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Historically, there is no doubt that Asia and Europe have been the core
regions in the world, giving birth to human civilizations ever since ancient
times. The two regions have interacted and developed all kinds of human
activities across their histories. These include art, literature, religion, trade,
conflicts etc. Asia and Europe have become the core axis in global human
relations, which is represented as Eastern and Western civilizations in the
world. In fact, they were already connected by the land trade route known
as the Silk Road even before Christ, and were aware of each other’s existence, though their relations intensified and intertwined much later.
In the post-1945 period and into the Cold War era, Europe sought to
rebuild and to integrate a collection of European nations into an entity of
(Western) European coordination known as the European Project. It
sought to do so using greater forms of soft power such as human rights,
democracy, economic integration and other responses. It evolved significantly from the Coal and Steel Community to the European Economic
Community (EEC), the Single European Market (SEM), and finally the
European Union (EU), although its attempt at political union in 2004 was
a failure. The EU is unique compared with other superpowers such as the
USA, the Soviet Union, and now emerging China. With an approach
based on federalism instead of regionalism, Europe has succeeded in attracting the global community in general and Asian Pacific countries in
particular to set up their own models in various areas such as economy,
politics, society, culture etc. (European Union, 2020; Spolaore, 2013; Nye,
2009).
Europe’s success is one of the core reasons why several Asian and Pacific
countries are keen to learn from the EU example, seeking to adopt the
European model to develop their nations and closely cooperate with the
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EU in various areas. Such a trend has enabled close human engagement
for various purposes such as education, research, cultural exchange, tourism etc., which has increased particularly since Europe formed the EEC.
As a result, Asia and Europe have been strongly connected in many areas,
including even on geopolitical security issues.
At present, the two parties have established the Asia-Europe Meeting
(ASEM), which is an Asian and European political dialogue forum to enhance relations and various forms of cooperation between its partners.
ASEM was officially established on 1 March 1996 at the 1st ASEM Summit in Bangkok, Thailand. At that time, 15 EU member nations, seven
ASEAN member nations, and three individual nations - China, Japan, and
South Korea - participated in the Summit. Since then, it has continuously
expanded to include other member nations such as India, Mongolia, Pakistan, Australia, New Zealand, Russia, Bangladesh, Norway, Switzerland,
and Kazakhstan. Even North Korea has been a member of ASEAN Regional Forum since 2000 and tries to become a member of ASEM in 2020
(Yeo, 2003; Asia Europe Foundation, 2020).
Europe’s understanding of security in the 21st century has been shaped
over the centuries by an evolving geostrategic environment marked by
different existential risks and threats that includes past conflicts, wars, and
the rise and fall of political leaders, regimes etc. After the destruction and
devastation of the two World Wars, European leaders sought a way forward that would enable future peace and security. It was the core reason
why they built the ECSC, the EEC, the SEM, and the EU. After establishing European integration, Europe has enjoyed its longest peaceful period
over 70 years in its history since 1945.
Unfortunately, since the beginning of the 21st century the world has
experienced extreme terrorism that has caused nations across the globe to
reassess their approach to security. It means that a significant shift in
thinking and approach is needed because there is no single threat, but
rather threat has become multidimensional. The strategic order and the
nature of conflict have changed compared to the 20th century. As a result,
the world has become a place of enhanced geostrategic complexity and
dynamic change. Furthermore, globalization means that such changes
occur in an interlinked way where security risks and threats can no longer
be considered in isolation. The situation in the 21st century is further
compounded by complex trade relationships and dependencies, energy
and environmental issues for global climate change and vulnerabilities,
technologies, complex of non-geographic threats, as well as changing
population mix due to regular and irregular migration flows, infectious
diseases, and the fragility of nation states (Parker, 2018).
Europe is regarded as a microcosm of these global security issues. In re-
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ality, the EU faces several complex security threats that are often compounded by the actions of external actors. Risks and threats on security
issues are more varied than ever and become more international and global. As a result, security issues have been increasingly cross-border in nature.
The challenges of security in the EU are multidimensional and complex in
a harsh, contested world. The EU has attempted to reflect such circumstances in its various foreign and security policies over time. In 2003, the
leaders of the EU approved the first ever European Security Strategy (ESS)
that proclaimed an intention to share the responsibility for global security
with its partners and to build a better world (General Secretariat of the
Council, 2003).
In 2015, the European Agenda on Security (EAS) was adopted. It set
out the EU’s strategy for security threats in the EU during the period of
2015-2020. The EU recognized that all member states have the front-line
responsibility for their security issues. The EAS was an attempt to support
the member states in ensuring their security, recognizing that security can
no longer be fully guaranteed independently. The EAS was followed by
the European Union’s Global Strategy (EUGS) released in 2016. Itmade
the case that the world needs a strong European Union. The strong EU is
what EU citizens deserve and what the rest of the world expects (European Commission, 2015; European Union, 2020).
Among the five major security objectives in the EU, emerging China is
included. The EU officially announced China as an economic competitor
in the pursuit of technological leadership and a systemic rival promoting
an alternative model of governance. The EU argued that China can no
longer be regarded as a developing country, but rather as a key global actor and leading technological power. Therefore, China should take more
responsibility for upholding the rules based international order and greater
reciprocity, non-discrimination, and openness of its system. For the EU,
China’s publicly stated reform ambitions must be carried out into policies,
and actions commensurate with its role and responsibility (European
Commission, 2019).
In 2013, the Chinese government launched the new Silk Road project
known as One Belt and One Road (OBOR) that became the Belt and
Road Initiative (BRI) in 2018. President Xi Jinping initially regarded the
BRI as the project of 21st Century that has enormous importance for Chinese development strategy. It is a major global project aiming to close a
large infrastructure gap constraining trade, openness and prosperity. China
and other economies have signed cooperation agreements that have been
rising as a share of the world economy. The BRI development strategy
aims to build connectivity and cooperation across six main economic corridors encompassing China and the Indian subcontinent, Indochina, Central
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Asia, and Europe. For it, Asia needs USD 26 trillion in infrastructure investment to 2030 including climate related needs (Asia Development
Bank, 2017; OECD, 2018).
In particular, China’s aggressive moves to gain a strategic foothold in
several EU member states through the BRI, and its increasing technological capability in 5G and military technological areas could threaten security in the EU. Therefore, the EU needs to take a longterm strategic approach to its relationship with China, although the Union has close partnerships based on free trade agreements (FTA) with other major East
Asian actors such as Korea, Japan and ASEAN sharing the same values of
democracy, human rights, and a market economy.
The BRI was initially seen as an opportunity for European economic recovery after the Eurozone economic crisis. However, it has generated new
concerns such as the aggressive purchase of European companies and investment in infrastructure particularly in Eastern and Southern EU member states. The BRI promises global development, but it also implicitly
includes various challenges, including security challenges for the EU. China has already established the 16+1 platform with eleven new EU member states and five candidate countries since 2012. Recently, three other
EU member states - Greece, Portugal, and Italy - have agreed to participate in the BRI in August 2018, January 2019 and April. 2019 respectively. As a result, Greece and Italy have become a part of the strategic
network in China’s Maritime Silk Road. While China has made significant
calculated and progressive developments with individual European nations
in terms of economic cooperation, the EU has not achieved increased
access to Chinese markets, although it has attempted to do so for many
years. Therefore, the EU officially supports the US claim that China has
exercised unfair competition for foreign companies and implemented high
non-tariff barriers in the domestic market (Park, 2020).
This special issue deals with geostrategic and security challenges between the EU and the Asia Pacific region and focuses on political dialogue
in both parties. In this issue, five articles cover security issues and trade
relationships in the EU and the Asia Pacific region. All chapters attempt
to reveal the fact and truth based on their broad research and deep analysis. They will contribute to providing a clearer picture for understanding
current issues.
Firstly, Xuechen Chen and Xinchuchu Gao explained that a significant
shift in the EU’s foreign and security policy towards Asia took place in the
past decade, especially following the Union’s ‘pivot to Asia’ in 2012. In
2018, the adoption of the Council conclusions on enhanced EU security
cooperation in and with Asia denotes the EU’s ambition to increase its
security and geopolitical leverage and visibility in Asia. The authors ex-
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amine the new dynamics and main characteristics of the EU’s recent security related policies and activities in East Asia by drawing on the concept
of the capability expectations gap. They conclude that the perceptions of
key Asian actors reveal that the EU is still regarded as a marginal security
actor in the region, despite an increasing level of recognition among Asian
states in terms of the EU’s contribution in certain functional and soft security domains, while the EU has established an overambitious objective to
become a security provider in the Asian region.
In the second article, David Garcia Cantalapiedra addresses Asian and
European security cooperation and the future of the multilateral liberal
international order. The author argues that the EU needs to adopt a more
realistic and geopolitical approach that includes the creation of a capability
for global projection to gain credibility and influence as a global actor in a
declining liberal order within the context of great power competition. The
centrality of the Indo-Pacific in the new strategic scenario should motivate
an EU pivot to Asia. Nevertheless, the EU has still not moved in that direction. The author’s finding is that there is a growing security relationship of EU member states such as France and the UK with Indo-Pacific
nations such as India, Japan, Australia, and Vietnam. Moreover, German
interest is also growing to become a more visible joint European presence
in Indo-Pacific area, which represents a clear turn toward the new approach.
In the third article, Stefano Rielaand Peter Zámborský address trade
and foreign direct investment (FDI) related to security issues. The authors
argue that the recent wave of China’s acquisitions has expanded the perimeter of FDI screening based on national security grounds in many advanced economies. Only a few goods have been generally part of the protected perimeter according to which trade works as a safety net to compensate for the unexpected unavailability of a critical good. The recent
Covid-19 pandemic has revealed that import might be unavailable or controlled by providers whose nationality might hinder effective availability.
Their finding is that European states have extended protection against
foreign acquisitions to the manufacturing of personal protective equipment amidst the emergency. This new wave of protectionism for cheap
and low-tech goods cannot be justified.
In the final contribution, Yichen Zhong discusses the EU and South
China Sea dispute as a case for balancing with European characteristics.
The author argues that China’s assertive policy toward the South China
Sea dispute has led to increasing geopolitical competition since 2012,
which affects one of the most important trading routes. To engage with
the South China Sea dispute, the EU, however, faces sets of barely compatible roles, either as an offshore player or an onshore fighter, either a soft-
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power influencer or a hard-power enforcer. Despite ambitions to be a
global maritime security provider, the EU is restrained by the division of
member states and thus, has to adopt an offshore position strategically.
The EU expresses disapproval of China’s policy without shaking the overall EU-China strategic partnership. At the same time, it prioritizes security and defense cooperation with other claimants and extra regional stakeholders without building any formal alliances. The author’s finding is that
China’s opposition to internationalizing the South China Sea dispute and
its following countermeasures offset the EU’s diplomatic approach. Accordingly, the EU is developing coercive measures to promote its visibility in
the South China Sea.
Overall, the special issue deals with current issues on geostrategic and
security challenges including trade and investment related to national security arising particularly in the Pacific and Europe. It also covers the current territorial dispute in relation to the South China Sea involving several
Asian countries. The EU’s physical involvement in the dispute may be
limited. However, there is no doubt that tension and instability in the Asia
Pacific region could impact on the EU’s security directly and indirectly in
the global community of the 21st century.
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