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The Pacific Century Institute is proud to announce the 2023 
Building Bridges Individual Awardee as Ambassador Donald P. 
Gregg, former US Ambassador to Republic of Korea and 2023 
Building Bridges Institutional Awardee as Ewha Womans Uni-
versity with Dr. Eun Mee Kim, President, accepting the award 
on behalf of the University. 
 

Ambassador Donald P. Gregg is Chair-
man Emeritus of the Pacific Century 
Institute and the Korea Society. After 
enlisting in the military in 1945, Mr. 
Gregg attended Williams College in 
Massachusetts, where he was recruit-
ed to join the CIA. Over the next 31 
years of service, he was assigned to 
Japan, Burma, Vietnam, and Korea. By 
1979, Mr. Gregg was the Asia Policy 
and Intelligence Matters Specialist in 
the United States National Security 

Council, and then Director of the NSC's Intelligence Directorate. 
From 1981 to 1988 Ambassador Gregg was National Security 
Adviser to Vice President George H.W. Bush. In the meantime, 
from 1980-1989, Ambassador Gregg contributed to the devel-
opment of young scholars as a lecturer at Georgetown Universi-
ty, teaching a graduate level workshop on Force and Diplomacy. 
In September 1989, Ambassador Gregg was appointed the Am-
bassador to the Republic of Korea. Prior to his departure from 
the country in 1993, he received the Department of Defense 
Medal for Distinguished Public Service, an honorary doctoral 
degree from Sogang University, and a decoration from the 
prime minister of South Korea. In March 1993, he retired after 
devoting almost half a century to the United States govern-
ment, going on to become the President and Chairman of The 
Korea Society (TKS) based in New York City. Since 2009, Ambas-
sador Gregg has been Chairman emeritus of TKS. From 2012 to 
2019 he was Chairman of the Pacific Century Institute.  
  

The much-admired member of the Council on Foreign Relations 
published a memoir in 2014 titled, Pot Shards: Fragments of a 
Life Lived in CIA, the White House, and the Two Koreas. Recent 
accolades include an honorary degree from Green Mountain 
College (1996), the Secretary of Defense Medal for Outstanding 
Public Service (2001), Williams College’s Kellogg Award for Ca-
reer Achievement (2001), the 2004 Bartels World Affairs Fel-
lowship from Cornell University, the Philip Jaisohn Award for 
Service to Korean-American Relations (2005), the Distinguished 

Service Award from the American Committees on Foreign Rela-
tions (2006), the Korean-American Friendship Award (2007), 
and honorary degrees from Colorado College (2010) and Uni-
versity of Central Lancashire (2015). In 2009, Ambassador 
Gregg and his wife were honored by the establishment of The 
Donald P. and Margaret Gregg Professorship at the Maxwell 
School at Syracuse University.  
 

Ewha Womans University was estab-
lished in 1886 as the first women’s 
educational institution in the Repub-
lic of Korea by Mary Scranton who 
was dispatched by the Women’s For-
eign Missionary Society of the United 
Methodist Church of the United 
States in the 19th Century. Ewha was 
established to educate girls and 
women who did not have the oppor-
tunities for any education in the late 
Chosun dynasty. In 1887, “Po Goo 

Nyo Goan” was established in the compounds of Ewha as the 
first women’s hospital to help treat women patients by women 
doctors and nurses. Thus, Ewha’s main mission to this day 
stands firmly on two pillars – i.e., women’s education and wom-
en’s health and medical education. Today, Ewha’s mission is to 
educate and nurture women leaders of the world in all fields of 
academic disciplines based on the Christian spirit of love, devo-
tion and sharing. With 25,000 students and 250,000 alumni 
around the world, Ewha has now grown into one of the leading 
research universities in the world with a full range of academic 
disciplines from humanities, social sciences, natural sciences, 
arts and music, engineering, law, medicine, and two teaching 
hospitals. Ewha has 15 undergraduate colleges, 15 graduate 
schools, and 2 teaching hospitals each with 1,000 beds in the 
capital city of Seoul, Republic of Korea.  
 

President Eun Mee Kim is the 17th President of Ewha, and an-
nounced the Ewha Vision 2030+ in May 2021 entitled, “A Crea-
tive and Innovative Platform Leading to a Sustainable Society” 
in taking up the challenge of meaningful change in the era of 
the Digital Transformation. President, Kim will accept the award 
on behalf of the institution, its faculty, and its students. 

(Ambassador Donald P. Gregg) 

 

(President Eun Mee Kim) 
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This opinion piece featuring PCI Board Member, Dr. Siegfried S. Heck-
er  was published in the 38North on January 20, 2023. 
 

The Disastrous Downsides of South Korea 
Building Nuclear Weapons 
 

By Dr. Siegfried S. Hecker 

 

Is South Korea Willing to Lose Its World-leading Nuclear 
Power Program to Build the Bomb? 

 

In a wide-ranging interview on January 11, South Korean 
President Yoon Suk-yeol warned Pyongyang that if North Ko-
rea’s nuclear threat continues to advance, South Korea would 
consider building nuclear weapons of its own or ask the Unit-
ed States to redeploy them on the Korean Peninsula. Alt-
hough President Yoon walked back these comments at the 
World Economic Forum in Davos, they were published in the 
South Korean press and reinforced by some Republic of Korea 
(ROK) defense analysts. Cheon Seong-whun said , “President 
Yoon’s comment could turn out to be a watershed moment in 
the history of South Korea’s national security.”  

 

A South Korean decision to build its own bomb could, indeed, 
be a watershed. Threatening Pyongyang does little besides 
give it a stronger justification to enhance its own nuclear ar-
senal. I believe that such a move would trigger a tsunami that 
would wipe out Seoul’s remarkable economic miracle and 
destroy the soft power it has established around the world. 

 

President Yoon’s frustration of having to stand by as the 
North revved up all aspects of its nuclear and missile pro-
grams over the past year is understandable. But his latest 
threat, alongside the Biden administration’s tepid North Ko-
rea policy, demonstrates how both have little understanding 
of the 30-year history of how and why Pyongyang built a 
threatening nuclear arsenal. 

 

In the book Hinge Points: An Inside Look at North Korea’s 
Nuclear Program, published last week, I describe how at key 
moments in the past, so-called hinge points—bad decisions 
by both sides—have landed us in the present quandary. Presi-
dent Yoon may well be moving to another hinge point, this 
one with disastrous consequences: a more dangerous Korean 
Peninsula and a greatly weakened South Korea. 

 

The National Burden of a Nuclear Arsenal  

 

Whereas President Yoon’s comment, “…we can have our own 
nuclear weapons pretty quickly, given our scientific and tech-

nological capabilities” is true, it doesn’t come close to captur-
ing the national redirection, expense, and immense burden 
that Seoul would have to shoulder to field not just one bomb, 
but a nuclear arsenal to counter Pyongyang’s. 

It is true that with its advanced technological capabilities, 
South Korea could probably build the bomb quickly. But a few 
bombs don’t make a nuclear deterrent, particularly if Seoul 
will have to go it alone. And let’s be clear, if Seoul were to go 
down this path, Washington could, and likely would, with-
draw its nuclear umbrella. Building a nuclear arsenal to coun-
ter Pyongyang’s would require a major national redirection of 
its economy and diplomacy that would negatively affect near-
ly all facets of South Korean life for decades. 

For nearly fifty years, South Korea has pursued a civilian nu-
clear energy program. It wisely focused on the middle of the 
fuel cycle—that is, reactor fuel fabrication, reactor construc-
tion and operation, and electricity production. It has built 
neither enrichment nor reprocessing facilities. Consequently, 
South Korea has no inventory of bomb-grade plutonium or 
uranium currently stockpiled. To build nuclear weapons, it 
would have to repurpose some of its civilian reactors to pro-
duce the plutonium bomb fuel (combined with using its la-
boratory-scale pyroprocessing facilities to extract plutonium) 
or construct a centrifuge facility to make highly enriched ura-
nium. Either path would take at least two years to produce 
enough bomb fuel for even a few bombs. In the longer term, 
an effective nuclear deterrent would require new, dedicated 
nuclear weapons facilities, requiring substantial time and 
financial commitments. 

 
The next step in building a bomb is weaponization—that is, 
designing, building and testing the nuclear devices. South 
Korea could surely master all scientific and engineering chal-
lenges of building a bomb—as it has demonstrated so con-
vincingly in mastering civilian nuclear power generation. 
Some of the purely military aspects could be accomplished in 
concert with its conventional military technical complex. But 
to prove the design and fabrication, there would need to be 
nuclear testing, but where? Neighboring countries—China 
and Japan—would certainly object strongly, and there would 
undoubtedly be strong domestic opposition to tests from 
every South Korean province. 

 

The nuclear warheads will also have to be integrated into 
delivery vehicles—such as ballistic missiles, cruise missiles, 
submarine-launched missiles or bombers. South Korea has all 
the basic building blocks, but it would still have substantial 
work to do to integrate the nuclear warheads into the deliv-
ery systems. Moreover, these requirements will continue to 
evolve as North Korea upgrades its offensive and defensive  
     (continued on page 3) 
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The Disastrous Downsides of South Korea Building Nuclear 
Weapons 
(continued from page 2) 

 

capabilities. The assembly, disassembly and fielding of nucle-
ar devices pose serious safety and security risks and would 
have to be learned without help or advice from current nucle-
ar powers. Seoul will also have to develop a command-and-
control structure that is more stringent than anything it has 
done so far for its conventional military.  

 

Another consequence of building a nuclear arsenal is that it 
will compete for resources—financial, personnel, and tech-
nical—with the South’s conventional military. As with other 
industries, such as electronics, automotive and consumer 
goods that depend on South Korean engineering and manu-
facturing, its military industry has risen to be among the best 
in the world. South Korea has become one of the top interna-
tional suppliers of military hardware. Seoul’s sales pitch is 
that it can deliver NATO-attuned military hardware faster and 
at lower prices than the United States. Changing directions to 
focus on a nuclear arsenal will derail most of its conventional 
military export business. 

 

Should South Korea decide to build its own nuclear arsenal, I 
believe the United States will almost surely end its military 
alliance and economic partnership with Seoul. Congressional 
sanctions would likely follow, trade would suffer, and tech-
nology cooperation would be derailed. 

 

A South Korean Nuclear Arsenal Would Seriously Undermine 
and Possibly Destroy Its Civilian Nuclear Industry and Global 
Exports 

 

President Yoon has vowed to reinvigorate South Korea’s civil-
ian nuclear industry and greatly expand its exports. Shortly 
after his interview, he was in the United Arab Emirates to do 
just that. 

 

In the 1980s, South Korea worked closely with the United 
States and Canada and quickly learned how to design, license, 
build, and operate nuclear reactors. By the 2000s, the Korea 
Electric Power Corporation (KEPCO) licensed and built its own 
Advanced Power Reactor, the APR-1400. I visited South Ko-
rea’s impressive nuclear facilities about ten years ago. I found 
the Korea Atomic Energy Research Institute (KAERI) in Dae-
jeon to be a world-class research laboratory. Its High-Flux 
Advanced Neutron Application Reactor (HANARO) is one of 
the best in the world, which allows the South to do cutting-
edge nuclear research and produce a variety of nuclear iso-

topes. 

 

The fuel fabrication facility in Daejeon, operated by KEPCO 
Nuclear Fuels, is a marvel of modern engineering and manu-
facturing. Doosan Heavy Industries in Busan is one of the few 
places that can forge reactor vessels for modern light water 
reactors. It was there that our Korean host showed us one 
(pictured below) that was going to the Vogtle reactor being 
built by Westinghouse in Georgia. The United States no long-
er has the capacity for heavy forgings like reactor vessels. 
South Korea, along with Japan, are among the few in the 
world that still do. At the time, I concluded that South Korea 
was a model for the nuclear industry. 

 

In 2009, South Korea won the contract to build four of its APR
-1400 reactors for the United Arab Emirates. It has done a 
remarkable job and is well on its way to putting the four reac-
tors on the grid. South Korea’s success is in stark contrast to 
the huge cost overruns experienced by the French company 
Areva in Finland and Westinghouse in the United States. The 
two reactors to be built in South Carolina were scrapped after 
an expenditure of $9 billion. The two in Georgia are in better 
shape, but still greatly over budget. KEPCO, on the other 
hand, has proven itself competent and the supplier of choice 
to the western world. Poland recently signed a contract for a 
reactor from KEPCO. 

 

If Seoul decides to build the bomb, it will likely bring about an 
end to its nuclear export business, both for lack of customers 
and because the US can block the export of many South Kore-
an nuclear technologies since they are based on US technolo-
gies licensed to the South. It may also lead to the shutdown 
of its domestic reactor fleet. South Korea imports all the ura-
nium used for its civilian nuclear reactors and depends on 
other countries for enrichment services. Once South Korea 
withdraws from the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT), it 
may no longer be able to produce nuclear fuel, threatening 
the domestic nuclear industry, which generates one-third of 
South Korea’s electricity. 

 

Seoul Would Deal a Serious Blow to the Nonproliferation 
Regime 

 

South Korea would be the first democratic country to with-
draw from the NPT, dealing a blow to decades of US leader-
ship in preventing nuclear proliferation. As serious as the 
North Korean nuclear threat is, I believe Washington would 
have no choice but to condemn and counter the South’s deci-
sion to build the bomb. The nonproliferation regime is a   
     (continued on page 4) 
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The Disastrous Downsides of South Korea Building 
Nuclear Weapons 
(continued from page 3) 

 

complex fabric of treaties, agreements, assurances, practices, 
and international organizations. North Korea’s bomb and 
Iran’s pursuit of the bomb have already stressed the regime. 
The negative impacts of Russia’s invasion of Ukraine are play-
ing out now. South Korea should not join these countries in 
undermining the regime. 

 

Its withdrawal or expulsion from the International Atomic 
Energy Agency (IAEA) would also put it in company with the 
only other country in that situation—namely North Korea. 
Instead of playing a supportive role in organizations like the 
IAEA, the Nuclear Suppliers Group and the Missile Technology 
Control Regime, South Korea would be shunned by the inter-
national community. 

 

South Korea’s withdrawal from the NPT would also under-
mine one of the most effective elements of the regime, 
namely forging security alliances to extend security protec-
tion to allied states, eliminating the need for these countries 
to build their own nuclear deterrents. So far, the United 
States has done this successfully in Europe and in Northeast 
Asia. 

 

Shooting Itself in the Foot 

 

South Korea’s decision to build the bomb will be widely con-
demned. It is unrealistic to think that Washington would sup-
port such a move or turn a blind eye. Moreover, China would 
likely level its own sanctions or support the international 
community to do the same. Consequently, the quest for the 
bomb will threaten much of South Korea’s economic success 
and soft power it has so painstakingly constructed over the 
years. Its quest for the bomb will shatter South Korea’s phe-
nomenal success with the likes of Samsung, Hyundai, 
and Hallyu. 

 

The irony is that an indigenous nuclear arsenal will make 
South Korea less secure. It is likely to draw an escalatory re-
sponse from the North, and Seoul may then have to face that 
threat on its own. Gone will be the experienced hand of 
Washington, the nuclear umbrella, and visits by US strategic 
platforms to South Korean ports and airfields. Instead, a 
South Korean nuclear arsenal would create the potential for 
any small incident on the peninsula to go nuclear, with little 
experience in either Korean capital on how to deescalate 
such crises. Except for a few instances, over the past forty 
years, the South Korean public and general life have been 

rather little affected by various developments in the North. 
That will change as Seoul will have to decide on its own how 
to respond to Pyongyang’s threatening actions. 

 

President Yoon may have walked back his comments on pur-
suing the bomb, but to the South Korean public, it is not a 
fringe idea. Public opinion polls over the last decade show 
consistent majority support for nuclear possession. South 
Koreans also increasingly question the credibility of US ex-
tended deterrence. It is imperative for the South Korean gov-
ernment to widen the discourse with the public about what it 
with cost them to build a nuclear arsenal. Likewise, Washing-
ton must better understand why its extended deterrence is 
being questioned and how it can work with Seoul to correct 
it. 

 

I have stressed that for South Korea, the decision to go nucle-
ar comes with trade-offs and consequences too enormous to 
bear. The South can have its own nuclear arsenal—at great 
expense and sacrifice—or work with the Americans to remain 
under the nuclear umbrella with American troops stationed 
on the peninsula. It cannot have both. 

 

 
 

Board Member’s Opinion Editorial 

                                  www.pacificcenturyinst.org     p. 4  

Book Release 

North Korea remains a puzzle 
to Americans. How did this 
country—one of the most iso-
lated in the world and in the 
policy cross hairs of every U.S. 
administration during the past 
30 years—progress from zero 
nuclear weapons in 2001 to a 
threatening arsenal of perhaps 
50 such weapons in 2021? 
 
Hinge Points brings readers 
literally inside the North Kore-
an nuclear program, joining 
Siegfried Hecker to see what he 
saw and hear what he heard in 
his visits to North Korea from 
2004 to 2010. Hecker goes be-

yond the technical details—described in plain English from his  
                              

                                                                                                                                                                                                             (continued on page 5) 
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on-the-ground experience at the North's nuclear center at  

Yongbyon—to put the nuclear program exactly where it be-
longs, in the context of decades of fateful foreign policy deci-
sions in Pyongyang and Washington. 

 

Describing these decisions as "hinge points," he traces the 
consequences of opportunities missed by both sides. The 
result has been that successive U.S. administrations have 
been unable to prevent the North, with the weakest of hands, 
from becoming one of only three countries in the world that 
might target the United States with nuclear weapons. Heck-
er's unique ability to marry the technical with the diplomatic 
is well informed by his interactions with North Korean and 
U.S. officials over many years, while his years of working with 
Russian, Chinese, Indian, and Pakistani nuclear officials have 
given him an unmatched breadth of experience from which to 
view and interpret the thinking and perspective of the North 
Koreans. 

This book review by PCI Board Member, Glyn Ford  of PCI Board 
Member John Delury’s book was published in the Asian Affairs on 
January 30, 2023. 

 

John Delury. Agents of Subversion: The Fate of John T. 
Downey and the CIA’s Covert War in China. Cornell University 
Press, London, 2022. 

pp. 376. Hb. $34.95. ISBN 978-1501765971 

 

Ostensibly the story of CIA officer John T. Downey, who was 
dropped into China during the Korean War to catalyse and 
foment counter-revolution, this book is really a sweeping 
indictment of Washington’s addiction to secrecy and its steely 
faith in the anti-communist fairy tales spun by chancers, char-
latans and the credulous. Downey was captured by the Chi-
nese in November 1952 when he and a fellow CIA agent, 
Richard Fecteau, flew in on a C-47 aircraft to exfiltrate Li 
Junying, the liaison officer of a guerrilla band they were 

running, who had been parachuted into China’s Changbi 
mountains two months earlier. Li had good news. He wanted 
to report in person his contacts with a disaffected ex-National 
Army general. The bad news was that it was all a trap. Li had 
been captured long before he’d even linked up with ‘Team 
Shen’ and turned so fast it was a blur. Downey and Fecteau, 
unlike the two pilots, survived the shooting down of their 
plane as it attempted to land. Downey was to spend twenty 
years and four months in a communist cell before his 

release in March 1973 in the wake of the Nixon-Mao rap-

prochement.  

 

As Delury details, Washington’s problems were comprehen-
sive, failing the tests of politics, process and product. The 
American experience of the European theatre during the Sec-
ond World War, with teams of guerrillas operating behind 
Nazi lines, just didn’t translate to Northeast Asia, especially 
when Chiang Kai-shek’s hapless supporters were written out 
of the script. Instead, the key role was to be played by a hesi-
tant and dwindling anti-communist, anti-Chiang ‘Third Force’ 
that existed on paper, with CIA-funded newspapers and mag-
azines, but was entirely absent on the ground. As for sub- 

version, in China the CIA’s efforts only pre-empted Mao’s 
slamming shut of the already narrow door of pluralism and 
denying them any purchase. In Delury’s account, the pro-
gramme’s start was not contingent on Beijing’s intervention 
in Korea, but rather on Mao’s victory in the Chinese civil war 

and Stalin’s bomb. As America searched for who ‘lost’ China, 
the CIA was authorised ‘to exploit guerrilla potential on the 
Chinese Mainland’ in July 1950, months before the ‘War to 
Resist US Aggression and Aid Korea’ was even a twinkle in 
Mao’s eye. 

 

We see in Agents of Subversion how the CIA had total confi-
dence in their programme. The possibility of failure was just 
not considered, yet the programme failed in China’s Jilin bor-
derlands with North Korea, in Yunnan Province with the 
scraps of Li Mi’s National Salvation Army, and in Tibet with 
the Dalai Lama’s brother. Trained partisans, weapons and 
supplies rained down under CIA parachutes, as often as not 
straight into the arms of the People’s Liberation Army. These 
debacles – and others around the world – were not the prod-
uct of a CIA gone rogue. They were all authorised and under- 

pinned by National Security Directives in Washington. 

 

Interestingly, London pushed back. With Hong Kong at the 
front of UK concerns, British mandarins expressed the view 
that less US subversion in China might result in less domestic 
repression. Things turned personal. London warned Zhou 
Enlai, en route to the 1955 Bandung Conference, of a threat 
of assassination. Sure enough, the Air India plane he had 
been scheduled to fly in – before a last-minute change of itin-
erary – suffered a mid-air explosion and crash-landing with 
most on board killed. The official British inquiry identified a 
suspect, a Chinese Nationalist agent, who had conveniently 
escaped their jurisdiction by ‘stowing away’ on a CIA 

plane bound for Taiwan. 

  

Delury convincingly argues that it was Washington’s conceit  
     (continued on page 6) 
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in refusing to accept the limits of power that pulled decision  

makers into the swamp of secrecy and covert action. If any-
thing, this only got worse when the hot war in Korea turned 
cold after the 1953 Armistice. It was all reprised in Vietnam.  

The credibility gap between means and ends was filled with 

cloak-and-dagger. The intelligence tail wagged democracy’s 
dog. It reached its apotheosis when it was brought home and 
onshored by Nixon against the threat from the Democratic 
Party. Watergate, for a moment at least, seemed to bring a 
kind of closure. As it turned out, Nixon’s press conference 
welcoming Downey home from captivity was overshadowed 
by questions about the growing scandal. On his return to 

the US, Downey said merely ‘I thought the 20 years were to a 
large extent wasted’. He could have been less sparing of the 
process and people that put him there and abandoned him. 
As America threatens to turn back the clock on China, we can 
only hope that some lessons of the past have been learnt. 
Agents of Subversion can only help. 

 

GLYN FORD © 2023 

https://doi.org/10.1080/03068374.2023.2165762 

 

The 7th Sejong Defense Forum took place November 2022 in 
Seoul, South Korea. One of the main issues addressed at the 
forum was the crisis stability on the Korean Peninsula in dealing 
with North Korea’s nuclear threat. Dr. Jungsup Kim, Senior Re-
search Fellow at the Sejong Institute pointed out that as all the 
attention was focused on strengthening deterrence, the US and  

 

South Korean government were not properly prepared for the 
instability problem, another axis of North Korea’s nuclear threat. 
Although enhancing deterrence is an important task, it was 
stressed that the risk of nuclear war on the Korean Peninsula is 
highly likely to occur due to the failure to properly manage the 
crisis and instability. The participants acknowledged that we 
need to be vigilant against failure in crisis management as much 
as failure in deterrence, and exchanged various views on how to 
achieve the dual tasks of stabilizing the crisis and strengthening 
deterrence.  
 

Project Bridge, an intercultural youth leadership program that 
aims to cultivate future community leaders and introduce them 
to U.S.- Korea relations, with an emphasis on cultural and racial 
sensitivity and a firm understanding of Korea. The goal of this 
unique program is to “bridge” the gap among cultures through 
cultural awareness and leadership training, with Korea as its case 
study.  

 

We are delighted to introduce the 2022-2023 Project Bridge 
Youth Ambassadors from across the Greater Los Angeles Area. 
Since the start of the program, the Youth Ambassadors have 
learned about the Korean history, culture and society, participat-
ed in a joint Korean language session with New York and Mon-
tana cohorts, and had the opportunity to celebrate Lunar New 
Year at Northridge Park, CA. 

 

The Youth Ambassadors are looking forward to upcoming field 
trips, workshops, and the ten-day study tour to South Korea in 
April 2023. 

PCI Sponsored Programs 

                                  www.pacificcenturyinst.org     p. 6  

Sejong Defense Forum 

Iverlyn Alicon, Junior Perla Solano, Junior 

Alonzo Flores, Junior Andrea Taubkin, Junior 

Isabella Li, Junior Jenny Tran, Junior 

Sasha Senglemann, Senior Alexander Xie-McCarthy, 
Senior 

2022-2023 Youth Ambassadors  

Project Bridge 

(Dr. Chung-in Moon with Sejong Defense Forum participants, Seoul, Korea) 
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This year’s Youth Ambassador, Sasha Sengelmann shares her 
insight on the program and what she looks forward to in future 
workshops and Study Tour to South Korea. 

 

Annyeonghaseyo! My name is Sasha Sengelmann, and I am cur-
rently a senior at Gabrielino High School, located in San Gabriel. 
Spending most of my life in Singapore and the 626 – areas both 
well-known for their ethnic and cultural diversity – fostering rela-
tionships with others through cultural understanding is a value 
that has always been incredibly significant to me, and it is some-
thing that I have cultivated throughout my life. Therefore, I con-
sider myself very lucky to be able to be a Project Bridge Youth 
Ambassador.  

 

I found out about the Project Bridge Youth Ambassador Program 
through a Google Classroom announcement, posted by my 
school’s College and Career Center. After reading the program 
description, I made the choice to apply because it was an oppor-
tunity to gain invaluable experience learning about and building 
connections with people of different cultural heritages.  

 

Though there have only been three workshops so far, we have 
learned much about Korea, from its history to its modern-day 
economy. I found the lectures about Ancient Korea to be particu-
larly interesting, and I enjoyed learning about the states’ origins, 
Korean mythology, and the advancements made in science, med-
icine, law, literature, and culture during the Golden Age of Korea. 
Both inside and outside of the Project Bridge workshops, I have 
also been paying extra attention to religion and philosophy in 
Korea, as that is my assigned research topic for the program. 

Confucianism has been a focal point in much of my research, as it 
was heavily implemented during the Joseon Dynasty, and contin-
ues to influence several aspects of Korean society, especially 
those pertaining to its social constructs and hierarchies. For in-

stance, “hyo” (효/孝), referring the Confucian value of filial piety, 

which is still strongly upheld in Korean society. As a Chinese per-
son, learning about these ideas was particularly meaningful, be-
cause I was able to draw connections and make sense of the 
interdisciplinary values between Korean and Chinese culture, 
vicariously discovering the numerous instances of Chinese influ-
ences in Korean culture. I look forward to analyzing more of the 
similarities and differences between both cultures as I continue 
delving into the religious and philosophical ideologies that have – 
and continue to – shape North and South Korea into the beauti-
ful, prosperous nations they are today.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Another thing I look forward to with great anticipation is the 
upcoming study tour in April, during which we will have the 
chance to experience life in Korea firsthand (and put some of the 
Hangul we’ve learned to the test!). I am especially excited to visit 
the Seoul Metropolitan Library, and meet Korean high school 
students to learn more about their lifestyles.  

 

The study tour to Korea will only last for 10 days, yet I am confi-
dent that I will carry the memories, leadership experience, and 
communication skills from this journey with me for the rest of 
my life. As someone who understands the significance of cultural 
diversity, I believe that using it as a means of building “bridges” 
rather than viewing it as a barrier is something beautiful, thus 
Project Bridge is an endeavor that I am truly honored to be a 
part of.  

Project Bridge 
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(2022-2023 Youth Ambassador, Sasha Senglemann at 
the Lunar New Year Celebration, Northridge, CA) 

(‘22-’23 Los Angeles Youth Ambassadors at a workshop, Chatsworth, CA) 



 

Directory  

PACIFIC CENTURY INSTITUTE 
19850 Plummer Street 
Chatsworth, CA  91311 

 

 

 

Board of Directors 
 

Ambassador Kathleen Stephens, PCI Chair 

James Thomson, PCI Vice Chair 

Ambassador Raymond Burghardt, PCI President 

Tom Plate, PCI Vice President  

Lynn Turk, PCI Secretary 

Bob Sullivan, PCI Treasurer 

Robert Carlin, Stanford University 

Carol Costello, Thumbsicle Productions  

John Delury, Yonsei University 

Richard Drobnick, Director, IBEAR Program, USC 

Donald Evans, CPA,  Evans & Bentley  

Glyn Ford, Track2Asia 

Robert Gallucci, Georgetown University 

Ambassador Donald P. Gregg, Chairman Emeritus, PCI 

Siegfried S. Hecker, Stanford University 

Dr. John A. Linton, Yonsei University Severance Hospital 

Pete McCloskey, former US Congressman 

Adrienne Medawar, President Emeritus, Town Hall LA  

Chung-in Moon, Chair, the Sejong Institute 

Charles E. Morrison, Distinguished Senior Fellow, East-West Center 

William H. Overholt, Harvard Asia Center 

Mari Pangestu, former Minister of Trade, Republic of Indonesia 

S. Nathan Park, Attorney at Law  

Volker Rühe, former German Defense Minister , Board Emeritus, PCI 

Jie-ae Sohn, Professor, Ewha Womans University 

Gregory F. Treverton, Professor, University of Southern California 

 

Vol. 26 No. 1        “Building Bridges Between Countries and Peoples”            Winter 2020 

Contact: 
  
19850 Plummer Street 
Chatsworth, CA  91311 
(818) 721-5555 (Tel) 
(818) 459-7926 (Fax) 
pci@pacificcenturyinst.org 
 

PCI Web site: 
www.pacificcenturyinst.org 
 

Spencer H. Kim 
(818) 721-5500 (Tel) 
spencer@cbol.com 
 
 

Angie S. Pak 
(818) 721-5601 (Tel), (818) 459-7926 (Fax) 
angie.pak@pacificcenturyinst.org 

Regional Offices: 
 

East Coast Office  
William Overholt 
15296 Monadnock Road  
Chestnut Hills, MA 02467 
Billoverholt@yahoo.com 
 

Mid-West Office  
Don Evans 
116 South Sherrin Avenue  
Louisville, KY 40203 
devanscpa@bellsouth.com 
 

Representative (Korea): 
 

Jie-ae Sohn 
10-508 Sampoong Apt., 1685 Seocho-dong 
Seocho-gu, Seoul, Korea 
jieaesohn@gmail.com 

PCI Fellows: 
 

Frederick F. Carriere 
PCI Senior Fellow 
ffcarrie@syr.edu  
 

Ji Eun Baek 
PCI Senior Fellow 
jieunbaek412@gmail.com 
 

Kathi Zellweger 
PCI Senior Fellow 
kzellweger03@gmail.com 
 

Gene Kim 
PCI Fellow 
genekim92@gmail.com 
 

Ella Kelleher 
PCI Junior Fellow 
ellakellher99@gmail.com 

  

SAVE THE DATE! 
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Date:   Thursday, February 16, 2023 
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Reception 6:00 PM  |  Dinner 7:00 PM 
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Upcoming Events 

 

Book Event! 
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