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 1. INTRODUCTION 

 

On 5 May, 2008 Mr. Karel De Gucht, Belgian Minister of Foreign Affairs, in cooperation with 

the Institute for International and European Policy and Leuven Centre for Global Governance 

Studies, organised a seminar in Brussels where key challenges facing EU foreign policy were 

debated. Simultaneously, the launch of The Foreign Policy of the European Union, a new 

book by Stephan Keukeleire and Jennifer MacNaughtan, along with its website companion 

and online resource guide ‘Exploring EU Foreign Policy’ was also celebrated.
1
 

 

The debate took place between Mr. Karel DE GUCHT, Belgian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr. 

Robert COOPER, Director General for External and Politico-Military Affairs, General 

Secretariat, Council of the EU, Dr. Stephan KEUKELEIRE, Jean Monnet Chair in European 

Foreign Policy, Professor at University of Leuven/ College of Europe and co-author of The 

Foreign Policy of the EU, and Ms. Jennifer MACNAUGHTAN, EU-analyst and the other co-

author of the book. The seminar was chaired by Mr. Gideon RACHMAN, Chief Foreign Affairs 

Columnist for the Financial Times. 

 

In accordance with the Chatham House Rules, no statement in this document can be 

attributed to a specific speaker. The programme of the debate and the list of participants can 

be found respectively in annex 1 and annex 2 of this brief. 

 

 

2. OBJECTIVES 

 

The goal of the seminar (and of this brief) was to present the book, to highlight key 

challenges facing EU foreign policy today, and to propose suggestions on how EU foreign 

policy can move forward. The seminar intended to offer a balanced assessment of the issues 

from different perspectives, namely academics’ and practitioners’ position. 

 

The aim of the book presented is to give an overview and analysis of the different dimensions 

of EU foreign policy: the nature of (EU) foreign policy; history; actors; policy making; relations 

with national foreign policies; CFSP; ESDP; foreign policy beyond the second pillar (trade, 

development, etc.); the foreign policy dimension of internal policies (such as energy and 

environment); the EU’s policy towards other regions; the EU and international organizations; 

the EU and other structural powers (US, Russia, China and Islamism); and theorizing EU 

foreign policy. One of the main innovations of the book is to analyze EU foreign policy not 

only from a ‘conventional’ or ‘traditional’ foreign policy perspective, but also from the 

perspective of a ‘structural foreign policy’, which is considered more adapted and adequate to 

                                                 
1
 Stephan Keukeleire and Jennifer MacNaughtan, The Foreign Policy of the European Union, Palgrave, ‘The 
European Union Series’, 2008, 392 pp. (Paperback: ISBN 1403947228 / Hardcover: ISBN 140394721X). Website 
companion & online resource guide “Exploring EU Foreign Policy”: http://www.exploring-europe.eu/foreignpolicy  
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the current 21
st
 century context. In simple terms, structural foreign policy is a foreign policy 

which is conducted over the long term, seeks to influence or shape the structures (political, 

economic, legal, etc.) and rules of the game in a third country or region.  

 

The objective of the online resource guide Exploring EU Foreign Policy is to serve both as a 

website companion to the book “The Foreign Policy of the European Union” and as a 

comprehensive guide through the maze of information sources on EU foreign policy for 

researchers, students and practitioners. The website includes references to hundreds of EU 

documents with links to EU actors, other relevant organizations and academic publications. 

Power Point presentations for each chapter, updated tables, working papers on European 

foreign policy after Lisbon and other materials will be added in the future. 

 

 

3. KEY CHALLENGES AND SUGGESTIONS 

 

There is a growing sense of bemoaning the relevance of the EU and its presence on the 

world’s stage. Asia and the US in particular seem to be not impressed by the EU and have 

expressed criticism of its international role. Thus, some interesting questions to look at are 

whether they are right to be so skeptical about Europe? And if they are right, what can be 

done about that? 

 

3.1 Effectiveness, Impact and Perception 

Many EU agreements spanning the world exist today; with a wide range of development and 

stabilisation tools and a budget of over 6.6 billion Euro. The emphasis on the EU as an 

external actor meeting the standards of diplomacy is taking over. However, the accent seems 

to be on policy out-puts and not policy out-comes. Thus, the question should be not how 

involved the EU is, but how effective its policies are: how much bang does the EU get for its 

buck? There is an urgent need to actually look more at what impact EU foreign policy is 

having worldwide and to draw the lessons from this for future foreign policies.  

 

A related issue concerns the perception third parties have of the EU, to what extent is EU 

involvement sufficiently visible and appreciated by the elites and populations in third states. It 

has been argued that the EU is loosing the legitimacy and credibility contest, especially 

among civil societies in the Mediterranean and Arab neighborhoods that is of such vital 

importance to European security and welfare. As one of the speakers emphasized: the EU 

has to be aware that populations in several parts of the world are “instinctively hostile to us”.  
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3.2 Making EU Foreign Policy Less about ‘the EU’ and More about ‘the Foreign’  

EU policy towards Central and Eastern Europe is one of the main successful examples of the 

EU’s structural foreign policy. However, the EU should be careful not to transplant 

automatically its enlargement policies to other areas. By definition, enlargement is about 

exporting our home-made model to third countries. But, this is not a viable blueprint 

everywhere. So, when thinking about EU foreign policy, both practitioners and researchers 

need to be thinking less about the ‘EU’ and European rules of the game, and more about the 

‘foreign’. At the moment, we have too much ‘Brussels agenda’ and not enough ‘third country’ 

agenda; so, it is time to redress the balance and start to formulate EU foreign policy more 

from the needs of third countries and regions – as defined by themselves. Such an approach 

will be less spectacular and leads to more gradual changes but it will increase the chance of 

success and sustainable reform, boost a sense of ownership, diminish seeing the EU as neo-

colonial power and raise the legitimacy of EU foreign policy -- all of which are key factors for 

a successful structural foreign policy. 

 

3.3 EU Concerns:  Governments or Societies? 

During the debate, diverging views were expressed on the position of societies in EU foreign 

policy. A first view was that besides ‘The Breaking of Nations’, the title of the book published 

by Mr. Cooper in 2003, the world is also witnessing another major challenge which is the 

breaking of societies. It was argued that the EU, and the West in general, is yet to find an 

answer to this dissolution of societies.  European foreign policy often fails to be effective 

because – influenced as Europeans are by the Westphalia state-system – the EU focuses too 

much on the state and interstate level, and neglects the societal level and individual level. 

And, conversely, it is perhaps precisely because Hamas and Hezbollah focus more on the 

level of societies that they are perceived by some populations as more effective, legitimate 

and attractive.  

 

It was argued that the EU should assess more systematically its external policies for their 

impact on societies and individuals, which also implies that the concepts of human security 

and societal security should move closer to the heart of Europe’s foreign policy concerns and 

actions. This view was challenged by one of the other participants in the debate, who 

emphasized that the EU should be dealing primarily with governments, not societies. The 

argument was that the EU ought to channel its involvement with the societal levels through 

governmental institution, because ‘at the end of the day governments change society and not 

visa-versa’. 
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3.4 EU Day-to Day vs. Strategic Challenges 

Through its daily interaction with the world, the EU has to solve day-to-day level problems. At 

times this task can be overwhelming, particularly with problems of compound and 

simultaneous nature; such as Kosovo, Afghanistan, Iran, Georgia, Russia, the Middle East, 

Darfur, etc. Add to that, the EU is not as a solid actor as nations are. Hence, EU foreign 

policy develops by tackling problems incrementally, by finding ingenious and creative ways to 

solve problems. In that sense, the Treaty might be perceived as an important mean by which 

the EU ‘can get its act together’ and function in a more solidified fashion. 

 

At the strategic level though, the EU is dealing with issues of global significance. These 

include: climate change, proliferation of weapons, terrorism and the immergence of China. A 

main challenge here is for Europe to start realizing that the notion of ‘one world ruled by the 

white man’ is merely a fantasy which seizes to exist. Therefore, the only viable solution in this 

case is for the EU to work together with other actors, hopefully to create a wider global 

identity, which aims strategically at narrowing North-South divide and solving global problems 

collectively, among other goals. 

 

3.5 Setting up for Failure 

EU foreign policy seems to amount more to setbacks than accomplishments. However, we 

should keep in mind that foreign policy is almost always a failure – which is also true for the 

foreign policy of the United States. The West’s record in the Middle East and the Cold War, to 

name a few, has for decades demonstrated more ‘spectacular’ failures than successes. For 

instance, Western intervention in the Middle East since 1945 was almost always, but for the 

exception of one case, a disappointment. Also if you look at the goals the West set for itself in 

1940 in terms of the Cold War, for 40 years every year it failed to achieve these goals. Then 

when finally it achieved them the West went on to fall short on other perspectives. Currently, 

even the strongest power in the world since the Roman Empire – the US – proves to be 

incapable of controlling medium sized cities in the Middle East. The lessons that can be 

drawn from these disappointments are two-fold: success comes in the long term, and the EU 

must maintain sensible sustainable foreign policies with attainable goals that do the minimum 

of harm and can last for a long time. 

  

3.6 EU Foreign Policy and the Veto Deadlocks 

The CFSP is suffering from a purely intergovernmental approach, with the unanimity 

requirement leading to frequent stalemates in its decision-making apparatus. This is also true 

for decisions on association agreements, which are among the most important foreign policy 

decisions adopted in the EU’s first pillar. The unanimity requirement has been starched thin 

with the recent enlargements of the EU. Individual states have been able to block decisions, 

where consensus and compromise would have been achievable, has it not been for that veto 

power. Examples of cases where countries have been able to temporarily block important 

decisions – against the will of the vast majority of the other member states - are the 
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negotiations on a new Partnership and Cooperation Agreement with the Russian Federation, 

and the signing of a Stabilisation and Association Agreement with Serbia. One way proposed 

to solve this problem is to adopt a Qualified Majority Vote (QMV) system within the next 10 

years. A QMV would eventually create a ‘moral pressure for consensus’ and would allow 

governments to show their public that they honour their position, without though forcing them 

to block a decision which is considered as important by nearly all member states.  

 

3.7 Enlargement and Loosing the Conditionality Leverage  

Enlargement policy makes a very important leverage for a structural foreign policy. Member 

states have the highest influence on a candidate states before it becomes a member. 

However, as the EU further enlarges it looses its conditionality leverage on candidate states. 

Once a candidate state becomes a member state, it has been argued, the EU has less 

means to enforce necessary changes on that state to function optimally. With the added 

pressure from new member states, the EU might loose the element of conditionality in its 

enlargement policy. Thus, it was suggested that the EU should not get away from the 

conditionality attached to its enlargement policy. Instead it should use this advantage 

carefully, demanding reforms from those candidate states before their accession, if it wants to 

survive a forthcoming enlargement.  

  

3.8 EU-Russian Relations 

Major problem that flaunts EU-Russian relations today is the lack of solidarity between 

member states on relations with Russia. More bilateral agreements are taking place between 

Russia and member states than Russia and the EU. Russia has a different approach to 

partnership, and judgment of what it finds a strategic partnership, than the EU. One option for 

EU foreign policy is to find a solid equilibrium between its acts on defence of human rights 

and its interests for enhanced cooperation with Russia. This might seem like a trade-off 

between the two, but the EU needs to coordinate its efforts with Russia in order to fight Iran’s 

nuclear ambitions and terrorism. Another noteworthy issue is the lack of coordination in the 

energy field. There is a pressing need to reorganise the energy market in Europe, so that 

Russia can not exert pressure on the EU. In conclusion, EU member states also need to opt 

for a common EU negotiation approach with Russia instead of a bilateral one.  

 

3.9 Super Power or Relevant Power? 

Is the EU a superpower? Should it aspire to be one? And how does it go about it? These are 

the final questions that were raised during the question period, and which led to a rift between 

the speakers. Several participants in the debate oscillated between affirming and doubting 

the superpower nature of the EU. Those in line of making it such a power rely on the facts 

that the EU is: a major player in international negotiations; an equal partner in NATO; the 

biggest donator to Third World Countries; and perceived relatively better than the US on the 

international scene. Conversely, skeptics acknowledge the presence of the EU, but they do 

not put it on equal footing with the US in terms of impact. They attribute the difference 
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between the two to the US’s ability to mobilise and concentrate authority and resources in 

timely manner, an obvious disadvantage for an EU that relied on a unanimous vote in 

formulating its foreign policy.  

 

However, one of the speakers eschewed measuring the EU in terms of a superpower and 

insisted that the right question to ask is whether the EU is considered a ‘relevant’ power. To 

what extent is the EU seen by countries and populations in the other parts of the world as 

relevant actor to tackle the problems which they consider as important? This touches again 

upon the key challenges discussed earlier in the debate: effectiveness, perception and taking 

into account ‘third countries agendas’. 
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ANNEX 1 

PROGRAMME 

 
 

Event initiated by: 
 

Mr. Karel De Gucht, Belgian Minister of Foreign Affairs,  
The Institute for International and European Policy,  

Leuven Centre for Global Governance Studies 
  

Monday May 5, 2008, from 6 to 7 pm 
At Residence Palace- Brussels 

 
 

DEBATE  
Key Challenges for EU Foreign Policy  

 
Chair: Mr. Gideon Rachman – Chief Foreign Affairs Columnist for the Financial Time 
 

• Mr. Karel DE GUCHT – Minister of Foreign Affairs of Belgium  

• Mr. Robert COOPER – Director General for External and Politico-Military Affairs at the 
General Secretariat of the Council of the EU 

• Prof. Stephan KEUKELEIRE – Catholic University of Leuven /College of Europe, Co-
author  

• Ms. Jennifer MACNAUGHTAN – EU-analyst, Co-author  
 
 

BOOK LAUNCH  
The Foreign Policy of the European Union  

Stephan Keukeleire and Jennifer MacNaughtan, 
Palgrave, ‘The European Union Series’, 2008, 392 pp. 

Paperback: ISBN 1403947228 / Hardcover:ISBN 140394721X. 
 
 

ONLINE RESOURCE GUIDE  
http://www.exploring-europe.eu/foreignpolicy 

The resource guide “Exploring EU Foreign Policy” is both an online companion to the 
book The Foreign Policy of the European Union and a guide to the maze of information 
sources on EU foreign policy for researchers, students and practitioners.  
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ANNEX 2 

ATTENDEES LIST 

 

Abraham Filip K.U.Leuven 

Adlercreutz Susanne Cabinet Wallström 

Aendenhof Michael FOD BuZa 

Al-Fattal Rouba Researcher University of Leuven 

Andries Bénédicte  

Ardleanu Viorel RP Romania 

Aryasinha Ravinatha Ambassador Sri Lanka 

Ashud Ahmed Embassy of Bangladesh 

Auvinen Juha  Head of Unit A3 

Bachkatov Nina University lecturer 

Bachmann  

Banks Martin  Journalist / Parliament 

Bauchau Michel  

Baum Sara Vlaams Vredesinstituut 

Bauwens Werner FOD BuZa 

Beg Asad Project Manager CFSP operations 

Bellingham Nigel British Council 

Benattallah Halim Ambassador of Algeria 

Benedik Michael Verbingungsvüro Austria 

Benoot Dominiek Stagiair EC Aidco 

Bertoni Alberto Counsellor Embassy Italia 

Biesemans Lieke  

Biscop Sven Egmont Institute 

Bjelland Anne Sofie Mission of Norway 

Blagec Sandra Mission of Croatia 

Boeraeve Luc Administrator Commission 

Booms Peter Stagiair Diplomaat 

Borg-Tsantekidou Eleni Egmont Institute 

Bossuyt Alexis Lawyer Centre Suez-Tractebel-Electrabel 

Brylle Torben EU special representative for Sudan 

Budgragchaa Embassy of Mongolia 

Bulon Alain  ATHENA Advisor 

Butaye d'Hollander Monique Advisor Economic & Culture Development 

Buzalka Josef Embassy of the Czech Republic 

Casagrande Michele Commission 

Castelain Siska Dr. Europees Recht / Univ. Antwerpen 

Chardon Stéphan EU Official 

Chee Yvonne Elizabeth Singapore Embassy 

Chizhov Vladimir PR of the Russian Federation 

Claeys Carine Head of European GNSS CEU 

Cooper Robert  

Cordeiro Moura Alexandre Advisor Parlement Française 

Costers Bernadette  

Csernelmazi Carmen PR of Hungary 

Czarnota Adam Flemish Academic Center 

Czetwertynski Michel Ambassador 

d'Adesky François UNCDO 

Dal Molin Marie-Danièle Commission 

Dallemagne Georges Depute Federal 

d'Aloya Claudio  
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Daly David Head of Unit Croatia Team 

Damjanac Aleksandar Mission of Bosnia-Herzegovina 

Dankfort-Nevel Meta Project Manager 

Dassen Koenraad Deputy of the Belgian Delegation to the PSC 

de Baenst Jacques Chef Protocol Commission 

De Gucht Karel  

De Koning Petra Journalist NRC Handelsblad 

De Lannoy Jean Assistant to Press Officer / Pakistan 

De Nijs Katelijn FOD BuZa 

De Ruyt Jean  PR Belgium 

De Vroey Bert Journalist VRT 

De Witte Pol FOD BuZa 

Debaille Yves Chirurg 

Declerck Ine  

Declerck Joris Commission 

Defossez Antoine European Bookshop 

Delreux Tom Institute for International and European Policy 

Demnert Magdalena Embassy of Sweden 

Depauw Sara Vlaams Vredesinstituut 

Derbal Abdelouahab RP Arab League States 

Dereymaeker Boudewijn Diplomat 

D'Havé Filip PR Belgium 

Diehl Stephanie Junior Ass. Hanns-Seidel-Stiftung 

Dijkstra Hylke Lecturer / Maastricht University 

Dougas Michel S. Head of the COMCEN 

Duarte Alves Embassy Portugal 

Dumont Philippe Edouard BELGOCONTROL 

Dupont Patrick  RELEX 

Dutry-Soinne C. Tinou  

Eliades Constantinos Ambassador of Cyprus 

Emanuelsson Stina  Cabinet Figel 

Eykerman Luc CEO Labo Sterop - Pharmacobel 

Fagel Véronique Ass. Institut international des sciences adm. 

Fagerberg Bjorn Council / Desk Russia 

Fahsi Magda Journalist / Free lance 

Fila Khalid Embassy of the State of Qatar 

Fouquet David Director Asia Europe Project 

Georges Anne Palgrave 

Geys Arnout Project Manager 

Gillespie Seamus Commission 

Gonzalo Cintia  Journalist 

Gopaul Parasram Embassy of Mauritius 

Goris Gie Hoofdredacteur MO 

Graf Ingelore  

Graf Michel  

Haferkamp Renee Commission 

Hagenaar Karel Lawyer 

Hartanti Kustinigsih S. Embassy of Indonesia 

Hartstein Yannick Europacollege 

Hashemi Nooruddin Embassy of Afghanistan 

Hedina Andreac Commission 

Hemingway Bernd Regional Representative IOM 

Hiltermann Rainer Office Manager Taxpayers Association 

Holmes Trujillo Carlos Ambassador Colombia 
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Hultin Bjorn Intercity consulting 

Incesu Can Embassy of Turkey 

Ishcenko Dmytro Mission of Ukraine 

Jaarats Klen  PR Estonia 

Jonckheer Pierre Deputé europeen 

Jonckheere Liliane Egmont Institute 

Joris T. Jean Monnet Professor 

Joseph Antoine Embassy of Haiti 

Justaert Arnout Institute for International and European Policy 

Kaczynski Piotr Maciej Center for European Policy Studies 

Kajo Elsa Commission 

Keukeleire Stephan  

Kiliç Ilker  PR Turkey 

Knoerich Oliver Council 

Kooken Gijs Attaché UNIZO 

Kovanda Karel Deputy Director Commission 

Kredler Dennis ERT 

Krestynova Jana PR Czech Republic 

Kurlemann Jan Journalist Belgieninfo 

Lambert Thomas  

Laplasse Marc Open-VLD studiedienst 

Lavroy Yury Head of the Representative Office, LUKOIL 

Lederer Rose-Marie Egmont Institute 

Lee-Ohlsson Frederick Europacollege 

Lennon Peter European Commission 

Liegeois Cyrile Presse 

Lison Marie Egmont Institute 

Lison Marie Egmont Institute 

Lubs Marie T. Egmont Institute 

MacNaughtan Jennifer  

Maes Jef Egmont Institute 

Magnus Robach  Ambassador of Sweden 

Malfliet Katlijn KU Leuven 

Manawapat Pisan Ambassador of Thailand 

Marchesi Daniele  UN University 

Maron Fabienne Conseiller Scientifique 

Martin Burgos Juan Antonio PR Spain 

Marx Axel Research Coordinator 

Masadeh Ahmad  Ambassador of Jordan 

Mate Sergio Desk Officer EU 

Mattens Steve International Financial Institutions 

Matthiessen Michael CFSP 

Maynhardt Gerhard Embassy of Austria 

Mestdagh Jean  

Mesters Ramon Commission 

Meyeroodt Tine Assistant Jean-Luc Dehaene 

Michaux Jacques  Deputy Head of Unit DG TREN 

Mladenov Nikolai Embassy of Bulgaria 

Möckel Lieselotte Commission 

Möckel Peter Commission 

Molde Jorgen Ambassador of Denmark 

Moors Peter FOD BuZa 

Morgan Charles Mission of the Republic of Korea 

Motoc Mihnea  PR Romania 
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Nasra Skander Europacollege 

Neijens Tom FOD BuZa 

Nguyen Manh Dzung Ambassador of Vietnam 

Ngwenya Mario Embassy Mozambique 

Noutcheva Gergana Assistant Prof. Maastricht University 

Ntahompagaze Pascal Egmont Institute 

Onckelinx Jean-Luc Desk officer EU 

Otte Marc EUSR 

Padeaunu Alina  PR Romania 

Pallis Ekaterini Egmont Institute 

Peronaci Marco  PR Italia 

Pizati Isabel Assistant 

Popat Adam Standard Chartered Bank 

Pranchère-Tomassini Michèle RP Luxemburg 

Presenti Carlo Head of Cabinet 

Priol Clemstine Secretariat of the Council 

Puttemans André IPBM 

Roig Annabelle United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 

Saeed Khalid  Ambassador of Pakistan 

Sauer Tom Docent Universiteit Antwerpen 

Schachinger Johannes Commission 

Schunz Simon KU Leuven 

Schurmans Herman Egmont Institute / Pers 

Sebbe Nathalie European Bookshop 

Spenise Conti-lines nv 

Stecko Malgorzata Consilium 

Sterkx Steven Kabinet Geert Bourgeois 

Sterzova Marketa Legal Advisor 

Stroobants Fred  Journalist VPRO-Radio 

Stroyev Igor PR of the Russian Federation 

Sybesma-Knol Neri Prof. VUB 

Szemerey John Former European Commission official 

t Jampens Ludwig  

Teodorescu Andreea Embassy of Korea 

Theunissen Hendrik  Kabinet Geert Bourgeois 

Thomas Peter   

Tornell Carl Johan Head of Administration EU JUST LEX 

Tsuruoka Michito Advisor Embassy Japan 

Tussai Istvan Scientific Officer Commission 

Valkanov RP Bulgaria 

Van De Cruys Roos Institute for International and European Policy 

Van Depoele Laurent Prof KU Leuven 

Van Hecke Mattias European Parliament 

Van Hoeymissen Sara Doctoraatstudent KU Leuven 

Van Rooijen Ineke  Council 

Van Vaerenbergh Jan Advisor EU council 

Van Vlerken Bert Action Officer European Military Staff 

Vandenberghe Jan VUB 

Vermeulen Philippe Adviseur-Generaal diensten van de Voorzitter 

Verschelden Stein Coordination unit DGE Commission 

Veselosky Andri Head of the Mission of Ukraine 

Villadsen Lene Council 

Vlieghe Véronique FOD BuZa 

Vulsteke Benedikt European Migration network 
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Weber Steffen  Advisor to the Vice-Chairman of the Comittee on FA 

Wetzig Sidonie Friedrich-ebert-stiftung 

Willekens Vincent  FOD BuZa 

Willems Jan Frans Ere-Ambassadeur 

Willems Lode Director External Affairs Fortis 

Wouters Dirk  

Wurlod Jules Mission Switserland 

Xiaodong Chen Mission of China 

Yvetot Christophe UNCDO 

Zhang Jiminq Counsellor 

Zouheir Sarah PO 
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two research teams at the K.U.Leuven, the Section International Relations and the Institute 
for European Policy, decided to join efforts in research, education, training, and consultancy. 
Today the IIEP is a leading Belgian academic research centre in international relations and 
European affairs. As part of the interdisciplinary Centre for Global Governance at the 
K.U.Leuven, the IIEP contributes to the study of government-related processes in our rapidly 
changing international environment, in Europe and in the wider world. 
 
The IIEP’s international team includes faculty members, researchers, post-doctoral fellows, 
visiting scholars, and more then 30 doctoral students. Together they represent a broad 
spectrum of backgrounds, methodologies and approaches. The IIEP hosts the Jean Monnet 
Chairs on European Politics and Policies, the Inbev-Baillet Latour Chair on the relations 
between the European Union and Russia, the Centre for Peace Research and Strategic 
Studies, and the UNESCO Chair on Building Sustainable Peace. Members of the Institute 
also contribute to research at the K.U.Leuven’s Centre of Expertise for Sustainable 
Development. 
 
For more information, please visit the website: http://soc.kuleuven.be/iieb/index.php 
 
Director: Prof. dr. Katlijn Malfliet 
Institute for International and European Policy 
Parkstraat 45 / BUS 3602, 3000 Leuven, Belgium 
Tel. (+32) 16/ 32.32.50    Fax. (+32) 16/ 32.30.88 
E-mail: katlijn.malfliet@soc.kuleuven.be 
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The Leuven Centre for Global Governance Studies is an interdisciplinary research centre of the 
Humanities and Social Sciences at the Katholieke Universiteit Leuven. It was set up in the Spring of 2007 to 
promote, support and carry out high-quality international, innovative and interdisciplinary research on global 
governance. In addition to its fundamental research activities the Centre carries out independent applied research 
and offers innovative policy advice and solutions to policy-makers on multilateral governance and global public policy 
issues. 

The Centre brings together talent from throughout the University. It operates on the basis of co-ownership 
and the strong conviction that interdisciplinary research creates added value to resolve complex multi-faceted 
international problems. The Centre promotes pioneering projects in law, economics and political science and actively 
initiates and encourages interdisciplinary, cross-cutting research initiatives in pursuit of solutions to real world 
problems. The cross-cutting initiatives are thematic projects around which University researchers join forces across 
disciplines to forge responses to complex global challenges. The cross-cutting initiatives address critical issues in 
relation to globalization, governance processes and multilateralism, with a particular focus on the following areas: (i) 
the European Union and global multilateral governance; (ii) trade and sustainable development; (iii) peace and 
security, including conflict prevention, crisis management and peacebuilding; (iv) human rights, democracy and rule 
of law.  

In full recognition of the complex issues involved, the Centre approaches global governance from a multi-
level and multi-actor perspective. The multi-level governance perspective takes the interactions between the various 
levels of governance (international, European, national, subnational, local) into account, with a particular emphasis 
on the multifaceted interactions between the United Nations System, the World Trade Organization, the European 
Union and other regional organizations/actors in global multilateral governance. The multi-actors perspective 
pertains to the roles and interactions of various actors at different governance levels, these include public authorities, 
non-governmental organizations and private actors such as corporations. 
 
For more information, please visit the website www.globalgovernancestudies.eu  
 
Leuven Centre for Global Governance Studies 
Europahuis, Blijde Inkomststraat 5, 3000 Leuven, Belgium 
Tel. ++32 16 32 87 25   Fax ++32 16 32 87 26 
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