EFPU’s Session on the EU within the workshop ‘Myanmar and the International Community’, 27 November 2015, OLD 4.10, 13.30-18.00  
The European Foreign Policy Unit was involved in one of the three sessions which constituted the ‘Myanmar and the International Community’ workshop, which was sponsored and financed by the Centre for International Studies (Dr Kirsten Ainley), and arranged in coordination with the Saw Swee Hock Southeast Asia Centre (Professor Danny Quah and Dr Jurgen Haacke) and IRD (Professor Christopher Huges), beside the EFPU.  
In what way was the EFPU involved? 
Professor Karen Smith was the moderator of the session on Diplomacy which dealt with themes regarding: The EU and Myanmar (Dr Ludovica Marchi, LSE), Changing contours but not substance in the EU-Myanmar relations (Dr Sophie Boisseau du Rocher, Ifri, Paris), The EU’s contribute to the security in the Asia-Pacific and its special relationship with Myanmar/Burma (Professor Michael Reiterer, EEAS Asia-Pacific and University of Innsbruck) and Myanmar’s relations with Washington and Beijing after the November elections: Quo Vadis? (Dr Jurgen Haacke).   
How has the EFPU contributed as a focus for research into the European foreign policy and external relations? 
As the referee to the EU’s role in both Myanmar’s changes and the security affairs of the Southeast Asia Pacific region, the EFPU promoted a focus on several questions:  
. to understand how the EU has been an actor in relation to Myanmar’s transformation, and to the present state of Myanmar’s affairs;
. to clarify whether the EU has something to offer to Myanmar, and if it raises that government’s interest; 
. how we think that the EU is perceived in Myanmar and in the neighbouring region; 
and, concerning ‘Diplomacy’ more widely, the focus extended in order: 
. to know whether the EU is an actor in relation to the dynamics of the Southeast Asian region, the geopolitics, the predominance of China, Obama’s attempts and efforts to forward the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP); 
. to understand how far is the EU keeping itself from these developments? 
. is the EU an observer? 
. and how does the EU want its influence to be felt?
What constructive inputs to the workshop’s debate has the EFPU encouraged coming forward? 
. Myanmar vis-à-vis the EU-ASEAN dialogue: by contrast with several studies which pointed out the difficulties caused by Myanmar to the EU’s relations with the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), the workshop gave evidence that, though there were problems and periods of tense relations, in the end the Myanmar case has helped to reinforce what the EU calls the ‘long-lasting EU-ASEAN relationship’; 
. the EU’s extension in the Southeast Asian region beyond trade and economics to include security: there are two dimensions to this:  (a) the EU’s actorness is visible in its trying to open up a space for itself in re-balancing power relations in the region, and complementing US efforts; and (b) the EU’s actorness, also, develops through offering to the region the EU’s most original attributes, i.e. a comprehensive approach to security which focuses on non-traditional security threats, confidence-building, prevention of conflicts and their management; the EU is a master in supporting this kind of security, which, it believes, is strongly needed in the Southeast Asian region, and which can be, sensibly, called ‘public goods’;  
. the EU’s efforts with regard to Myanmar in the area of diplomacy: the EU tries to convince Myanmar’s government about the ‘goodness’ of regional organisations, as to say that the association to ASEAN can be beneficial to Myanmar. One way of seeing this matter is that Myanmar should learn how to be active at the Association level. For instance, the exercise and efforts of the ASEAN group to building up and delivering the ‘public goods’, which are in short supply in the region, can motivate Myanmar itself to set these goods at the national level; 
. the EU’s offers to Myanmar: the EU has promised to support Myanmar in reaping the benefits of integration within ASEAN (Council Conclusion, 22 July 2013), and, more generally, the EU has pledged to assist Myanmar’s government with rebuilding its place in the international community (EU Comprehensive Framework on Myanmar, 22 July 2013).  
EFPU as a leader
The EFPU acted as a ‘leader’ in encouraging the inclusion of the European Union in the debate on Myanmar. The LSE has recently dedicated several events to Myanmar’s affairs: Myanmar: Democratisation and Foreign Policy (SEAC, 12 March 2014), Myanmar: politics, pragmatism and foreign policy (IRD and the Global South, 22 April 2015), Myanmar’s 2015 Elections: hopes, expectations and certitude (IRD and the Global South, 23 April 2015) and Myanmar on the Brink (Saw Swee Hock Southeast Asia Centre, 5 October 2015). A workshop on Myanmar, which encompassed the European Union as an actor vis-à-vis Myanmar and Southeast Asia, was more than overdue. 

