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Program

The International Workshop on “An East Asian Community and the United States”

Sponsored by The Council on East Asian Community (CEAC)
Supported by The Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership (CGP)

The First Day Friday June 17, 2005)
Welcome Dinner “Aries” 37" Floor ANA Hotel Tokyo

18:00-20:00 Welcome Dinner hosted by Prof. ITO Kenichi, President, CEAC

The Second Day Saturday June 18, 2005)

Workshop “Conference Room” The Japan Forum on International Relations, Tokyo
10:00-10:30 Session  “An East Asian Community and its Relations with the United States”
Moderator Prof. TANAKA Akihiko, Professor, The University of Tokyo

Paper Presenter (30 minutes) Mr. Ralph COSSA, President, Pacific Forum CSIS

10:30-12:30 Session  “Economic Cooperation in East Asia and its Relations with the United States”

Moderator Dr. Hadi SOESASTRO, Executive Director, Centre for Strategic and International Studies, Indonesia

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Dr. Suthiphand CHIRATHIVAT, Chairman, Economics Research Center and
Center for International Economics, Chulalongkorn University, Thailand

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Prof. URATA Shujiro, Professor, Waseda University

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Dr. SHIRAI Sayuri, Associate Professor, Keio University

Free Discussion (90 minutes)  All Participants

12:30-13:30 Business Lunch Restaurant “ Tony Roma’s”

13:30-15:30 Session  “Political and Security Cooperation in East Asia and its Relations with the United States”

Moderator Dr. FUKUSHIMA Akiko, Director of Policy Studies and Senior Fellow, National
Institute for Research Advancement

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Mr. Simon TAY, Chairman, Singapore Institute of International Affairs, Singapore

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Dr. JIMBO Ken, Senior Research Fellow, The Japan Forum on International Relations, Inc.

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Prof. Chung Min LEE, Professor, Graduate School of International Studies, Yonsei University, Korea

Free Discussion (90 minutes)  All Participants

15:30-15:45 Coffee Break (15 minutes)

15:45-17:45 Session “Cultural and Social Cooperation in East Asia and its Relations with the United State”

Moderator Mr. Simon TAY, Chairman, Singapore Institute of International Affairs, Singapore

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Prof. QIN Yaqing, Vice president, China Foreign Affairs University, China

Lead Discussant (10 minutes)  Dr. FUKUSHIMA Akiko, Director of Policy Studies and Senior Fellow, National
Institute for Research Advancement

Free Discussion (90 minutes)  All Participants

The Third Day (Sunday June 19, 2005)
Workshop “Conference Room” The Japan Forum on International Relations, Tokyo

10:00-12:00 Session  “Wrap-up Session”

Co-Moderators (10 minutes) Mr. Ralph COSSA, President, Pacific Forum CSIS
Co-Moderators (10 minutes) Prof. TANAKA Akihiko, Professor, The University of Tokyo
Free Discussion (100 minutes)  All Participants

Farewell Lunch Chinese Restaurant “Seventh Heaven”

12:00-13:00 Farewell Lunch hosted by Prof. TANAKA Akihiko, The University of Tokyo
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Workshop Summary

International Workshop on “An East Asian Community and the United States

Sponsored by The Council on East Asian Community (CEAC)
Supported by The Japan Foundation Center for Global Partnership (CGP)

Date: Junel8, 2005 10:00-17:45 / June 19, 2005 10:00-13:00

Session I: “An East Asian Community and its Relations with the United States

1. Paper Presenter: Ralph COSSA

The concept of an “East Asian Community” provides us simple questions such as
“What is East Asian Community?”, “What is a new regional dynamism?”, and “Can regional
governance in East Asia be compared with EU?”

From the US perspective, in general, the United States is neutral and more positive
toward the regional cooperation, but some sees the East Asian regionalism as a negative
approach, like EAEC in the early 1990s. The most important development in the region would
be the perspective of China. China is now undertaking global diplomacy, and it has key relations
with Sudan, Afghanistan, Myanmar, and other states concerned by the international society. In
the connection, it raises the question whether East Asian Community will lead China become
more interactive or counter US interests?

Definition of “East Asia” and “East Asia community” should be more elaborated. In
the region, there are a number of multilateral and quasi-governmental organizations within
ASEAN+3, and there are also such cooperative organizations as “Shanghai Cooperation”.
However, in geographical terms, to what extent “East Asia” should be comprehended is still not
answered.

In addition, who would play the leading role for “East Asian Community” puts another
question. Also, how does “ASEAN security community” led by Indonesia relate to “East Asian
community”? What are significant differences between ASEAN+3 and East Asian summit
(EAS)? The United States concerns are whether or not such American allies as Japan, ASEAN,
Australia, and New Zealand would participate. The United States will feel more comfortable if
the meeting is led by Japan; however, obviously, Japan will not take such a role for EAS.

The values of human rights and democracy and the sense of openness will be also
important for the United States, china is going to behave.

2. Free Discussion

The membership of EAS can be acquired if a country satisfies three conditions: 1)
substantive relationship with ASEAN, 2) full-dialogue partner, and 3) signature of TAC. Now,
India, Australia, and New Zealand are possible candidates.
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Although democratic value is important in creation of East Asia Community, it should
not be prerequisite. Promoting Democracy is the US interest, but the United States has kept quiet
on this issue.

Leadership of East Asian Community might be China and Japan; it seems ASEAN
would be the most feasible.

Session I1: “Economic Cooperation in East Asia and its Relations with the United States”

1. Lead Discussant: Suthiphand CHIRATHIVAT
There are 4 topics to discuss: 1) Economic Regionalism 2) ASEAN+3 and East Asian
Community, 3) Sino-Japanese relationship, and 4) U.S. role in East Asian Community Building.
1) As for Economic Regionalism, during 1970s and 80s, economic power of Japan and
NIEs emerged. During 1990s, ASEAN regionalism was emerged through its decision
to form an ASEAN Free Trade Area (AFTA). After the economic crisis in 1997,
ASEAN+3 formed. We need to make sure these processes should be consistent with
each other.
2) ASEAN+3 set up the consultative process, and has become comprehensive. This has
realized regional cooperation, the formation of East Asian Free Trade Area (EAFTA)
and trade liberalization, which is complementary to the other multilateral setting such
as APEC.
3) As for Sino-Japanese relationships, we need to look at both China and Japan as
regional powers and disputes between them. In the Economic field, Sino-Japanese
economic interdependence is deepening, but both Japan and China need to improve
their relations.
4) U.S. role in East Asia is necessary in both security and economy in the region. We
need to see how the United States reacts.

2. Lead Discussant: URATA Shujiro

Recent development of trades in East Asia and North America occurred in 1993 and
2003. While inter-regional trade in East Asia is increasing, trade between East Asia and the
United States is decreasing.

My hypothesis is regional production networks emerging in East Asia, which leads to
increase in trades among East Asian countries. Establishment of regional production network of
unilateral production rather than institutional arrangement occurred due to substantial decline of
tariff level, although there are still substantial barriers. Compared with the past, freer investment
and trade are undertaken.

In fact, major FTAs are concluded and being undertaken. After 2002, there are a
number of FTA agreements, and in these agreements, the United States is not excluded. | like to
see the United States more actively involvement through 1) setting up high level FTAs and 2)
reviving APEC process. This would revitalize economies in East Asia more.
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3. Lead Discussant: SHIRAI Sayuri
As for international financial cooperation in East Asia, after economic crisis in 1997,
there arose two initiatives: 1) Network of Swap Arrangements and 2) Bond Market Initiatives.
These took place after the lesson of Asian crisis in order to prevent new crisis by creating new
mechanism.
1) Network of Swap Arrangements and Bond Market Initiative: Today Asian countries
have a huge amount of foreign reserves. Supply side in East Asia increases in issuing
bonds; however, they have yet to be credible. For example, JBIC provides guarantees
bonds of Thailand in order for Japan to be able to buy them safely. But for demand
sides, without any guarantee, there is not much incentive of buying local currency
bond. They have to set up better infrastructures.
2) Constrains: Each country in East Asia has different exchange rate system. Another
difficulty is that they need to have macro economic cooperation, the same monetary
policy. But this is impossible as there are huge gaps of wealth in countries.
3) Relationship with the United States: Difficult to promote cooperation without the
US involvement. Despite 50 percent of trade has been occurred in the Asia, people use
the credible US dollars, as the United States has the most attractive market.

4. Free Discussion
1) Bilateral swap arrangement, Chiang Mai Initiative, substitutes for the creation of
AMF. 2 reasons accepted by the United States. 1) East Asia does not have independent
surveillance capability. 2) Chiang Mai Initiative is a bilateral borrowing arrangement,
while AMF is multilateral.
2) In the 1997 crisis, IMF reaction was worse at first. But after that, IMF admitted their
mistakes. Asian countries recognized IMF was learning from the past lessons. If we
ought to make a monetary organization in Asia, it should be compatible with IMF. But
in creating such an organization, there is a question about the conditions that is
acceptable to countries for monitoring and so forth. Unless other Asian countries ready
to accept, they are no use.
3) In order to have proper economic cooperation, East Asian countries should have
openness in their economies. Through these efforts, once bilateral FTAs between
China-ASEAN, Korea-ASEAN, and Japan-ASEAN are formed, we are ready to see an
EAFTA. As for Taiwan, Taiwan should be included in EAFTA in terms of its GDP.
From the economic point of view, including Taiwan in such FTA is likely to produce
greater benefit.
4) As for the economic disparity, Japan’s ODA can sustain development. The
development of infrastructure through these ODA should create confidence building,
too.
5) To create a bond market in East Asia, membership should be Japan, Korea,
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Singapore, Taiwan, Malaysia, Hong Kong, Thailand, and maybe the Philippines. Since
China does not yet liberalize its banks, it should be a late-comer.

Session 111: “Political and Security Cooperation in East Asia and its Relations with the
United States”

1. Lead Discussant: Simon TAY

There are 5 factors for East Asian Regionalism: 1) the economic crisis in 1997 shows
that the United States did not do enough to prevent the crisis from expanding; 2) International
organizations such as IMF and APEC could not function; 3) The understanding of Economic
interdependence in East Asia promotes cooperation, while growing awareness in the region also
increases even in the field of environment, organized crimes, etc. 4) Asian countries’ realization
of deeply dependence for US on its security increases. 5) Rise of China makes East Asia realize
that while peaceful rise should be led by interaction, perspective differs in East Asian countries.
For a community building in East Asia, there are 3 versions, “East Asia ’Adrift’,” which leads
informal frameworks in the region through dialogues; *“East Asia ‘ldentity without
Exceptionalism’,” which focuses on the issue-led method of “Coalitions of the willing”; and
“East Asian ‘Bloc’,” which is based on a consensus decision-making procedure for unified,
region wide agreement. As for the US response, the United States needs to pay attention to these
processes.

ASEAN needs to play the key role in the creation of the community due to its ability to
hub other countries such as Japan and China. Washington DC should realize this fact, and the
United States should support ASEAN for a balanced East Asian community.

2. Lead Discussant: JIMBO Ken

In East Asia, the US-Japan alliance and other bilateral alliances contributed deterrence
and crisis response systems in the region while there has emerged a certain security formula,
“double-track system.”

The nature of “Double Track” system experienced some changes. On the bilateral
security, there are momentums to create more coordinated networks between US-led bilateral
alliances. The hub-and-spokes system becomes more networked web, such as Trilateral
Coordination and Oversight Group (TCOG) and Australia-Japan-US strategic coordination. On
the multilateral security, as the ARF Ministerial Meeting in July 2001 has adopted the
“Definitions and Principles of Preventive Diplomacy,” the ARF is developing its institutional
scope towards more action oriented regime.

There are two types of multilateral security: one is the bilaterally-networked
multilateral security (expanded bilateralism), such as “Team Challenge”; and the other is
multilateral security cooperation (enhanced multilateralism), such as “Pacific Protector 2003.”
Also, there is another type of cooperation, “Coalition of Willing,” which is Ad-hoc
multilateralism, such as Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI) and Southeast Asia Anti-Terrorism
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Cooperation. These mechanisms are based on capability of willingness.

For the regionalism, The United States emphasizes “Openness and Choice” for the
community. Richard Armitage openly criticizes the region due to three reasons: 1) Chinese
sphere of influence; 2) challenge to the hub-spokes system; and 3) excuse delaying
democratization in the region.

The United States has some options to emerging East Asian regionalism through 1) no
support, 2) benign neglect, or 3) search for convergence. In this connection, Japan needs to 1)
promote regional security, 2) economic growth, and 3) value of democracies and human rights,
in order not to make the United States hostile to East Asian regionalism.

3. Lead Discussant: Chung Min LEE

The security environment in East Asia has become core of the global security. This is
because China has been increasing its military capability and now the region has for the first
time two great power, China and Japan, and also other emerging powers such as India and
Indonesia in security terms. Also there still exist security problems such as Military
modernization, border disputes, the Korean Peninsula and the Taiwan Straits, whereas
non-traditional security challenge such as Energy competition is likely to be intensified in the
region. Thus, the security issue ranges from hard security issues to soft security issues.

There are also problems in order to deal with regional wide-security because; the
region has very wide political disparities; different level of political openness and
democratization; and increasing competition between Japan and China through political and
historical issues. In this context, multilateral CBMs are important to reduce the tension among
countries in the region; however, it is unlikely to go into core issues.

In next 20 years, all the issues have strong US influence through hub-and-spoke
system and economic cooperation. If we exclude the United States, the region is highly likely to
recognize the consequences.

4. Free Discussion
1) The rise of China is one of the most important security issues in East Asia, and there
seems to be consensus that a good China-Japan relation is indispensable for
community building in East Asia.
2) Although it is necessary for East Asia to regard the United States is critical in the
regional security, the region just cannot solely rely on the alliance relationship, and the
region attempts to strengthen the multilateral structure to some extent. However, the
multilateral frameworks existing in the region such as ARF do not have teeth, but is
often regarded as a “talk-shop.”
3) The regional process and principles needs to be agreed by all leaders in the region:
1) open regionalism, 2) strengthening functional approaches, and 3) respect for the
universal values and freedom.
4) The important question is that EAS does not have its own goal and is said to evolve
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naturally; however, concerns are that East Asia is not doing but justifying EAS, and it
would connect to an underachievers’ justification.

5) China’s anti-Japanese protest and military build-up should not be too concerned
because the region is now experiencing peace more than ever before. A key idea is to
change a power structure by creating mechanisms, arrangements and frameworks to
reduce the enemy images.

6) Economic mechanism is to foster the success, while Political multilateralism is to
reduce the damage among states. To manage the failure, multilateral frameworks can
be a useful tool to foster communication between them.

7) Emphasis on democratic values is based on democratic peace theory. Greater
political openness would be the best key for the regional stability as well as other
countries’ national interests. This value would lead to “Peaceful Asia”.

8) Consensus is that without removing tensions between China and Japan, EAC will
not be possible.

9) Energy security is one aspect of security; however, as Russian pipeline issues show,
it needs to create a win-win situation.

Session 1V: “Cultural and Social Cooperation in East Asia and its Relations with the
United States”

1. Lead Discussant: Qin Yaqing

East Asia has a high degree of diversity which may result in two opposing effects:
contributing to community building or becoming big obstacles.

Three positive factors can be seen in the region: 1) interdependence, which include
increasing economic interdependent among the regional countries; 2) common fate, which was
realized in the 1997 economic crises in the region; and 3) shared norms, which the regional
states have despite the fact that the diversity is conspicuous. These are developed through
ASEAN experiences.

This ASEAN experiences also facilitate community building in East Asia due to 3
major factors: 1) the experience of ASEAN have developed the norms of consensus-seeking,
respect for diversity, and so forth; 2) community building can proceed despite cultural, political,
ideological and other differences; and 3) the regional countries all adhere to the principle of
open regionalism which means that regionalism is inclusive rather than exclusive.

In spite of these positive factors, there are obstacles exist for formation of a
socio-cultural community. Namely, there are 4 negative factors, 1) Power Transition problem,
which indicates the question on the rise of China in the region; 2) Cold-war legacy, which is
reflected as “a hostile culture is the essence of international anarchy” and “ideological
differences are fundamental and impossible to overcome”; 3) Rising nationalism, 4) The lack of
political will, which is still low in East Asia compared with the European Union.

The United States can play a positive role in community building in East Asia. 1) The
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United States can help develop more cooperative relations between and among Asian nations. 2)
both APEC and ARF are useful multilateral arrangements and should become positive factors for
the community building, and through these organizations, the United States can promote
cooperative frameworks, and 3) full respect for ASEAN’s leading role should be enhanced.

2. Lead Discussant: FUKUSHIMA Akiko

In East Asia, there are diversities in languages - a few thousands languages, in
religions, such as Christianity, Buddhism and so forth, and in Ideologies and values. Despite
these diversities, the sense of respect to these diversities should be also respected. However,
today “Asian-barometer” (2003) indicates that “Asian” identity is not yet so high in the region.

The emerging new urban middle class in East Asia help facilitating socio-cultural
cooperation. They are middle class Asian citizens with a certain level of education and wealth,
common lifestyle, hobbies, trips to similar overseas, and so forth. Their lifestyle is clearly
different from their parents. Since 1990, urban dweller in China, took a “3LDK?” residence with
certain similar furniture. This may cultivate “we feeling” or “we-ness” of common identity. .

Also the role of culture as a catalyst, the Council on East Asian Community (CEAC)
has recommended the promotion of cultural and social cooperation. These includes: increasing
bilateral social cooperation, recognition of rich cultural diversity, emphasis on cultural tradition,
facilitating networks of cultural facilities, and reducing the digital divide.

3. Free Discussion
1) In order to strengthen socio-cultural relations among East Asian countries, use of
media is likely to interest people more in other cultures and societies. It would be also
important to address that people are moving more inside and outside of region in
accordance with promotion of economic integration in the region.
2) Cultural exchange and University exchanges are also important for the creation of a
socio-cultural community. Bilateral university cooperation in the region can be
regionalized, which is likely to cultivate “we-ness.”
3) Regional community building is often said to be an elitist project; however, If East
Asia does promote community building only by elitists, East Asian people do not
support for it.
4) The definition of “Asia” and “Asian” is usually regards by geopolitical boundaries,
but it is ultimately a label created by Europeans; therefore, they do not have specific
definition.
5) As for ASEAN'’s role, since East Asia has been trying to achieve something very
radical, new situation might emerge, and in order to maintain balance in the region, the
key question is who will play a role to coordinate such a balance. ASEAN would be
the best selection, but it is also important to note that ASEAN itself has diversities, so
that it would be necessary to deeply analyze ASEAN’s credibility and its outcomes in
the future.
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Session V: “Wrap-up Session”
1. Co-Moderators: Ralph COSSA

The United States has two main issues to care about in East Asia: 1) the Sino-U.S.
relations, and 2) multilateral organizations, such as APEC and ARF, which the United States get
involved in East Asian issues.

The Sino-U.S. relations are one of the most important issues in terms of East Asian

security and economy, and the United States has tried to assign the best U.S. officers even for
the Japan-China as well as Japan-Korea relations to promote cooperation among them.
As for multilateral organizations, the United States makes most of APEC and ARF to get
involved in the region, since Washington is cautiously watching how the community in East
Asia is evolving. In the United States, there are some concerns that an “East Asian community”
would be ended up to be used by vehicle for China to balance against the United States, or
would be used along with “Mahathirism.”

How Washington sees the community in the future depends on who will lead it. If it is
ASEAN, the question “who leads ASEAN?” will arise. Myanmar will be the chair of ASEAN,
and this is likely to be a set-back for community building. Also, the question on the value of the
community is significant impact on East Asia. The U.S. feeling on this issue is still suspicious to
certain extent; however, If Japan can play the effective role to turn down the anti-US policy
through the process of community building, the United States will feel safe on the community.

2. Co-Moderators: TANAKA Akihiko

There are broadly speaking, three by three table: for three sectors, “economy”,
“political-security”, and “socio-cultural”; for three issue areas of US connections to East Asia,
“What we are doing in East Asia”, “What we will do with the United States”, and “US reaction
to them”.

In addition to US connection, there are two aspects: 1) Problems: establishing in East
Asian Community, Regional Governance; 2) Substance of the Community, such as Governance
plans, visions, and approaches.

3 by 3 tables

Economy Political-security Socio-cultural

In East Asia
With United States
U.S. Reaction

In the area of problems, there are two issues: 1) Structural problems: different growth
of East Asian countries. In the political field, there would be possible tensions of the US
relations and the Japan-China relations. In the economic field, although there is growing
interdependent among East Asian countries, financial and trade cooperation are not progressing
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at the same speed. In the socio-cultural field, East Asia needs to deal with diversity in each
society, though there is a rise of common middle class life styles. 2) Immediate problems: firstly,
it is said that East Asia needs to have “vision and principles”, such as democracy, human rights,
and transparency in order to achieve some goals; secondly, the region needs to have desirable
institutions. This issue involves the role of EAS and of ASEAN +3 as well as leadership issues;
and thirdly, it is important to raise any other issues that need immediate actions which should be
taken and recommendations to each participant’s government. These would be the discussion
topics on this session.

Another thing to think about is to make suggestions to this project. This is a three-year
project, and this workshop is being held for the first time that every member meets in the same
room. This three-year project’s title is not only focusing only on the United States relations but
also on dynamism of community building in East Asia. We would like to make some plans for
next two years.

3. Free Discussion
1) Immediate issues to discuss:

a) There are some financial issues to be concerned immediately such as accumulation
of foreign reserves, devaluation of local currency, the ASEAN+3 passive posture
toward these issues, and the way to deal with debt.
b) The United States does not have a clear policy to the East Asian regional process,
but it needs to have a more comprehensive policy East Asian regional cooperation,
such as arrangements of institutional policies and the utilization of its bilateral
alliances in the region.
c¢) As for institutional arrangements, something needs to be done. For example, in the
multilateral meeting, such as APEC, ASEAN, or ASEAN+3, holding side meetings like
breakfast meetings might help promoting institutional arrangements for the regional
cooperation.
d) As for the side meetings, the United States has a numerous side meetings, so that it
is unlikely to put memos about the East Asian regionalism on the high priority
automatically. The key question would be how you convince them. Substance is
important.
e) As for memos, its content is important and should be based on 2 policies: 1) the
agenda item, "Reviving APEC”, in EAS through communication with the United State
and East Asian countries; and 2) the agenda item, “free discuss” on ASEAN’s small
economies which needs to be reinforced as a driver of the East Asia.
f) Membership for EAC also needs to be elaborated. The membership of other
countries such as Pakistan and Russia has yet to be discussed fully.
g) The role of media in East Asia should be more emphasized and elaborated for
community building in East Asia as western media has made most of its publicity to
spread out western value.
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h) Open border including immigration and Energy issues including agriculture and
foods production in East Asia is also important to be discussed.

2) Recommendations to governments
a) The East Asian regional process is an “evolving process”. East Asian countries
should bring the United States into this process without being a member, expecting the
United State to formulate its own policy. Draw the US into the process.
b) ASEAN should take a driver’s seat due to its empirical reasons, though its agenda
should not be dominated by ASEAN. As EAVG suggested that East Asian countries
should focus on Economic and financial cooperation first, it is necessary to set the
priority for tackling issues.
¢) It should be noted that we are recommending to not only East Asian governments
but also other countries such as the United States and Australia to get involved.
d) Some functional cooperation in the region should include the United States, taking
advantage of the APEC framework, and the United States should also make more effort
to plot the future of APEC. In addition, it is necessary to hear the message from the
United States how APEC should be re-modeled in the future. Also, clear agenda items
are needed in APEC meetings.
e) Recommendations about the creation of a new scheme such as ASEANS5 (original 5:
Indonesia, Malaysia, Singapore, Thailand, and the Philippines) +3 (China, Japan, and
Korea) + United States and Australia might be helpful to focus on some regional
issues.

3) Project plans for the next two years:
a) In the next year, the nature of the regional development in East Asia could be
observed, and today there are a number of Track-1 and Track-Il activities; some of
them are more strategic level, and others are more technical levels. Probably we should
concern the procedure to input recommendations to the government.
b) Dissimilation of the report is important. Probably, its length would be around 900
words, and it should focus more on the longer-term issues, creating such reports as
“Asia 2020” or “Asia2040” that are likely to be a bench mark for the regional
cooperation. Also, it might be better to focus on some issues like “demography” and
“security”.
d) The project should also focus on the past as well as future-oriented agendas; for
instance, historical path of ASEAN+3 activities. Without giving the evaluation of the
past, any recommendations would not be useful. Experience of APEC should also be
studies in the East Asian context.
e) There are a workshop and symposium in 2005 and 2006 for this project, and
although it depends on budget and CGP’s decision (due to the characteristic of this
project which is based on “the U.S.-Japan cooperation”), the possibility to hold a
meeting in ASEAN countries might not be excluded. The location in the United States,
such as in Honolulu, might be another choice, too.
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