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Background
The Asia-Europe Foundation (ASEF) was established in February 1997 under the framework of the Asia-Europe Meeting (ASEM) process, which brings together 39 countries from Asia and Europe
 and the European Commission.  ASEM was launched at a summit meeting in Bangkok, Thailand, in March 1996 to inject greater impetus to efforts to strengthen relations and linkages between Asia and Europe at all levels - political, economic and social. ASEF was set up pursuant to the third (or social) pillar of ASEM, and has been mandated to create better mutual understanding between Asia and Europe through greater intellectual, cultural and people-to-people exchanges. Formerly known as the ASEF Summer School, the ASEF University is aimed at promoting inter-cultural exchanges among talented university students from Asia and Europe.  The ASEF University is a two-week intensive enrichment programme that is held twice each year at venues alternating between Asia and Europe.  The programme offers a unique opportunity for up to 40 bright and promising (under)graduate students, preferably in their final year, to broaden their horizon and deepen their insight into contemporary international issues and their significance for Asia and Europe in a multi-cultural setting. 

Key Objectives

The ASEF University Programme aims to: 

· Inspire young scholars to look beyond the scopes of their own disciplines and get acquainted with a larger view illustrated by cases from both Asia and Europe;

· Stimulate inter-cultural dialogue among students and young scholars from Asia and Europe on a broad range of issues;

· Encourage an appreciation of the history, culture, economics, politics of Asia and Europe and of the current co-operation between the two regions; and

· Foster the establishment of people-to-people linkages and a strong and sustainable network among top university students from Asia and Europe, who have the potential to become part of the future intellectual elite in Asia and Europe.

Theme 
Cross-cultural Perspectives on the International Legal Order in the 21st Century

Recent years have seen dramatic changes in international law and practice, challenging traditional views of state sovereignty. Humanitarian military interventions are one example; new trends in international criminal law are another. However, the implications of these changes have not yet been thoroughly deliberated. Being organised in the Netherlands, the theme of the ASEF University is particularly timely. Leiden is situated at arms-length from the International Court of Justice and the new International Criminal Court. As the apprehension for terrorist threats grows, judicial systems worldwide struggle with the pressure from states to allow for investigation and punishment to be more widely applied. The moral issues attached to these developments will be addressed during the ASEF University as well. Also, a wider context of the globalised world order, especially in terms of legal issues will receive due attention. See Appendix I for more information about the 13th ASEF University theme.

Participants

ASEF University is open to some 40 (under)graduate students from the 38 ASEM member states. Strict selection based on academic qualities is applied. In addition participants must demonstrate leadership qualities through involvement in extra-curricular activities and an interest in areas beyond their studies. Participants must be aged 28 years old or below and should preferably be in their final undergraduate year or first graduate year.  Generally, the programme would benefit students of international relations, international economics and business, international law, political science, social science, Asian studies and European studies. This notwithstanding, applications from other domains will also be given due consideration. 

Interested applicants are required to submit the following documents: the accomplished ASEF University application form, the Curriculum Vitae, a certified true copy of the transcript of academic records, two letters of recommendation from members of the applicant’s university faculty and a short essay on the given theme. The application guidelines and forms will be available at www.asef.org by 16 January 2006.  All applications must be sent by post to Ms Valerie Remoquillo, People-to-People Exchange, Asia-Europe Foundation, 31 Heng Mui Keng Terrace, Singapore 119595. Only applications received and/or postmarked 19 April 2006 may be accepted. 

Academic Programme

The academic programme aims to give participants a better understanding of the history, culture, economics, politics and current social developments in Asia and Europe. In this respect, modules on developments in the ASEM process and regional integration process in both regions would be featured.  In addition, modules that will provide the participants with an understanding of the perspectives from Asia and Europe on selected key global developments and trends will also be included in the programme.  

Lectures at the ASEF University are given by highly-regarded academics and experts from universities, research institutes, governments and international organizations from Asia and Europe. HE Judge Owada (Member of the Court, International Court of Justice) will give the keynote speech. See Appendix II for his bio. 
Cultural Programme

To complement the academic programme, the ASEF University also offers a social and cultural programme that enables participants to experience at close quarters key aspects of the social, economic and cultural life of the host country.  In this regard, the programme may involve visits to historic or cultural sites, local industries and important socio-political institutions.  Where appropriate, an out-of-town excursion with an overnight stay over one weekend may also be organised to give the participants a chance to see more of the host country.  

Programme Format

The programme of each session of the ASEF University comprises a leading theme and a main agenda, which is discussed and agreed upon by ASEF and the host university. The sub-themes are found in Appendix I. Different discussion and meeting formats would be employed depending on the subject matter. These include lectures at plenary sessions, working group discussions facilitated by a moderator, case studies and panel discussions. The different elements of the cultural programme will be interspersed throughout the two-week university. 

Financial Support

The 13th ASEF University is sponsored by the Asia-Europe Foundation, Leiden University and the International Institute for Asian Studies.  The sponsors will assume all local costs, including accommodation and meals throughout the programme, local transportation directly connected with attendance in the programme (including airport transfers) and all charges incurred in connection to the cultural programme and the weekend excursion. 

The organisers will also provide a travel subsidy to each student to help defray the cost of the return air-ticket.  The amount of subsidy varies on the countries of origin.  All other travel-related costs (including airfare, visa and airport taxes) shall be borne by the students themselves.  

Links

The Asia-Europe Foundation was borne from the ASEM process and launched in February 1997 for the purpose of promoting better understanding between the peoples of Asia and Europe.  ASEF has been given stewardship of the ASEF University and has been co-organizing the annual Symposium with the various hosting countries from 2001.  More information on ASEF and ASEF University may be found on the website at http://www.asef.org.

The ASEF University will be co-organised with the International Institute for Asian Studies and Leiden University.

The International Institute for Asian Studies (IIAS) a post-doctoral research center in Leiden/Amsterdam, the Netherlands. Situated in a small country, the Institute has opted for the flexible role of intermediator on an international level. In keeping with the Dutch tradition of transferring goods and ideas, the IIAS serves as a clearing-house for knowledge and information. More information at http://www.iias.nl.

The ASEF University will be hosted by Leiden University. Remaining faithful to its historical mission, Leiden offers outstanding international students an intellectually exciting learning environment with high academic standards. The focus is not just on knowledge transfer but also on debate and critical thinking whereby students' ability to think independently is greatly stimulated.  A background about Leiden Univeristy is available at www.leiden.edu.

The almost 15,000 students and 5,000 staff of the University make Leiden a very lively and entertaining place and a true student town. Leiden University's Faculty of Law is the oldest and one of the largest in the Netherlands. Alongside the general Dutch Legal syllabus, the Faculty enjoys an international reputation in a great number of fields. The Faculty of Law website is http://www.law.leiden.edu. The Grotius Centre for International Legal Studies is a Hague-based centre of Leiden University, focussing on all aspects of international law.

The Netherlands is one of the world's smaller countries, with 15.8 million inhabitants and an area of 41,864 square kilometers. Even so, it is the sixth largest exporter and investor in the world. And flat as it is, the Netherlands is full of surprises. A country where different cultures have lived together for centuries, the Netherlands is renowned for its accomplishments in the arts and sciences, but no less for its dairy farming and flower industry.

Leiden is situated in the western part of the Netherlands near the sea and has 117,000 inhabitants. While all of the facilities that define a true city are present, it is also a beautiful and historic city with many 17th-century houses. Its city centre is crisscrossed with boat-lined canals, which are bordered by red brick roads. 

Leiden lies in between the capital of Amsterdam and the heart of political power in the Netherlands, The Hague. Over the years The Hague has acquired importance as an international political centre. Aside from the residence of the Queen, the Government and the foreign embassies, it also boasts several international institutions, such as the Permanent Court of Arbitration, the International Court of Justice, the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons and the Yugoslavia Tribunal (ICTY) and the International Criminal Court. In view of this, The Hague has therefore been dubbed the legal capital of the world. For references, visit http://www.holland.com/leiden/ and http://www.access-nl.org.

Appendix I

Cross-cultural Perspectives on the International Legal Order in the 21st Century

Wim Muller and Ay Ling Josaputra

Introduction

The beginning of the 21st century is a confusing, but also exciting time in international relations and therefore in international law. Many discussions are taking place with regard to the future of the international order, which is being affected by globalization and increasing interdependency. The international legal order is fundamentally affected by these developments. In fact, the nature of international law is under more scrutiny than it has been ever since the Westphalian system of sovereign states was established in seventeenth-century Europe. The concept of state sovereignty is eroding under the influence of emerging norms which are perceived to be universal, such as human rights norms and the right to development. The principle of non-intervention, which derives from the concept of sovereignty, is no longer absolute. Intervention may be possible in case of massive violations of human rights, and maybe even to fight terrorism and to promote democracy. At the same time, the growing influence of non-state actors such as international governmental organizations, multinational corporations, and NGOs, shows us that while states are still the only recognized actors in international law, this no longer reflects reality. Is it desirable to give full legal personality to other actors than states? In what ways can non-state actors be held legally accountable? What is international law going to look like in the long term? Are we moving towards a world community with a universal ius gentium or will the legal order remain determined by sovereign states?

These challenges present both Asia and Europe with the opportunity to redefine the international legal order and find ways to enhance its legitimacy and universality. For this reason, we propose to discuss the theoretical foundations of international law separately, and to apply the insights from that discussion in four other themes which represent major new developments in the current international legal order. The themes are selected in such a way that they will contribute to enhancing mutual understanding of Asian and European perspectives and priorities in international law.

Theme 1 – The theoretical basis of the international legal framework

Our first theme focuses on the theoretical foundations of the current international legal order.

1. The emergence of non-state actors. As discussed in the general introduction, international law has witnessed an increasing number of non-state actors: apart from states, NGOs and individuals are already participating in the making of international law, even if their position remains relatively weak. The major role that NGOs play in terms of lobbying and determining the international agenda also calls for legal mechanisms to make them more accountable. Although individuals have increased access to the international level, they still depend on the willingness of states to enforce their rights. Should international law be changed to accommodate new actors?

2. The future of international relations. This sub-theme aims to connect international law with current developments in the theory of international relations. After the end of the Cold War, influential political scientists and experts on international relations believed that the neo-liberal paradigm of international relations had won the battle of ideologies. During the 1990s, they, and many policymakers with them, assumed that the international order would be based on the liberal democratic capitalist state, which not only became the single ideal for ex-communist states in Eastern Europe, but also dominated the discourse of development in Africa. However, this assumption has been challenged by such diverse developments as the anti-globalization movements, the perceived failure of neo-liberalism, economically in Asia and Latin America and politically in Africa, and the rise of global terrorism. At the same time, neo-liberalism seems to be a very western idea. This might be a good reason for a reappraisal of post-colonial and post-Marxist critique of the international legal order and the role that international law plays within it.

3. Towards constitutionalisation? At the moment, one influential school of international lawyers is arguing that the increasing verticalisation of the international legal order is leading towards a constitutional system on the international level, based on shared universal values such as human rights, the rule of law and the prohibition of the use of force. This seems to be reinforced by regional constitutionalisation in the form of continental human rights courts and organizations such as the EU and ASEAN. Constitutionalism as an idea is a powerful response to the challenges described in the previous two sub-themes. Is constitutionalisation really an answer to these challenges? Which values underlie constitutionalism and are they indeed universal?

4. Sovereignty. Does the concept of sovereignty have a future in light of everything discussed in the previous sub-themes?

Theme 2 – Human rights

Since World War II, human rights have become increasingly important as is shown by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the binding universal, regional and specialized treaties that followed in its footsteps. The United Nations has concluded general treaties on, amongst others, civil and political rights, economic and social rights, and the rights of women and children, as well as against torture and racial discrimination. The development of human rights law has reinforced the idea that individuals have autonomous (partial) legal personality on the international plane.

1. Regional human rights instruments. Regional treaties for the protection have been concluded in Europe, the Americas and Africa. In these continents, many states have accepted the right of individuals to complain under regional and/or UN treaties. Because of this, the European Court of Human Rights is a major success, while the Inter-American Court of Human Rights also has an indispensable role in the protection of human rights in Latin America. However, no regional human rights treaty exists for Asia, and there is no regional court. How can we explain this? What is the status of human rights in Asia and what developments can we foresee in the near future? What role do the relevant United Nations organs play in the protection of human rights in Asia?

2. The death penalty. In Europe, the death penalty has been abolished on the entire continent by all member states of the Council of Europe. Under pressure of the Council of Europe, even Turkey and Russia have abolished it. For this reason, according to some international lawyers the prohibition of the death penalty is now regional customary law as well as written law. However, in public opinion voices are still heard that call for the reintroduction of the death penalty. Moreover, on other continents the death penalty still exists and does not seem to disappear in the near future. On the other hand, the United Nations has called for the abolition of the death penalty repeatedly. What are European and Asian views on the death penalty from the point of view of international law?

3. Implementation and enforcement. Signing a human rights treaty is one thing. Enforcing it is another. Even though all but one European states are now a party to the European Convention of Human Rights and have accepted the binding jurisdiction of the European Court of Human Rights, the number of complaints filed at the court reflects the problems that states encounter in implementing fundamental human rights. Examples of this are the human rights violations in Turkey in the conflict between the government and separatist movements, as well as the continuing violations in Italy of the right to a trial within a reasonable time. How does international supervision contribute to the implementation of human rights and what can we learn from the European experience?

4. Universality of human rights. Human rights are considered to be universal. Some international lawyers argue that they are more important than other important norms in international law, such as the sovereignty of states as reflected in the concept of state immunity and the principle of non-intervention in internal affairs. Examples are the cases of the former Chilean dictator Pinochet, the former Minister of Foreign Affairs of the DRC Yerodia, as well as the development of the doctrine of humanitarian intervention. At the same time, it is as yet unclear whether some human rights norms are more important than others. Are civil rights more important than economic rights or the other way around? In this sub-theme, we will explore the question whether there is a normative hierarchy in international law with regard to human rights.

5. Terrorism and human rights. In the struggle against terrorism, human rights are under pressure. There is a tendency on the side of governments to restrict human rights for the purpose of increasing security. The United States and the United Kingdom have imprisoned suspects without trial or the right to habeas corpus. The United Kingdom and the Netherlands have considered legislation which would infringe on the principle of the presumption of innocence. Lawyers are questioning the legitimacy of many of these actions and measures. What are the views in Europe and Asia on the restrictions of civil liberties and other human rights for the purpose of fighting terrorism?

Theme 3 – Priorities in multilateral co-operation: the role of international organisations
In this theme, we will build upon the evolution of international law from a law of co-existence between sovereign states into a law of co-dependency and explore the question whether the next step will be a law of co-operation or even integration. This also reflects the question about possible constitutionalization discussed in other themes.

1. Multilaterlism versus bilateralism. Which forms of co-operation between states are better for the development and coherence of international law? Does bilateralism lead to fragmentation and multilateralism to unity, or is reality more complex? How do the practice of the United Nations and the WTO influence the answers to these questions?

2. Priorities. In Europe, economic co-operation has turned into integration. Apart from multilateral co-operation in economic and defence matters, political co-operation is also growing, albeit slowly. At the same time, the role of ASEAN is growing and other attempts at building multilateral institutions are taking place in Asia. Which similarities and differences exist between the Asian and European experience and what can they learn from each other?

Theme 4 – Settlement of disputes and international adjudication

In this theme, we will explore the different means that international law offers to settle disputes and enforce its rules.

1. Dispute settlement: through arbitration or adjudication? In (especially western) Europe, going to court is an acceptable ways of resolving disputes and legal conflicts. However, in many societies judicial systems remain underused because of the serious social consequences that making use of them might entail. Are these cultural factors reflected in the way different states treat international law and does it affect their willingness to submit legal disputes with other states to an international tribunal? Which is the favoured way of settling disputes: arbitration or adjudication?

2. The role of international courts. At this moment, only one of the twelve cases pending before the International Court of Justice concerns a dispute between Asian states. Four states concern disputes between European states, four between African states, one between Latin American states and one between an African and a European state. Of all contentious cases before the ICJ, relatively few have dealt with legal disputes between Asian states, while many deal with disputes between European states. How can this be explained, and what does this tell us about the international legal system? What is the situation with other international courts and institutions, such as the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea and the Permanent Court of Arbitration?
3. International criminal courts. Recently, the International Criminal Court was established in the Hague. International criminal law is a relatively new branch of international law, which was born in Asia and Europe (Tokyo and Nürnberg) in the aftermath of the Second World War. It is being applied as customary international law by ad hoc tribunals for former Yugoslavia, Rwanda, Sierra Leone and now Cambodia. Does international criminal law contribute to national reconciliation in traumatized post-conflict societies? Can it accommodate the cultural differences between national penal systems in places as diverse as the ones for which international courts have been established? Which underlying assumptions about the nature of international law are revealed by the way in which international criminal law is applied and viewed in Europe and Asia?

4. Dispute settlement in the WTO. While the focus in previous subthemes has mainly been on international courts, the dispute settlement mechanisms of the WTO work very differently and are mostly built on arbitration. Are these mechanisms effective? Which advantages do they have compared to courts and what are their disadvantages?

Theme 5 – The European Union: towards a United States of Europe?

In 1951, six Western European countries founded the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC). Six years later, the European Economic Community (EEC) was established. Over the years, the European Community (EC) turned from a customs union into a single market. Its development was characterized by increases in its powers and then its membership. Today, the European Union (EU) consists of 25 member states, including many former Eastern European states, and its member states have transferred a large part of their decision-making powers to this organization. The EU is a unique international organization, with both intergovernmental and supranational characteristics, and most of all with its own legal order. In this sub-theme, we will explore the complex institutional framework of the EU, its legal order, and reflect on its past and look into the challenges that it currently faces. We will also explore what lessons can be learned from the experience of European integration.

1. The role of the EU in the international legal order. The EU is an international organization with a complex institutional structure.  Beside the EC, the EU also encompasses a Common Foreign and Security Policy and Police and Judicial Co-operation in Criminal Matters. Unlike the supranational character of the EC, the other two “pillars” are characterized by an intergovernmental nature. The fact that each of these pillars are characterized by different decision-making procedures and legal instruments, makes the structure even more complex. With the enlargement of ten new member states in 2004, the EU not only has become one of the largest economic powers in the world, but also an increasingly important political player. However, unlike the EC, the EU currently has still not been accorded legal personality. This subtheme will discuss the complex institutional character in relation with the role of the EU in the international legal order. 

2. The legal order of the EC. Just as one of the main objectives of the foundation of ASEAN, European co-operation was initially based upon the aim to maintain peace and stability in the region. But this is where the similarity ends. The European Community is the most important part of the EU. It is an economic and monetary union characterized by the so-called four freedoms, that is, the free movement of goods, persons, services, and capital, a common competition policy, and a common monetary policy. This subtheme will discuss the unique characteristics of the economic and monetary union. The EC is first of all characterized by its supranational character. Special features such as the supremacy of Community law over national law and the principle of direct effect have contributed to the establishment of a unique legal order. Another important characteristic is the system of checks and balances between the Community institutions. In discussing the achievements and barriers of economic integration in the EU, it will be interesting to assess whether and how this model for economic cooperation can also an example for economic cooperation in the Asian region. 

3. The European Constitution. On October 29, 2004, the European constitution was signed by the 25 Member States. The constitution plays an important role in the democratization process of European integration and the simplification of the current EU institutional framework. However, the future of the European constitution will to a large extend depend on the vote of the European citizens as many Member States will hold a referendum about the adoption of the European constitution. This subtheme aims to discuss the importance of a European constitution in relation with the two subthemes above, and will asses whether the EU has a future without a European constitution. 
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Judge Hisashi OWADA 
Member of the Court since 6 February 2003
Born 18 September 1932 in Niigata, Japan

Education/Degrees

1955 B.A., University of Tokyo
1956 LL.B., Cambridge University
2000 D. Phil. (honoris causa), Keiwa University of Japan 
2001 LL.D. (honoris causa), Banaras Hindu University, India

Present Positions

Member of the Court, International Court of Justice (since 2003) 
President of the Japan Institute of International Affairs (1999-)
Professor, Waseda University Graduate School (2000-)
Professor of International Law, New York University Global Law School (1994-)
Special Adviser to the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japan (1999-)
Senior Adviser to the President of the World Bank (1999-)
Judge of the Japanese National Group in the permanent Court of Arbitration (2001-)

Diplomatic Career

1994-1998 Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Japan to the United Nations 
1991-1993 Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japan
1989-1991 Deputy Minister, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan (MOFA)
1988-1989 Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Japan to the OECD
1984-1987 Director General, Treaties Bureau (Principal Legal Adviser), MOFA
1981-1984 Minister, Embassy of Japan in Moscow
1979-1981 Minister, Embassy of Japan in Washington
1976-1978 Private Secretary to the Prime Minister of Japan
1974-1976 Director, Treaties Division, MOFA
1972-1974 Director, United Nations Political Affairs Division , MOFA
1971-1972 Private Secretary to the Minister for Foreign Affairs
1968-1971 First Secretary, Permanent Mission of Japan to the United Nations 
1959-1963 Official, Legal Affairs Division, MOFA
1955 Entered the Foreign Service of Japan

Academic Career

2002 Visiting Fellow Commoner of Trinity College, Cambridge University
2001- Member, Executive Council, Japan Branch, International Law Association 
2000- Professor of International Law and Organizations, Waseda University Graduate School
1999- Professor, New York University Global Law School 
1999 Professor, the Hague Academy of International Law 
1995- Associé, institut de droit international
1994-1998 Adjunct Professor of International Law, Columbia Law School
1994-1998 Inge Rennert Distinguished Visiting Professor of International Law, New York University Law School
1984-2001 Member, Executive Council, Japanese Association of International Law
1987, 1989, Visiting Professor of International Law (winter), Harvard Law School
2000-2002
1979-1981 Visiting Professor of International Law (full time) , Harvard Law School
1963-1965,
1971-1976, Adjunct Professor of International Law and Organizations, University of Tokyo
1984-1988

Participation in Major International Conferences

1998 Representative of Japan to the United Nations Diplomatic Conference on the Establishment of an International Criminal Court
1998 Representative of Japan to the Summit Meeting of the Non-Aligned Movement
1997-1998 Representative of Japan to the Ministerial Meeting of the Non-Aligned Movement
1997-1998 Representative of Japan to the Security Council of the United Nations, President of the Security Council (1997-1998)
1996 Representative of Japan to the General Assembly of the Organization of American States
1995-1997 Representative of Japan to the Assembly of Heads of State and Government, Organization of African Unity, 31st to 33rd Sessions
1995 Representative of Japan to the Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing
1995 Representative of Japan to the World Summit for Social Development in Copenhagen
1994-1998 Representative of Japan to the General Assembly of the United Nations, Forty-ninth to Fifty-third Sessions
1984-1986, Adviser to the Delegation of Japan to the General Assembly of the United Nations, 1989-1990 Thirty-ninth to Forty-first and Forty-fourth to Forty-fifth Sessions
1973-1982 Alternate Representative of Japan to the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea
1972-1973 Alternate Representative of Japan to the General Assembly of the United Nations, Twenty-seventh to Twenty-eighth Sessions
1968-1970 Member of the Japanese Delegation to the General Assembly of the United Nations, Twenty-third to Twenty-fifth Sessions (Sixth Committee)
1970 Rapporteur of the Sixth Committee of the General Assembly of the United Nations, Twenty-fifth Session
1968-1970 Head of the Japanese Delegation to the Special Committee on Friendly Relations of the United Nations 
1970 Chairman of the Draft Committee of the Special Committee
1968-1970 Head of the Japanese Delegation to the Legal Sub-Committee of the Committee on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space of the United Nations 
1968-1970 Head of the Japanese Delegation to the Committee on Peaceful Uses of the Sea Bed and Ocean Floor of the United Nations
1968-1969 Alternate Representative of Japan to the United Nations Conference on the Law of Treaties
1960 Member of the Japanese Delegation to the Second United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea

Awards, Distinctions

1958-1959 Humanitarian Studentship in International Law, Cambridge University
1990 Al-Istiqlal Order, First Degree, Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan
1992 Officier, Légion d’Honneur, France
1994 Grand Cross of the Order of Merit, Federal Republic of Germany

Author of numerous publications on international law
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� On the Asian side are 13 East and Southeast Asian countries (Brunei, Burma/Myanmar, Cambodia, China, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Laos, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam) and on the European side are the 25 members of the European Union (Austria, Belgium, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, the Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden and United Kingdom).
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