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Letter from the Editor 

The Journal of Homeland and National Security Perspectives (JHNSP) returns 
after a brief hiatus. COVID-19 caused societal disruptions in all industries, which 
resulted in a worldwide scaling back of operations. Fortunately, thanks to the grit of Dr. 
Eduardo Martinez and Dr. W. Layne Dittman, the JHNSP endures. As a result, I'm 
pleased to announce that Angelo State University's (ASU) Kay Bailey Hutchison Center 
for Security Studies now releases Volume 7 of the JHNSP. 

The JHNSP seeks to provide students with the opportunity to advance their 
careers. We seek robust articles that shape homeland and national security. 
Furthermore, the JHNSP allows students to read, contribute, or support the journal. The 
material incentivizes long-form reading and writing, which is increasingly vital as we 
further digitize our personal and professional lives. Likewise, its broad scope exposes 
readers to diverse perspectives. This edition advances security through insightful 
articles on intelligence fusion centers, the United States (US) Saudi Arabia strategy, and 
cyber threats.

President Joseph Biden's National Security Strategy (NSS) raises topics of the 
utmost importance, and the JHNSP articles provide a basis to examine the policy 
further. First, the NSS identified the next decade as an inflection point for the world. 
Second, it broke down the dividing lines between foreign and domestic policy, seeking 
to build resilience at home. Third, it sought to align the international order with American 
interests and values. Lastly, it highlighted cybersecurity as a priority. Each issue raises 
concerns from a security perspective. Cybersecurity blurs the domestic and foreign lines 
when attackers mask their locations. Moreover, shaping the international order 
according to American interests and values highlights the recent authoritarian and 
democratic divide within world politics. We must ask how the US could navigate the 
blurring of the domestic and foreign lines while preserving civil liberties.  

One security problem is how to provide timely and actionable intelligence to 
decision-makers. However, we should also consider what an American citizen, afraid of 
mass shootings, lone-wolf terrorism, or government overreach, thinks of resiliency. 
Their fears highlight the new threat. Terrorists have an amorphous shape, complicating 
law enforcement efforts to detect and disrupt their plans. One solution to the problem 
might be to increase intelligence collection (e.g., National Security Agency bulk data 
collection). However, the perception of government overreach could legitimize their 
grievances. The issue is complicated. Ultimately, local security threats require local 
responses. One method is fusion centersðowned by state and local entitiesðthat 
provide intelligence to decision-makers. Alison E. G. Dinong assesses the current state 
of fusion centers and identifies inefficiencies while providing recommendations for 
improvement. 
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The US must be the change it wants to see in the international order. 
International norms are socially constructed. So, for the US to lead, it must show its 
values and state its interests. Any contradiction damages the effort to set international 
norms, and therein lies the problem. For instance, the NSS sought to hold states 
accountable for human rights abuses and seeks equality for all. However, the US 
collaborates with oppressive nations that violate human rights. Take the case of the US 
support to the Saudi-led Coalition in Yemen, despite Saudi Arabia's poor human rights 
record. That exposes the contradiction in US grand strategy. Likewise, Bridget Homan's 
assessment identified similar contradictions within the support itself to the Saudi-led 
Coalition.  

Cyber threats from state and non-state actors are a growing risk. For example, 
the Solar Wind hack exposed hundreds of thousands of companies, including 
government agencies. In addition, the Colonial Pipeline Ransomware incident resulted 
in fuel shortages, causing fuel prices to rise to their highest since 2014. As a result, we 
frequently examine cyber through acute incidents in critical infrastructure. Similarly, 
Dreyton Schafer identified conditions in aviation that make it more susceptible to cyber 
threats.  

The security environment is increasingly complex. According to the US Army 
Training and Doctrine Command, every country will possess advanced technological 
capabilities by 2035-2050. Additionally, two-thirds of the world's population will live in 
urban areas by 2050. As a result, both the vulnerability or susceptibility to threats and 
riskðdanger from threatsðincrease. For instance, the threat from cyber grows because 
of the internet-of-things (i.e., objects connecting to the internet). Likewise, densely 
packed urban areas amplify the likelihood of mass casualties. However, the Office of 
the Director of National Intelligence, using current trends to present alternative futures in 
2040, considered a world that ranges from great power anarchy (i.e., might is right) to a 
near-global democratic reawakening (i.e., coalitions of democracies leading the world). 
The future holds great opportunities but also significant risks. 

People with diverse backgrounds must contribute to the field to improve national 
and homeland security. Moreover, the threats expand beyond military issues or national 
borders. One example is COVID-19's global impact. The traditional models of thinking, 
while helpful, could limit our perspective. In contrast to the Cold War, modern threats 
are complex, nonlinear, or emergentðthey are dynamic, volatile, and unpredictable, 
which could have cascading impacts on the region or world. Thus, the role of 
intelligence is understandably important in this complex security environment. To 
defend against the unknown, we must expand how we think. 

Yours in Security, 

Jonathon Harris, Editor, December 2022




