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It assumes that clarity on matters of principle precedes
consensus.

One of the most striking features of the Trump Administration’s 2025
National Security Strategy is not merely what it argues, but how it
argues. This is not accidental. Michael Anton, one of its chief
architects, is not a technocrat or a committee scribe. He is a political
theorist in the classical mold, deeply aware that ideas endure not
merely because they may be correct in the abstract, but because they
are memorable, vivid, and intelligible to the moral imagination.

Political philosophy is rarely remembered for syllogisms alone.
Plato’s Republic is canonized because it shows justice. We remember
the image of the just man likened to a well-bred dog, fierce toward
his enemies yet gentle toward those he knows. Plato compressed an
entire moral psychology into a single, unforgettable metaphor. We
remember the cave not because it proves an epistemological claim
step by step, but because it dramatizes the human condition in a way
no abstract argument ever could.

Likewise, the 2025 NSS favors concrete illustration over bureaucratic
abstraction. Migration is not discussed as an “externality” or a
“challenge to governance capacity,” but as a force that dissolves social
trust, weakens civic continuity, and destabilizes political order. The
Western Hemisphere is not framed as a “theater,” but as a
civilizational space whose neglect invites chaos into the American
homeland. Europe is not treated as a collection of institutional
acronyms, but as a civilization facing demographic and cultural
exhaustion.

These are didactic devices designed to orient the reader toward first
principles. Just as Plato used images to reorder the soul before
engaging the intellect, the NSS uses language to reorder strategic
priorities before enumerating policies.

The Trump NSS is spare, pointed, and at times deliberately
provocative. Its sentences are constructed to be quoted, argued over,
and remembered. This matters because strategy is not implemented
by documents alone—it is implemented by people whose instincts

https://americanmind.org/salvo/the-2025-national-security-strategy-as-political-philosophy/?brid=Y QK gMq69RkMZFDNjslinsw&fbclid=Iw Y2xjawPDjgBleHR...  2/5


https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/2025-National-Security-Strategy.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/2025-National-Security-Strategy.pdf

1/1/26,12:29 PM The 2025 National Security Strategy as Political Philosophy - The American Mind

are shaped by narratives, images, and moral framing. It treats
strategy as a moral and philosophical enterprise, not merely a
technocratic one.

In this sense, the NSS functions less like a regulatory manual and
more like a foundational text. Its success or failure will depend not
only on whether its prescriptions are followed, but also on whether
its conceptual vocabulary becomes the default way policymakers
think about borders, alliances, sovereignty, and power. If the Trump
NSS is remembered, it will be because it articulated, in clear and
forceful language, a vision of the nation as a bounded political
community with limits, priorities, and obligations to its own
continuity.

A Tale of Two Documents

The contrast between the Trump 2025 NSS and the Biden 2022 NSS
is not merely one of policy emphasis, but of ontological priority. They
answer different questions first, and that determines everything that
follows.

The Biden NSS begins with the assumption that the United States is
the steward of a global system. The Trump NSS starts with the
assumption that the U.S. is a particular nation embedded in history
and geography. From that divergence flow several concrete,
intelligible differences.

In the Biden NSS, American security is repeatedly framed in terms of
maintaining and modernizing the rules-based international order.
Threats are defined as forces that undermine normes, institutions, and
global governance structures. Security is thus expansive by nature;
instability anywhere becomes a potential claim on American
attention everywhere. This logic explains why climate change, global
health, gender equity, and democratic norms appear alongside
traditional military threats. If the system is the object being secured,
then everything that stresses the system becomes a security issue.

The Trump 2025 NSS, by contrast, sharply narrows the object of
security. What must be secured first is the U.S. political community
itself: its borders, demographic continuity, economic independence,
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and sovereign capacity to act. This is why migration is not treated as
an external humanitarian challenge but as an internal strategic
threat. It is why the Western Hemisphere is elevated above abstract
global commitments. And it is why economic dependence is framed
as vulnerability rather than efficiency.

The difference between the documents is not moral sentiment—it is
teleology. One document secures an order. The other secures a
people.

In the Biden framework, American power derives substantially from
legitimacy conferred by alliances and institutions, as well as
adherence to global norms. There is no assumption of national
sovereignty. The frequent invocation of “democracies versus
autocracies” reflects this view: power is amplified when aligned with
a moral coalition. This leads to a strategy that privileges consensus-
building, multilateral process, and reputational standing, even when
material outcomes are uncertain.

The Trump NSS is explicit that legitimacy without capacity is
illusory. Power is treated as a function of material capability,
geographic position, and national cohesion. This is an implicit
rejection of a spiritual faith in wonder weapons that are too often
military vaporware. Alliances are valuable, but only insofar as they
reinforce rather than substitute for American strength.

This explains the document’s bluntness toward Europe. The point is
not rhetorical hostility but strategic clarity: allies that externalize
their security costs onto the United States weaken American power
rather than extend it. Here again the writing matters. The document
does not hide behind euphemism. It names the imbalance plainly
because the imbalance is real.

The Biden NSS treats the globe as relatively flat. While it identifies
priority theaters, it consistently implies that U.S. leadership is
required everywhere simultaneously. Commitments accumulate
without hierarchy, and tradeoffs are rarely admitted. This reflects the
post-Cold War assumption that American primacy eliminates tragic
choice.
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The 2025 NSS reintroduces geographic hierarchy. The Western
Hemisphere comes first, not rhetorically but substantively. Disorder
nearby is more dangerous than disorder far away. Supply chains
closer to home are more valuable than theoretical efficiencies
abroad. This is not isolationism. It is classical strategy. Athens
understood that the Piraeus mattered more than Sicily. Rome
understood Italy mattered more than the frontier provinces.

The Biden NSS assumes forward motion toward a more integrated,
cooperative global future. Setbacks are framed as deviations from an
otherwise linear trajectory. History is something to be transcended.

The Trump NSS assumes history returns. Power rises and falls.
Civilizations decay. Borders erode. Choices carry costs that cannot be
wished away by good intentions. This is why the document is
comfortable speaking of limits, decline, and tradeoffs. It is also why it
avoids the language of inevitability. Nothing is guaranteed; therefore
prudence is required. This is Strauss rather than Fukuyama,
Thucydides rather than Kant. It understands international politics as
a tragic contest shaped by the macro-amplifications of human nature.
Power, fear, and self-interest drive nations rather than progressive
moralism.

Because the Trump NSS begins from tragic premises, it must speak
plainly. One cannot warn of danger in managerial prose. One cannot
summon political will with abstractions.

The Trump NSS reads like a philosophical argument, because it
assumes clarity precedes consensus. This returns us to Plato. The cave
is neither polite nor procedural. It is jarring, unsettling, and
unforgettable because it must be. It forces the reader to see before he
is asked to agree. So too with the Trump 2025 National Security
Strategy.

Ronald Dodson is CEO and Portfolio Manager of Dallas North Capital
Partners, a private fund management firm.
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