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challenges has made increased cooperation a necessity  d therefore counter-measures need
to be promoted at the national, regional and global levels. However, state-centred solutions
alone cannot deal with all these challenges, largely due to the diverging interests of stake-
wlders. In such cases, publi srivate partnerships are a second-best solution.

From a perspective of discursive institutionalism, Erin Zimmerman’s Think tanks and
non-traditional security stresses the importance of Asian think-tanks and their networks in
the security governance of countries in the region. The author argues that think-tanks can
help with ‘constructing, maintaining and developing discourses’ to advance non-traditional
security agendas (p. 16).

In chapters one to three, Zimmerman reviews the existing literature and presents the
theoretical foundation and methodological framework that underpins the rest of the book.
Asian think-tanks, as the author explains, adopt three strategies to gain political influence:
‘problem framing, agenda setting and networking’ (p. 30). Based on detailed case-studies,
chapters four to seven examine two types of think-tanks in Asia, that is, governmentally
affiliated think-tanks and non-governmental ones.

The two examples of the former are the Association of Southeast Asian Nations Insti-
tute of Strategic and International Studies, affiliated with the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations {ASEAN), and the Council for Security Cooperation in the Asia Pacific,
affiliated with the ASEAN Regional Forum. To a large degree, their relationship with
governments could be described as a public—private partnership, in which governinentally
affiliated think-tanks and their networks can get access to political structures, transmit ideas
and influence security governance in Asia. The think-tanks working inside public—private
partnerships ‘often enjoy close relationships with their domestic governments’ (p. 94).

Non-governmental think-tanks, such as the International Institute for Strategic Studies

a Dialogue and the Atlantic Council’s Asia Security Initiative, are also embedded
onal security governance of Asia, even though they operate outside the umbrella
svernments. As the author argues, these think-tanks ‘have constructed a multilay-
otk’ and their ideas are accepted by decision-makers (p. 173). In the final chapter,
an highlights that Asian think-tanks and their networks could be ‘a catalyst for
al change and played a valuable role in defining the future of security governance
188).

end, the two volumes are worth including in any serious discussion about
tonal security studies in Asia. This reviewer learned a great deal from both and
ommends them to readers interested in security governance and think-tanks in
e generally, their theoretical and empirical contribution to the study of non-
security will be felt in the future.
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