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National Security Advisor
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C 20500
Sent via: Mail1
October 11th, 2019
Mr. O'Brien,
I was planning on sending Mr. Bolton another letter as to some foreign policy issues that I
wanted to bring to his attention. Since he is no longer working for the White House, I am doing so with
you.2 First, I will discuss the current plans of the White House withdrawing troops from Syria and the
current conflict occurring between the Kurdish Fighters in Syria and the government of the Republic of
Turkey.3 I will then move on to the White House greenlighting the deployment of United States troops to
Saudi Arabia, the Houthi conflict with the government of Saudi Arabia, transforming the government
structures of Iran and Libya as well as the need for the government of the United States and the
government of the Russian Federation to enter into and to establish a new Intermediate-Range Nuclear
Forces Treaty that all parties will fully and will faithfully agree to and will abide by.
Currently, the White House to my knowledge and understanding is planning on moving more
United States troops out of Syria. The White House to my knowledge and understanding has also
greenlighted a plan for the Department of Defense (DOD) to allow the government of Turkey to
bombard the Northern Part of Syria without known limitations. By allowing the government of Turkey to
use its armed forces to bombard the Northern Part of Syria without limitations, the Kurdish Fighters and
Kurdish Civilians in that region of the world will not feel as if they are safe from being attacked or
harmed in other ways. There have also been credible and legitimate reports that Kurdish civilians that
are in that region have been attacked by the armed forces of the government of Turkey. Since it is no
secret that Kurdish Fighters and the government of Turkey absolutely despise one another and do
conduct military operations against one another, I do believe that peace talks do need to be conducted
between representatives of the Kurdish Fighters and representatives of the government of Turkey. As
listed in my one of my DOS communications below, I believe that since President Erdoğan is going to be
visiting the White House, I do believe that it would be an intelligent foreign policy move for the White
House to openly or to secretly reach out to representatives of the Kurdish Fighters, as for them to
attend the White House meeting with President Erdoğan of the Republic of Turkey.4 The White House
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Certified Mail No. 7018 0360 0000 7424 2372; and via mail and electronic mail to Ivanka Trump.
I have also attached some of my DOS communications in which are my personal opinions.
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I would also like to add that I am extreme opposition to the United States withdrawing troops from Afghanistan
as well. I do believe that the United States needs to deploy more troops to Afghanistan while helping ensure that
the Ring Road does not fail.
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In the White House soon to be meeting with President Erdoğan of the Republic of Turkey, I am hoping that their
nuclear weapons pursuit as well as a clarification as for their S-400 deal with the Russian Federation will also be
discussed.
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making that type of move would be a move that would be on the road for the assurance that all parties
will be on the same page as to fighting against radical religious extremists, stabilizing Syria and coming
up with and entering into a peaceful settlement with one another.5 Failure to do so would certainly
subject the Kurdish Fighters to harm by and pursuant to old hostilities that have occurred between
Kurdish Fighters and the government of Turkey, and non-military objectives, such as civilians, would find
themselves being subjected to armed hostilities. Representatives of the Kurdish Fighters and
representatives of the government of Turkey need to have peace talks with one another by addressing
mutual security concerns that both parties have against the other while working on a plan of action as
far as Syria is concerned, as well as addressing a peaceful settlement that needs to be established to
ensure peace between those two parties moving forward.
The United States, by and through the White House, has greenlighted a plan as to deploying
more United States troops to Saudi Arabia after some of their oil sites were attacked. For some reason
Iran was blamed for the attacks even though the Houthi Rebels have been asserted to have taken
responsibility for being behind the attacks.6 While a lot of people may see the attacks as being a serious
threat, I actually do believe that move could help amend the problems that the Houthi Rebels have with
the government of Saudi Arabia and I also believe that move by the Houthi Rebels could help ensure
that peace talks occur between their representatives as well as with representatives of the government
of Saudi Arabia.7 Therefore, I am hoping that peace talks occur as with this regard between
representatives of the Houthi Rebels and representatives with the government of Saudi Arabia. I do not
for a second believe that the United States deploying more troops to Saudi Arabia will help ensure that
future attacks stop by the Houthi Rebels against assets of Saudi Arabia in which the United States is
dependent on. I also have the same opinion that deploying more United States troops to Saudi Arabia
also will not address any concerns that the Houthi Rebels have as they are making political statements.
Instead, I am pretty confident that peace talks between the Houthi Rebels and the government of Saudi
Arabia will ensure that a peaceful settlement occurs between both of those two parties while helping
ensure that not only the conflict and the humanitarian crisis in Yemen improves, but that the assets of
Saudi Arabia in which the United States is dependent on will not be put in jeopardy. I believe that having
such peace talks, with the lead of the White House, would be an intelligent foreign policy move for the
United States to make. The Congress of the United State already wants the United States to stop picking
sides in the Yemen conflict due to the humanitarian crisis, so the Congress of the United States would
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I would also like to add that the Kurdish Fighters in Syria cannot effectively fight against radical religious
extremists, working to stabilize certain portions of Syria, and while fighting against the armed forces of the
government of Turkey. All parties, both the Kurdish Fighters and the government of Turkey, need to be on the
same page as to addressing mutual security concerns that the other has against the other. In the peace talks, I
believe that it would also be a good thing for the Kurdish Fighters and the government of Turkey to work with one
another, for the purpose also as to centralizing and unifying individuals in the Free Syrian Army and the Syrian
opposition that was and that is supported by the United States.
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One argument that has been made is that due to Iran backing the Houthi Rebels, the government of Iran is
therefore responsible. While that may be somewhat true, it was the Houthi Rebels that were involved in the
attacks against Saudi assets in which the United States is extremely dependent on. So, the Houthi Rebels are more
responsible for the attacks than the government of Iran is.
7
Such peace talks would also help ensure that the humanitarian crisis in Yemen is resolved and that further
atrocities that have occurred in Yemen will dissolve. Peace talks will help ensure that Yemen is reformed into a
more perfect union while addressing the security concerns of all parties and the humanitarian concerns of all
parties as well as those from the international community.

also most likely not be in opposition to the White House hosting peace talks between the Houthi Rebels
and the government of Saudi Arabia.
As you already know, the government of Iran shot down an expensive United States drone over
what is asserted by the United States to have been over international waters. That action by the
government of Iran has angered the White House and the White House considered taking immediate
retaliatory action against the government of Iran. The White House almost authorized a military
operation against some type of an Iran target as a form of retaliation for shooting down a very
expensive Untied States drone. As listed below in one of my DOS communications, instead of striking
Iran as a retaliatory measure, I do believe that an intelligent foreign policy move for the White House
would be for the White House to order the re-opening of the Embassy of Iran in Washington D.C. The
same as how the government of the United States has done so with the Embassy of Venezuela in
Washington D.C, I do believe that the same needs to occur with the Embassy of Iran in Washington D.C.
The Embassy of the United States in Iran is being used as propaganda by the government of Iran.
Therefore, there is absolutely no reason why the Unites States should not re-open the Embassy of Iran
in the United States in Washington D.C. Such a foreign policy move would be on the road as to helping
to transform the government structure of Iran with and at the will of the people. Striking Iran over the
expensive drone will only raise panic in the international community. That action would also make the
United States look as if it was the aggressor in a case where the government of Iran had not targeted a
person, but a replaceable material object. If the White House does order the Embassy of Iran in the
United States to be re-opened, the United States does need to stick with that decision and the United
States should not abandon that foreign policy decision. Failed stable foreign policy moves of the United
States helped ensure that the Monarchy of Iran was overthrown in the Iranian Revolution of 1979 and
some radical religious extremists took over. If the United States back in 1979 had made a few tweaks to
its foreign policy, the Monarchy of Iran would still be in place. However, Iran could still get some type of
constitutional monarchy government structure back with and at the will of the people if United States
foreign policy was changed as with this regard.
Libya, a country that has enormous potential, is going through current conflicts.8 I absolutely do
not believe for a second that the Government of the National Accord is going to work or that it is going
to transform Libya into a more perfect union. I also do not understand why the United States continues
to support the Government of the National Accord at the present stage. I believe that instead of
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Nation building is something that the United States does need to be involved in and does need to prioritize. With
national building, I believe that the United States does an extremely great job at wasting money and resources. So,
the conclusion as to addressing that issue would be for the United States to create a new federal agency of the
federal government of the United States that specifically has nation building as its main goal. That is because there
are many federal agencies that have nation building as a part of somewhat of their goal. But the United States
needs an independent federal agency that will specifically address that issue for more organization, structure and
as to ensuring that the resources of the United States is serving its rightful purposes. After a new federal agency is
created, I believe that certain nation building agendas from different branches of federal agencies of the United
States should then go to the new agency of the federal government. The new federal agency that is independent
should then selectively choose the parts of the world and the timeframe as to when the nation building agenda of
the United States will be worked on and completed for that certain region of the world that the United States
chooses to invest in. In my opinion, it is better to work on reforming a small number of countries with national
building rather than trying to change a large portions of countries, failing and wasting time and resources in the
process of failing at the goal.

supporting the Government of the National Accord at the present stage, I do believe that the United
States should work with the Government of the National Accord, with and at the will of the people, as to
transforming the government structure of Libya into some type of a constitutional monarchy. As I have
also listed in one of my DOS communications below, I do believe that having the government structure
of Libya transform into a constitutional monarchy would help ensure that the government of Libya lasts
longer and that it is able to accomplish its goals without unnecessary political obstruction. Mr. Khalifa
Haftar would bring enormous success to Libya as a whole if he was the leader of Libya as a whole. Mr.
Haftar is smart and I do believe that he knows what he is doing and that if he was supported, I am
confident that he would be the best pick as for helping to transform Libya into a more perfect union as a
whole. That individual I am confident would be able to bring enormous success to Libya as a whole if he
was the leader of Libya. So, I am hoping that the United States changes its foreign policy as far as this
issue is concerned because there are so much accomplishments that Mr. Haftar would be able to
succeed in and at if he was supported.
Lastly and moving on, the government of the United States and the government of the Russian
Federation are no longer participants in the effective 1988 Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty.
This move by both the United States and the Russian Federation has made individuals in the United
States as well as in other countries concerned and worried that a new nuclear arms race is going to
occur between the United States and the Russian Federation. I am hoping that a new nuclear arms race
will not occur between the United States and the Russian Federation. Such a move by both countries will
not ensure that Planet Earth remains or is able to remain habitual or that the activities on Planet Earth
will not affect the cosmos.9 So, I am hoping that the White House and the Kremlin will be able to work
on the establishment and the enforcement of some type of a new nuclear forces treaty. Hopefully in the
future, when a new nuclear forces treaty is thought of and when both representatives of both countries
meet, a plan of action in which all parties will be able to agree on needs to ensure that nuclear weapon
production is slowed down, including but not limited to hypersonic weapons and other dangerous
weapons. A new treaty needs to be created and ensured in which all parties will be able to fully and will
be able to faithfully agree to be in compliance with. A new nuclear arms race between the United States
and the Russian Federation needs to be avoided and can be avoided. Those are just some of my views
and opinions as a handsome twenty-four (24) year old.
Respectfully,
Isaiah X. Smith10
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The United States have experienced a lot of what is believed to have been extraterrestrial activities over United
States military sites and even going so far as to dismantling nuclear weapons weapons, according to experiences by
numerous former United States missile site guards and other (former) United States military personnel. So, I have
absolutely come to the conclusion that an increase in extraterrestrial activities will always occur, and countries will
always see an increase in extraterrestrial activities on Planet Earth, including but not limited to military sites,
whenever countries engage in activities that will affect or that may affect Planet Earth's habitual state or whenever
our activities on Planet Earth affect the cosmos or has the potential to affect the cosmos. The United States Navy
even recently addressed United States Senators on the United States Senate Select Committee on Intelligence with
a classified briefing as to numerous reported encounters by United States Navy personnel with unexplained aerial
phenomenas (a/k/a unidentified flying objects).
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