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Abstract:

Focusing on the results of the trans-national comparative project “The EU through the Eyes of Asia), this paper, supported by the Institute of European Democrats- IED, advocates inclusion of systematic analysis of the public and decision-makers’ opinions on the EU inside and across Asian nations into the tertiary programme of European/EU Studies in Asia. Materials developed in the course of the project are argued here to be useful for European/EU Studies curriculum with regards to content elaboration and development of students’ skills. 

Introduction

Europe and Asia are often juxtaposed against each other, and in this relationship, differences and divergences are traditionally exaggerated, while commonalities and similarities are readily overlooked. For Asia, the distinctive alterity of the European ‘Other’ comes with recognition of geographical distance, cultural disparities and racial differences. Moreover, historical legacies of colonial past and the recurrent threat of ‘Western’ cultural and civilisational domination split the two even further apart.  For Europe, the idea of Asia’s ‘otherness’ can be traced back to the ancient worlds of Greece and Rome – to the concept of ‘Orient’.
  Europe’s later explorations of China, Japan, Indonesia and Indochina sealed the European notion of the ‘Oriental Other’ in terms of exotic, opulent and mystical East
 -- sometimes unknowable and mysterious,
 sometimes un-rational and despotic 
 -- but always alien and different to Europe. These differences, pronounced by various European discourses throughout centuries, have fuelled eurocentric and xhenophobic attitudes inside the ‘European Self’, and have spurred an anti-eurocentric reaction in Asia. This reaction, according to Gupta, currently manifests itself in a series of rather ambivalent attitudes towards Europe – namely, heightened sensitivities to Europe’s alleged eurocentrism, pronounced self-definitions against Europe, a perceivable hostility towards Europe and even notable rivalry with Europe in both economic and political terms.
 

Predictably, the myth of ever-opposing and contrasting ‘Others’ – a ubiquitous “East is East, and West is West, and never the twain shall meet”
 -- clouds modern-day relationships between Europe and Asia. Scholars and practitioners from both continents recognise a destructive effect of this legacy. Bertrand Fort, Deputy Executive Director of the Asia-Europe Foundation (ASEF), has noted that among major obstacles to a more open and effective dialogue between Europe and Asia there are distorted misconceptions grounded in the lack of empathy and understanding.
 Governor Truong Trieu Duong, Director-General of the ASEM Department from Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Vietnam echoed,

For a long time, the linkage between Asia and Europe has always been recognized as one of the most important and strategic relationships in the world as a whole. But the considerable differences in respect of culture, opinions, politics as well as misperception and ill-informed views of each other’s role in the international arena have unfortunately constituted a real challenge for a comprehensive cooperation between the two continents.

In today’s interrelated and interconnected world, neither Asia nor Europe can deny or ignore each other. In order to survive and prosper, they have to engage with the Other, to explore biases in the Self’s views on the Others, and to become aware of the Other’s views on the Self. This consciously reflective and multifaceted interaction with the Other is potentially enriching. Since “identity is always constructed in relation to alterity”,
 both Asia and Europe may gain in their self-understanding if they both attempt to honestly analyse how the Self sees the Other and to understand how the Self is perceived by the Other. Indeed it was Gadamer who stated, “I experience my own limitations through the encounter with the Other and… I must always learn to experience anew if I am ever to be in a position to surpass my limits”.
 Importantly, a meeting between the Self and the Other may trigger a crucial change in the Self -- either a “productive reformulation of identity and a generous, respectful relation to alterity ... [or] … a negating reaction or a rigid entrenchment of the self”.

One of the opportunities for the Asian Self and the European Other to intersect is to explore each other in the academic arena using research and teaching resources. Studies of modern Europe, and of its political twin the EU specifically, is a relatively young field of scholarship and a new discipline on related curricula in Asia. Predictably, these formative years in teaching the EU in Asia are characterized by a constant search for up-to-date pertinent content (ideally, based on cutting-edge research). In parallel, the best practices and novel techniques in teaching are scouted too. In this context, this chapter advocates inclusion of a rather specific and contemporary element into the tertiary programme of European/EU Studies in Asia – namely, systematic analysis of the public and decision-makers’ opinions on the EU inside and across Asian nations. 
More specifically, this paper will focus on the results of the trans-national comparative project “The EU through the Eyes of Asia”, an ASEF inaugural project of the intellectual initiative “European Studies in Asia” (ESIA).
 Among its many research questions, this project included a highly systematic inquiry into the general public’s and national stakeholders’ perceptions of the EU in nine Asian locations, members of the ASEM process – North East Asian locations of Japan, South Korea, mainland China and SAR Hong Kong, and South East Asian countries of Singapore, Thailand, Vietnam, the Philippines and Indonesia. This chapter suggests that this information is appropriate for various courses investigating the process of the European integration, and is of relevancy and use for tertiary students involved in European/EU Studies in Asia – arguably, Asia’s future ‘elites’ and stakeholders. In particular, this chapter posits that data developed by the ESIA project “The EU through the Eyes of Asia” offers unique contemporary materials useful for tertiary-level European/EU Studies curriculum with regards to content elaboration and development of students’ skills.
Project procedures: brief descriptions
Data collected by the ESIA research team was contemporary and representative of diverse groups in present-day Asian societies. It also featured an immediate link to the local cultural discourses. Data collection for the stakeholders’ opinion analysis has involved approximately 32 policy- and decision-makers in each location (171 interviews by June 2008).
 The survey of public opinion has covered citizens of the respective countries aged 18 and above and involved 400 people in each location (2,400 respondents by June 2008).
 National elites were interviewed in individual semi-structured in-depth face-to-face on-record formats with each interview lasting approximately 45 minutes and conducted in the native languages by local researchers. Public opinion methodology required online nation-representative panels with a pre-tested questionnaire administered in the mainstream local language.
 The elite interview process featured a pre-tested questionnaire consisting of 18 questions and unified transcription protocols. The public opinion survey asked a total of 23 identical questions with local variations as appropriate relating to the media coverage.
The public opinion sample was stratified according to predetermined categories (age, gender, education, annual income, etc.). ‘Elite’ opinion methodology involved surveying the four stakeholders’ cohorts – political, business, civil society and media. In this sample, views on the EU were identified among primary political actors, including current members of national parliaments representing different parties and government officials and servants; members of national business round tables, Chambers of Commerce, other official business networks, and leading exporters to the EU; representatives of various non-government organizations and non-state-actors (both of international and local status); and editors-in-chief, news editors of business, national and international sections, television news directors and leading journalists.
Questionnaires used for the computer-administered public opinion survey and for face-to face elite interviews were different in terms of their delivery and design. Yet, both contained a group of parallel questions that allowed a comparative analysis of public and ‘elite’ opinions. 

Elaborating content
Europe is not Asia’s only important Other. Asia’s other leading economic and political counterpart is the US. Together, Europe/the EU, North America/US and Asia-Pacific are argued by many to be the three major players of the globalizing world intimately connected to each other in terms of economy, politics, culture and environment.
 In these triadic relations, trans-Atlantic and trans-Pacific connections are traditionally more stressed and more academically explored than inter-regional links between Europe and Asia,
 even though dramatic development of Asia’s economic ‘tigers’ and ‘dragons’ in the second half of the 20th century has pushed Europe into a frantic search for economic contacts with the region.
 

The generic term ‘Asia’ stands for an enormous geographical span of land and water. Its shores are washed by the world’s largest oceans – the Indian and the Pacific. Its landmass stretches from the Sea of Okhotsk to the Timor Sea. Its population runs into billions of people and includes some of the most populous nations in the world (among these, China and India). In cultural terms, it unites several very different ancient civilizations, multiple beliefs and distinct cultures. Despite this ultimate diversity, some scholars claim that Asia today features a growing sense of regional identity. Fraser Cameron, for example, argued that Asia has become a significantly more self-sufficient and self-respecting region of the words than it ever has been.
 According to him, an intensifying regional identity is partly facilitated by the economic success of Asia’s many nations, with China and India attracting major attention from the whole world. Asia’s ability to cope with its economic crisis in 1997 without much external help has also facilitated a burgeoning sense of common identity. In addition, Cameron stated that, politically, Asia features a growing number of regional forums (ASEM, ASEAN, ARF and SAARC) which provide a platform for intra-regional dialogue on a new level. Finally, regional aid provided by neighbours to each other after a number of devastating natural disasters (Asian Tsunami, cyclone Nargis in Myanmar, earthquake in Sichuan province of China among the worst and most recent examples) has also helped to further consolidate the feeling of regional unity. 

A diverse Asia, attuned to both global challenges and local developments, will require a new generation of decision- and policy-makers who are aware of complex dynamics between internal and external forces. Assuming that university students in Asia are future national ‘elite’, it is suggested that academic training of such elites should include account for their (and their neighbours’) contemporary perceptions of Europe and the EU. As members of the stakeholders’ group in the future, they will be able to make the most efficient policy moves only utilizing contextualized, current and comparative knowledge. As members of the public, they will be able to fully participate in the democratic processes in their own country from a more informed position. Revealingly, results of the public and elite opinion survey in the study “The EU through the Eyes of Asia” showed that the general public in the Asian cases registered the response “No personal or professional contacts with any EU country” among the top ones in this category -- it was the most frequent response in Japan, South Korea, Singapore and Thailand and the second most frequent response in Hong Kong. Even the stakeholders interviewed in this study – the ones who are expected to be better travelled and more exposed to foreign partners than the general public -- registered a varying degree of personal and professional links with European counterparts. These connections ranged from intense and regular in most business cases to occasional among the political and civil society respondents to rare or totally absent in many media cases. Significantly for the argument, personal exposure to and first-hand experiences with foreign partners claimed to be among the leading factors in shaping international knowledge and attitudes.

Taking into account the limited nature of personal links with Europe reported by both the general public and, to a lesser extent, national ‘elites’, it is argued that the traditional avenues of international knowledge transfer – namely, mass media and educational discourses – become even more significant. The study found that the general pubic in all locations chose television news as their “No.1” information source about the EU. It was followed by local newspapers, Internet and radio. Yet, rather discouragingly, the study established that television news produced a minimal number of news pieces on the EU. Unsurprisingly, the depth and range of knowledge about the EU among the general public remain of concern. In a slightly different pattern, national ‘elites’ registered their preference for accessing prestigious national and international (mostly English-language) newspapers as their main source of information about the EU. This source was followed by specialised Internet websites, EU-related newsletters and international news wires (the likes of BBC, CNN, NewsAsia, etc.). However, even though the national newspapers were found by this study to present more news about the EU than television, the EU was still significantly less visible in the reputable Asian press then the US, China or Asia as a whole. It was also noted that English-language international press accessed by the ‘elites’ for EU news – among those, The Economist, The New York Times, The Guardian, The Financial Times -- are somewhat tainted by the British and American euro-sceptic stances in relation to the EU. Thus, the degree of elites’ multi-faceted, unbiased and voluminous exposure to the EU via mass media is questionable. Finally, it was discovered that in both general public and elite samples, textbooks were among the least popular sources of information on the EU.  

This last finding is not surprising. It is a secret de Polichenelle that many materials on present-day relations between Europe and Asia are rather limited and outdated, and not necessarily because of the lack of scholarly attention to the subject. Many current sources are not available yet (materials of relevant conferences, meetings and workshops take time to appear as fully-fledged hard-copied publications), or difficult to locate in a focused way (experience proves that finding useful, reliable, credible and valid information in the ocean of inputs on the Internet is often a challenge for both young and experienced scholars). In this situation, it is suggested that including results of the study of Europe’s external perceptions into the tertiary curricula of European/EU Studies in Asia warrants a contemporary, encompassing, empirical, unbiased, targeted and systematic input into the content of relevant courses. 
This chapter introduces two examples illustrating what kind of information could be incorporated into European/EU Studies curricular. The first example deals with a comparative analysis of public and elite visions of the EU’s perceived importance to the locations in the study. The second example identifies and compares (stereo)typical images of the EU among the general public and national stakeholders. Both examples aim to demonstrate that the Asian Self could learn about itself by analyzing how the Self reflects on its own interactions with an important Other (the EU in this case).
When requested to identify the EU’s importance to locality and compare it with other world powers in the present and in the future,
 both elites and the general public positioned the EU between 4th and 6th positions. In contrast, the US and China were seen by the general public as the most powerful counterparts for the locations in the present and the future. Among the ‘elites’, the US, North East Asia (China, Japan) and Asia as a whole led in the perception of importance. The only exception from this pattern was Mainland China, where the general public saw the EU as “No.2” important partner at present and “No.1” in the future. In parallel to this view, the majority of the Chinese elites saw the EUs’ current and future importance being in the top two positions as well. It seems that the dominating perceptions of the EU as “a second fiddle with a few string missing”
  discovered by the study in most Asian locations is in a contradiction to the objective reality of the EU, which in fact is a geo-political giant with a massive population, huge territory and high standard of life, a global economic powerhouse, a leading trading partner for the locations in the study, and a growing  political and international partner. With national elites “act[ing] in accordance with their perception of reality, not in response to reality itself”,
 the overlooked and underestimated EU may result in deficient policies. On the other hand, with the general public supporting (or not) decision- and policy-makers by casting election votes, elite’s choices to deal with a seemingly unpopular foreign partner may be questioned, disapproved and rejected, and such reactions by the public may bear certain consequences for the stakeholders. Arguably, a timely exposure to and discussion of discrepancies between the objective reality and its subjective perception could add a novel element to the content of relevant courses in European/EU programmes and to the training of the future ‘elites’ in Asia. 
The study also identified and measured spontaneous associations of the concept “the European Union”.
 In both surveys of public and elite opinions, respondents named a new common currency, the euro, among the most frequent spontaneous images of the EU.  Even though the euro is currency for only 15 out of 27 EU Member States, as a political symbol of unity and an economic symbol of financial might, the euro is solidifying the image of the EU in Asia. The process of European integration and on-going unification was also prominent among both groups of respondents. Furthermore, the EU as an economic power and economic bloc – sometimes able to hurt the Others – was common in both the elite and public samples. Predictably, there were some differences between the two samples. Public opinion was more prone to associate the EU with a notion “collection of individual countries”. The three powerful EU states – the UK, Germany and France -- were the most visible and recognizable. Interestingly, this vision was not dominant in the elite perceptions. Instead, the elites associated the EU with a wider civilisational concept of Europe interpreting it in terms of tradition, history, culture and values. While it is interesting to analyse emblematic images that surfaced, it is even more educational to discuss those images of the EU that did not appear as the most typical – namely, images of the EU as a developmental aid donor, as an environmental champion, or as an international human rights advocate. This information could be used in the related courses as a starting point for in-depth discussion on what the EU misses in communicating itself to the world, but it also could launch a ‘mirror’ discussion debating what images of the Other (present and absent) say about Asian societies and their self-conceptualisation.
Ultimately, the rationale behind including the elements of systematic and empirical data on public and elite perceptions of the EU into the content of European/EU Studies in Asia is to dispel misperceptions and misconceptions about modern Europe. With stereotypes and prejudices flourishing in ignorance, a sober account of the external views on the EU will help the students of Europe in Asia to identify the roots, nature and expression of popular biases and hopefully successfully confront those in the future.

Developing students’ skills
Transfer of knowledge is an important, yet not the only element in curricula design. Modern-day tertiary education must also address developing a variety of students’ skills along the Bloom’s continuum of “knowledge – comprehension – application – analysis – synthesis – evaluation”.
 The final goal of facilitating skills development in higher education programmes is to increase students’ chances to compete in the international job market. Traditionally, tertiary education prioritizes development of such skills as academic writing (including bibliographical skills), reading for academic purposes, oral presentation, and academic discussion and participation. Increasingly, IT skills are getting stressed too. Incorporating elements of the research project “The EU through the Eyes of Asia” is argued to complement and advance the development of the above listed skills, as well as promote additional expertise and abilities – among these, skills in research and cross-cultural communication.
Intensive development of students’ research skills is usually introduced at post-graduate level. However, various levels of higher education could incorporate activities aiming at enhancing research skills. Connection between student learning in the discipline and academic staff research in that discipline is argued to be “one of the most significant developments in thinking about teaching and learning in higher education in recent years”.
 This chapter will attempt to illustrate how the data gathered in the project “The EU through the Eyes of Asia” could be used to warrant development of students’ research skills. 
Firstly, by incorporating elements of Asia’s perceptions of the EU, the Asian curricula will touch on cutting-edge research in the EU studies -- systematic and critical reflections on the EU’s external images. According to Chaban et al.,
 external perceptions studies are complementary to existing studies on the EU’s international and foreign policy identity’
 as well as to studies, which look at the EU’s actual actions, goals, and capabilities in the field of foreign policy.
 Moreover, if external perceptions are systematically measured and regularly reported to the Europeans, they can become a crucial addition to the informed and critical internal reflections on the EU and the process of European integration.
 
Secondly, exposure to the elite and pubic opinion analysis may provide students of the EU in Asia with yet another novel perspective in research -- while the elite’s perceptions are well studied in foreign policy research in general, and in EU studies in Asia-Pacific,
 the focus on general public opinion on foreign policy is largely ignored in such studies.  Needless to say that comparative analysis – public vs. elite opinion and across several locations – is very rarely attempted in relevant research. 
Thirdly, students will have an exclusive chance to collaborate with the multinational ESIA research team, which prides a solid research reputation and multiple research outputs. Overall academic skills will be reinforced via students’ exposure to world-renown academic staff, both Asian and international, via involvement of these quality academic staff into teaching European/EU studies courses, as well as via supervising post-graduate students in the EU field. 

Fourthly, students will get an exceptional opportunity to work with unique primary data collected in several Asian localities. Students will also have a choice to develop their original argument ether focusing on their own location, or attempt a comparative analysis. Both access to primary data and comparative approach are rare research options for the students on the lower levels of tertiary education due to the costs and time required to collect the valid data. 
Finally, interested and capable students may advance their research portfolios by publishing their own interpretations of the original data in refereed international journals in their area of expertise. Moreover, students are also encouraged to present their analysis of public and elite opinions at various research and public events (e.g. ESIA Workshops, Young Academics Workshops, post-graduate conferences, etc.). Students’ work with the ESIA Internet platform (containing constantly updated information about methodology, findings, events, outputs and data archives of the project “EU through the Eyes of Asia”) serves as an invaluable resource for all involved students to upscale their research skills, as well as to upgrade their IT skills.

Apart from developing research skills, a unique opportunity is presented to develop students’ cross-cultural skills. These competencies, informed by the systematic reflection on public and elite perceptions, are argued to be crucial in the training of future Asian ‘elites’. Through exposure to a truly international project (working with academic staff from different continents or even collaborating and communicating with fellow-students from different countries who use the same datasets), students will gain first-hand experience of projects in a global cross-cultural environment. This will equip students with inter-cultural skills and a heightened awareness of the EU’s role in shaping global agendas. 
Logically, these are inimitable opportunities for students, who are considering pursuing academic careers in the future. However, students who are interested in entering the professional world after completion of their degrees will also benefit. They will have a chance to work with solid and indisputable data which reflects the dynamics of the globalizing world in modern-day Asian societies – data which deals with people, organizations, and the evidence they produce, not just with theories and research designs. Arguably, students will have access to information which is highly relevant for and valued by current policy- and decision-makers -- information which has a real-life impact. Undoubtedly, this expertise will empower students to successfully compete in the international job market.  
Conclusions
This chapter attempted to demonstrate that study of the EU’s perceptions in Asia can become a useful part of European/EU studies tertiary curricula in Asia. It is suggested that a systemic insight into the Asian public and elite views on the EU, when included into the relevant courses, will allow a valuable unprecedented insight into a complex interaction between the Asian Self and the European Other. Importantly, this information could be also used by the European side when it plans to undertake meaningful contacts with Asia. The European Self can equally gain from informed awareness of its external perceptions – the EU’s prosperity is argued to be a function of a positive image projected of itself to “opinion formers and to the ‘man in the street’ both within and beyond its borders.”
  
In the context of this discussion, it seems appropriate to remember that 2008 was proclaimed to be a Year of Intercultural Dialogue for Europe. It seems that Europe finally officially recognizes the importance and need for diverse cultures not to just merely coexist and put up with each other, but to interact and exchange in constructive and respectful way.
 Even though for Europe this initiative is directed foremost to build and improve relations across the EU, it is argued that similar emphasis should be put on Europe’s cross-cultural dialogue with external world. The same emphasis could be also true for Asia – the continent is ready to expand its academic and pedagogical horizons and reach out to the Others. One small step in that direction would be a sober and unbiased account of perceptions of each other. This chapter claimed that by incorporating studies of the perceptions of the Others into tertiary courses of European/EU Studies in Asia, meaningful, resonating and non-confrontational communication between the two continents, Europe and Asia, becomes an ever stronger possibility. 
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