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Over the long term, it is more than plausible that within a few decades at the latest, 
certain NATO members will become majority non-European. As such, it is an open 
question whether they will view their place in the world, or their alliance with the 
United States, in the same way as those who signed the NATO charter. 

Our broad policy for Europe should prioritize: 

• Reestablishing conditions of stability within Europe and strategic stability 
with Russia; 

• Enabling Europe to stand on its own feet and operate as a group of aligned 
sovereign nations, including by taking primary responsibility for its own 
defense, without being dominated by any adversarial power; 

• Cultivating resistance to Europe’s current trajectory within European 
nations; 

• Opening European markets to U.S. goods and services and ensuring fair 
treatment of U.S. workers and businesses; 

• Building up the healthy nations of Central, Eastern, and Southern Europe 
through commercial ties, weapons sales, political collaboration, and cultural 
and educational exchanges; 

• Ending the perception, and preventing the reality, of NATO as a perpetually 
expanding alliance; and 

• Encouraging Europe to take action to combat mercantilist overcapacity, 
technological theft, cyber espionage, and other hostile economic practices. 

D. The Middle East: Shift Burdens, Build Peace 

For half a century at least, American foreign policy has prioritized the Middle East 
above all other regions. The reasons are obvious: the Middle East was for decades 
the world’s most important supplier of energy, was a prime theater of superpower 
competition, and was rife with conflict that threatened to spill into the wider world 
and even to our own shores. 

Today, at least two of those dynamics no longer hold. Energy supplies have 
diversified greatly, with the United States once again a net energy exporter. 
Superpower competition has given way to great power jockeying, in which the 
United States retains the most enviable position, reinforced by President Trump’s 
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successful revitalization of our alliances in the Gulf, with other Arab partners, and 
with Israel. 

Conflict remains the Middle East’s most troublesome dynamic, but there is today 
less to this problem than headlines might lead one to believe. Iran—the region’s 
chief destabilizing force—has been greatly weakened by Israeli actions since 
October 7, 2023, and President Trump’s June 2025 Operation Midnight Hammer, 
which significantly degraded Iran’s nuclear program. The Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict remains thorny, but thanks to the ceasefire and release of hostages 
President Trump negotiated, progress toward a more permanent peace has been 
made. Hamas’s chief backers have been weakened or stepped away. Syria remains 
a potential problem, but with American, Arab, Israeli, and Turkish support may 
stabilize and reassume its rightful place as an integral, positive player in the region. 

As this administration rescinds or eases restrictive energy policies and American 
energy production ramps up, America’s historic reason for focusing on the Middle 
East will recede. Instead, the region will increasingly become a source and 
destination of international investment, and in industries well beyond oil and gas—
including nuclear energy, AI, and defense technologies. We can also work with 
Middle East partners to advance other economic interests, from securing supply 
chains to bolstering opportunities to develop friendly and open markets in other 
parts of the world such as Africa. 

Middle East partners are demonstrating their commitment to combatting 
radicalism, a trendline American policy should continue to encourage. But doing so 
will require dropping America’s misguided experiment with hectoring these 
nations—especially the Gulf monarchies—into abandoning their traditions and 
historic forms of government. We should encourage and applaud reform when and 
where it emerges organically, without trying to impose it from without. The key to 
successful relations with the Middle East is accepting the region, its leaders, and its 
nations as they are while working together on areas of common interest. 

America will always have core interests in ensuring that Gulf energy supplies do 
not fall into the hands of an outright enemy, that the Strait of Hormuz remain open, 
that the Red Sea remain navigable, that the region not be an incubator or exporter 
of terror against American interests or the American homeland, and that Israel 
remain secure. We can and must address this threat ideologically and militarily 
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without decades of fruitless “nation-building” wars. We also have a clear interest in 
expanding the Abraham Accords to more nations in the region and to other 
countries in the Muslim world. 

But the days in which the Middle East dominated American foreign policy in both 
long-term planning and day-to-day execution are thankfully over—not because the 
Middle East no longer matters, but because it is no longer the constant irritant, and 
potential source of imminent catastrophe, that it once was. It is rather emerging as 
a place of partnership, friendship, and investment—a trend that should be 
welcomed and encouraged. In fact, President Trump’s ability to unite the Arab 
world at Sharm el-Sheikh in pursuit of peace and normalization will allow the 
United States to finally prioritize American interests. 

E. Africa 

For far too long, American policy in Africa has focused on providing, and later on 
spreading, liberal ideology. The United States should instead look to partner with 
select countries to ameliorate conflict, foster mutually beneficial trade 
relationships, and transition from a foreign aid paradigm to an investment and 
growth paradigm capable of harnessing Africa’s abundant natural resources and 
latent economic potential. 

Opportunities for engagement could include negotiating settlements to ongoing 
conflicts (e.g., DRC-Rwanda, Sudan), and preventing new ones (e.g., Ethiopia-
Eritrea-Somalia), as well as action to amend our approach to aid and investment 
(e.g., the Africa Growth and Opportunity Act). And we must remain wary of 
resurgent Islamist terrorist activity in parts of Africa while avoiding any long-term 
American presence or commitments. 

The United States should transition from an aid-focused relationship with Africa to 
a trade- and investment-focused relationship, favoring partnerships with capable, 
reliable states committed to opening their markets to U.S. goods and services. An 
immediate area for U.S. investment in Africa, with prospects for a good return on 
investment, include the energy sector and critical mineral development. 
Development of U.S.-backed nuclear energy, liquid petroleum gas, and liquified 
natural gas technologies can generate profits for U.S. businesses and help us in the 
competition for critical minerals and other resources. 




