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Report on the third Asia-Europe Parliamentary Partnership (ASEP 3) and recommendations 

 

Dear President, 

As a result of an initiative of the European Parliament, the Asia-Europe parliamentary partnership 
(ASEP) offers the opportunity for parliamentarians from the European Parliament and from the 
national parliaments of the EU Member States to meet their counterparts in China, Japan, Korea and 
the ASEAN countries. The first meeting was held in 1996 in Strasbourg, the second in 2002 in 
Manila (Philippines). 

The third ASEP meeting took place in Hué (Vietnam) on 25-26 March 2004 and convened 
parliamentarians from the European Parliament and from 7 EU Member States together with 8 Far 
East countries. It confirmed a convergence of views in both continents on a number of issues and 
the willingness to pursue common goals and actions. I attach the final declaration and the summary 
report of this meeting for more information on what occurred. 

Furthermore, the ASEP 3 meeting was marked by an unprecedented wish to make this informal and 
rather ad hoc forum a regular political event. There was a shared feeling that future ASEP meetings 
should be linked more closely to the bi-annual Asia-Europe Meeting (ASEM) Summits of Heads of 
State and Government.  



This link should be reflected both in terms of location, timing and agenda. The meeting decided to 
endow ASEP future meetings with permanent Rules of procedure which inter alia should allow for 
follow-up between meetings. 

The EP ad hoc delegation feels that this development is of great interest and regrets that the 
participation from the European side was lower than could have been expected (15 parliamentarians 
from both EP and national parliaments vs. 46 parliamentarians from the Asian side).  

In particular, the small size of the EP delegation (three members from two political groups had been 
authorised this time in comparison with eight in the ASEP 2 meeting in 2002 in Manila) reduced its 
profile vis-à-vis national parliaments.  We were stretched to find members for some of the meetings 
being held in parallel while simultaneously fulfilling our rôle, co-chairing, and taking part in the 
drafting committee. 

To ensure a balance for ASEP meetings and to encourage involvement by the national Parliaments 
of EU member States, the next ASEP 4 meeting should we feel - and this view is shared on the 
Asian side - take place in Europe in 2006, a few months ahead of the Asia-Europe Summit. We 
have insisted that this goal be formally included in the final statement of the Hué meeting. 

Preliminary offers to host ASEP 4 in Europe in the first half of 2006 were made by the delegates of 
Finland (the 2006 ASEM Summit will take place during the Finnish presidency of the Council) and 
Belgium. We certainly feel that the European Parliament should in any case take an active 
participation in this event.  

I would therefore recommend that: 

• our Institution should take a lead now in proposing officially to host ASEP 4. If that were 
thought not to be appropriate I am sure we should offer to co-host it in Brussels in co-operation 
with the Belgian Federal Parliament, or to support a Finnish proposal with some "EP added-
value" features.  We feel this proposal should be done now, and not await the next legislature. 

• the European Parliament should promote interest in ASEP with those bodies which deal in 
Asian affairs within those national parliaments that have not yet taken part in the process. 

• when it comes to appointing a delegation to ASEP 4, its size should be large enough to enable it 
to do all that is required of it without overstretch.  It might, perhaps, be desirable that a Vice-
President chairs it.   

Please be in touch if you have any points or questions. 

 

 Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 

 Lord INGLEWOOD 
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