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▪ Date: October 21, 2011  
▪ Venue: Westin Chosun Hotel, Seoul 
 
The future role of the ROK-U.S. alliance has 
become more complicated due to the North 
Korean nuclear crisis, the political situation 
related to North Korea’s leadership succession, 
and the uncertain future of military gover-
nance on the Korean Peninsula. In lacking a 
formidable regional security mechanism for 
multilateral cooperation, the power transition 
that comes with the rise of China also compli-
cates the security situation in the region. It is 
not yet certain how the ROK-U.S. alliance will 
contribute to the peaceful management of 
power balance or any possible power transi-
tion in this region. Following a series of riva-
lries between the United States and China in 
2010, this year will be a very important time 
in predicting future bilateral and regional se-
curity relations, especially in light of the lea-
dership changes that will occur across East 
Asian countries in 2012.  

The EAI held the 5th ROK-U.S. alliance 
under the title of “A New Security Order in 
East Asia and the ROK-U.S. Alliance.” This 
conference brought together participants 
from China, India, Japan, South Korea, Tai-
wan, and the United States to discuss on the 
major security challenges shaping the region 
and the impact it will have on the alliance. 
The following is a summary of the main 
points and policy recommendations from the 
discussions in each of the sessions. 
 

Session 1: Change in East Asian Security 
Architecture 
 
1) The ROK-U.S. Alliance and Defense 
Budget Cuts 
 
The dominant role of the United States in East 
Asia is unlikely to be challenged. 
As it seeks to recover from the economic crisis, 
the United States must reduce its substantial 
budget deficit by undergoing major cuts. This 
has had many speculating that the U.S. role in 
Asia will be challenged by other powers. How-
ever, despite its economic difficulties, the Unit-
ed States still retains overwhelming economic, 
military, and political dominance in the world. 
Furthermore, the challenge it faces from other 
powers, the “rise of the rest,” are also mainly 
countries either allied or friendly to the United 
States. 
 
Defense budget cuts will not weaken the ROK-
U.S. alliance. 
As the U.S. defense budget undergoes drastic 
cuts, some experts have expressed concern that 
this will have a negative impact on the ROK-U.S. 
alliance and the ability of the United States to 
maintain a strong presence in the East Asia re-
gion. It is important to understand that despite 
the major cuts announced in the defense budget, 
the United States will still have a comparatively 
large budget. Budget cuts also will not impede 
upon the U.S. contingency plans for the Korean 
Peninsula. In this respect, logistics are the key 
to such efforts and United States will continue 
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to strengthen this area through new initiatives. For exam-
ple, one way in which logistics could be enhanced is to 
have navy ship crews rotated on site, rather than bringing 
back the ships to the United States.  
 
South Korea must continue to build its global role. 
The ROK-U.S. alliance is currently in the strongest shape 
and represents a pillar for international security. In recent 
years, both Seoul and Washington have emphasized the 
importance of common values and the need to take on 
non-traditional security roles. As such, South Korea must 
continue to build its global role, for example expanding its 
peacekeeping operations to South Sudan and Somalia.  
 
2) The Challenge of an “Assertive” China 
 
Public perception in China is that it has not become a 
major power. 
Since 2008, there has been the perception that China has 
become more “assertive” as the United States has suffered 
relative decline with the financial crisis. Public perceptions 
in China though have yet to view their country as surpass-
ing the power of the United States or even as a major glob-
al power. This would support the current policy of Chinese 
leaders to “hide our capacities, bide our time” and the cur-
rent path of “peaceful development.” Added to this, the 
global economic crisis is also a great challenge for China as 
it has an impact on the varied domestic difficulties such as 
wealth inequality.  
 
The interest of different actors in China’s foreign policy 
causes difficulties. 
China’s foreign policy is influenced by the voices of differ-
ent actors in China from the Foreign Ministry to the 
People’s Liberation Army. Domestic actors are also grow-
ing in importance as public opinion is becoming more na-
tionalistic over certain issues such as the dispute with Ja-
pan over the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands. With different ac-
tors involved in China’s foreign policy, coordination in the 
Foreign Ministry is difficult. The South China Sea dispute 
is an example in which different actors expressed different 

viewpoints which has resulted in competing policy ap-
proaches. 
 
3) U.S.-China Relations and East Asia 
 
Power transition in East Asia can proceed peacefully with 
the new paradigm of world politics. 
The current power transition between the United States 
and China will be different from those of the past. The 
transformation of global international politics has seen the 
rise in international institutions and non-state actors 
which form complex networks. Within these complex net-
works, multi-layered actors and the close exchange of insti-
tutional settings and norms will guide the power-oriented 
process of U.S.-China power transition into a more norm-
based peaceful transition in East Asia. 
 
Effective global governance can help to shape China’s 
peaceful rise. 
It is not in the interest of countries to balance against Chi-
na’s rise, which would place countries like South Korea in a 
difficult position. A more effective strategy would be to 
facilitate global governance to shape China’s rise into a 
peaceful one. Such efforts should encourage China to con-
tinue to be more involved in global institutions such as the 
G20. 
 
Uncertainty in the region is a major challenge. 
2012 will witness major changes in the leadership of most 
countries in East Asia, including the United States which 
has its own presidential election and China which will un-
dergo leadership change. This will be a period of great un-
certainty and a major challenge as issues such as the North 
Korean nuclear crisis will become more politicized.  
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Session 2: Rise of China and the Strategy of Neighbor-
ing Countries 
 
1) Japan’s New Security Strategies toward China 
 
Japan’s strategy toward China needs to be readjusted. 
With the “rise of the rest” and power transition in East 
Asia, the new international order will be a major challenge 
for Japan to adjust to. In response to this, Japan’s strategy to 
China should adjust by seeking closer ties with some of 
Tokyo’s neighbors. This does not mean hard balancing 
against China, but such a change in the regional security 
environment should encourage Japan to enhance its rela-
tions with countries like South Korea. 
 
Japan-China relations can be enhanced through defense 
exchanges on peacekeeping. 
Considering the difficulties faced by Japan and China in its 
political relationship, the two countries should seek ways 
of enhancing cooperation through defense and security 
cooperation. One area in which such a process could work 
is by cooperating in peacekeeping operations (PKO). Both 
sides have established official organizations for managing 
PKOs and developing relations between them would con-
tribute to improved defense ties. 
 
2) Taiwan’s Strategy toward China 
 
There is a lack of domestic consensus on policies toward 
China. 
Since his election in 2008, Taiwan’s President Ma Ying-jeou 
has pursued a policy of engagement with China that has 
seen economic links strengthened. Despite the positive ties 
with China, the opposition Democratic Progressive Party 
(DPP) has been critical of some of Ma’s policies to the 
Mainland. With the presidential election approaching in 
2012, such criticism has increased as the DPP puts forward 
different strategies toward China. The lack of a basic con-
sensus on policies toward China is an area that needs to be 
resolved in order to avoid uncertainty and conflict.  
 
 

Taiwan would benefit from broader international partic-
ipation. 
China strongly opposes Taiwan’s participation in any in-
ternational organization as part of its policy to keep Tai-
wan diplomatically isolated. However, since 2009 China 
has not opposed Taiwan’s participation in the World 
Health Assembly of the World Health Organization as an 
observer. Taipei should continue to develop more its par-
ticipation in international organizations where possible. 
Such international participation can then provide Taiwan 
with more room to maneuver when it deals with China. 
 
3) India’s Strategy toward China 
 
India’s strategy toward China is evolving. 
China-India relations are very complex. Distrust exists on 
both sides as a result of border disputes yet trade has en-
hanced ties between the two countries. This is due to the 
way in which both sides have not let the border issues get 
in the way of strengthening bilateral ties. Despite the 
strong economic links though, there are still many areas in 
which the two sides can cooperate further. 
 
India and China should enhance cooperation on combat-
ing terrorism. 
There are many areas where there is the potential for con-
flict between China and India including competition for 
resources, regional influence, and policies to Pakistan. 
However, terrorism is a threat that both countries face and 
should cooperate more on. As yet cooperation between 
Delhi and Beijing on this issue is very limited. 
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Session 3: Issues on the Korean Peninsula and Future 
of the ROK-U.S. Alliance 
 
1) ROK-U.S. Alliance Cooperation over North Korea 
 
The impact of “strategic patience” is still open to debate. 
The Lee and Obama administration have used “strategic 
patience” to guide their approach to North Korea over the 
last few years. It is a medium to long-term approach which 
seeks to increase pressure on Pyongyang by withholding 
economic and diplomatic benefits. The expectation was 
that this will lead to North Korea changing its behavior 
over time as the effects are felt. However, this also has vul-
nerabilities over the short-term such as North Korea’s 
provocations and progress in its uranium enrichment pro-
gram (UEP). The question therefore of whether “strategic 
patience” has worked is still open to debate. 
 
Domestic politics can affect the “strategic patience” approach. 
Over the next year, the United States and South Korea may 
be pulled in slightly different directions due to domestic 
politics. In the United States, “strategic patience” has 
worked well politically by not engaging North Korea. 
However, another provocation from North Korea could 
provoke more criticism toward the Obama administration.  
On the other hand, “strategic patience” is less politically 
sustainable in South Korea and the Lee administration has 
to find a balance. Public opinion now tends to favor a more 
flexible approach and the Lee administration has tried to 
appease such sentiment. Still, as last year’s provocations 
showed, public opinion can change to favor stronger ap-
proaches when responding to such attacks. 
 
2) The Future of the Alliance 
 
More improvements are required to meet the OPCON 
transfer deadline of 2015. 
The transfer of wartime operation control (OPCON) and 
the relocation of U.S. Forces in Korea have long been de-
layed and this in turn has driven up the costs. Furthermore, 
a number of crucial areas on command structure, burden-

sharing, and operational planning have yet to be fully 
agreed. With the deadline of 2015 approaching, it is not 
clear if all these requirements can be met by then. 
 
South Korea is too focused on North Korea’s immediate 
threat. 
North Korea will continue to use its conventional forces to 
achieve both political and diplomatic objectives in uncon-
ventional ways. As a result, South Korea’s defense policies 
have become more short-term focused following North 
Korea’s provocations in 2010. For example, the recently 
proposed Defense Reform 307 is a rather short-term plan 
that does not take into account long-term trends, such as 
South Korea’s global and regional role. This new plan also 
does not consider North Korea’s long-term strategic objec-
tives that should be carefully considered.  
 
3) China’s Growing Military Strength and the ROK-
U.S. Alliance 
 
It is important to have an accurate evaluation of China’s 
military capabilities. 
In understanding China’s military modernization, it is im-
portant that the right assessment is given that neither over-
estimates nor underestimates the People’s Liberations Ar-
my (PLA). Along with varied military strategies, the PLA 
consists of both new and old equipment from different 
foreign sources that make combat system integration diffi-
cult. It is also critical to take into account that while the 
PLA is not at the level of the United States military, it is 
still significantly stronger than some of its neighbors. 
 
Regional powers should seek ways to cooperate more 
with China to enhance transparency in its military mod-
ernization. 
China’s “military rise” will have a major impact on the re-
gion’s security requiring close assessment and analysis of 
the development of the PLA. Closer cooperation among 
the regional powers will also facilitate a better understand-
ing of China’s military modernization efforts and the direc-
tion in which its strategies are heading.■ 
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Biographies of Participants 
 
 
Kang Choi 
Kang Choi is a professor and Director-General for Ameri-
can Studies at the Institute of Foreign Affairs and National 
Security, Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade. Professor 
Choi received his Ph.D. from the Ohio State University. 
From 1992 to 1998, and from 2002 to 2005, Professor Choi 
worked in the Korea Institute for Defense Analyses (KIDA). 
When at KIDA, Professor Choi assumed various positions 
such as Chief Executive Officer, Task Force for Current 
Defense Issues, Director of International Arms Control 
Studies, and one of the editors of Korean Journal of De-
fense Analysis (KJDA). He has done researches on arms 
control, crisis/consequence management, North Korean 
military affairs, multilateral security cooperation, and the 
ROK-US security alliance. From 1998 to 2002, he served in 
National Security Council Secretariat as Senior Director 
for Policy Planning and Coordination. He was one of 
South Korean delegates to the Four-Party Talks. Professor 
Choi has published many articles including “An Approach 
toward a Common Form of Defense White Paper”; “Inter-
national Arms Control and Inter-Korean Arms Control”; 
“Inter-Korean Arms Control and Implications for the 
USFK”; “Future ROK-US Security Alliance”; “North Ko-
rea’s Intensions and Strategies on Nuclear Games”; “A 
Prospect for US-North Korean Relations: beyond the BDA 
issue.” Professor Choi holds several advisory board mem-
bership including Committee on Foreign Affairs, Trade, 
and Unification of National Assembly, Ministry of Nation-
al Defense, Ministry of Unification, and the National Un-
ification Advisory Council. 
 

Chaesung Chun 
Dr. Chaesung Chun is a professor of the department of 
Political Science and International Relations at Seoul Na-
tional University. He is also a director of Asian Security 
Initiative of East Asian Institute. He is a member of Advi-
sory Committee for the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade, and the Ministry of Reunification. He received his 

MA degree from the Seoul National University, and Ph.D 
degree from Northwestern University in the field of Inter-
national Relations Theory. Major fields include interna-
tional relations theory, security studies, South Korean For-
eign policy, East Asian security relations. Major articles 
include “A Study on the Formation of European Modern 
States System,” “Critique of constructivism from the pers-
pective of postmodernism and realism,” “The Rise of New 
Powers and the Responding Strategies of Other Countries.” 
 

Young-Sun Ha 
Young-Sun Ha is a professor of the department of political 
science and international relations at Seoul National Uni-
versity and Chairman of Global Net 21 at East Asian Insti-
tute. Professor Ha received both his B.A. and M.A. from 
Seoul National University, and received his Ph.D. in inter-
national politics from University of Washington. He served 
as Director of Center for International Studies, Seoul Na-
tional University, Director of American Studies Institute, 
Seoul National University, President of Korea Peace Studies 
Association, and research fellow at Center for International 
Studies in Princeton University and Center for Interna-
tional Peace in Stockholm. His recent publications include 
Crisis and Complexity: Changing World Order after the 
Financial Crisis (2011) Future of North Korea: 2032: Coe-
volutionary Strategy for the Advancement (2010) The 
Emergence of Complex Alliances in the 21st Century 
(2010) East Asian Community: Myth and Reality (2008), 
Transformation of World Politics (2007), Network Know-
ledge State (2006), North Korean Nuclear Crisis and Peace 
on the Korean Peninsula (2006), Korean-American Al-
liance: A Vision and a Roadmap (2006), Korea's Grand 
Strategy for a New Century: Weaving a Network State 
(2006), Korean Diplomatic History and the Study of Inter-
national Politics (2005), New Perspective of Changing 
World (2004), 100 Years Plan for the Korean Peninsula in 
the 21st Century (2004), and World Politics of Cyberspace 
(2001). 
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Yong Sup Han 
Yong Sub Han is a professor of International Security and a 
vice-president at Korea National Defense University, spe-
cialized in Security Management, Policies of National De-
fense. He received both his B.A and M.A in Political 
Science from Seoul National University and received his 
M.A in Policy Science from Harvard University, Ph.D. 
from RAND University. He worked as a Staff at UN Insti-
tute for Disarmament Research, RAND Corporation, 
Monterey Institute for International Affairs, Consultant at 
NSC, and Director-General of Research Institute on Na-
tional Security Affairs (RINSA). Professor Han is author of 
Peace and Arms Control on the Korean Peninsula (2005); 
Self-reliance or Alliance (2004); Sunshine in Korea(2002). 
 
Ho Sup Kim 
Ho Sup Kim completed his Ph.D. in Political Science at the 
University of Michigan. Currently, he is a professor at the 
Department of International Relations at Chung Ang Uni-
versity.  
 
Tae Hyun Kim 
Taehyun Kim is a professor of international relations at 
Graduate School of International Studies and director of 
the Center for the Study of Grand Strategy at Chung-Ang 
University, Seoul, Korea. A graduate of Seoul National 
University’s Department of International Relations (BA 
1981; MA 1983), professor Kim earned his Ph.D. in politi-
cal science from the Ohio State University in 1991. Before 
joining Chung-Ang University in 1998, he was a visiting 
professor at University of Florida, a research fellow at Uni-
versity of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, and senior research 
fellow and director for foreign policy and national security 
program at the Sejong Institute. He has also taught at the 
Ohio State University and Georgia Institute of Technology. 
He has written and published widely on international rela-
tions theory, international security issues on and around 
the Korean Peninsula. His latest publications include “Ga-
thering Storm or Silver-lining out of the Clouds? North 
Korean Nuclear Issue and the Case for Coercive Diploma-
cy,” Korea Observer (2010) and “Taming and Tamed by the 

United States” (co-authored with C. J. Baik) in Kim and 
Vogel (eds.), The Park Chung Hee Era (Harvard University 
Press, 2011). He has been a regular contributor to major 
daily newspapers in Korea and advised ROK government 
for its foreign and security policies in various capacities. 
 
Taeho Kim 
Taeho Kim (金金金) is Professor in the Department of 
International Studies, Director of Hallym Institute for Tai-
wan Studies (HITS; 翰翰翰翰翰翰翰) and the Center for 
Contemporary China Studies (CCCS; 現現現現翰翰翰) 
as well as a former vice president for academic affairs, all at 
Hallym University of Graduate Studies, Hallym University. 
He is also a senior research fellow at the Korea Institute for 
Maritime Strategy (KIMS). Before joining Hallym 
(翰翰翰翰翰), Dr. Kim served at the Korea Institute for 
Defense Analyses (KIDA; 韓現現韓翰翰韓) for nearly 14 
years as a senior China analyst, Director of Research Co-
operation, a co-editor of the SSCI-listed The Korean Jour-
nal of Defense Analysis, and editor of The KIDA Papers. 
Dr. Kim is the author and co-author of over 30 books, pol-
icy reports and monographs. Recent works include “Chi-
na’s Military Rise and Its Implications for Regional and 
Peninsular Security” (New Asia, 2010), “An Emerging 
‘Strategic Partnership’ between Beijing and Seoul? Myths 
and Realities” (Journal of East Asian Affairs, 2009) and 
New Areas in the Study of Chinese Foreign Policy (Seoul: 
Nanam Publishers, 2008). Dr. Kim’s main research interests 
are Sino-Russian military cooperation, China’s arms acqui-
sitions, East Asian nations’ perceptions of the PRC, and 
Sino-North Korean relations. 
 
Ming Lee 
Dr. Ming Lee is currently a professor of Department of Dip-
lomacy and Director of the Center for Korean Studies, Na-
tional Chengchi University (NCCU), Taipei, Taiwan. He 
earned his first M.A. from the Graduate Institute of East 
Asian Studies of the NCCU, and another M.A. from the Paul 
Nitze School of Advanced International Studies (SAIS) of 
the Johns Hopkins University, Washington, D.C., in 1984, 
majoring in international relations and international eco-
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nomics. Professor Lee received his doctorate degree from 
the University of Virginia, Charlottesville in 1988, majoring 
in foreign affairs. Professor Lee worked as associate research 
fellow at the Institute of International Relations (IIR), affi-
liated with the NCCU, for four years. In addition to research, 
Dr. Lee was in charge of international exchange and cooper-
ation of the IIR. He was later recruited into the Department 
of Diplomacy of the NCCU in 1992 as associate professor, 
and was promoted as full professor in 1998. Professor Lee’s 
interests cover Northeast Asian international relations, 
American foreign policy, Mainland Chinese affairs, interna-
tional relations, and crisis management. 
 
Seungjoo Lee 
Seungjoo Lee is a professor in the department of political 
science and international relations at Chungang University. 
Professor Lee received both his B.A. and M.A. from Yonsei 
University, and received his Ph.D. in political science from 
University of California at Berkeley. He served as an assis-
tant professor in political science at National University of 
Singapore, assistant professor in international relations at 
Yonsei University, research fellow at the Korea Institute for 
National Unification, and postdoctoral fellow at the Berke-
ley APEC Study Center. Professor Lee is the co-editor of 
Northeast Asia: Ripe for Integration? (2008) and Trade 
Policy in the Asia-Pacific: The Role of Ideas, Interests, and 
Domestic Institutions (2010). His recent publications ap-
peared in various journals such as Comparative Political 
Studies, The Pacific Review, Asian Survey, Asian Perspec-
tive, and Korean Political Science Review. 
 
Mark E. Manyin 
Mark Manyin is a Specialist in Asian Affairs at the Con-
gressional Research Service (CRS), a non-partisan agency 
that provides information and analysis to Members of the 
U.S. Congress and their staff. At CRS, Dr. Manyin’s general 
area of expertise is U.S. foreign economic policy toward 
East Asia, particularly Japan, the two Koreas, and Vietnam. 
He also tracks the evolution of Asia's regional architecture, 
terrorism in Southeast Asia, and the environmental causes 
of security tensions in Asia. From 2006-2008, Dr. Manyin 

served as the head of the CRS’s Asia Section, overseeing 
the Service’s research on East, Southeast, and South Asia as 
well as Australasia and the Pacific Islands. Prior to joining 
CRS in 1999, Dr. Manyin completed his Ph.D. in Japanese 
trade policy and negotiating behavior at the Fletcher 
School of Law and Diplomacy. He has written academic 
articles on Vietnam and Korea, given numerous lectures on 
U.S.-East Asian relations, taught courses in East Asian in-
ternational relations, and worked as a business consultant. 
From 2005-2010, Dr. Manyin was a Term Member with the 
Council on Foreign Relations. Dr. Manyin is a 2010-11 
Council on Foreign Relations Hitachi Fellow. 
 
Masayuki Masuda 
Masayuki Masuda joined the National Institute for Defense 
Studies (NIDS) under Japan’s Ministry of Defense in 2003, 
responsible for study and education on China’s security 
and foreign policy. He has been an author of the China 
Chapter of the East Asian Strategic Review and NIDS Chi-
na Security Report, annual report of the NIDS. He is also a 
visiting lecturer in peace and security studies at Keiai Uni-
versity in Chiba City. He was educated at the Graduate 
School of Media & Governance, Keio University. In 2001-
2002 he was a Visiting Fellow at Shanghai University where 
he worked on study of Chinese politics and foreign policy. 
In 2004-2007 he was a Senior Visiting Fellow at the SFC 
Research Institute, Keio University where he studied Ja-
pan-China relations. In 2008-2010 he was a Visiting Pro-
fessor in Asian international relations at Tokyo Woman’s 
Christian University. His recent works include Asia-Pacific 
Security Architecture (in Japanese: co-author), (Tokyo: 
Nihon Hyoron sha, 2011); “The Pluralization of the Chi-
nese Foreign Policy Making Process” (in Japanese), East 
Asia, No. 528 (June 2011); “Tokyo and Beijing in Search of 
‘Strategic Relations’”, Gerrit Gong and Victor Teo eds.; Re-
conceptualising the Divide: Identity, Memory, and Natio-
nalism in Sino-Japanese Relations (Newcastle upon Tyne: 
Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2010); “China’s Military 
Diplomacy and Expanding Military Power Projection Ca-
pability”, Guy Faure ed.; New Dynamics between China 
and Japan (Singapore: World Scientific, 2010). 
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Changhee Nam 
Chang-hee Nam is Professor of the Department of Political 
Science, School of Social Sciences, Inha University of the 
Republic of Korea. Prior to joining Inha University in 2001, 
he was a research fellow at KIDA (1994-2000), working on 
Korea-Japan security cooperation, ROK-US alliance man-
agement, and analyses of Japan’s security policies. He was 
also a visiting fellow at the National Institute for Defense 
Studies in Tokyo, Japan in 1999, and conducted research as 
a visiting fellow at Kyushu University in 2006. He graduat-
ed Yonsei University in 1987 with B.A. in political science 
and diplomacy, and received his M.A. (1989) and Ph.D. 
(1992) in political science from the University of Kansas at 
Lawrence. He has published many books and articles, in-
cluding “Relocating the U.S. Forces in South Korea: 
Strained Alliance, Emerging Partnership in the Changing 
Defense Posture,” in Asian Survey, Vol. 46, No. 4 (Ju-
ly/August 2006); “The Alliance Transformation and US-
Japan-Korea Security Network: A Case for Trilateral Coop-
eration,” Pacific Focus, Vol. 25, No. 1 (April 2010).   
 
Michael E. O'Hanlon 
Michael O'Hanlon is a senior fellow in Foreign Policy at 
the Brookings Institution, where he specializes in U.S. de-
fense strategy, the use of military force, homeland security 
and American foreign policy. He is a visiting lecturer at 
Princeton University and adjunct professor at Johns 
Hopkins University, and a member of the International 
Institute for Strategic Studies. O’Hanlon’s latest books are A 
Skeptic's Case for Nuclear Disarmament (Brookings, 2010), 
The Science of War (Princeton University Press, 2009) as 
well as Budgeting for Hard Power (Brookings, 2009). He is 
working on books on Afghanistan and the future of nuc-
lear weapons policy, while contributing to Brookings’ Iraq, 
Pakistan, and Afghanistan indices, at present. O’Hanlon’s 
other recent books include Hard Power: The New Politics 
of National Security (with Kurt Campbell) and A War Like 
No Other, about the U.S.-China relationship and the Tai-
wan issue, with Richard Bush. His previous books include 
a multi-author volume, Protecting the Homeland 
2006/2007 (Brookings, 2006); Defense Strategy for the 

Post-Saddam Era (Brookings, 2005); The Future of Arms 
Control (Brookings, 2005), co-authored with Michael Levi; 
and a related book, Neither Star Wars nor Sanctuary: Con-
straining the Military Uses of Space (Brookings, 2004). 
Together with Mike Mochizuki, he wrote Crisis on the Ko-
rean Peninsula (McGraw-Hill) in 2003; he also wrote Ex-
panding Global Military Capacity for Humanitarian Inter-
vention (Brookings) that same year. O’Hanlon has written 
several hundred opeds in newspapers including The Wash-
ington Post, The New York Times, The Los Angeles Times, 
The Washington Times, and The Japan Times. He has also 
contributed to The Financial Times, The Wall Street Jour-
nal, and many other papers. O’Hanlon has appeared on 
television or spoken on the radio about 2,000 times since 
September 11, 2001. He is also a commentator for Alhurra 
television. O'Hanlon was an analyst at the Congressional 
Budget Office from 1989-1994. He also worked previously 
at the Institute for Defense Analyses. His Ph.D. from Prin-
ceton is in public and international affairs; his bachelor's 
and master's degrees, also from Princeton, are in the physi-
cal sciences. He served as a Peace Corps volunteer in Con-
go/Kinshasa (the former Zaire) from 1982-1984, where he 
taught college and high school physics in French. 
 
Anumita Raj 
Anumita Raj is a Research Analyst with Strategic Foresight 
Group, a think tank that works on global issues. Her pri-
mary area of work has been in South Asian policy. At Stra-
tegic Foresight, she has worked on water security issues, as 
part of the think tank’s Asian Water Security Initiative, 
supported by the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur 
Foundation. The Initiative produced two extremely well 
received reports that were covered extensively by the inter-
national press, The Himalayan Challenge: Water Security 
in Emerging Asia and The Himalayan Solution: Co-
operation and Security in River Basins. Anumita was the 
Principal Researcher and Project Coordinator of the latter 
report. She also works on monthly report for the Rockefel-
ler Foundation on emerging development and poverty 
trends in South and South East Asian countries, with a 
specific focus on Indian issues. She writes extensively on 
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Indian foreign policy and her articles have been published 
by the Indian Economy Review, Turkish Weekly, The 
Green Prophet, Future Directions International and My-
Law, apart from Strategic Foresight Group’s website. Anu-
mita has a Bachelor’s degree in Mathematics from the Uni-
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