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On 11-12 March 2024, the Central European Institute of Asian
Studies (CEIAS) and the Slovak Foreign Policy Association (SFPA)
co-hosted the “2024 CEEasia Forum” conference in Bratislava,
Slovakia. The two-day policy-oriented conference focused on top-
ics critical to global security and stability in the Euro—Atlantic and
Indo—-Pacific regions.

The initial idea for the event was born in 2021, when, at the height
of the COVID-19 pandemic, we held the pilot CEEasia Forum as
an online conference. After a short break, we are proud that the
conference moved into the real world, allowing us to exchange
ideas with friends from all corners of Europe, Asia, North America,
and Australia on how best to navigate the increasingly important,
dynamic, and complex relations between the Euro—Atlantic and
Indo—-Pacific regions.

The past few years have produced no shortage of crises in both
regions. After the trials of the COVID-19 pandemic and the pro-
liferation of disinformation that profoundly impacted human se-
curity and economic well-being globally, we now find ourselves
in another crisis: the illegal war of aggression waged by Russian
President Vladimir Putin against Ukraine, which has valiantly de-
fended itself against. While the war is being fought in Europe, the
whole world, including countries in the Indo—Pacific, is experienc-
ing its impacts.

It is no exaggeration that the reinvigorated partnership between
Russia, China, Iran, and North Korea poses one of the most sig-
nificant threats to the international rules-based global order. Bei-
jing’s increasingly assertive behavior and tensions in the Taiwan
Strait and the South China Sea are the biggest threats to peace
and stability in the Indo—Pacific. The ramifications of a potential
military conflict are often underappreciated in Europe, yet the im-
pact would be far more significant for Europe than those incurred
since Russia’s invasion of Ukraine.

Despite all this, new forms of collaboration have emerged between
the Euro—Atlantic and Indo—Pacific. The overarching theme of the
2024 CEEasia Forum—"Unity Amid Disruption: Charting a Shared
Path for Europe and Asia”—encapsulated these developments.
Over two days, we considered how best to overcome shared dis-
ruptions and crises based on cooperation and experience-shar-
ing between like-minded partners.
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The eight panels discussed security and hybrid warfare, supply
chain disruptions, and economic resilience. We also explored
the human rights situation in Myanmar and atrocities committed
by its military junta, which seized power through a coup in early
2021 and sparked a nationwide conflict—just one of many inter-
national crises increasingly forgotten in the West.

The conference gathered around 140 experts, from think tanks
and academia to policymakers. This document presents the key
takeaways from the panel discussions as understood by the con-
ference co-hosts.

“2024 CEEasia Forum”, in numbers:

2 Days

2 Workshops
8 Panels

20 Countries
40 Speakers

140 Participants



Strategy for
cooperation

In the Indo—Pacific:
What role and
opportunities are
there for Europe?
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The panelists underlined three main points:

1. Europeans must see the Indo—
Pacific not only as a source of
risks and conflicts but also as
a region with major opportunities

Numerous European states and the EU have published Indo—Pa-
cific strategies because the region presents many opportunities
and risks, and Europe’s economic and military security depends
on it. This pivot towards Asia makes the EU a global actor, able to
operate in other regions despite having a war on the continent.
Therefore, the strategy is a matter of credibility, demonstrating
Brussels’ commitment to the region.

Europe has already started developing cooperation in areas of
defense and security, economics, infrastructure, green energy,
technology, and development aid. However, according to the pan-
elists, cooperation should be strengthened to benefit both sides.
For Europeans, such benefits include R & D partnerships, oppor-
tunities for businesses and technologies, or improved access to
vital resources.

The Indo—Pacific region is key to Europe’s economic security; many
of its most important economic partners are there. Moreover, it
is home to the world’s most important maritime trade routes. To
ensure the stability of these routes and freedom of trade, Europe-
an countries have decided to deepen their defense and security
partnerships with regional actors, increase their military pres-
ence in the region, and improve economic collaboration. Bilateral
agreements and multilateral alliances, such as AUKUS and the
QUAD, have been recently created to ensure a “free and open
Indo—Pacific”, which protects European interests. However, unlike
the United Kingdom, the EU and its member states are not part of
these minilateral alliances.



2. The importance of defending
and upholding a rule-based
international order

Increasing cooperation and capacity building is the answer to the
threats posed by revisionist powers, most notably China, to the
current rule-based international order. This is a particular concern
in the Indo—Pacific. Europe has added value due to its reputation
as a defender of the international order and peaceful regional co-
operation. This allows Europe to appear as the “champion” of the
global order and offer an alternative to China and the US in terms
of partnership.

3.The importance of cooperation
and the ability of Europeans to
act humbly, recognize their limits,
and treat Asian partners as equals

The EU'’s positive image must not be tainted by criticism of its
apparent double standards. To be a reliable partner, Europe must
first silence its critics who claim that it treats the rest of the world
differently from its own concerns. Since Europe does not have the
resources to act on every front, the panelists urged Europeans to
strengthen the international order, the only vector through which
they can influence global events. Then, Europe must learn to act
with humility. Moreover, Europeans must remain conscious that
they lack the resources to be at the forefront of every matter. Aus-
tralia, for instance, calls on Europeans to delegate and trust Asian
partners, meaning Europeans should not always try to take the
lead when Asian partners hold the expertise.
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What can Europe
do to uphold
human rights

In Myanmar
and challenge the
military junta?



The current state of European and
international action in Myanmar

While most countries condemned the February 2021 coup in Myan-
mar, most did not go beyond such statements. One possible rea-
son was Aung San Suu Kyi, the de-facto leader of the ousted
government, and her controversial position on the Rohingya
genocide that began in 2017. Because she apparently condoned
the atrocities—or didn’t condemn them as vehemently as Euro-
pean governments expected—Myanmar’s resistance lost an icon
and a well-known voice on the international stage. Moreover, to
Europeans, the Myanmar conflict appears far away, especially
compared to the Ukraine War, so the public does not feel as con-
cerned or knowledgeable about it.

According to the panelists, the European Union’s several rounds
of sanctions have only had a limited effect on the military junta,
partly because few junta members or their associates hold assets
in Europe. However, the panelists argued that these sanctions
must continue because they show that Europe is interested in the
conflict and, therefore, they have a strong symbolic effect on the
Myanmar population. However, European support was deemed
to be selective as the EU supports the democratic movement but
is reluctant to offer similar support to the ethnic armed organiza-
tions despite the successful offensives against the military and
despite calls from the anti-junta National Unity Government for
Europeans to support the resistance as a whole.

Among EU states, the Czech Republic, which has historic ties
with Myanmar’s democracy movement, has offered the most sup-
port. However, the most impactful relations are found in Geneva
and Brussels because of human rights movements. International
support for Myanmar’s resistance is haphazard: ASEAN has an
ambiguous relationship with the junta and has not implement-
ed meaningful actions to end the conflict; China’s involvement
changes according to its own interests; and Europe lacks unity
on the matter.
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The actions that should be
taken to support Myanmar

According to the panelists, a coordinated and united front is
a must for Europeans to help Myanmar. Cooperation, especially
between ASEAN and the EU, would send a strong message re-
garding the humanitarian crisis and assist in preparing for what
happens in post-conflict Myanmar, just as Europeans have made
plans for post-war Ukraine. The panelists explored differences
in how Europeans have responded to the Ukraine and Myanmar
conflicts, even though these situations entail the same suffering
and challenge to international accountability, democracy, and re-
gional stability.

Finally, the panelists noted that China could become a powerful
partner in restoring stability in Southeast Asia and that its sup-
port of the junta is decreasing.



Can R&D
collaboration with
China be safe?

N
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The issues of research
collaboration with China

Collaboration with China poses several challenges: The relation-
ship is asymmetrical and transactional, and Europeans and Chi-
nese have different standards regarding transparency—which is
non-existent in China—research security and research goals.

The Chinese government has a list of areas where it still wants
technological transfers—including potential military applications—
and will continue collaborating. Such power over the research
agenda comes from its vast funding capacities; it has filled the
gap left by Europe in this field, creating a dependence of many
European research centers on China. Either they accept Chinese
funds, or they do not conduct their research. Because of this, the
quality of research is impacted, and some fields, such as the situ-
ation in Xinjiang, are left unexplored due to pressure from China.
The same can be said about the centers of Chinese studies. Re-
search security is a major part of the derisking strategy: reducing
dependence on China.

How to derisk research?

The panelists presented several ideas forimproving security when
Europeans engage in research cooperation in China. The first
measure is to diversify. Compared to China, Europe has numerous
allies and trusted partners in the field of research. Some—such as
Japan, South Korea, the Netherlands, and Canada—have already
implemented comprehensive security strategies that specifically
address security concerns over China and create a global and ad-
aptative security framework. Coordination with such allies is also
important as the US is building a new research security strategy
without Europe—and often at the expense of Europeans. More-
over, the panelists argued that there is no need to rush towards
a derisking strategy as it could lead to unintended consequenc-
es; some countries have started migrating their partnership to-
wards India, risking a possible new dependence if relations with
India were to change.

Derisking involves raising awareness among researchers and forc-
ing research centers to improve their security and change their



practices, such as through soft incentives or legal frameworks.
The panelists deemed the latter to be more efficient. For exam-
ple, public funding could be conditioned on increased research
security.

Governments must offer new funding sources to research centers
to help them gain independence. They can also restore values in
research centers: the panelists believed that human rights viola-
tions should be a “red line” when accepting funding. Therefore,
alternative funding sources would uphold these values and not
make researchers dependent on Chinese perception of ethics and
human rights, which differs significantly from Europe’s.

Finally, Europeans can show their Chinese counterparts the ben-
efits of open science. The panelists emphasized the need not to
act as China has done and completely isolate itself but to rebal-
ance the relationship and include China in balanced cooperation
whenever possible.

13
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Working together
to combat
climate change
and achieve
energy security



Actions taken since the beginning
of Ukraine’s invasion

Because Europe is trying to separate itself from Russian energy
supplies, it has had to diversify its energy sources. However, this
has increased competition, especially in Asia. Therefore, the global
energy market, especially for natural gas, has experienced con-
siderable changes since 2022. There has also been a shift within
Europe for public intervention to stabilize the now-fragile energy
market, such as measures for the forced storage of liquefied nat-
ural gas and measures to reduce the energy demand.

The new issues that occurred
after these changes

Europeans have tried to diversify their sources of energy. One win-
ner is nuclear energy, which has been described as a means to
fight climate change and curb carbon emissions during several
United Nations Climate Change Conferences. The latest confer-
ence recommended expanding nuclear energy production three-
fold. However, nuclear power poses several problems: it is easier
to develop for countries that already have it, which is not the case
for every European member; nuclear power plants take very long
to build despite the potential of small modular reactors (SMRs),
they are still too new to be fully reliable; and Europe lacks the natu-
ral resources needed to produce the material for nuclear produc-
tion, and increasing the use of nuclear power plants would pose
issues regarding the supply chain.

The latter is also the case for renewable energy, such as solar
panels. China has almost a monopoly on the supply chain of re-
newable energy products. Therefore, Europe would be swapping
a dependence on Russia with a reliance on China, which is also
a concern if supply chain disruptions were to occur again as they
did during the COVID-19 pandemic. Moreover, China can use this
dependence to exert political pressure on Europe, as is already
happening with graphite.

15
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Solutions to curb the risk

Europe has few natural resources and can not be fully independ-
ent regarding supplies. However, relocating manufacturers would
help curb its dependence on energy production. Cooperation is
also vital; it would help Europe diversify its supplies, and the pan-
elists insisted that Europe is not necessarily the weakest link in
trade relations. Indeed, Europe’s strength lies in its market and
economic power. Therefore, it can still have some control over
its supplies. However, these measures require political courage:
Europeans must choose today whether they want cheap or safe
energy in the future. They cannot have both, considering “securi-
ty is a function of the price you are willing to pay.”



Cooperation
IN security
and defense:

assessing t
role of Euro

ne

DE

and East Asia

in light

of

Russia’s invasion
of Ukraine
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The panelists clearly represented two different points of view,
broadly summarized as European and Asian points of view.

Asia’s view on Ukraine’s situation

Some Asian countries support Ukraine and respect its sovereign-
ty. Some have mentioned the defense of the rule-based interna-
tional order. However, their support slightly differs from that of the
Europeans.Japan and Indonesia, for instance, call on both parties
to reach a ceasefire, and Indonesia especially has called for the
return to negotiations within a UN framework. Japan’s stance is
paradoxical; it supports Ukraine but does not show signs of cut-
ting ties with Russia on energy supplies. The Japanese have also
started to show tiredness. Its consideration of calls for a cease-
fire has strengthened as Tokyo’s support for the Ukrainian war
effort has begun to take a toll on Japan’s budget—similar to the
sentiment in some European capitals today.

The European stance

Ukrainian and Slovak panelists offered a view partly shared across
Europe amid fractures between EU members. They argued that
any negotiation is impossible with Russia, which shows no sign
of wanting to reach an accord. Therefore, Russia can only obtain
a ceasefire once it changes its stance. If Ukrainians were to stop
fighting, it would be the end of their country. Moreover, it would
send a message to revisionist powers—China and Russia, main-
ly—that the liberal international order is over.

Considering this, the panelists argued that it is in every coun-
try's interest to support Ukraine and work for Russia’s defeat,
which is the only way to protect the idea of national sovereignty
and the current international order.

A common dynamic

Despite their more limited involvement, some Asian countries
have reached the same conclusion: They have increased their own
defense budgets, while Japan, for example, has refused to send



an air defense system to Ukraine so as not to lose its own deter-
rence capacities against China. However, Every panelist agreed
that we are on the brink of a potential change of events. If Donald
Trump were to be re-elected US president in November, Washing-
ton would lose credibility, and this would empower Russia. How-
ever, because of Trump’s unpredictability, it cannot be taken for
granted that he would end US support for Ukraine.

19
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Taiwan—-tEU
cooperation
under the

presidency of
Lai Ching-Te



Commercial relations and
strategic importance of Taiwan

Since 2020 and the COVID-19 pandemic, EU-Taiwan relations
have improved. The Chinese lockdown during the pandemic left
a space for Taiwan to occupy. Central Europe grew disappointed
that Beijing had not fulfilled its investment and commercial prom-
ises, which allowed Taiwan to fill the void. The pandemic also pro-
vided opportunities for countries to cooperate: Taiwan provided
masks, and Europe provided vaccines. New contacts triggered an
interest in deepening relations. Since 2020, investments and co-
operation projects—in R & D, for example—have increased.

Chinese aggression towards Taiwan and in the South China Sea
raised awareness about Taiwan’s strategic importance for Europe
regarding its supply chain. Taiwan has a monopoly in producing
the most advanced semiconductors. Even though it has started
cooperating in this field and built several factories in Europe and
the US, it maintains its technological advantage. It is doubtful
whether Europe or the US can be self-sufficient anytime soon.
Moreover, the South China Sea is of the utmost importance for
Europe because it is one of the world’s most significant maritime
trade routes. Any conflict and disruption of these routes would be
disastrous for European trade.

Moreover, the European Parliament took a strong stance by pro-
claiming that China was not Taiwan'’s representative, opening the
door for Taiwanese self-representation in several international
institutions, such as UNESCO.

The impact of elections
on this relation

According to the panelists, Taiwan held elections in January 2024,
but their impact on the country’s foreign policy is minimal. Be-
cause foreign policy is consensual in Taiwan, the hung parlia-
ment should not change the current doctrine: reaching out to
like-minded countries to forge lasting relations without seeking
China’s approval.

21
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European elections this year and Europe’s shift towards far-right
parties will not impact EU-Taiwan relations since these parties
are (mostly) not close to China. However, because they are more
nationally centered and less values-driven than other parties,
EU-Taiwan relations may not rely on the shared defense of de-
mocracy as much as they did in the past.

Taiwan has already started reinforcing its economic diplomacy
with Slovakia, for example, in the wake of Robert Fico’s election
as prime minister this year, and will also increase its fight for the
respect of democracy, whether in Taiwan or abroad.



Combatting
hybrid warfare:
what can we
learn from East

Asia’s response
to China?
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The nature of hybrid warfare

The diverse nature of hybrid warfare encompasses very different
and not always well-defined fields—economics, disinformation,
voting disruption, etc. Comprehensive answers are needed to
combat such a threat, yet very few exist in Europe as fields tend
to be tackled individually. If Europe is still behind in terms of re-
sponse to hybrid warfare, East Asia has suffered from this type
of attack for a while and has developed responses that could be
useful for Europeans.

The teachings gained from Asia

Because hybrid warfare is so diverse, there is no model for re-
sponses. Therefore, Europe must learn through empiricism: seek
its own answers and adapt Asian reactions to the national/re-
gional context. Diversification is considered to be the primary
vector of combat.

Against disinformation

Taiwan is an excellent example of the benefits of diversification; it
has varied its sources and broadcast vectors in terms of origin and
language, which makes it harder to disrupt. Conversely, Europe
has done the opposite by closing numerous international media
channels (the BBC especially). At the same time, Russia has ex-
panded its Russia Today channels in Europe and its presence on
social media. China has not been idle: TikTok, for instance, boosts
and de-boosts content and collects data. Taiwan has yet to find
an answer to this matter.

Against economic risks

The leading solution lies in reducing dependencies, diversifying
partners, and turning towards allies in times of conflict. Concrete
actions that can be implemented in Europe were mentioned: the
use and generalization of open source to avoid use by people
with ulterior motives; collaboration, which is Europe’s strength;



and actions on private information services, which have been
implemented in Taiwan but are not used at all in Europe even
though it is the main platform for disinformation. The main mes-
sage is not to become like the Chinese; security does not mean
cutting all links.

25
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Supply chain
resilience:

a pathway towards
economic security
In Asia—Europe
relations



Since the COVID-19 pandemic, most countries have adopted
de-risking strategies because they realized how dependent they
were on China for vital products. Most de-risking strategies are
aimed at China, but the current measures are not necessarily ef-
ficient.

The losers of derisking strategies

According to the panelists, the West’s derisking strategies have
had several impacts, most of which have affected the rest of the
world: Existing strategies are endangering existing supply chains
in Asia, and there will be additional costs due to the relocation
and multiplication of production sites, but the bearer of said
costs is yet to be known.

The search for new partners has also had unintended effects be-
cause they were thought of in the short term. Some de-risking
strategies rely on “friendsurrance,” a concept questioned by the
panelists because one cannot be sure of the strength of a friend-
ship, and it is not a rational approach as it is not based on the
ability of the potential partner to handle the production expecta-
tions. Changing partners in Asia—relying on Vietnam, for exam-
ple—has had very few effects: China remains at the base of the
supply chain due to its dominance over the production of primary
resources. Diversifying only adds an intermediate between China
and the West, which increases the risks because the supply chain
becomes fragmented, and some new partners are authoritarian
regimes, doubling the political risk. To be efficient, de-risking
strategies would involve investments that create a new primary
industry in countries with primary resources (rare earth) and not
only manufacturers.

The lack of investment:
a European weakness

Europe is deemed to have too high expectations regarding its in-
vestments. To secure its supply chain, it requires new partners.
However, it sets high environmental standards, for instance, which
new partners cannot attain without help. Domestic investment is

27
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also lacking. Japan, which has very high R & D expenditures, aims
to reduce its need for resources, which would curb its depend-
ence on other countries. On the contrary, Europe has deficient
R & D and investment expenditures.

China and India’s Gains in the
De-Risking Strategies

China remains at the center of many supply chains and will remain
so because of the short-term vision of most de-risking strategies.
Beijing has also implemented its own de-risking strategies and
relocated resources to benefit local producers. These measures
are deemed more of a retaliation strategy than a de-risking one.
China also manages to avoid US bans by investing and producing
in countries not targeted by said measures, such as Mexico and
Malaysia.

India has benefited from de-risking. Several countries have moved
factories out of China and to India, and because of its strong posi-
tion in these relations, it has imposed its own terms. The solution
to this possible future monopoly would be for the West to diver-
sify and multiply the number of partners so they do not rely only
on one.
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