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Defending American Interests

What American Leadership Looks Like
by Hon. Keith Self, Texas Collin County Judge, U.S. Army, ret’d., served in Afghanistan and Qatar, and chief negotiator at
NATO for Allied Forces in Bosnia Herzegovinia and Kosovo, Emergency Action Officer at Single Integrated Operational
Plan operations, administered U.S.-Israeli Bilateral Training Program, and EO deploying Small Atomic Demolition Munition.

T

he world experienced a major
shift around 1990 when the
Soviet Union collapsed, and we moved
from a bi-polar world controlled
by the United States and the Soviet
Union to an uncertain world order.
For a short period, America was the
world’s only superpower.
		Soon after, our own retreat from
the world, in the form of a “peace
dividend,” created a power vacuum
around the world. We are now reaping the consequences of a chaotic
world, including our own never-ending conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan.
We also witnessed the rise of new
major powers, primarily China.
		
The question at that time was
whether power would evolve to a
new multi-polar world featuring more
major powers, or instead, devolve to
non-state regional actors with diminished roles for nation states. The answer today is “yes”. Both have come
to pass, creating a confusing picture
for those who grew up in the simple
but dangerous bi-polar world of the
Cold War.
		Today the world’s attention is focused on two very dangerous regions,
each with its own personality and actors. While these two regions garner

the most attention, much of the rest
of the world is in flux or experiencing
unrest.
		The Middle East represents
the most complex region that can
be viewed through any number of
prisms; Muslim states/Jewish state, Sunni/Shia, OPEC/
U.S. shale oil, Islam’s internal struggle to enter the
21st century, myriad state
and non-state threats surrounding Israel, Iran’s quest
for nuclear weapons, and of
course, the constant theme
of terror. All the disparate
prisms are interconnected
and intertwined.
		Our vital relationship with Israel is critical. Israel’s democracy
represents what every country in the
region can become if they acknowledge the right of Israel to exist and
peacefully transform to allow government control by the people. Israel
stands both as a condemnation of the
Muslim nations and as an example to
them; the best of which are the Arab
Muslim Members of the Knesset.
However, modern societal fissures
are impacting domestic Israeli conditions with uncertain results.

		Israel has a nuclear arsenal. I
have traveled to Israel many times
and worked with the Israeli Defense
Forces, and I continue to believe that
Israel would defend itself with nuclear weapons if necessary.

		Iran is both an actor in the Middle
East opposite Saudi Arabia and on the
world stage in a broader worldwide
nuclear and terror context. One of the
more scientifically advanced nations
of the greater Middle East, Iran is
absolutely capable of developing nuclear weapons in the near future. The
fact that the U.S. and Israel both have
nuclear weapons drives the Iranian aspiration to acquire them as well. The
nuclear agreement and covert operations have delayed nuclear weapons
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development, but when their nuclear
capabilities can support their harsh
rhetoric, we will have to decide what
risk we are willing to accept. As their
supreme leader Ayatollah Khamenei
ages and public unrest bubbles, there
may be an opportunity for Iran to back
off its harsh public positions and its
support of terror in order to provide
more freedom to its citizens.
		Our national interest is that nuclear
weapons are never again used as weapons of war. Iran is a viable threat in the
Middle East. If the United States does
not deal with the rising threat of nuclear Iran and potential internal political
changes do not reduce the perceived
threat, the regional actors may have to
deal with Iran themselves as Iranian
capabilities grow to match its rhetoric.
		
The United States has handled
terror much better than Europe, which
runs the risk of greatly expanded terrorism because of their inability to
perceive the magnitude of the threat.
I am optimistic about our future, because I believe that terror will not
conquer the West. And when terror is
defeated, it will signal to Islam that
a culture that condones terror, female
mutilation, and honor killings cannot take a seat on the civilized world
stage. I am less sanguine about the
ignorance in America of Sharia as a
comprehensive culture that undercuts
our ideals of the dignity of every person and the rule of law.
		North Korea is truly dangerous.
Our worst scenario has long been a
madman with nuclear weapons, and

that is exactly what we have in North
Korea. China has the most immediate
influence over Kim Jong-Un, but the
question is whether China is willing
to exercise its influence. We must
use every element of national power
to influence North Korea, or risk the
loss of South Korea to regional war. A
regional war always carries the risk to
expand beyond that region.
		The Chinese regime is anti-democratic, no friend of free markets, and
a cyber bully. Thousands of Chinese
military are flooding the Third World to
control raw materials. China is committed to building a true blue-water navy,
and has largely succeeded in building a
viable threat to our Pacific Fleet.
		However, China has its own challenges, particularly due to its onechild policy that dramatically skewed
its demographics. China is aging,
just as much of the developed world
is aging. The key difference, though,
is that Europe, the U.S., and Japan
are wealthy. China’s general population is not yet wealthy, so sustaining
an aging population is increasingly
problematic.
		In closing, short of global thermonuclear war, I believe the most
likely existential threat to America is
a major cyber-attack on government
systems, followed closely by a nuclear electromagnetic pulse (EMP)
attack high over America that would
destroy much of the electrical equipment across wide swaths of our nation. If launched from a southerly
trajectory, our tracking and defens-

Star Wars: The Force Awakens

Phyllis Schlafly knew that a good defense is a good offense. Beginning in the
1980s, she and her Eagles whom she trained argued for a missile defense system
(a.k.a. Star Wars) that could shoot down incoming missiles and protect America
from rogue nations such as North Korea.
Last month, the U.S. military successfully intercepted a test intercontinental
ballistic missile over the Pacific Ocean. Boeing built the Ground-Based Midcourse
Defense in Huntsville, Alabama. This key test shows that the U.S. finally has a
credible defense and deterrent shield against a very real threat that is hostile to the
U.S. Our founder, Phyllis Schlafly, was prescient on the need for the U.S. to maintain military superiority in the world.
		
Anne Schlafly Cori • Chairman, Eagle Forum

es are minimal. An EMP attack will
cause little physical damage, but all
unshielded electric equipment will
cease to function. For example, the
generator that you bought to provide
electricity when the power goes off
would not run, unless you protect the
electronic controls from EMP radiation. Food, fuel, and water could not
be transported. Your new SUV won’t
start, and you couldn’t get fuel in
any case. Electronic communications
would not exist. Our entire society
runs on electricity, so total destruction of electronic controls and devices would devastate our civilization
with massive death and, potentially,
the collapse of society.
		By contrast, many of the topics
that consume much of our attention,
the social contract challenges, climate change, and federal land use all
divert our attention and cause decay
in our national defense capabilities.
		The world is much more complex
and interrelated than ever before. By
any measure, as weapons capabilities
and ranges grow, as ancient rivalries
fester, as increased expectations in
the Third World emerge, the world
is not getting any safer. Our response
must be a dedicated vigilance with
discernment of the capabilities of our
major competitors. We cannot know
for certain their intentions. We must
not be naïve.
“The condition upon which God
hath given liberty to man is eternal
vigilance.” (Irish lawyer and politician John Philpot Curran, 1790.)
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Protect Our Electric Grid from Terror
by Senator Bob Hall, R-TX

T

he
Electromagnetic
Pulse
(EMP) threat is not science
fiction and its consequences cannot
be overstated.
		In today’s society electricity
is the third most important thing
to sustaining life; only air and
water are more important. Many
people will live longer without food
than without electricity. In fact, a
congressional study by the EMP
commission predicted that 90 percent
of our population would die within 11
months without electricity.
		In short, an EMP is an
instantaneous burst or “pulse” of
electromagnetic energy resulting
from a rapid acceleration of highly
charged particles. Although not
biologically harmful to humans, an
EMP has the capability to destroy
— beyond repair — our electric grid
which powers all other life-sustaining
infrastructures in every state.
		For more than a decade, experts
have warned about the devastating
consequences of an EMP attack on
our nation’s electric power grid.
However, unlike physical and cyber
threats, protecting our nation from the
threat of an EMP attack or extreme
space weather event has been all but
ignored by the federal government
and the electric power industry.
		
The serious consequences from
an EMP are not new to many. The
U.S. Congress has known about the
wide-spread and catastrophic damage
from an EMP attack or an extreme
space weather event.
For more than 50 years, the U.S.
military has known about the seriousness of the EMP threat. I first
encountered the EMP issue during
my active duty service as a Systems Engineer in the United States

Air Force. At the height of the Cold
War, while stationed at Norton Air
Force Base, I led a project team of
engineers tasked with
hardening the Minuteman Missile System II from the Soviet
Union’s high-altitude
nuclear based EMP
first strike capability.
		Today, the Department of Defense
continues to harden
its critical components and key strategic assets from the
EMP threat by strictly adhering to an array of EMP protection standards, such as MIL-STD
188-125. The North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD)
has returned to Colorado’s Cheyenne
Mountain facility to protect itself in
the event of an EMP attack. The $700
million contract to upgrade the electronics inside the facility provides a
clue about just how concerned the
military is about the EMP threat.
		In 2000, Congress mandated the
Commission to Assess the Threat
from High Altitude Electromagnetic
Pulse (The EMP Commission) to
examine the threat of EMP to U.S.
critical infrastructure and military
assets. After several years of study,
the commission’s report concluded
the EMP threat was “one of a small
number of threats that has the
potential to hold our society at risk
and might result in the defeat of our
military forces.” Furthermore, during
testimony to Congress, experts that
served on the EMP Commission
stressed that a wide-area blackout
lasting 11 months or more would
bring with it a potentially large-scale
death rate in the population.
		
Unfortunately for the American
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people, powerful lobby groups have
opposed the passage of necessary
grid protection legislation proposed

at the federal level, making it very
difficult for Congress to even vote
on the issue. Despite the military’s
understanding of the detrimental
consequences from an EMP attack,
the federal government has failed to
serve the interests of the people.

TAKE ACTION:
		The federal government’s failure to act is bad news for our nation,
but Eagle Forum encourages you to
contact your Congressman about
your electric grid’s vulnerability
from an EMP attack and ask him/
her to pass legislation to protect and
harden our electric grid. To learn
more, you can also check this website, www.infragard.org, to see if
there is a planned workshop in your
area that you can attend.
		The economic benefits of a secure
electric grid are immeasurable. The
social and economic strain resulting
from an EMP attack or extreme space
weather event would be so catastrophic
that several experts contend that
recovery would be long and difficult.
Let’s act now to protect our electric
grids from an EMP attack.
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Paris Can Wait
by Anne Schlafly Cori, Chairman of Eagle Forum

T

he “climate change” agenda
pushed by the United Nations is
clearly an attack on American workers and jobs and our American standard of living. The Paris Accord is
not in American economic interests,
plus nothing in that Accord will matter to planet Earth.
		President Trump has kept his
campaign promise to remove the
United States from the United Nations’ Paris Accord. Stopping the
U.N. mischief was a high priority for
our beloved founder Phyllis Schlafly
— so much so that she appointed a
chairman to attend nearly every U.N.
climate change meeting since 1997 to
report to our activists and lead our efforts to oppose the damaging globalist agenda.
		
The “climate change” treaty
was first hatched in 1992 at a U.N.
meeting in Rio de Janeiro. In attendance was former Senator and Secretary of State John Kerry, who met
his future wife during that meeting.
With his wife’s funding help, Kerry
then began to network with schools
and universities to push radical environmental ideas into American
education. Secretary Kerry worked
especially hard throughout the 2015
U.N. meeting in Paris to subject
America to an environmental agenda that centers on the hubris that
man somehow has the “power” to
change the climate.
		The goal of the U.N. Accord is to
create a legal framework to avoid “human-caused” global warming, even
though the earth has not warmed over
the past 19 years. In Kyoto, nations
agreed to reduce greenhouse gases (primarily carbon dioxide) by 5 percent
below 1990 levels by 2008-2012, but
the United States rightfully never rati-

fied that treaty. The Paris
Accord would up the ante
to a 32 percent reduction
in greenhouse gases by
2030. Their unattainable goal is to try to eliminate the use of
all fossil fuels
by 2050. Green
or renewable energy sources are all less efficient
and more expensive than using fossil
fuels. The U.S. is now and always will
be a fossil fuel-based society.
		Today, coal and natural gas generate two-thirds of the electricity
used in the United States. Coal generates 7,745 megawatt hours of electricity per worker and natural gas
3,812 MWH per worker. “Green”
energy cannot meet all of our energy needs as wind only generates
836 MWH per worker and solar 98
MWH per worker. Producing the
same amount of electricity requires
1 coal worker, 2 natural gas workers,
12 wind industry employees, or 79
solar workers. The Paris agreement
would punish American productivity, but continue to give China a free
pass on carbon emissions.
		Eagle Forum has watched nations
change their position concerning “climate change” from one of non-interest
to their current position of seeing it as
a “cash cow” for their economies. The
anti-American U.N. meetings have
promoted the claim that America is
mostly to blame for “climate change”
because of our industrial strength,
which includes burning of fossil fuels.
The true purpose of the U.N.’s “climate change” agenda is to redistribute wealth around the globe.
		Radical environmentalists, in-

cluding former
Secretary
Kerry
and
former Vice
President
Al
Gore,
have turned
the ruse into
a platform to
enhance their
own power and
financial wealth. The
climate change elites have
not changed their own personal energy consumption, but would like to
have the power to regulate America’s energy use.
		
Former
President
Obama’s
“Clean Power Plan” was the trophy
he handed to the U.N. in 2015 for the
Paris Accord. Obama committed $3
billion of American taxpayer money
to a U.N. climate slush fund without
any authorization from Congress.
That fund just gives away our money
to poorer countries allegedly to “mitigate” the effects of climate change.
		President Trump should have
also withdrawn from the U.N.
Framework Convention on Climate
Change to stop all funding for “climate change”, including the Green
Climate Fund. Instead he chose
to withdraw according to a 4-year
schedule, which legitimizes Obama’s
false claim that the U.N. treaty is
merely an executive agreement rather than a treaty. We must still watch
the U.N. negotiations carefully over
the next four years to protect American interests, since the president
who is elected in 2020 could reverse
Trump’s decision.
		America should not be bullied by
U.N. “green-niks” who envy our freedoms and successful economy.

