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A% Holuh U5H FUABAequal partnership)S FEFOo2A BYA) AAA A
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WAolE A AZA AAE 4IRS A9PHE WPz dt A FE
o £4¢ nAFR Yok 23 YA/ o|UERd 2% $34 % (bipolar

stability)o] gt BTt EAA AEF Frheldd 71xF 92§94 (multipolar
flexibility)ol 2t& E}FEE APHT Y& RAOE Hrido] B3 Ao »
531 gtk o]y RE AAMd g BHANoR YAFA AF AAAH A H
gtel M-S 7HAT £ Aol 43 Jlde AA FJujAn Yt & AAF 3
49 HA - AAANY Eo] ofF AFEHR Fe 71¢d Fto)7|F% Z]°d°17]-r4
b AR AP 25d AAAME G Ay ndy Ao FEiE
A8 B A Aok ASEME ojg @ AAA AMe EZAAd dgsty
‘HAH AdFE (closed regional cooperation)S ‘7A%2 2% ¥ H'(open regional cooper
—ation) &2 AFA 7|3 ‘A DA F3(regional fragmentation) Rt ‘A G Z 8 (regio
-nal integration)& & nz & =g oz FWEY.

eEY AAA BN 5AF AoRE HTAY 242M Fo4 FddHa ¢l
A9 AA g globalization), ©¥ HAZIIEA wZ9 ’“tﬂli -4154% FRE AE
T89 o3& (multipolarization), 2832 A Z5&2A3 ¥ o eA g
3H(multilateralization) o] AEHD Stk ag: olg} & ’\Hi'r FABA N THH
o2 YAy Hg FAozA AT 7| 2F Af - FH FHEAMY B gste)
HEg B3 AdZ5FE st dA d2gd =¥ F4, a8 ’“Eﬂx—*r o] ]
(relative gains)®] R&E& 3 A 97+ ¥ (inter-regional cooperation)< sEe A
A 219 3 9] (open regionalism)@] 73k $o) #AxH: 9t

gyA7] FARAMT FAY g FEAAANAN BRe I g o
FAAAY AAH HAE A NFH T AAH AddAMe uxAd #y
(multilateral governance)®] FRAeo] Rztslx glor AXe HAl & U ZFA
et dgrdsE deld o]7]1F 9 (rational egoism)E vl E & AN P AE
gEA F=7b a7H Yok AR E gl olg & AGEYF T NEHEY
A2 F2 thAF o (multilateralism) ot A 52| (regionalism)ol] &3 =92 Ay Ho
ok dxF s A ol Uit AAE Yuwistd AR 71xEd 2 A
A $8S oguiste Ao 2A E7HEA (indivisibility), 48Hatd 39 9 X (generalized
principles of conduct), £27 Z 84 (diffuse reciprocity)& 2 EA22 31 QoD vt
AFdE AT AR S AAZ stz e, AT AE I g9 E £
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D oRFe]e Jda o84 =9 agln TA AXNAAR ¢ dHME ] G Ruggie,
"Multilateralism: The Anatomy of an Institution,”(pp. 3-47), ]. Caporaso, "International
Relations Theory and Multilateralism: The search for Foundations,”(pp. 51-90) in J. G.
Ruggie, Multilateralism matters: The Theory and Praxis of an Institutional Form
(Columbia University Press, 1993) &=
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FEE A It &8 A AAYHAE] JNEY VEIVE 298 E HEE
AL &8 dH(power)# FA(loyalty)S olAA7|E @Ao 2 s AIE
gAY el &3 e F7tEo] 259 AXF - AAF o]de FYATA Y
e Ao AnzA deus d48 ot N9EEL 23 1, oS
T AdAT AAHA g 8AE5d g FAHE, FrolYde FYE =
EZ Q4R FAH1 ge AGEHS A9HA NG5 @4y st x99
¥ (regional cooperation)o]2tT EHd7|= Fthd weAd 9E5Y APEC, TAFTA,
ASEM 52 43 ad o8 AAEF dPoznuths AXA . AAF o9 Zy
R Hﬁﬂ AAA - AFH &l g FAHT g A9YEY ddoz FAge A
o] ¥t} g§g¥ Aolr}
4 Ax AgH dE FAH FAFA A 95 HgE o A
SUEY & FAHL YD 2 F JPY T Fdoz MA AN AFddA AEF

2) E. Haas, The Unity of Europe: Political, Social, and Economic Forces, 1950-1957
(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1968), P. 16.

3) AgFel ool Ui o2 - AU =9 2 o]Fo] §¥, Hu), ojgxde AY
B3t tlxe 3k didiMdE= R, Z Lawrence, Regionalism, Multllateralism, and Deeper
Integration (Washington, D.C.: The Brookings Institution, 1996) &%,

4 FA BAAA AM Ad3 Aol 2 9 U U sl R. Gilpin,
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"the Challenge of Economic Regionalism,” paper presented at International Conference on
"Visions and Realties in the 21st Century: The Role of East Asia; , Seoul, 1997 #Z.

5) European Commission, Towards a New Asia Strategy, Communication from the
Commission to the Council, COM (94) 314, Brussels, 1994 %=,

6) World Banke] @2% 1994 ojAlo}lx] AuUIFHE Qe AAF M ofr|olx] o]
A2 stE HFE 36. 6%, EUE 18, 9%, W= 16, 3%E 27 7|28 o] XY olAo}st
NAFGAA AR ee vE5E nes) 2 w EUY olAo} AR dg 2 AR 2dd
Ao g Hridt,

7) EUS FMA totrjot 44 tajMe ALd), “EUY dotrjo} FAIZA ot
AAL TEUS A, AE (Me: $XEUES, 199), PP. 101-110 #=.
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ofrlo} - £ HABAE T NAA 2A Y 35 F 158 BUsto AdAAY &

8) R. Higgott, ""The Ghost at the Feast’: The Future of ASEM and the Relationship with
the USA,” paper presented at the 1st Yonsei-Warwick Conference on ASEM: TASEM
at Crossroads, , November 9-10, 1998, p. 9.
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]15]2}1‘4. ojo] 19954 1¥ 29& tr29 MAZRAEH(The World Economic
Forum)elA o] M-S %89 &5 Fele olAolFrlEo] v= - 83 #&3HA @
AE 7t Aol F88E Ax GAHH Y. 28d olg)d F4o] APECH wis] 233
A AAYZFE EWst 3 £ APEC AAFF& A gle F7td g3 A7)
Ao A, 21 A7tEESG L Faxd g3 FEHUGE AMEL AR A 5
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FAAAE F28 A EUE ASEMS ZAd gl FEA] 43S BFA Zo,
A7l A 2zt EUSo] BERY BE BIAE] BEHOLZA ofAof AG#%e uf{ 7
3t BoAde JdASE Ao ofd APE A FAANA AY e ofF FHlEA
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2% 220 Aol g $U2e VL AT fuAd Ao YERT Y2
HAz AR A2 43E BAd 2o Be NFe Fu JUd 598 5
3 feHe Meg udnh 19 19959 19 B2 AAZATES FHstd #9
o A7 - RA AEASY $ERY 719 1959 Awy) BU 7L £953 3
d maad ude fEAs weHE £49 A502 EUE olAo}- §8 A4
2o 930 Seath

o7lolM FEg o} & A& ASEMel 1o} ASEAN Z7ME9 FE3<
ASEMe] 7o }1 AE FFHF IMNF F 8L VTR FA - HA - AR B
£ E4E $3BAEZ Jysto] ASEM ¥ 23 44E BYx, F
A7+ 5 A 3 9 rH AAHA AFz Joor Add yAe r% | A8k
g5 E¢ ASEMO| tig 4% FxAs 7ol e A diEH AU
@ & FddA HAew, ole AT FHolgds AAA dAd I FRE
of o Eo] & Zojgte HAF s|uie] FFEe vt Ay FHTGI2 ojyF
et Al ASEMS oA AAFH 5 FEAQY 74 R A glo] ASEANe] F
Ad 988 2367 2 e AQd28e A4R Jriad

E #Wo2 EUSH ASEAN 7He] & THAALE Eo]7A B o ASEMY ZWdA
ASEANo] #x4Q 938 £397d A Ad28E 42 Fridt ¥ ASEAN
R BAE AA AUAANGE ALy Ledch AUAA R Auaer Az

Sl i

9) Goh Chok Tong, "Europe-Asia partnership for growth,” speech at the World Economic
Forum, Davos, 28 January 1995.

10) D. Camroux and C. Lechervy, "'Close Encounter of a Third Kind?' The inaugural
Asia-Europe meeting of March 1996,” The Pacific Review, Vol. 9, No. 3 (1996), p. 443.

1) AEHoZ v|Zo el HAAA FEo Eutg ZAE 4l ZFAE 5 Ao 7t
F AFH A7 §4FE Ao

12) 3% 839 ASEM FEgE (1) 939 istE 58 353 ¢ 7948 48, 2
duy F7FEHY AX - GRIHE 2P utm GuHF AN, 3) FAAAREN AWF
Ao AT Fofste 7uteze 28§ Fo2 FYHANL
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24 5dd 248 £AF 2 4 NEE AAAYs F4F o) TR A9 AA
T ANbEoR A A3 {fuUBAE HAE g o5 #AE 1980d AZ2d
"EC-ASEAN 71¥3 4, (EC-ASEAN Framework Agreement)®.2 T3 =H=d), &
HA L 2527HA EUY djotrlel AHY MEEL FA%T Y1

#AA EFPD AR A Az A BTy FAE A% 29 EU
gt ASEANS] #A7F 222 ¥gs ZdsA 2 A7l Fx2 ASEANS H] k3
A AAEHel AAY FEL weozN ASEANY AT FQ Ao 7z A ztst
AAFEZL & £ 9lrh. ojed ASEANY $4 wWale vhadl 19943 =Y Karlsruhe
X €d A11x4 TASEAN-EU ##39, (AEMM: ASEAN-EU Ministerial Meeting)
A Bt FEE FubAH fARe B kZo] Fegtozd HAsHUY agn
o]& 19964 7€ EU ALY & wxd AALIME Eo v ‘FFHed 5
Al @ A (an active partnership)E 98] %dZo] &7 =8 AL FZMAdss Aoz
A S H o4

o]l Al gt o] ASEME 1993do]F EU9Y tjolr|o} FA|H Aol d@de] ofarleld
4 AFHINE T8 LA, ol 713g AstxEY 325 st £ A9 F
A H A AGE T okAoh - HHT HY e YRS EUSA AgTozH
FAE7] AFagch. o FAAAM ASEANS T FAd dist FFHQ A8 E3)
FEAQ 9L FPsigod, EUS F5¢F 372 o]8 & ASEANY FE & EAH
o2 F&go2H A1x ASEMo] 1996 3¥ 1-29 =] =M AHA =3}

rr 2

l. ASEM2| 7}
1. A1& ¥ ASEM

1996 39 1-29 A1z ASEMeol H=e WEdA HHHAT ofr e} Fe M
ASEAN TA=3 F5ot 3/ 5 10750], Fd3dMe EU 345 157053 EUY
WEEZAN EU A#BALE oo Fdgdozny F 2543 2690 Astdn Al
ASEMY 9rle FRAROE FHF ofA o7t A9 2FF BAE FEL g5
FRAEA vAAEY FHE =d57] A8 & Ad 2ioe @ Ao $53590
A oprlets T BAC] gl ©f ol A (object)7t obd F A (subject) 2M EA
AL, shte] FRAH oL FAHA AGGAHNEA QS WL dYA7| 53
A FA M okrols oAl APECA o]o] ASEME F&l H7|st fHE& dAse ME

13) Christopher M. Dent, "The ASEM: Managing the New Framework of the EU’s
Economic Relations with East Asia,” Pacific Affairs, Vol. 70, No. 4(Winter 1997-98), p.
502.

14) CEC, “Creating a New Dynamic in EU-ASEAN Relations,” July 1996, Brussels.

15) D. Camroux and C. Lechervy, op. cit., p. 450.
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xﬂlx} ASEMIA ¢ A9 ABEL TopAot - #H9 FTHUAE o,
(Towards a Common Vision for Asia and Europe)& FAZ AA - ¢R ZAAHH &
3t nF{ T da TYWL d3E AT ¢4, AAdste #Este UN AA 9
&4 AY, MFst £ A Y, $HES, AG4EA T A =g 1, Udr
e} A Ee ZH dAY FAZXGCTBTY 199%63W 253 fd, St
107179 HSEAG(SEANWEFZ) 2 A2, #F7] 8jdd =8 X, 5377 4
(CWC) 7] 2& ¢ ", AEE Fo oz TFUA Sl s J2s 28319

o},

AAZE T Bt AFEL ool K AAY FHA A dAFY 2AH
FAAQA, W2dY 253 AGH AGFYE 722 dof gt R sk, 199%6
d 129 AZEE WTO Z539e 43& As] 214938 FEsn $FFHojzdsoA
hod AlgEe] 3oz oldd F UEE MZ =H3lr|Z Tt E£d U
A9 AFE sy g & A AWINPE ) FG - 52 FUE AE TolA
ol-£3 vl2YA ¥, (Asia-Europe Business Forum)d 2o 931t}

8% uf 5 7 EokdAd FHFAYL FAstAA = olAo - f¥3 F
8. 71¢ AFZUYL ¢ ALY BAR dA B FoIGE o A4S #o] 31,
AT#7E BHEL 4% A737129 ofd 9wk, EAE, BHR 4 F 233 T4
Halo] FELE AV Z ATt & YL FRE A4 & FHEIHL FIolE
SANIZ) 8 &3, de, 1&, A ZFG §A #2739 FHo| dadre
qg AxIa Q]% 2287 948 TolAol - f¥ A (ASEF © Asia - Europe

Foundation)& d®3712 ¢34t
i) ASEM—J 7N & ¥ © (frequency), 7134 (modality), ¥4 %3] (follow-up mea-
sures) 2 39 Zdl(enlargement) 5 FE A2 diME AL w8 A1
ASEMlA geld Abgtel gk &2 ojdl g e 53R, AF3E, A - %
Aot A3 SoM AH, 79 - £ Afd 2 °J ggl wetg =98
7] A3 nHA 3 Q(SOMTDY AH, 281 9z NAAETY ZHFFH Fo &9
Stk o) BE A2 A1a TASEM AW A, £16 3 ¥ E
a7d A1z ASEMY TAHAHA AH2e A2%, A3 399 &
A ASEM A % 3Hinstitutionalization)®] 715& vl#3A 1, ASEMY ]
gojarate] AAE 943 Track [agelA 53w, AFZR, ZA - Jlﬂ-‘ﬂ 2%
Y 5 AHrIZ 2ATE Aotk o|AF 1A ASEMe] 5]*-4 ofAJ o} -
FE87 Gzt ;‘3*&544&-‘:— AR u)g Yol FV|Hoz B of ‘F5oE' s ‘AHKA

16) Chairman’s Statement of the ASEM Bangkok, 2 March 1996
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AL vgoz 3 oaFd FEA g AAAAY E2IE Wdtn 42 dHY
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2% Y3 NIRRT FodE HAIHog Aty YE B § FHHY Ae=
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2. A2 ¥4d ASEM

19984 49 3-4Y 4= @™ A A2xt ASEMol M= A}. A1x ASEMe] A9
v g9 3ty AFolat AxsleE AnE sHAYH, A23k ASEME ofAlo} - 3Tt
89 UAdgoln Fastete 9ulg AR o A2x ASEM2 $AHoz 14 3
oA geolst ‘olrol. FP HY F AFS A FUHAHA'(Asia-Europe
partnership for greater growth)e] F%3 ol A gsl7] 9 A FELHEA o]
Agte ddstn #F5F ASEMY @A wekg masnz ¥ 5oz sfH A olg)
A 1997'd olF BAHu Qe olrlol FFHI BA3t ASEMe| oW @ 75 &
& 4 Ae A7t giME 1 Bl JFE gt

A22 ASEM9 oAle 2zt AHEHAD YF - AF - BAZH 3ol ofo] -9

THAFIY & 5o AAHND FL AR FA s BASAME UNS 42
3 % 59 A5l AAHAL, FHFHAA L obAlol S597) sHargdat 19994
19 14 2¥d3oz 9& §8 ZAFFETEMUY 343 9%, ZAFHLEC 7
Bes gad Bdd AL FYEACL 283 e 2ok FHoEE FHAUFS T
Agzo dg FF dAEt Fol ==t &£ ASEMS ¥F wHs ddsteA

= TolAo}-8¢ B A21F, (Asia-Europe Vision Group)q A ¥z ASEM 3 ¢3¢ &
QA ol 8 B oz AZHY

a2jy ASEMe] APECH 2 AX - 34 - A8 - &3 T Al EopllA ALE
o Af2S Ui BozAe nst Ay FAHQA JAgle] die AL FAol
E =97} sbsdtde Ao uFgel ¥ o Abd JAARL oY Fudel £
t}. o]g g ouldl ASEME 743 Sl 288 23] A% gAVI7E By
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3 AET AL At 85 g BAe BEdR FF54A Eo HF
FE 299 Ugy Fo2 Hoste Aol By} gt

A2z ASEMelA HAAELS A1 399 ZAzet Toprlol - £3 F YA A, (AECF:

Asia-Europe Cooperation Framework)91? B1ME EtlZ ASEM Z2A4 2 g o

17) TolAJo} - &8 F & A, (AECF: Asia-Europe Cooperation Framework)s A1 A 439
o] ASEMY AEcE AAHom FgHoeg FF37 A 2 H¥EE FoEHIA
ASEM 9AAHA A198)8 ALZM ol o} ¢t EUF ¢& vlBoE 4 A =
A e 19989 29 19-204 A B (SOMAA HF AR, 448 49 A2
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18) Chairman’s Statement of the ASEM London, 4 April 1998

19) ASEMY A =3} =9 thdl A= Hadi Soesastro and Simon Nuttal, “The Institutional
Dimension,” The Rationale and Common Agenda for Asia-Europe Cooperation: Task

Force Report, The Council for Asia-Europe Conference, 4-5 November 1997 &z,
20) Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of the London Chairman’s Statement in 1998
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21) Journal of Commerce, 1993. 3. 31.

22) Articles 21 and 22 of the London Chairman’s Statement in 1998
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Asia-Europe Partnership in the 21st Century R.ZME %8 2Esict ¥ M 4
AR E A$Adez msld 9 F8 Foks 22/ Jlgt #ok2 FAHH F 3IA
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24) Financial Times, 1998. 3. 30.
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Eyolgte Ztat o A3 LolA (1) kAol - Y FuARAA Y FFHol YA
Al Sl (2) ol otAlol FEHVIY AAAHE ot o]y FEEZ 3
ofAlooll tid A YJAE FHalgoen, (3) 28l ASEMo] ©¢&d AAFHS 24
3t AX {i-%i}-ﬂ}fﬂ T AR BodAd AARMY dAFR @A 9T F
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53 HE AWAMdA & 2D AAEo] ofrlol FEH7Y 454 A gggdgel F5
St AARATN ASNRFAYLY AT FHS A2 F, 23 TIZEY ¥ A
£7158 A3 S 59 AdRA &S FHey NES A8 2o 789 H42S F

32 #4383 713 (European values)et olAjolA 7 (Asian values)
|4 Gt BAAY o)y E onE et

IV. ASEM2| Ojz}

A1, 22 ASEMY H|nA 433 AFHq T B3t ASEMo| ®Hoh A A A

qgd717eA Bday] dfxe dAdsel & g EAMEC] Aok add o] EA
AEL I #1230 %o wet ASEMS 2 glo} A%adez 8T  glon E
EX8A02E A4 ¢ Y& o|FAL WXL Ytk & FolAe oHd 2dEd
e 24 T ASEMS ud Wd ALe ALY SEF bede mHoe
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Qo|q AR T

1. ASEM¢9} A7

19809t Futo]Z 953 $AALe AAAN AX FY-Br-FolA o} (9L F
Aoz gudA AYHm Yok FHAMY AGEFS 19869 "FE dLAAA,
(SEA: Single European Act) @aeold] ZEIWE IAE o] Fo gon, 19939 11

wgg ofAEFSE 24 199749 69 TddH grHEd 23
T F8% AVIZ Hr7tdnh oA 1999¢ 19 EMUS o=
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234 B4 FA8E Axsy eI ARAZ BAST At

ASEMY] A HA EAAL opAotA g 7159 AT AHHY FHNAM #g F

27 ASEMO] tig A 2ol gy AMel gle] ASEMY vl 22lx 3t YASEM
JuA A k] g ME o|Ad, "ASEM: H7t AR AT HAAA I FAgE
T E (1998, 5); ol B, “§Te FHAY W TAFATF, A5Y AE(ME: @
AFEAAT A, 1998 10), pp. 194-233; o|AHF, “&=o) iy Ju: dF3 AW =
A, A AREAF FHFAAX ], 1998 12) F=.
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e 99, opAlol 2& 9BY AF| glol AT FolHES RPN welF
22 7)ot EUZY 29 A95Y 3Y, 84 A ARPPIA elZ EU 299

Azle] Fxze 98 1831 7ol A(individual interests)® & %A o] Y {community
interests)Ztell 12 & H4dF £ v £8F FAA AY - dA - A7) EU «17‘*% 3
Z(9% European Troika)e] &3 24750 A3 2} ofAjel o Z¢ &
T FT YR 5 Fiol 3/]F3 ASEAN Z7HE7 FE 1 ofsHAg Aol ?lﬁﬂ 8
g3 2& &3 FZAAE /AT F Ut ek oAl d FIHEIH] o] 8

29) ASEME E& olAol-##zt R dY steA 2 vlge d#d s = Sahng-Gyoun
LEE, "The Politics of ASEM: Toward Asia-Europe Security Cooperation,” The Journal
of Contemporary European Studies, Vol. 9, Summer 1999 (forthcoming) &%

30) 2 =EJMe Al=sHinstitutionalisation) g 7} #AS FFE X A T
A (formal rules)# ¥4 3 §9l(informal agreements)& EA s ALZ stz &
.

31) Article 3 of the London Chairman’s Statement in 1998; "As an informal process, ASEM
need not be institutionalized.”

32) AYELH AANA Axg9 BAN M= James Caporaso, "Four Central Controver
-sies of Regional Integration Theory: Implication for East,” Paper presented at the
International Seminar of the Hallym Academy of Sciences, Seoul, 1995. 5. 12-13, pp.
16-18 =,

33) D. Camroux and C. Lechervy, op. cit., pp. 446-47.
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34) Gerald Segal, "Time to Look West,” Financial Times, 1998. 4. 3.
35) Gerald Segal, "Thinking Strategically about ASEM : the subsidiarity question,” The

Pacific Review, Vol. 10, No. 1 (1997), pp. 127-28.
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36) M. Kahler, "Institution-Building in the Pacific,” in A. Mack and ]. Ravenhill, eds.,
Pacific Cooperation: Building Regimes in the Asia-Pacific Region (Boulder: Westview,
1995), P. 16.

7) J. Caporaso, op. cit.
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ASEM AND ASIA-EUROPE REGIONAL
COOPERATION:
IMPLICATIONS FOR THE
INTERNATIONAL POLITICAL ECONOMY

Sahng-Gyoun LEE

The Research Institute for International Economics

ASEM was launched as a comprehensive dialogue framework between
Europe and Asia in March 1996. For the first time, Europe and Asia have
met together on an equal footing and it is the beginning of a new chapter
in cooperative relations between the two regions. For Europe, it was a
strategic choice to establish a new relationship with Asia, based on
equality and mutual respect, and to prevent the US from monopolizing the
emerging Asian markets. For Asia, it was an important opportunity to
penetrate into the exclusive European common market by upgrading
relations with the integrated Europe in the post-Cold War era. Thus
ASEM can be viewed as an outcome of (1) the Post-Cold War search for
a manageable set of structures of global management; (2) the dialectic of
globalization and regionalization, (3) the new diplomacy of regional
cooperation being practised at the end of the 20th century.

ASEM is designed as an informal gathering for heads of member
states to discuss current issues on regional cooperation. The objective of
ASEM is to enhance the friendship between leaders, which is required to
build a foundation of regional cooperation and to promote mutual
understanding between participating nations. For Europe and Asia, ASEM
is useful as a multilateral dialogue framework which can help them to
keep a balance in their relations with the US and to hinder the US from
implementing unilateral foreign policies. ASEM 1is expected to play a
crucial role in making the US honestly comply with multilateralism.
Therefore, for Europe and Asia, ASEM is a vehicle to send a message to
the US.

In ASEM, Asia exists not merely as an object but as a subject that
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Europe is to deal with as an equal partner. This is a not unimportant
milestone in the developing status of East Asia in international relations.
So ASEM, as a dialogue process of regional cooperation, is the product of
conscious decision-making on the part of significant regional leaders in
East Asia and Europe.
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