forcing ASEAN countries to acknedge the need to develop law
courses that bring in foreign elements and prep&EAN lawyers for globalization.
It was suggested that there needs to be interpdiisary learning by introducing non-
law courses into law degree programmes in orderdduce all-rounded lawyers who
understand the law they are applying. One majodraince to legal education in
ASEAN countries is the lack of resources. It isognized that more needs to be
invested in lecturers and libraries if ASEAN isisas about improving its legal
education. However, the advancement in technologiie form of the Internet has
allowed for distance learning and easy accessfoonmation. It was noted that due to
different historical backgrounds and influences\adstern countries in most ASEAN
countries, different legal systems exist. With tkalization that this is the time of
great change in legal education, ASEAN countriesukh focus on facing the
challenges through greater collaboration and impgpvesources. Emphasis was
placed on the importance of teaching legal ethicparticular ASEAN should focus
on a legal education system that has as its mgetile of producing good lawyers




who uphold the rule of law and carry out their pssion in an ethical and moral way
in addition to being committed to justice. The sfien arises as to how legal ethics
should be taught in the 2LCentury. It was concluded that there are two stshof
thought: legal ethics should be taught pervasiwblpughout all law courses or
instead there should be specific course on lepat et

7. Workshop Threéocused on th®rotection of Victims, particularly Women and
Children, against Domestic Violence, Sexual Offences and Human Trafficking.

It is noted that there are legislations on the gotadn of victims against domestic
violence, sexual offences and human trafficking ibuteality, these crimes remain a
major problem with a large number of cases stilhgaunreported or reaching the
courts. There is general consensus that legaégiroh for women and children exists
but they are not sufficient and implementation flam satisfactory. World-wide,
human trafficking is only second to the traffickinfdrugs and guns. In the case of
sexual offences, one major problem of prosecutieg sffenders stems from
jurisdictional limitation due to most offenders d@rem overseas. It is recognized that
victims’ testimony is considered the best sourcewdlence against the defendant if
the case gets to court and therefore the legalepsoshould allow for anonymity of
the victims as much as possible. There is gersga@ement that there needs to be
harsher punishment for human traffickers with oakegate calling for the maximum
penalty. It was suggested that in addition to p@uaishment for offenders there
should also be financial compensation for the wisti

8. Workshop Fourfocused onthe implications for ASEAN from WTO and
regional trade liberalization. It was observed that the proliferation of Region
Trade Agreements (RTAs) was due to the stalled rpezgof the Doha Round of
negotiations at the WTO. It was noted that predagt RTAs in the form of free
trade agreements (FTAs) were wide in scope andrageewhich went beyond
liberalization of trade in goods to cover tradesaervices, investment, competition,
intellectual property, rules of origin and otheade-related matters. Liberalization
conducted through RTAs could prove beneficial foBEBAN countries, but also
presented challenges due to the complexity of #wen types of FTAs. From an
economic perspective, FTAs which are WTO-consisterd which leads to trade
creation would be beneficial for ASEAN countriewver, there is also a need for
sufficient safeguards provisions in the agreemeat ldberalization to be undertaken
on a progressive manner. ASEAN countries shoudatit) clearly what is in the
national interest and make a thorough assessmernhenf export capacity and
readiness for foreign competition. It was alsogasged that ASEAN adopt a unified
text for FTA negotiations with its dialogue partei@nd to ensure that account is taken
of the different levels of development amongst ASE@ountries. Despite the surge
of FTAs, the WTO system remains relevant and ASH&Myers should be educated
on the WTO dispute settlement mechanism. WTO abbgs also need to be
implemented in national legal systems and ASEANtreasure that national laws are
consistent with WTO rules and be aware of the parency requirements. A
particular development at the WTO which affects tlegal profession is the
development of disciplines under the GATS Agreemdnith could erode the ability
of ASEAN countries to self-regulate by subjectiagvlsociety rules on licensing and
gualification requirements to review by an interoaél dispute settlement body.
Therefore, to benefit from trade liberalization wiex at the WTO or through RTAS,




ASEAN countries must proceed with care, ensureestalkler participation and keep
abreast of international developments.

9. Workshop Foudiscussed\Iter native Dispute Resolution in ASEAN. It was
noted that the level of popularity of ADR in ASEA&buntries differs from one
country to another. Some countries were of the wieat ADR should be supported
and developed further as an alternative to litayatiThis view was based on the
notion that ADR would reduce workload of the cowatsl also involve less expenses
and time of the parties concerned. In addition, tia¢ure of ASEAN countries
suggests that ADR is a more suitable way of reeglulisputes, as compared to
adversarial nature of litigation. However, in soowmuntries, reliance on ADR has
been minimal. Yet, the practice of most ASEAN coiast has signified that the most
popular means of ADR used is arbitration in comnagdisputes.

10.  All workshops were widely participated and teatl active and insightful
discussions.
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