
 

 

Friday, October 21, 2016 
  
1) Dr. Peter Pry - Underestimating the North Korean Nuclear Threat: 
 
The mainstream media, by ignorance or design, consistently and grossly 
underestimates the nuclear and missile threat from North Korea.  Most press and 
TV reporting gives the impression that North Korea has only a tiny and primitive 
nuclear arsenal (6-10 weapons is an oft reported number), missiles so unreliable 
that they are not a credible threat, and no capability to strike the U.S. mainland. 
 
There are many and profound unknowns about North Korea's nuclear weapons 
and missile capabilities.  Precisely for this reason, the North Korean nuclear 
threat should be described as including a range of credible possibilities, and not 
as a single point on that range of possibilities--and certainly not as the lowest, 
least threatening, estimate. 
 
Reporters and their "experts" who prefer to low-ball the North Korean nuclear 
threat, pleading analytical conservatism, are in reality incautious and 
irresponsible.  The public and their policymakers--who may hope for the best but 
should plan for the worst--are poorly served by the  gross underestimation of the 
North Korean nuclear threat prevailing in the mainstream media. 
 
The adage "better safe than sorry" should guide estimates of and policy toward 
nuclear North Korea.  But the White House, that does not want a North Korea 
armed with nuclear missiles that can strike the United States to be part of 
President Obama's legacy, has done everything possible to deny and "spin" this 
reality toward the least threatening estimates. 
 

2) Ambassador Hank Cooper October 18, 2016—A New Cold War???: 

The Obama administration appears not to have a clue that its “leading from 

behind” policies are delusional. In only 3-months, his administration will be 

leaving behind conditions that are worse than the Carter administration’s legacy 

of a “hollow army” and atrophying strategic force capabilities.  Unlike in the 

Carter years, there seems to be little hope that the Obama administration will 

leave a foundational understanding of its failures and development of policies 

that a follow-on administration can build upon.  

Therefore, such understanding and leadership must come from somewhere else.  

First, we must understand the dangers we face — and the urgency of dealing 

with the dangers. Barring some major change within the Obama administration, 

hope for the future must come from outside the Obama-led government. 

Among threats that must be addressed are those that come from the alliance of 

those who wish us ill around the world — beginning with Russia and its allies in 
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the Middle East—notably in Syria and Iran.  Thanks to Obama’s terrible Nuclear 

Deal, Iran is now emboldened and empowered with the removal of over a 

hundred billion dollars in sanctions that will permit them to outsource their dirty 

work and expand their role as the world’s greatest sponsor of terror.   

Not the least of the consequences of this threat is that Iran or one of its 

outsourced surrogates could attack the United States in a way that returns us to 

the 19th century without the agrarian society that then sustained us.  Of course, I 

am referring to an electromagnetic pulse (EMP) attack that would shut down our 

electric grid for an indefinite period.  Most Americans likely would die within a 

year. 

As Fritz concluded, we must fix what is “goofy in our own policies.” 

3) Here's How Easy It Is to Sabotage America's Energy Grid: 

A review published by the DHS in 2015 identified physical and cyber security as 

a risk to energy infrastructure systems, including the threat of multiple, 

coordinated attacks and electromagnetic pulse events, but focused primarily on 

threats to the electrical grid. 

Security experts said they have tried to strike a balance between protecting 

facilities, ensuring freedom of movement and keeping costs in check. 

The Association of Oil Pipe Lines, an industry group, said it recognized 

disagreements exist about energy policy, but that the protest went too far. 

Previous valve closures have caused spills, including one of nearly 4,000 barrels 

of oil, the group said. 
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