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Dr. Feulner’s Speech

Significant changes have occurred over the past three election cycles
in the United States. In 2006, the House of Representatives changed
from a Republican to a Democratic majority. Obama’s election as
president in 2008 won the Democrats control over the executive in
addition to their majority control already held in Congress. The
midterm elections of November 2010, however, saw a swingback of
U.S. voters in a more conservative direction. With recent history in
mind, the focus of this meeting will be on the current and the future
state of U.S. politics. While the Heritage Foundation is very conser-
vative, it is also strictly non-partisan. It is not involved in partisan
elections and works with individuals from both political parties.

What happened on November 2nd, 2010 as one reporter said,
was a dream for the Republicans and a nightmare for the Democrats.
The Republicans picked up 63 seats in the House of Representatives,
bringing the balance to 242 seats against 193 in favor of the Republicans; John Boehner (R) was elected as
the Speaker of the House. In the Senate, the Republicans picked up 6 seats, occupying a total of 4/ seats,
though the Democrats maintained their majority. Looking forward to the 2012 election, the Democrats will
have to defend 23 seats in the Senate, whereas the Republicans only have to defend 10. Much of the political
speculation in Washington is that the Republicans will reclaim the majority in the Senate. Also significant in
the past election is that the Republicans picked up 5 governorships. This included governorships that many
republicans had given up on, such as the hardcore Midwest — Ohio, Michigan and Wisconsin. In Pennsylvania,
where the former chairman of the Democrat party did not run, a conservative Republican was elected. In
New Mexico, a Republican Hispanic woman was elected as governor for the first time. This election repre-
sented the biggest proportional change in the House of Representatives since 1938, in terms of a shift in the
balance of power from one party to the other. More importantly, the state legislatures swung from Demo-
cratic to Republican control in most states.

Before the 2010 midterm elections, state Houses were comprised of 52 Democrats and 33 Republicans,
but after the election that number switched to 53 Republicans and 32 Democrats. This change is significant
because within the next two years, under the U.S. constitution, the state legislatures will be redrawing the
congressional district lines. Based on how those lines are redrawn, Republicans will presumably be at an
advantage for the next ten years. In last year’s election, there were 90 million voters - a record turnout for
an off-year election. Furthermore, with the Republicans in charge of remapping the congressional districts
around the country, this will be the biggest representation change since the Supreme Court made its decision
in 1962 that ruled that congressional districts will be as near a "one man -one vote” as possible. Conse-
quently, much will change not only in Washington, but also in state capitals. Important things to watch for

in Washington during the course of 2011 will be discussed below.
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The 2010 midterm elections were debated and fought predominantly on internal economic issues, such
as the size of the federal government, the amount of government spending, and the new healthcare plan
that the President has put in place. While economic issues were of critical importance to the electorate,
foreign policy was not a major point of contention. Every candidate for both political parties expressed strong
support for the troops in Afghanistan, Iraq, and at other points of potential tension including along the DMZ
in South Korea. Yet foreign policy was not a central issue. The real issues were economic in nature.,

The second issue will be addressed in late January when the House of Representatives will vote on
repealing Obama Care. The conventional wisdom is that the vote will pass handily in the House of Represen-
tatives then go to the Senate, where it will be put on a very slow track by Harry Reid (D). This point will be
discussed in detail later.

The third point, which some people may have missed in the rush to adjournment in December, is that
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D) presented a 2,000 page bill to the Senate to continue funding the
federal government until the end of the fiscal year, which is September 30th. Senator McConnell (R), the
Minority Leader refused to accept the bill and eventually won. Instead, a two-page long, 3-month extension
was entered to maintain current levels of funding for the federal government until the middle of March, at
which point the extension will expire. This will provide a major opportunity for conservatives to offer amend-
ments to the bill in order to shrink the size of government. The congressional Republicans are talking about
cutting the government back to 2008 levels, which would constitute a significant reduction, but one arriving
at levels still very high compared to historic American averages. It is expected that on the House side, there
will presumably be enough Republican votes to pass a continuing resolution with significant cuts. However,
it is expected to stir controversy on the Senate side.

Related to this issue is the rescission package, which could eliminate previously approved spending.

The House Budget Committee, chaired by Congressman Paul Ryan (R) of Wisconsin, will come up with a

package of about 100 billion dollars in rescissions that will be voted on in February. It is then expected to go
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to the Senate and again, face somewhat of an uncertain future. (Footnote: Last year, even with the Demo-
crats having the overwhelming majority in both Houses, they did not pass a federal budget or any appropria-
tions bills, which is the actual money allowing the government to function. They were occupied by other
goals on their legislative agenda, such as the Dodd Frank Act and Obama Care. Consequently, Democrats
ignored their fundamental responsibility of “raising revenue” and passing a budget, as stated in the U.S.
Constitution.) Boehner (R) and McConnell (R) have said that they are going to do things differently and offer
a budget that will propose an alternative to the president’s budget. On January 25th, the president will
deliver his State of the Union message to the country, and two weeks after that he will present his budget.
Shortly afterward the Republicans will have an alternative budget, presumably at a much lower level. At
some point those budgets will both go to the floors of the House and the Senate, a significant development
assuming that the House will pass the Republican version. When the budgets get to the Senate, the Republi-
can minority can offer unlimited amendments to make the president’s budget look similar to the House
Republican budget. That will be a big point of contention and controversy in conjunction with other related
economic issues such as rescissions. All of this will happen in early March.

Secretary Geithner made an announcement ten days ago that the debt ceiling will be approached some-
time in April, adding another dimension to the already complicated economic debate. The Heritage
Foundation’s estimate of when the debt ceiling will be reached is either late May or early June. It is important
to note that most of the Republicans who were elected were opposed to increasing the debt ceiling. Because
of the increase in federal debt to nearly its limit, some expect that the U.S. will renege on its international
commitments to pay its debt. Some Chinese have even said that America will be in default. However, I do
not expect that to happen. Instead, I expect the debt to continue increasing toward the ceiling, at which
point the Republicans will offer a 2 or 3 week long exten-
sion. They will offer to increase the debt ceiling by a
certain amount and in return expect a decision on cuts in
the same amount. The argument will then go back and
forth for several weeks, or even several months, and will
probably lead to a public relations battle between Presi-
dent Obama on the one side, and the Republican majority
in the House and the Senate minority on the other side. By
fall, these events could lead to a potential government
shutdown. However, I believe that the two sides will be
able to come together and make a decision.

Of the 8 points I have raised so far, not one was
related to foreign, defense, international, or even trade
policy. I would like to add to that list the U.S.-Korea Free
Trade Agreement, which I am sure, is of great interest to
those of you here. David Camp, the new chairman of the
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House of Ways and Means Committee from Michigan, has personally told me that he plans to bring up this
issue in the first half of this year. Ron Kirk, President Obama’s special trade representative, has agreed with
that timetable. Camp was hoping that the committee will make a decision before its July 4th recess, and Kirk
said that he wanted it to be approved by the U.S. Congress before Korea's FTA with the European Union goes
into effect. I believe that the U.S.-Korea FTA will be voted on its own, without being linked with the Panama
or Colombia FTAs, which the Bush administration negotiated along with the Korea FTA. However, the Demo-
crats have chosen not to push this issue largely because of opposition from the AFLCIO.

Secretary Gates and the Joint Chiefs of Staff have also mentioned proposals for cuts in the Pentagon’s
budget. This will be part of the budget debate, but again, it will not be the primary focus of the budget
debate. The real issues concerning the budget debate are going to be discretionary domestic spending, and
whether the Congress and both political parties have the courage to at least to take an initial look at entitle-
ments, which is the big spending item in the federal budget.

Another factor that calls for attention is the inability of the states to fund their own governmental
activities. The last several years have been very hard on state governments, whether it's Albany, NY, Spring-
field, IL or Jefferson City, MO; certainly Sacramento, CA has struggled. While the new breed of Congressmen
and Senators acknowledge the problems of state governments, they have expressed very vocally and forth-
rightly that there will be no bailouts. If one bailout were to be granted, it would result in an endless parade
of governors, mayors and city council members in Washington asking for handouts. This issue is another
important dimension of the spending question and it will create financial crises in state capitals around the
country.

I do not expect Washington or the American political leadership to pay much attention to foreign policy.
There is a possibility of a change in focus, if Iran or North Korea does something rash, but short of that, the
focus in Washington will be very much fiscal. The Heritage Foundation’s website will have updated information
on a daily basis and sometimes on an hourly basis in terms of what is happening. It is still unclear how things
will turn out because a divided government is a great challenge, especially in a society that is very populist and
energetic with a well-informed public. The Heritage Foundation has 700,000 members around the country,
which is quite significant. Firstly, as a think tank, to acquire 700,000 members is quite remarkable; secondly,
our size enables us to grab the attention of those who are involved in policy making. For example, when I go
to meet with the congressman from the sixth district of Illinois, I can tell him that we have 2,340 members in
his congressional district. With our membership consisting of double the number of people as the district’s
largest employer, we will certainly be able to get his attention. The Heritage Foundation is not just another think
tank in Washington; we have boots on the ground, so to speak. The upcoming year for us is going to be a very
interesting and challenging one with an introspective focus. Politics is not a game, and we do not view it as
such. But, with the Tea Party activists all relying on the constitution and harkening back to its first principles, it

will be a very interesting political time. Thank you very much,

The views expressed in this publication do not necessarily reflect the views of the Asan Institute for Policy Studies,
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Questions & Answers

Q1: What prompted such a shift in the U.S. Congress as discussed in the lecture?

A1: The shift happened as a direct result of the increase in the size of the government and people’s percep-
tion of that increase. The federal government has grown too unresponsive to its own needs and also too
intrusive. But more importantly, it was not solving the real problems that confronted the people. James
Carville, a noted liberal Democrat political strategist said some years ago, “It's the economy, you stupid.”
With the unemployment rate edging up to 9.5%, dissatisfied constituents want to replace incumbents. More-
over, people are able to engage in energized political debates around the country, and receive communica-
tion via Twitter, and the Internet as quickly as possible. This kind of energized political environment has
resulted in a push back against the big government plans that were put in place by Obama two years earlier.
When Obama ran for president in 2008, he ran as a centrist. However, that was not the way he started to
govern once elected, diverging from his campaign promises. All of these factors culminated and lead to a
point where the American people were frustrated with the government for its ineffectiveness.

Q2: I believe Fox TV plays an important role in U.S. politics — what do you think is needed in Korea to recover
that right-side leadership?

A2: The news media in the U.S. are broken into two different, related but very separate parts. One is televi-
sion, such as Fox News Channel and Fox Business News where their whole theme has been ‘fair and
balanced’. Whenever an admitted conservative is on, there will also be a liberal on at the same time. Frankly,
at such channels as CNN, ABC, CBS or NBC, the same balanced perspective has been lost and viewers
basically only get the liberal side of the view. For example, on CNN early this morning was a program called
‘Gun Control Post-Arizona’, where a single person was arguing in favor of the 2nd amendment and four
arguing against him, and this type of unevenness has become the norm at CNN. If there is a new Fox news-
type outlet in Korea, they could bring arguments from both sides evenly. The other part that is a daily
energizing force, especially on the conservative side, is talk radio. Rush Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, Laura
Ingraham and all other conservative talk radio hosts comprise about 80% of all political talk radio shows,
whereas liberal commentators only
make up 20% of all political talk
radio. While there is a discrepancy
in the representation of each politi-
cal party in talk radio, there are
some justifications for this: conser-
vatives listen and buy the things
that the sponsors are advertising.

There are however, some success-
ful liberal radio hosts. Al Franken, a — g
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U.S. Senator from Minnesota, had a successful talk radio program before he was elected and Rachel Maddow
also had a successful program. However, they are very limited in number compared to Limbaugh, Hannity and
other conservatives who reach out and talk to the already converted and reinforce their beliefs. Speaking as a
political scientist, this dominance of the conservative viewpoint is worrisome because the American public
needs to be able to listen to both sides of the argument, and hear it in a fair and balanced way, in order to
be educated and informed. Especially, with the new social media such as Twitter or Google - which allows
people to specify the kind of articles they want to read - it has become very easy to just shut the other side
out. People should listen to the whole argument, and make their mind up accordingly, instead of relying on
their preferred side of the argument for the future of U.S. democracy.

Q3: As a lawyer, I am interested in Obama’s healthcare program. However, as a Catholic, I can hardly
understand how Americans can even conceive of an idea to finance abortion with federal funding. What is

your view on Obama’s healthcare plan? I believe it has to be repealed and substantially changed.

A3: There are problems with the U.S. healthcare system, but overall, it is arguably the best in the world. The
current problems in the U.S. healthcare system can be addressed with a specific series of steps to solve the
problems, instead of a wholesale change that throws out the entire current system. The problem with any
kind of a social program like this is that once it has passed, it is like a ratchet in a gear, and very hard to
reverse. What the Republicans are going to try to do in the House of Representatives is attempt to stop the
funding of Obama Care before the different regulatory bodies implement the provisions as they are
presented. They will probably have some success doing that. They will also then, as discussed earlier, have
an opportunity in the rescission package, in budgets and in the debt ceiling, to challenge specific provisions
of Obama Care to make it better.

There was a group of nine Democrats, mainly Catholics who took Obama’s word that Obama Care
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would not result in an expansion of abortions in the U.S. and therefore voted in favor of it. Unfortunately,
that was not written into the bill and there are already requlations coming out of the department of Health
and Human Services that will in fact increase the number of abortions. This is giving more ammunition to
those who want to stop Obama care, or repeal, at least, the most outrageous parts of it. Incidentally, of
those nine Democrats, five or six either lost the election, or voluntarily retired for fear that they would lose.
On the basic question of abortion, the amazing thing is that the rate of abortions in the U.S. is actually declin-
ing as medical technology is improving.

Q4: Have the Democrats reached a consensus on what went wrong, what they ought to be learning and
have there been any actions since the November, 2010 election?

A4: Indeed, there have been. The Heritage Foundation published a book called ‘Solutions for America’ last
fall which had 127 specific recommendations that Congress could implement right away in terms of reigning
in the excesses of the federal government. Two weeks after the election, President Obama adopted one of
those suggestions, which was to freeze federal pay. But, one thing that is well known in Washington is that
there are no permanent victories or defeats, but rather there is a permanent battle. One should never
assume that the other side is standing still. The Democrats are very good at reframing the issue and regain-
ing the initiative. One important lesson learned during the Bush era is that the president has a bullet that
reaches far beyond anything that anyone else says, including figures such as John Boehner (R) and Mitch
McConnell (R). There is going to be a good open and spirited public debate, and the Democrats will be
putting forward meaningful alternatives to what the Republicans are proposing. The Democrats are going
toward the middle to appeal to some of the people whose support they have lost. The Democrats are also
aware that if somehow the unemployment rate remains at 9.4% in November 2012, then they are not going
to keep the White House. Therefore, they are going to do everything they can to solve the problems, and
blame the Republicans if it is not solved. In sum, they are not standing still.

Q5: I am curious about your mentioning of going back to the first principles of the constitution. Why are you
suggesting that the U.S. is moving away from the fundamental principles of the constitution and how do you
identify those deviations? How do you propose to return to those fundamental principles? Also, how would
you describe the relationship between the Tea Party movement and the Heritage Foundation?

A5: One of the first changes that the House Speaker Boehner (R) implemented in the House rules is that any
piece of proposed legislation should have specific references to the part of the constitution which authorizes
it. For example, this is the whole reason why the Obama Healthcare Act is now being challenged in federal
court, Does the federal government have the right to require individual American citizens to purchase some-
thing? That is a constitutional question and also, a good example of what going back to those fundamental
principles or going back to the constitution means. The Tea Party movement is an effective grassroots move
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ment of Americans who are concerned about and interested in wanting to change what is going on at the
governmental level. The Heritage Foundation encourages members of the Tea Party movement to get
involved at the local level; get involved with the local school board, local towns, cities, then state legislatures
and the state government, in addition to worrying about the federal congress and the future presidential
campaign. Too often in the past, conservatives have believed that simply voting, and voting for the right
person, fulfills their duty. Now, millions of Americans are saying that is not enough, and they want to stay
involved, and find out how else to be involved in local politics. While the Tea Party movement has experi-
enced success as a grassroots political movement, the traditional parties, the Republican and Democratic
parties, have not found similar success. While the members of the Tea Party movement are welcomed as
members of the Heritage Foundation, the foundation does not endorse any particular Tea Party. An interest-
ing fact about the Tea Parties is that they are all independent of each other and trying to find a leader of a
Tea Party is as difficult as trying to find the leader of the American Christian community.

Q6: We know that it will not be easy for the Congress to pass the FTA because of the newly elected Republi-
can members’ stance on trade issues. Do you think that the conservative majority will make it easier to pass
the FTA?

AB: By general disposition and broad attitude, the Republicans tend to be more pro-trade. Most of the newly
elected Republicans have not looked at this issue, and therefore do not understand it. However, when they
do take the time to read through the agreement and understand it, they will see that it is very much in the
interest of their own congressional district and the U.S. to pass the Free Trade Agreement with Korea. More-
over, the newly elected Republicans are not restrained in the same way as so many of their democratic
predecessors were by allegiance to the trade union movement, where they are automatically a no-vote.
While the Republicans will have to be educated on the exact nature of the agreement, their general disposi-
tion will be towards the passage of the FTA. Chairman Dave Camp (R) in the House Committee on Ways and
Means and ranking minority member Sandy Levin (D) are both from Michigan, who lead the renegotiation
with Ford Motors. The changes made with Ford Motors will be put up for vote in the Congress and I hope it
will pass fairly comfortably and pass early
enough to convince the Korean National
Assembly to also take a positive vote on
it. I believe it will happen.

Q7: One of the things that I noticed
during your comments is the phrase that
the American people were populist,
energetic, and plugged-in. It sounded as
if you were using the term "populist” in a
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rather positive fashion, and I gather that you were referring to the Tea Party movement. But, especially from

a conservative Republican point of view, I would think that populist is a ‘dirty” word if anything.

AT7: When I use the word populist, I go back to my contemporary political hero Ronald Reagan who said,
“Trust the people.” Trusting the people is what this whole movement is about. Sometimes people make
mistakes, get swayed by emotion, or swayed by very powerful speech making, but they will eventually get it
right. So, we believe in trusting the people. In this sense, I am a conservative populist, but still bound by the

chains of the constitution.

Q8: Is the idea of populism compatible with the principle of limited government in the U.S. Constitution?

A8: That is a very good philosophical question about which we could have a great debate. Over the last
hundred years, changes have been made to the constitution so that the senators are no longer elected by the
legislature. This moved the U.S. toward a more egalitarian rationalization of congressional districts. Such
changes have, if not changed the constitution, at least altered it at the margin. In order to square such changes
with our own beliefs, it is important to focus on the core principles and remind ourselves of our traditional Ameri-
can values. These are values such as the belief in individual freedom, belief in the space to be an innovative
entrepreneur, and the space to pursue your dreams. These traditional values and beliefs are what undergird
America, a free society, and the constitution. So yes, I believe that we can reconcile these issues pretty well.

Q9: You said that the Heritage Foundation is non-partisan and it does not support any political parties, but
do you support individuals?

A9: No, it so happens that the majority of them are in one political party, but we work with any individual

who supports our views.

Q10: Like Heritage, Brookings also says that they are non-partisan, but many people simply think that
Heritage is pro-Republican and Brookings is pro-Democrat. Why is it that neither foundation will publicly

announce their position as pro-Republican or pro-Democrat?

A10: This is because both of these foundations are in the idea business. This is what enables Heritage to be
outspokenly conservative, since it is these conservative ideas that the foundation embraces. I wish my
friends at Brookings would be as candid in saying that they are pro-liberal because they are, but they do not
say that. Nevertheless, there is a difference between a set of ideas or principles versus a political party. Politi-
cal parties have a different base of support and their goal is to be able to reach across the aisle and meet
people on the other side on spedific issues. It is a broader concept to say that some people are conservative
than to say that they are Republican.
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Q11: The Bush administration used to say that it
is the United States’ government’s job to
introduce democracy in other parts of the world.
I take that to mean that the U.S. government is
a model democracy and that everybody should
learn from its example. Do you believe that the
U.S. government and its politics are still a model
democracy which other countries should learn

from?

A11: I hope so, because whether Barack Obama is president or Ronald Reagan is president, I still view
America as that shining city on the hill from which people all over the world can learn a great deal. The U.S.
does not have answers to all the problems and it certainly has taken a very long time to deal with some of
the great social problems of its own, such as the civil rights issue. However, I hope we can inspire others to
aspire to something better. The U.S. is not perfect and its model cannot be imposed directly anywhere else,
but I do believe in American exceptionalism and that America is a very unique place.

Q12: The relationship between the two major parties is more antagonistic than ever before. If the nature of
the political relationship between the two major parties is becoming more bipolar, then what is the future of
democracy?

A12: In U.S. history, there have been times when the Senate and the House of Representatives behaved in
a manner that made the Korean National Assembly appear well behaved by comparison. Politicians used to
carry canes, and the main reason for having a cane was to beat the other side up with it. I gave a commence-
ment speech about 10 years ago that was titled ‘Lay Your Hammer Down.” My argument then and today is
that both sides in any political debate should forego the idea of attacking the other person. Civil discourse
should not only be encouraged, but is also necessary. Sometimes people can get very intense and deep in
terms of their feelings about certain issues, but those feelings should not be personalized: do not attack the
character of your opponent, rather attack his or her ideas. However, for those who are outsiders, or on the
receiving end of a TV interview with 10 seconds to reply, it would be much easier to simply say that the other
person is not a good person than to explain one’s beliefs and the circumstances under which the facts will
be born out. So, what will prompt changes in the Korean political debate so that it resembles the American
political debate more? Everybody needs to calm down, stop attacking each other and start a more intensive
and introspective dialogue. For example, when Charlie Rose does his interviews, he will have his guest on for
a full hour in order to go into a subject in some depth. In this day and age when people are merely given 10
seconds to make their point, it is very difficult to engage in a serious political dialogue. This is also the point
that the Heritage Foundation wants to explain to the Tea Party. Political dialogue is more than immediate
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give and take but rather, it involves learning what the political culture is about, its history, and building on
that for the future. America still has a lot to do in terms of making its political dialogue more mature and
everything from the presidential debates to the candidate debates have a long way to go. Hopefully, we can
learn how to do it better in the months ahead.

Q13: What is your opinion on the new phenomenon of activists playing an influential role in think tanks?
Should these activists play a main role in the future or should their roles be diminished?

A13: Since the Heritage Foundation started almost 40 years ago, it has played two main roles. The first is
to conduct research on public policy issues, and secondly, to make that research available to the policy
makers and to encourage them to utilize it. Think tanks’ secondary role has been a more controversial issue.
Should think tanks actively promote their research or should they let politicians seek that information on their
own? The Heritage Foundation publishes short papers rather than thick books, sometimes even one-page
summaries, which is a new trend in think tanks. In addition, Heritage has set up a sister organization that is
more politically involved. As an educational organization, Heritage cannot go to a congressman and dictate
which bill the congressman should vote for or vote against, since it is prohibited by U.S. law. The sister
group, which is in a different category of organizations, is actually patterned after the Center for American
Progress and it can make the kind of suggestions that educational groups cannot make. This trend stems
from a realization that producing books that sit on bookshelves is not enough and that it is important to

encourage people to use the research produced in a positive manner.

Q14: Last year in March and November, Korea experienced major provocations from North Korea. One was

the sinking of a naval ship and also an artillery attack on Yeonpyeong Island. What is your personal opinion
on this issue?

A14: Like the rest of the civilized world, we were shocked that North Korea did it and admitted the fact that
they did it. From my personal perspective, I am shocked that China is not reigning in its client state. I am
aware of the other things that they are concerned about, such as arguments about refugees and an unstable
regime on their border. However, it is primarily China’s responsibility to remind the regime in Pyongyang
what is expected of them as a member of the world community. Regarding this matter, China has not lived
up to its obligations. While it is still unclear which direction to take from the current situation, the good work-
ing relationship between the U.S. president and the president of Korea is a good sign and they seem to be
of one mind on these related questions. I hope that President Obama will have this on the agenda when
President Hu Jintao visits Washington tomorrow.

Q15: I was wondering what kind of role the evangelical churches and military soldiers” families will play in
the next presidential election? They seem to be very influential groups in previous presidential elections. Are
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they gone?

A15: The old Christian right has pretty much disappeared. Falwell is dead, and Pat Robertson and James
Dobson are both basically retired. Their followers are present, but they are not as focused in terms of
supporting Conservatives as they were before. During the 2008 presidential election, a number of evangelical
Christians even came out and openly backed Obama, which, 4 or 8 years ago, would not have been a possi-
bility. The Christian right is still there, but they are less a part of any one identifiable coalition.

13
THE ASAN INSTITUTE for POLICY STUDIES



ASAN EXPERT SERIES NO. 2

14

Biography of Edwin J. FEULNER

Edwin J. FEULNER is the President and CEO of The Heritage Foundation, Washington’s most impor-
tant public policy research organization located on Capitol Hill, Washington, D.C. He has held that
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and received the Presidential Citizens Medal from President Reagan. He has received the Distinguished
Service Medal from the Secretary of the Navy, and the Distinguished Service Award from the Director
of the U.S. Information Agency, and has been decorated by the President of the Republic of Korea and
by the President of the Republic of China (Taiwan). He is a member of the International Advisory Board
of the Multimedia Super Corridor in Malaysia, and a distinguished visiting professor of Hanyang Univer-

sity (Seoul, Korea).

THE ASAN INSTITUTE for POLICY STUDIES



ASAN EXPERT SERIES NO. 2

People of The Asan Institute

Honorary Chairman

CHUNG Mong Joon (Ph.D. in international relations, School of Advanced International Studies, Johns
Hopkins University; Member of the National Assembly, ROK; Chairman of the Board, Ulsan University;
Chairman, Asan Foundation; Vice-President, FIFA)

Chairman
LEE In-ho (Ph.D. in history, Harvard University; Former Korean Ambassador to the Russian Federation)

Director
HAHM Chaibong (Ph.D. in political science, Johns Hopkins University)

Board of Trustees

BARK Taeho (Seoul National University)

CHANG Myong Sue (Hankook Daily Newspaper)

HAN Sung-Joo (Former Minister of Foreign Affairs and Trade)
KIM Dong-5ung (Chung-Ang University)

KIM Eun Mee (Ewha Womans University)

KIM Hyung-kook (Seoul National University)

KIM Jong Seok (Hongik University)

KIM Myung Ja (Former Minister of Environment)

KIM Sung-han (Korea University)

KIM Yong Min (Hankuk University of Foreign Studies)
LEE Hong-Koo (Former Prime Minister)

PARK Sung-Hoon (Korea University)

SHIN Myungsoon (Yonsei University)

SONG Young-5Sik (Korea Football Association)

YANG Bong Jin (Hyundai Corporation)

YOON Nam-Geun (Korea University)

International Advisory Council

Michael ARMACOST (Asia Foundation)

John CHIPMAN (International Institute for Strategic Studies)

Victoria CURZON-PRICE (University of Geneva)

Edwin J. FEULNER (Heritage Foundation)

WANG Jisi (Peking University)

Karl KAISER (Harvard University)

KAWAGUCHI Yoriko (General Assembly of Liberal Democratic Party Members in the House of Councillors)
Lawrence LAU (Chinese University of Hong Kong)

George PACKARD (United States-Japan Foundation)

15
THE ASAN INSTITUTE for POLICY STUDIES



ASAN EXPERT SERIES NO. 2

People of The Asan Institute

Michael J. SANDEL (Harvard University)
Guy SORMAN (Writer)
Paul WOLFOWITZ (U.S.-Taiwan Business Council; American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research)

Senior Research Fellow
BONG Youngshik (Ph.D. in political science, University of Pennsylvania)

Senior Research Fellow (Visiting Scholar)
MO Jongryn (Ph.D. in political economics, Stanford University; Professor of International Political Economy
at Yonsei University Graduate School of International Studies)

Research Fellows
KIM Jiyoon (Ph.D. in political science, Massachusetts Institute of Technology)
WOO Jung-Yeop (Ph.D. in political science, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee)

Research Fellow (Visiting Scholar)
Hyun GO (Ph.D. in policy analysis, Pardee RAND Graduate School)

Administrative Director
LEE Hyoun-seok (M.A in political science and international relations, Korea University)

Program Officers

KIM Junglin (M.A in politics, Yonsei University; M.A. in diplomacy, Taiwan National Chengchi University)
PARK Joo-young (M.A. in international business, Ewha Womans University)

SHIN Jihyun (M.A. in international relations, Georgetown University)

Lisa COLLINS (National Flagship Fellowship Program in University of Hawaii; J.D. in School of Law, Univer-
sity of New Mexico)

Executive Assistants
KIM Ji-hyun (B.A. in international office administration, Ewha Womans University)
PARK In-Young (B.A. in journalism, Ewha Womans University)

Editor: PARK Joo-young
Editorial staff: BOO Jiwon, CHOI Yoon Hyung and LEE Jumi
Photography: PARK Young Chea and BEK Ji-Soon
Design: EGISHOLDINGS

16
THE ASAN INSTITUTE for POLICY STUDIES



ASAN EXPERT SERIES NO. 2

The Asan Institute for Policy Studies was founded as an independent think tank
to provide innovative policy solutions and spearhead public discourse on the core
issues that Korea, East Asia and the global community face. In particular, the
Institute’s mandate is to contribute to the peace, prosperity, and unification of
the Korean peninsula by engaging issues pertaining to national security, foreign
affairs, and governance, both domestic and global. "Human security” matters
such as human rights, humanitarian crises, energy and environment are also a
major focus. The goal of the Institute is not only to offer policy solutions but also
to train experts in public diplomacy and related fields in order to strengthen
Korea’s capacity to better tackle some of the most pressing problems affecting

the country, the region and the world today.
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