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Abstract

This thesis analyzed the differences and similarities between the America First of Aviator Charles
Lindbergh, who opposed US intervention in the conflict that would grow into WW2, and the TV
celebrity and President Donald Trump. The study of their America First was constructed around the

analysis of speeches by the twomen.

Methodologically the analysis used a combination of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and a general

historical method. A full CDA analysis was not conducted, but it added structure to the analysis.

What spurred this analysis was that journalists were quick to point outthe historical connotations
the term carried when Trump introduced his slogan America First. These connotations were based
on Lindbergh's best-known speech, the Des Moines Speech, in which Lindbergh singled out Jewish
Americans because they supported US involvement in WW?2. Because of this “othering” of Jewish
Americans, Lindbergh was called anti-Semitic. Lindbergh did not use America First as Trump did, but
he was a member of a group called the America First Committee, who, like Lindbergh, opposed US

involvementinthe war in Europe.

The analysis of the two men's America First was conducted with CDA adding structure and general
points for what could be analyzed, butas mentioned above, America First was nota term that was

defined otherthanthe already mentioned racist connotations.

Some concepts/ elements were needed forthe analysis; racism was obvious, as it bound the two
men's America First together. Isolationism or non-intervention became a centralterm whenreading
Lindbergh's speeches. Finally, a third aspect, American Exceptionalism, became clear, as Lindbergh

oftenreferred to how the US was betterthan the rest of the world.

The analysis of each speech was segmented into three categories, Text, Discursive Practice, and
Social Practice, based on Fairclough’s three-dimensional modelfor Critical Discourse Analysis. Text
and Discursive Practice followed more traditional CDA conventions w hile keeping the three theories
in mind, where partthree Social Practice departed somewhat from whatis often seenas CDA, as it

studied the three elements more deeply.

Lindbergh was the first to be analyzed. The generaltheme of Lindbergh's speeches was thatthe US
should not be dragged into another war against the will of the American people. The analysis of
Lindbergh's speeches revealed that his racism was initially not directed at any group of people. He

was much more concerned with maintaining the supremacy of white individuals and thought that it
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was in everyone's bestinterest if the European conflict could handle itself, without US interference,
so that stability could be achieved again. Lindbergh's wish for non-intervention was partially bound
to maintaining the white race, but it was also what inclusion in the current conflict would cost the
US, both in lives and money. Regarding exceptionalism, Lindbergh worried that what made the US
special would be lost again if the country entered another European war. Lindbergh stayed relatively

consistentin his, at times, eloquent argumentation.

Trump's reasoning and argumentation changed through his speeches; in his first two included
speeches, he was focused on how previous administrations had let down the American people and
how he would be different by thinking of the people. While studying the time leading up to Trump
running for president, it was discovered that he had stated that he did not believe the USwas
exceptional, butthat he would like to make it exceptionalagain. This theme carried overinto his
speeches, where he argued that the international community had abused the US and stated that he
would think of America First to make the US great again. The race aspect of Trump's early speeches
revealed ageneralopposition to undocumented immigrants. That may not be racist as such, buthe
portrayed this group of people as criminals who were only in the US to exploit the system. Building a
wall at the Mexican borderto secure the USwas his solution. Trump's UN speechesintroduced a
new relevant concept, sovereignty. Trump used the concepttoargue that there should be less
globalism and more patriotism. In the UN speeches, Trump did not express much racist sentiment,
but he did believe thatrefugees should stay as close to their home country because it was cheaper
than them coming to the US. Regarding exceptionalism, Trump bragged about how good things were

going in the USsince he had become president.

The most evident difference between Lindbergh and Trump was why America First was relevant.
Whereas Lindbergh wanted to maintain the US of the forefathers, as he believed what made the US
unique could be lost, Trump believed that the US had fallen from grace and wanted to make America

great again.



Peter Jgrgensen Master's Thesis 2020

Table of Contents

LAY o] o - [ P 1
INEFOTUCTION ... e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaans 1
THESIS STATEIMENT. .ttt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeens 1
Y/ L=N1 0T o o] [} oY PR 1
WOrking QUAalEatiVEIY...... oo e e e et e et eeaa s 2
Fairclough’s Critical DiSCOUISE ANGIYSIS......uuvuuieeeeeeiieiiiieiee e e e eetitcie e e e e e e e e eetea e e e e e eeeeanaaaeeeeeaennees 2
HIStOrICal METNOM ... e 4
The structure of the @NalySis ........oeeiii e e e et e e e et e e eaaeaes 4
P rIMAIY SOUICES. .. ettt ettt et e e e et e et e et e e et e e et e et e eean e etan s eaaa s aanneasnneaennseannennnnaes 4
Y =Tele] o Te T VA Yo T o =TT P 6
The Coronavirus and itS CONSEOUENCES. ....cuuu.iiiiiiieeeeeiieeeeeetee e ettt e e e e stieeeesttaeeestaneeeettaeeesenneeesenannns 7
THEOY: CENTIaAl CONOEPES. .uvttttittttititittititeiet et s s e e e s e s e aen e e e e e e aeeeens 7
AMEIICA FIFST ceiiiiiiiii it ettt 7
Isolationism Or NON-INTEIVENTIONISIM .....uuiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e e e e e e e e 7
American Exceptionalism and The City upon a Hill ........ooveeiiiiiiie e 8
2= Lol o PP PPRPN 8
Charles Lindbergh’s AMEIiCa FirSt ........cuuiiiiiiiieiiiiie e e e e e et e e e e et e e e e aaa e aaes 10
Historical BAaCKGIOUN .......coe i e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e eeeaerneeeeeeenanes 10
Background LINADEIEN ......cooeieeeie et e e e e e e e et a e e e aaane 12
LINADEIEN SPEECNES. ... cceiiieeei e e e e e e e e e e et e e e et e e e et e e eeaaaaas 13
AMeErica and EUFOPEAN WIS .....ovuuiiiiiiie e e et e et e e et ee e e ettt e e e e et e e e et e e e eatteeeeetneeaeesnannns 13
NEULIAILY AN WK c.eiiiei et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ettt e eeeeeeeasanaaeeaaaeeennes 16
The Air Defense Of AMEIICA .....ciiiiiiiiiiiiii ettt ee e e e eeeeees 19
OUE DIift TOWAIAS WK ... e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaaaans 21
OUr RelationShip With EUFOPE ......ueii e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeas 24
Lindbergh’s five speeches - partial CONCIUSION...........couuiiiiiiiiiiiecee e 26
Lindbergh and the America First COmMMItIEE........iiiiiiiiiiiiii e e 28
BEIWEEN the SPEECIES ....uiiiiiiiiiiitite e e e e e e e e e e s 28
Election Promises Should Be Kept We Lack Leadership That Places America First..............c..u..... 29
Who are the war agitators (The Des Moines SPEECH)...........uuceeeiieiiiiiiiiiiie e 32
Lindbergh’s America First speeches - partial cCONClUSION .........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicee e, 35
Donald Trump's AMETICA FIrST.....e i i et e e e et e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e eeaaaaes 37
(00eT o) (=T ] o Yol =TV = 1) o /S 37

BaCKEIOUNT TIUMIP 1etttiiiiiiiiiiiiiiietitiebtbe bt e e e e e e e e e e e aenns 39



Peter Jgrgensen Master's Thesis 2020

UMD S SPEECNES. ..ttt e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e ttbaeeeeeeeeeetbenaaeeeseessnnnaaeaaaennenes 39
Pre-PreSideNnCY SPEECNES. .......cveiiiiceee e et e e e eee e e e e e e e et ettt e e e eeeeeeaataa e eeeeeseressaanaaaaaaans 40
Republican Nomination SPEECN .....cceiuiiiiic e et e e e e e aa e 40
TrumMP's INQUBUIAl AGQAIESS c.unn ettt et e e et ee e e e e ee e e e et e e eaateeeeettaeaeesaaaaes 43
PrESIHENCY SPEECNES. .. e ettt e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e eee ittt e e e eeeeeeaastaaaeaaaaaranes 46
Remarks by President Trump to the 72nd Session of United Nations General Assembly.............. 46
State of the Union Address 2018.........coooeiiiiiiiiiie e 49
Remarks by President Trump to the 73rd Session of the United Nations General Assembly......... 53
State of the Union ADAress 2019.........oooiiiiiiiiiii e 56

(DR ol U 1Y (o o PP RPPRTPRN 60
AMEIICA FIFST .oviiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 60

CONCIUSION 1.ttt ettt ettt et e e e e e eeees 62

Appendix A: America and EUropean WIS .........ueiiiiiiii et e e et e e e e e e e eaan s 64

AppendiX B: NEULrality @nd WK ........uuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiebebibbbe bbb seaesseees 67

Appendix C: The Air Defense Of AMEIICA .....uuuiii it e e e et e e e e e e eeaans 71

Appendix D: OUr Drift TOWArd War ..... .o e e e e et e e e e e e e e aaaan s 74

Appendix E: Our Relationship With EUFOPE .......uuuiiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e 77

Appendix F: NeW YOrk City SPEECH ... e e e e e e e s 81

Appendix G: Election Promises Should Be Kept, We Lack Leadership That Places America First ....... 85

Appendix H: Who are the War Agitators (The Des Moines SPeech) ...ccoeeveveveieieiiiiieieieeee e, 89

Appendix |: Trumps Republican National Convention Speech ...........coeiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, 94

Appendix J: Trumps INauguration SPEECH........cuui i 105

Appendix K: Remarks by President Trump Addressto the 72nd session of the United Nations General

F N3 = .01 o] YU 109

Appendix L: President Donald J. Trump’s State of the Union Address (2018) ...........ccceeeeeeeeerreennnee. 119

Appendix M: Remarks by President Trump to the 73rd Session of the United Nations General

F 3= .01 o] 1Y RSP 131

Appendix N: President Donald J. Trump’s State of the Union Address (2019)...........ccceeeeeeeeeeevennnne. 139

23] o] [ToY ={ =T o o 1 RSP 151



Introduction

“The pastis always compromised by the present: many of the assurances of long ago, on re-
examination, turn into questions and speculations” (Lindbergh 1970).

The slogan “America First” was brought up by Donald Trump during his presidential campaign in
2016. Journalists and others were quick to point out that he was, however, not the firstto use the
term.

The term was attributed to the famous pilot, Charles A. Lindbergh, and his affiliation with the
America First Committee, an anti-war movement that was often referred to as isolationist because
of its opposition to USinvolvementin the conflict that would become World War 2 (WW?2). The fear
was thatthe USwould be dragged into another European conflict as had happened with World War
1 (WW1).

Lindbergh and, by proxy, the America First Committee were labeled as anti-Semites by many
Americans following his Des Moines Speech in early September 1941. The trouble was that he
claimed that some American Jews were war agitators, and what they were doing was “not
American.” The Des Moines speech was the first and only speech in which Lindbergh attacked Jewish
Americans (Cole 172). His usual targets were the Roosevelt administration and the British. The Des
Moines speech is usually the only speech referred to when comparing Lindberghand Trump’s
America First(Thomas), which is why it is interestingto look deeperinto otherspeeches by both of
them, to seeif there are otherthemesthe two men could have in common.

On a basic level, it is evident that Trump’s America First is about putting America first concerning
international trade. His America First functions as an appealto a subset of the American public. In
many ways, Trump is both a populist and an isolationist; some of Trump’s critics have even stated
that his policies are more Trump first than America First (Milbank).

This thesis posits that America First cannot be considered a defined subjectortheory, butsome
elements are often seen in America First rhetoric.

Thesis Statement

This thesis aims to analyze the concept of America First by comparing how Charles Lindbergh, Jr.
applied it in the years 1939 to 1941 with how Donald Trump has used it from his 2016 presidential
campaign to February 2019.

This question s an interesting topic of study as it seeks to uncover whetherit makessense to
compare their usage, differences, and similarities of the concept of America First.

Methodology
In orderto make this comparison, this thesis uses a combination of historical and linguistic methods,
which is not uncommon:



“Ratherthan think of American Studies as a discipline, ... it is more accurate to see American Studies
as a crossroads, or meeting point between disciplines” (Nye 67). This quote means that American
Studies as a field of study is notlimited by a narrow field of methods and theories.

The thesis uses a qualitative method, as can be seen in the inclusion of elements of Norman
Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), as well as a general historical method.

Working Qualitatively
The qualitative approach has been used as the number of speeches are limited, and an in-depth
analysis is necessary to identify elements of America First

It has only been possible to gain access to a limited amount of Lindbergh’s speeches and the
published version of Lindbergh’s diary, whereas there is an abundance of transcriptions of Trump’s
speeches. The scope of this thesis means that only select speeches willbe analyzed. There is a
selection bias associated with only using select speeches, butthis cannot be avoided because no
matter how hard objectivity has been sought, there is always a personal bias.

Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis

This thesis uses elements of Norman Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), specifically his
three-dimensional model. His approach is usable and relevant as he has developed amodelfor
discourse where both linguistic and social perspectives are essential.

Fairclough’s book Discourse and Social Change from 1992 is used as the primary resource forthis
approach in the thesis. The reason for using this book and nota more recentone s that in the
second edition of his book Critical Discourse Analysis The Critical Study of Language, Fairclough
mentions thatif the reader needs explanations for his framework, his book from 1992 is more
elaborative in its approach (Fairclough, “Critical Discourse” 91). Parts of Marianne Jgrgensen’s and
Louise J. Phillips” book Discourse Analysis as Theory and Method will also be used to substantiate the
analysis further.

Fairclough’s approachis a text-oriented discourse analysis well suited for both the analysis of the
selectspeechesandthe twomen's’ interpretation of America First.

Fairclough’s three-dimensional analysis modelincorporates three different dimensions of discourse,
which are equally important (Fairclough “Discourse and Social Change” 72). The three dimensions
are 1. Text 2. Discursive practice, and 3. Social practice. These will be explained below.

A full CDA has not been made, but elements that fit the research question and the scope of the
thesis have beenselected, as otherresearchers have done before. Intheirbook Jgrgensenand
Phillips state that: “The selection and application of the tools depend onthe research questions and
the scope of the project. Forthe majority of discourse analytical approaches...thereis no fixed
procedure forthe production of material or for analysis: the research design should be tailored to
match the special characteristics of the project” (76).



In this thesis, the following elements will be used when relevant:

Text

Textanalysis is made to reveal the text’s attitude to its subjects’; Fairclough believes different
aspects can be studied when working with a text on this level. These aspects of the textare
vocabulary, grammar, cohesion, and structure (Fairclough “Discourse and Social Change” 75).

When looking at the vocabulary of a text, Fairclough believesthatthe context words are used in
plays an importantrole. Words and phrases can have a secondary meaning concerning politics or
ideology. If, for example, atextis political, a word that, in othersituations, is inoffensive or neutral
could have alternative meanings depending onthe context (79).

The grammar of a textis vital to keep in mind, as the writer has to make choices concerningthe
design and structure of sentences actively. This “amount to choices about how to signify (and
construct) social identities, social relationships, and knowledge and belief” (76).

The cohesion of textis also important and can be studied by analyzingindividual sentences of atext
and comparing them to each other. The Cohesion of a text can be found by analyzing the word
choice, repetitions, the use of certain words, or sentence structure between sentences (77).

The overall structure of the textis also relevant, asit depends onthe genre of the text, i.e., speeches
are differentfromtweets, as individual types of texts serve different purposes (77-78).

Discursive practice

The response toand interpretation of a text can vary based on the social context (79), which is why
it is important to find connections between the various relevant discourses and the social situations
or connections they are part of.

One way tolook at intertextuality is that texts always contain fragments or elements of othertexts,
so no textis entirely original; putin anotherway, intertextuality connects the pastto the present
(84-85). In that way, all presenttexts draw on past literature or experiences fromthe

past. Fairclough “sees texts historically as transforming the past - existing conventions and prior
texts-into the present.” So, one is never entirely starting from scratch when writingtext, and there
are alwaysinfluencesthat affect the present(85).

When studying the discursive practice of a text, Fairclough believesit is important to look at the
processes of production, distribution, and consumption associated with it. All texts draw on existing
discourses and genres, and the same applies to the reader of the text (79).

The referencesto othertexts, itis called “manifest intertextuality” (117). Anotherelementthat
refersto existing discourse is called “interdiscursivity” (124). Both are intertextualelements, as
generalintertextuality denotes the relationship that shows how a text draws on elements and
discourses from othertexts (Jgrgensen and Phillips 74).



Social practice
“Texts can never be understood oranalyzed in isolation - they can only be understoodinrelation to
webs of othertexts andin relation to the social context” (Jgrgensen and Phillips 70).

This part of Fairclough’s three-dimensional modelis a more in-depth analysis of the text’s contexts
and discoursesin a broader context. In this thesis, a general historical method is used to substantiate
the historical contextin which the speech s situated.

Historical method

This thesis uses a historical approach in the analysis of Lindbergh’s and Trump’s speeches and
substantiates it with literature from otheracademics who have studied the two men and how they
communicate. The historical method is more prevalent regarding Lindbergh as there is much
historical literature written about him. The thesis tries to substantiate and define the America First
of Trump and Lindberghin their contemporary context. This substantiation and definition are done
by looking at the speeches. The speeches offeraunique opportunity to observe changesin
Lindbergh’s and Trump’s attitudes and ideas. Methodically, therefore, the analysis will consist mainly
of the normative elements of the speeches. In this way, the focus is first and foremost onthe two
authors’ subjectively colored views of conditions in the public debate.

The structure of the analysis

The analysis is divided into three major parts: the first part consists of an analysis of Lindbergh’s
America First, as seenin his speeches; the second part contains an analysis of Trump’s version of the
concept. The analysis of Trump’s individual speeches will contain a brief comparison with
Lindbergh's America First. The third part will summarize whatis found and elaborate on differences
and similarities

Primary sources

This thesis will compare the concept America First as used by Charles A. Lindbergh from 1939 to
1941 and by Donald J. Trump from 2015 to February 2019.

The primary literary sources used are speeches, journal entries, and tweets.

Lindbergh wrote and co-wrote several books in his lifetime. However, as the focus of this thesis is his
concept of America First, it was natural to limit the scope to material written in the period before
the American involvementin WW2, as this was the period when Lindbergh was associated with the
America First Committee.

The primary sources about Lindbergh and his ideas about America First available to the public are his
speechesandjournal. The Lindbergh radio speeches used in this thesis are: “America and European
Wars,” “Neutrality and War,” “The Air Defense of America,” “Our Drift Towards War.” These
speecheswere publicaddresses: “Our Relationship with Europe, “Election Promises Should Be Kept



We Lack Leadership That Places America First,” and “The Des Moines Speech.” These speeches were
held at “America First” rallies.

All the Included speeches have beenread and, when possible, been listened to as well. It has only
been possible to find fragmented audio recordings of a few of Lindbergh’s speeches. Alltranscripts
of Lindbergh’s speeches usedin this thesis came from the Lindbergh fan site charleslindbergh.com.
This is different regarding Trump; both transcripts and recordings have been used, most of which
have beenfound onthe official White House web page, whitehouse.gov.

Lindbergh’s speeches give insight into issues of the day and document how the United States (US)
became increasingly involved in WW?2. The primary focus of his speechesin opposition to the US’
involvementinthe war.

The book The Wartime Journals of Charles A. Lindbergh by Charles A. Lindbergh will be used, as it
offers directinsight into his thoughts and opinions, and can, therefore, be used to gain a better
understanding of his version of “America first.”

This book was a personaljournal that Lindbergh keptin the years leading up to WW2. In the
introduction, Lindbergh wrote that “In the first place, when | wrote them | had no intention of
publication. They held a private record” (x). Using a personaljournalas a source can be problematic,
as it will contain inherentbias. The publisherof the book stated that some irrelevant parts had been
removed, butapart from that, nothing had been edited. Lindbergh had the published version
verified to ensure credibility (xv). Historian Andrew Scott Berg found out that much of the excluded
material concernedJews, and that most of it were positive, but as Berg wrote: “in so writing abouta
single tribe, he was segregatingthem n his mind from the rest of the nation; and to that extent, he
was, like many of his countrymen, anti-Semitic.”(Berg 385).

Concerning Trump, he appeared to be picking older isolationist talking pointsto support his
electorate campaign. As a result, his acceptance speech at the Republican National Conventionin
2016, which is supposed to unite the Republican Party, is included. His inaugural speech, held when
he was swornin as President of the US in 2017, is included as it was supposed to unite the country.

His first two State of the Union (SOTU) speeches from 2018 and 2019 are included as SOTU
Addresses are the only addresses required by the Constitution. These should, therefore, reflect the
Presidentina unique role as the representative for the whole nation (Pruitt). They are also included
to see the development of America First domestically. Finally, Trump's first two spe eches he made at
the United Nationsin 2017, 2018, are includedto illustrate how Trump interpreted America First in
an international context. Elements from othertexts/speeches may be included if relevant.

The autobiographical sources for both Trump and Lindbergh help to understand the two men better.
As Trump does not keep ajournal, his tweets are probably the closest anyone can getto his
unfiltered opinion and will be included when relevant.

The speeches of the two men have been sorted into appendices chronologically, Lindbergh's
speeches have beensorted from A-H, and Trump I-N, and will be referenced likeso"..." (Appendix C
30) when makingdirect referencesto quotes from the speech. The stated numberrefers tothe line
numberof the individual speech. If aquote covers more than one line, the second line number
marks the end of the quote.



One additional Lindbergh speech (Appendix F) isincluded as an appendix. It contained a few
interesting phrases but did not offerenough to warrant an individual analysis, mostly because of
space constraints.

Secondary Sources
The fact that Lindbergh and Trump live(d) in two different historical periods has had an important
influence onthe amount of available relevantliterature.

Lindberghis history - it was possible to find relevant biographies about Lindbergh, whereas few
othersources, forinstance, news articles, were available. Trump is a contemporaneous historical
actor - he and his America First cannot be analyzed with the benefit of hindsight. It has been hard to
find unbiased literature regarding Trump, who is either described as a hero or a villain.

Regarding documenting Lindbergh’s version of America First, most opposing viewpoints have been
foundin the secondary sources. These sources have already been through at least one interpretation
before they are analyzed here. Finding any relevant contemporary news articles about Lindbergh
and his America First has beenimpossible; more recent articles mention Lindbergh briefly and focus
on Trump and his America First.

The book Those Angry Days by Lynne Olson will be used to add an objective perspective to the
period leading up to the US’ entry into WW2. Andrew Scott Berg’s book Lindbergh is also used to
add to historical eventsand enable a more in-depth discussion of these events and Lindbergh’s
opinions of them. Finally, Wayne S. Cole’s Charles A. Lindbergh and the battle against American
intervention in World War Il as it is one of the seminal works regarding Lindbergh and his non-
interventionism.

There are numerous available sources regarding Trump and his opinions, but only a few of them are
neutral. Most of the US domesticpressis either completely opposedto or in favorof Trump and his
version of America First.

The book A Very Stable Genius by Philip Ruckerand Carol Leonnig is used as a supplementto his
speeches. It documents significantissues of the Trump presidency from his first day in office to the
start of his impeachmenttrial.

The book How Trump Thinks by Oborne and Robertsis used as it contains relevantinformation
concerning Trump and documents most of his tweets leading up to him being President.

Most academic sources about Trump have investigated whetherhe isisolationist, populist, or shows
fascist tendencies and have not analyzed his concept of America First. For that reason, this part of
the thesis has used other sources such as news articles, from, for instance, The Atlantic, The
Washington Post, and The New York Times.



The Coronavirus and its consequences

The outbreak of the corona pandemicand subsequent lockdown of universities and libraries has
limited the possibilities of searching for and obtaining sources that were notavailable online. More
material about Lindbergh is available in the US at Yale University, but for Yale stude nts only and
seemingly only at the physical library.

This thesis has had to resort to using digital editions of some books thatdo not have page numbers.
As aresult, some references are made to chapternumbersinstead of page numbers.

Theory: Central Concepts
The following part of the thesis will elaborate on central concepts that are relevantforthe following
analysis.

America First

The history of the term America First is longer than documented in this thesis. In 1889 a Wisconsin
congressman declared, “we will fight for America whenever necessary; Americafirst, last and all the
time; Americaagainst Germany; America against the world; America, right or wrong; always America
”(Churchwell Ch. 2). President Woodrow Wilson also used the term at the outbreak of WW1 to
define his version of neutrality (Ch. 2).

Many of the racist connotations associated with the term today are because of Lindbergh’s “Des
Moines Speech,” which he held on September 11. 1941 (Ch. 13).

Interestingly, neither Trump nor Lindbergh define their attitudes and thoughts as America First from
the start. Based on the available speeches, it seemed Lindbergh only started using the term America
First, afterhe was introduced to the America First Committee (Appendix F 32). Trump got introduced
to the term eitherthrough politician Patrick Buchanan or in an interview with some journalists who
interviewed him about his politics (Greenfield; Sangerand Haberman).

Lindbergh argued for non-interventionism. The mainideawas that the US should participate as little
as possible in European conflicts. Trump was unilateral. The US should not be controlled by anyone
or anything, such as energy deals and trade agreements. He wanted to intervene but did not want
othersto intervene in “strong, sovereign nations” (Appendix K 52-53).

America First appearsto be a slogan or an idea rather than a fully-fledged concept, and its meaning
has changed and developed overtime. However, the term may contain various elements that will be
elaborated on below.

Isolationism or non-interventionism

Since the USwas founded, it has followed a national policy of avoiding political or economic
entanglements with Europe. This can be seenin Washington's Farewell Address from 1796, where
he warned the country against permanentalliances with other countries, as he wanted to maintain
neutrality with both France and Britain (Washington's Farewell Address 1796). The policy was



furthersupported by the Monroe doctrine from 1832 and can be seenin Lindbergh’s and Trump’s
speeches.

According to the editors of Encyclopedia Britannica, this avoidance of political and economic
entanglement with other nations definesIsolationism. The term non-interventionism s closely
linked with isolationism, but non-interventionists advocated non-involvement in the affairs of other
nations while maintaining diplomacy and trade. Non-interventionists avoid foreign conflict unless it
is in self-defense (Carpenter).

Isolationism or non-interventionism are not synonyms but are often used as such. Historian Wayne
S. Cole used the two terms interchangeably when describing the America First Committee as: “the
most powerfulisolationist or noninterventionist pressuregroup in the United States” (Cole 115).

Neither Trump nor Lindbergh considered themselves isolationists. Trump has stated: “I’'m not
isolationist, but | am ‘America First’” (Sangerand Haberman). Lindbergh did not like the term
isolationist as he did not wantthe US to be completelyisolated (Cole 87). Lindbergh neverused the
term non-interventionism in his journal.

In his journal, Lindbergh did, however, state: “l have adopted a policy of ‘isolation’” (Lindbergh 438).
So, because Lindbergh’s speeches are the first to be studied, the header “Isolationism” will be used
when discussingisolationism or non-intervention, and the terms will be used interchangeably in
accordance with the connotation in which they are used.

American Exceptionalism and The City upon a Hill

A notion essentialto many Americans is the idea of American exceptionalism, which b uilds on the
idea that the USis a unique nation. The beliefis based on the idea that the US:is good and selfless,
fighting for the common good as a symbol of freedom and an example for the rest of the world
(FonerA58).

The idea of the US being something special or unique is reflected in the concept of “the city upona
hill,” which generally speaking, boils down to the idea that America should be a shining example for
the rest of the world to follow. The idea goes back to the Puritans and John Winthrop, who came to
the American continentin the 1600s (Litke 198, 200).

Racism

Nativism

Nativism can be described as a sense of national pride and the idea that natives are the only ones
welcome. Nativists believe that “there is a native population or a native culture that should be given
priority overotherkinds of cultures” (Friedman).

Historian John Higham defines nativism “as intense opposition to an internal minority on the
grounds of its foreign (i.e., ‘'un-American’) connections” (Higham 4).



Whiteness
In American history, being “white” did not merely mean having white skin. The concept of whiteness
has changed overtime to accommodate the demands of social change.

The “original” Americans, the white Anglo-Saxon Protestants (WASP), considered immigrant groups
such as Hebrews and Italians to be on the bottom of the social hierarchy at the beginning of the 20th
century (Foner745). However, like so many otherimmigrants, these immigrants “‘became white’ by
becomingvery similar to WASPs culturally, economically, and structurally. Once the WASPs decided
not to stigmatize them for being ethnically different, these European groups were allowed into
American whiteness” (Yang and Koshy 14).

At the beginning of the 20th century, many people from Eastern Europe, including many Jews,
immigrated to the US. The immigration was so massive that the government decided to limit the
number of visas given (Foner 793; Kennedy 14).

The Immigration Act of 1924 limited immigration to two percent of each nationality in the USa year
based on the 1890 national census (“The Immigration Act of 1924”). The Act meantthat immigration
from Southern and Eastern European countries was limited. As many Eastern Europeans were Jews,
the act did, in effect, set quotas on how many European Je ws were allowed.

It was not much different for American Jews, as there were quotasin universities on how many
could be enrolled at one time, as there was a fearthat Jews would come to dominate American
universities (Synott 185-186).

In the introduction to his book Tropical Zion, Allen Wells writes that even as things were growing
grimmer for EuropeanJewsin the 1930s, there was a generalunwillingnessin the US towards letting
in more Jews and that there were nativist sentimentsin society (Wells 6). Anti-Semitism was visible
as President Roosevelt met opposition because he had Jews in his administration. The famous radio
host Father Coughlinreferred to the president as “President Rosenfeld,” and his New Deal was
referredtoas “Jew Deal.” Atthe height of his popularity, Coughlin had between thirty and forty
million listeners. In his broadcasts, Coughlin would talk about how “Jewish financiers were in
cahoots with eitherinternational communism or the Bank of England had tempered with the money
supply, dragging the United States into the First World War”(Wells 7).

In his text Becoming Caucasian, Matthew Frye Jacobson also discussed the topic of whitenessas a
constructed concept that has changed overtime. Though he wrote about multiple immigrant groups
that had white skin but were not considered “white,” in this thesis, the focus will be onthe Jewish.

Jacobsen exemplified beingJewishinthe USin the 1940s with referencestothe book “Gentleman’s
Agreement” by LauraZ. Hobson from 1947. While the main point of the novelwas that there was no
such thing as a “Jewishrace,” there were still examples of differentiation between Jews and non -
Jews and discrimination of Jews. The gentile protagonist compared his appearance to that of his
Jewish friend and believed that he could pass as a Jew, but he has to try to convince people that he
is Jewish before anyone thinks he is, whereas the actual Jewish people he believes he looks like, get
verbally assaulted at the least(Jacobson 97). Another characterin the book, Lieberman, who'is
described as looking like a Jew in a Nazi caricature, statesthat he is not Jewish by religion and that
he could just as well be Egyptian or Turkish (98).



Charles Lindbergh’s America First

This section will provide a brief overview of significant historical eventsin the first 40 years of the
twentieth century that may be of importance for Lindbergh’s and many other Americans’ desires for
non-interventionism. After that follows a brief description of Lindbergh and his life in the years
leading up to WW2.

Historical Background

Both before and at the beginning of WW?2, a conflict arose over which role the US should take in the
world. Some people, often referred to as “isolationists” or “noninterventionists,” be lieved that the
USshould be a fortress, staying out of international commitments and remaining isolated from the
world (Olson 148). Others, known as the interventionists, argued that the US could no longer stray
away fromits responsibilities in the world; the US had to help Britain and France fight off Nazi
Germany (156). This division in opinion may have developed as aresult of the following eventsinthe
early to mid-twentieth century.

The First World War

As WW1 was raging in Europe, the US was trying to stay neutral. On August 14, 1914, President
Woodrow Wilson declared the US neutral, but American support for the war was split. Many
immigrant communities had theirown newspapersin their native language andstill felt connected
to their country of origin. The German American community supported the Central Powers the same
did the Jewish community as many of them had fled persecutionin Eastern Europe and especially
Russia and Irish Americans generally supported the central powers, but there was a large anglophile
elite; Wilson was pro-British, and he saw Germany as “the natural enemy of liberty” (Foner734-
735).

There was a generalworry that involvementin the warwould be at the cost of domesticaffairs. In
1916, Wilson ran for President on the slogan “he keptus out of war.”

It is most likely a combination of multiple factors thatled Wilson to abandon his ideas of American
isolationism/non-interventionism in favor of helping the British. One of which may be affinity to
Britain. Anotherreason might be the sinking of the American ship Lusitania by German submarines
or the fact that the US had lent Britain more than 2 billion dollars (734-735).

On April 2, 1917, Wilson wentbefore Congress to ask fora declaration of war on Germany. It passed
on April 6. and the US actively entered WW1 (735). WW1 can be seen as the first modernwar, as it
changedthe way wars were fought with the introduction of weapons of mass destruction such as
gas and machine guns. At its end, more than 10 million soldiers had died as wellas many uncounted
millions of civilians (733).

Some Americans believed thatthe US had been lured into joining WW1 through British and
American propaganda. This opinion was so strong that a senate committee led by the US Senator
Gerald P. Nye (A supporterof isolationism) was formed in 1934. The committee conducted hearings
into the topic of US entry into the war and found that bankers and arms exporters had pressed
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President Woodrow Wilson and his administration to join the war, netting them a handsome profit
(Foner 855).

The Great Depression

The 1920s had been a time of economicgrowth. Mass production spread new consumer goods into
most US households; the US victoryin WW1 had given the country its first experience of beinga
global power while Europe was still recovering (Foner771-773).

In the 1930s, the world suffered an economicdownturn that began with the stock market crash in
the US in October 1929. In 1932 the unemploymentrate reached over 11 million, about 25 percent
of the workforce (Foner800).

The Great Depression and the collective traumatic memories of WW1 pushed the American people
toward favoring isolationism. Isolationists argued against US involvementin European and Asian
conflicts as well as politics (“American Isolationism in the 1930s”).

The Neutrality Acts

In the mid-1930s, eventsin Europe and Asia indicated that a new war was imminent. Germany had
built a strongarmy, although the Treaty of Versailles prohibited this, and Hitler had established his
Naziregime.

The US Congress passed the first Neutrality Act in 1935 to keep the US neutralif a new war startedin
Europe or Asia. The law prohibited the US from exportingarms to all belligerent nations during
wartime (Kennedy 394).

In February, the following year, the Neutrality Act of 1936 renewed the provisions of the 1935 act
and prohibited all loans or credits to belligerents - both attacking and attacked countries (Kennedy
397).

The Neutrality Act of 1937 included the provision for the previous Neutrality Acts and extended
themto covercivil wars (i.e., the Spanish civil war), American ships were prohibited from taking
passengers or materials to belligerent countries, and US citizens were barred from traveling to these
countries either (400).

A “cash-and-carry” provision, which was set to expire aftertwo years, was added to enable the
Presidentto permitthe sale of materials and supplies except for weaponsto European countries as
long as the material was paid for immediately and transported back to the European country (400).

The Cash-and-carry system was not limited to the Allies. However, Historian Wayne S. Cole writes
that “British control of the seas would, in effect, deny the Axis powers access to American
munitions” (Cole 91). As will be seenin Lindbergh’s speeches, many Americans stilladvocated for
neutrality. However, in spring 1939, Roosevelttried to have the expiring “cash-and-carry” provision
renewed and removed the trade embargo. Roosevelt was rebuffed, butin September 1939, after
Germanyinvaded Poland, he defeated the isolationists, and on November 4, he signed the
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Neutrality Act of 1939, again allowing for arms trade with belligerent nations on a cash-and-carry
basis(Kennedy 433-434).

Background Lindbergh
Charles Augustus Lindbergh, Jr., was born on February 4, 1902, in Michigan. His father, Charles

August Lindbergh, had a law office and was a US Congressman from 1907 to 1917. He strongly
opposedthe entry of the USinto WW1, arguing that the war only served the interests of wealthy
bankers. This opinion earned him many enemies:

Berg documents in his book that in the foreword of his book Lindbergh, Sr. wrote, “It is impossible
according to the big pressto be a true American unlessyou are pro-British. If you are really for
America first, last, and all the time, and solely for America and for the masses primarily, thenyou are
classed as pro-German by the big press which are supported by the speculators,” Berg stated these
were “words that would resonate in the life of his son twenty years later” (Berg 49).

In 1924, Charles Lindbergh began a year of military flight training with the United States Army Air
Service. When graduatingin March 1925, Lindbergh earned his Army pilot’s wings and the rank of
2nd Lieutenantin the Air Service Reserve Corps (Berg 79).

The Robertson Aircraft Corporation hired Lindbergh in October 1925; to serve as chief pilot for the
Contract Air Mail Route #2 to fly between St. Louis and Chicago (Berg 84).

Lindbergh became a famous flying ace after his non-stop solo transatlantic flight from New York to
Paris in 1927 and was awarded the Medal of Honor, the US’ highest military decoration (Berg 175).

However, the transatlanticflight was not the only reason the presstookan interestin his person. In
1932 his little son Charles Lindbergh Jr. was kidnapped and murdered (Olson 10). After this,
sympathy followed and made Lindbergh a more public figure and even more attractive to the media
and criminals and other less savory types (Berg 7).

The Lindbergh family was beinghounded and harassed by reporters (Olson 8). It was so bad that the
Lindbergh family went to Europe in late 1935, “where fora time he became one of America’s most
effective unofficialambassadors” (Berg 7).

Being a famous aviation pioneerand an unofficial American ambassador, he was invited to inspect
the British, French, and German Aircraft facilities.

From 1936-1938 Lindbergh gathered information aboutthe German air force at the behest of the
American military attaché in Germany. Lindbergh believed that “Britain’s glory days were over...” he
was convinced that “Germany’s had just begun” (Olson 14).

While in Europe, Lindbergh was given the Service Cross of the German Eagle by Herman Goering,
who was responsible forthe Nazi air force. Lindbergh was criticized foraccepting the medal after he
returned to the US (20).

Lindbergh strongly opposed US entry into WW?2 as his fatherhad opposed WW1. On September 3,
1939, he wrote the following in his diary: “Anne and | listened to Roosevelt’s address at 10:00. ... |
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wish | trusted him more. He [Roosevelt] warned people to beware of propaganda —pledged himself
to an attempt to keep this country neutral “(Lindbergh 250). Shortly afterthat, he started making his
first radio address.

Lindbergh supported the noninterventionist America First Committee and resigned from the US
Army Air Forcesin April 1941 after President Roosevelt publicly denounced him for his views (Olson
316; Berg, 418).

Lindbergh Speeches

The following text contains the critical discourse analysis of Lindbergh’s speeches. The speeches
have been divided into two groups, five speeches before he became amember of the America First
Committee and two speeches held asa member of the America First Committee. Historical context
will be added as an introduction to each speech whenrelevant.

All of Lindbergh’s speeches served the same purpose: to keep the US out of the war in Europe.
Lindbergh brought up the same topics and arguments againstintervention in many of his speeches
but did, however, use various angles. Each group of speeches willhave a short partial conclusion.

America and European Wars

On September 3, 1939, England and France declared war on Germany as a response tothe German
invasion of Poland. Roosevelt made a radio address to the American people in which he pledged
himself to keep the US neutral. (Kennedy 426-427)

Lindbergh did not believe Roosevelt would keep that promise. He knew Roosevelt was already
lobbying for US involvement because of his wish to change the Neutrality Acts and decided to make
aradio speech (Lindbergh 248).

This speech was Lindbergh’s first radio address. It was called “America and European Wars” and was
delivered nationwide on September 15, 1939. (Lindbergh 254)

The key message of the speech was that the US must remain neutralconcerningthe war in Europe,
as shown by the following quote “ the destiny of this country [the US] does not call forour
involvementin European wars”(Appendix A 3-4).

Text

Words and phrases may lose the subtlety of meaningand context when translated from one
language to another. This loss may also occur overtime. Today, eighty-one years after this speech
was written, words and phrases may have different connotations.

The focus of this thesisis nota thorough linguistic analysis of the speeches. Still, different words and
termsreveallindbergh’sideas of what might later be seen as his version of America First, as will be
shownin the following.
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In this speech, asin his otherradio speeches, Lindbergh addressed all Americans using inclusive “we”
and “our.”

Lindbergh’sinitial words, “In times of great emergency” (Appendix A 1), signaled pressing urgency -
the non-interventionists must unite to keep America out of the war. The urgency wasalso clearly

reflected in his vocabulary - the modal verb “must” was used 15 times to show that various actions
were necessary, as in “men of the same belief must gathertogetherfor mutual counseland action”

(1).

Lindbergh banalized the war in Europe, describingit as “internal struggles” (5), “quarrels” (15), and
“old quarrels within our family of nation[sic]” (43-44). At the same time, he warned that the war in
Europe might have monumental consequences. The use of the verb “prostrate,” which can be
interpreted as “overthrown” or “weak,” butalso as “lying face down on the ground, as a token of
humility, submission, oradoration,” is interesting. Europe may be prostrated by war, and war is
prostrating. The sense of dystopia was reinforced by his description of the war and postwarera in
the sentence “If war brings more Dark Agesto Europe...” (87).

The Europeans were not the only ones described with strong and powerfulwords. Lindbergh
foresaw thatthe US would be “deluged” with foreign as well as domestic propaganda. The verb
“deluge” meansto overwhelm with something, particularly water, but in this case, propaganda, and
the propagandawas described as no less than “insidious.” Lindbergh believed that few had learned
anything from the last war, and now interventionist propaganda was something the American
people must worry about again “We must keep foreign propaganda from pushing our country
blindly into anotherwar” (6).

Discursive practice

Like the rest of Lindbergh’s speeches, this speech was part of the debate of whetherthe US should
join the European war or stay neutral. The speech was broadcast over the radio by several major
broadcasting companies.

It is hard to say anything specific about who listened to Lindbergh’s speech. More than 50 percent of
Americans had radios, and the American public had become used to hearing Roosevelt’s fireside
chats (“Radio 1929-1941”), and as Lindbergh was famous and had knowledge about European
military affairs because of his travels, many probably wanted to hear what he had to say. It is also
worth mentioning that Lindbergh got many letters and telegrams that showed him support (Berg
397).

There are various examples of intertextuality in the speech, bothin the form of manifest
intertextuality (explicit references to othertexts) as wellas interdiscursivity (references to existing
discussions). Lindbergh referred to George Washington, who “solemnly warned the people of
America against becoming entangled in European alliances” (Appendix A 20-21), which is an example
of interdiscursivity. Atthe same time, he referred to the “Monroe Doctrine” (22), an example of
manifestintertextuality as he mentioned a specific text by name. Most of this intertextuality are
references to American history as well as discussions concerning US involvement in the ongoing war
in Europe and the conflict aboutthis involvementinthe US.
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Social practice

Three topics that appearto relate to Lindbergh’s concept of America First are discussed in this
speech, isolationism, exceptionalism, and racism.

Isolationism

The central theme of the speech was isolationism or non-intervention. Lindbergh and many others
had seen the devastation of WW1, and most Americans were opposed to goingto war in Europe. A
Gallup poll from September 1939 showed that 84 % of the American people were against declaring
war on Germany and sending troops abroad. However, 58% supported the idea that airplanes and
otherwar materials could be sold to England and France, and 74% supported sending food supplies
(Reinhart).

Lindbergh feared thatthe US could be drawn into the current conflict the same way it happenedin
WW1 when domesticand international propagandawas used to sway, and from Lindbergh’s
perspective, misled the American public. (Appendix A6, 74)

Anotherworry was that though Roosevelt promised neutrality, selling munitions to France and
England would not be enough, as the US “cannot count on victory merely by shipping abroad several
thousand airplanes and cannon” (56). This would lead to military involvement, soin Lindbergh’s

opinion, the US “are likely to lose a million men, possibly several million —the best of American
youth” (56-57).

The speech showed an evidentfearthatif the US entered the conflict, it could lead to domestic
changes: “If we enterthe fighting for democracy abroad, we may end by losing it at home”(60-61). It
is not clear what, precisely, Lindbergh meant. A possible interpretation could be that if Roosevelt
pushedforwar, he would be going against the will of the people.

Lindbergh did not wantthe USinvolvedin European conflicts (8-9). To him, the current conflict in
Europe posed noimmediate dangerto the US as the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans functioned as
natural defensesas “Anoceanis a formidable barrier, event [sic] for modern aircraft” (67).

To maintain the welfare of the United States, Lindbergh argued in support of strong defenses: “Let us
look to our own defenses and to our own character. If we attend to them, we have noneedtofear
what happens elsewhere. If we do notattend to them, nothing can save us” (84-86).

As the textabove shows, Lindbergh expressed typicalisolationist rhetoric. The US should keep out
of the problems of Europe, as established in the Monroe Doctrine. Lindbergh referred to the Monroe
Doctrine, which concerns the defense of the Western Hemisphereand how the US wanted to avoid
European colonies on the two American continents, as well as entanglementin Europe in general.
The Doctrine is often referred to when legitimizing non-intervention, along with Washington’s
Farewell Address.
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Exceptionalism
One can find examples of American exceptionalism, i.e., that Americais exceptionalcomparedto

Europe and other parts of the world.

The speech had references to both the Founding Fathers and forefathers. The forefathers left
Europe behind to escape the persecution and hatred that existed there; they “preferred the
Wilderness and the Indians to the problems of Europe” (Appendix A 12).

There are more overtexamples aswell. Lindbergh seemed to believe that the US was something
special and unique, different from the old world (16). He emphasized thatthe settlers came from
many different countries, and in the US they, “found ameans of living peacefully together —the
same nationalities that are fighting abroad today” (13-14). Anotherexample that shows
exceptionalismis when he said thatif Europe were to be destroyed, “the greatest hope forour
Western civilization lies in America” (82-83).

Racism
This speech showed indications of racism, or, at least, an older, less nuanced view onrace. The US

should not getinvolvedin the wars in Europe because they “are not wars in which our civilization is
defendingitself against some Asiatic intruder” (40-41). Olson suggests that Lindbergh could be
referring to the Russians, whom he did not consider ethnically pure whites like the Northern
Europeans, as they had mixed with Mongols (Olson 72)

Anotherargumentasto why the US should not join the conflicts in Europe was that the ongoing
conflict was not a conflict that tried to “defend the white race against foreign invasion” (Appendix A
42-43),

Neutrality and War

Since late September 1939, Roosevelt had wanted to remove the arms embargo the Neutrality Acts
had putin place. In November, he managed to convince Congress that the trade embargos should be
removed, allowingall belligerent nations to sail to the US and buy whatthey needed, as US ships
were banned from transporting goods to belligerent nations. The Neutrality Acts also allowed the
Presidentto determine combatzonesinthe oceans where the US was not allowed to be in and
made it illegal for Americans to travel on ships owned by belligerent nations (Kennedy 433-434).

Lindbergh’s second speech, “Neutrality and War,”was delivered on October 13, 1939, as a reaction
to the ongoing revisions of the Neutrality Acts. This speech aimed to discuss the legislation, which
involved the embargo of arms, the restriction of shipping, and the allowance of credit and to present
Lindbergh’s proposalfor a policy of neutrality. He opposed the US selling military equipment such as
planes and ships to Britain and France; the two countries should, however, be allowed to buy
defensive weapons to protect them against enemy airplanes (Olson 74).

The speech was also a reaction to Canada’s declaration of war against Germany on September 10.
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This second speech was more concrete than the first, and in his diary, Lindbergh indicated that he
knew it would be criticized: “This talk is going to create more criticism than the last one. It is more
detailed and more controversial” (Lindbergh 275).

The general reaction to the speech was more negative than the previous one, even amongthose
who had previously supported Lindbergh (Olson 75). The adverse reaction was mainly directed at
Lindbergh’s critique of the British and French but not of Germany. According to American journalist
Dorothy Thompson, “it was his cool, unemotional rationalization of German aggression that really
maddened her” (Olson 78).

Text

In this speech, “our” was used more than “we,” but both were still used as unifyingterms. Lindbergh
appealedto his listeners foraction and supportusing “let us” as in “Let us give no one the
impression that America’s love for peace meansthatshe is afraid of war...” (Appendix B6-8).

He stressed the unity of the countriesin America using the term “sister American nations.” He used
a few (rhetorical) questionsinstead of direct statements to make the audience think and take a
stand on his views as in “Can we rightfully permit any country in Americato give basesto foreign
warships, or to send its army abroad to fight while it remains secure in our protection at home?”
(30-32). In this case, he criticized Canada forits involvementinthe war.

Lindbergh’s use of “intelligently” in “Before we can intelligently enact regulations for the control of
our armaments” (10) indicated that he did not consider the decision-making process very intelligent.

The term “Uncle Shylock” in “They [France and Britain] called us ‘Uncle Shylock’” (111) is interesting.
Uncle Shylock was a Jewish merchantand moneylenderin Shakespeare’s play, The Merchant of
Venice, who lent money toa Christian rival and set the security at a pound of his flesh. When his
rival could not pay, uncle Shylock was prepared to cut out a pound of flesh from his body
(Shakespeare). The quote verifies that racism against Jews existed not only in America butalso in
Europe outside Germany and that it had existed for many centuries.

Discursive practice

The form was the same as in the last speech, butthe speech was only broadcast through MBS. There
were examples of interdiscursivity, as Lindbergh stated that the US should “make no meaningless
assurances to an Ethiopia, a Czechoslovakia, ora Poland” (Appendix B16-17), referringto the
promises of protection France and England made to these nations but did not keep.

The speech contained several references to the Monroe Doctrine, stating that the US should
“protect our sister American nations from foreigninvasion” (28), and “Sooner or later we must
demandthe freedom of this continentand its surroundingislands from the dictates of European
power” (36-37).

An example of manifestintertextuality to the Monroe Doctrine was apparent when Lindbergh stated
that “This western hemisphereis our domain. It is our right to trade freely withinit” (19).
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There was also manifestintertextuality involving the Neutrality Acts, as Lindbergh mentioned that
Congressdiscussed issues concerning “the embargo of arms, the restriction of shipping, and the
allowance of credit” (Appendix B42). It is also these three issues that serve as the main structure of
the speechforLindbergh.

Social practice
Isolationism
“A neutrality built on pacifism alone will eventually fail” (Appendix B9).

In this speech, Lindbergh stated that the US should remain neutral but should fight if attacked,
invokingthe Monroe doctrine and its idea of the US controlling and protecting the We stern
Hemisphere and notinterferingin Europe (19-21).

Lindbergh believed that Europeaninterference in the business of the Western Hemisphere was what
bound the American countries to Europe (37-38), whichis why the entire Western hemisphere
(Canadaincluded) should remain neutral.

The speech focused on three centralissues that were discussed at the time. The first of these issues
was the potential repeal of the US embargo on selling munitions to Europe.

Lindbergwas in favor of keeping the embargo, as lifting it would not secure peace and democracyin
Europe as he did “not believe this is a war for democracy” (50-51). To him, the conflict was over the
balance of poweron the European continent, and sending offensive weapons would only prolong
the conflict (53).

It was hard for Lindbergh “to understand how the US could contribute to civilization and humanity
by sending offensive instruments of destruction to European battlefields” (68-69). He did not want
American bombs killing European civilians but stated that he was “perfectly willing to see American
anti-aircraft guns shooting American shells at invading bombers overany European country” (90-91).
Contributing would involve the USin the devastation of Europe, making the US partially responsible.
He referred to WW1 and stated that even though the US and its allies won, “neitherthe democracy
nor the justice for which we fought grew in the peace that followed ourvictory” (72-73).

Lindbergh believed that “America have notyetreached a point where we wish to capitalize onthe
destruction and death of war” (64-65). He also believed that selling weapons to one side of the
European conflict would mean taking a side in the conflict, and this could snowballinto the US
sendingtroopsto Europe (60-62).

The second major topic was the restrictions placed on US shipping. Lindbergh believed that the
existing rules and regulations did not account for submarines and airplanes, making it harderto
know the intention of othervessels (96-101). Therefore, the US should stay out of European waters
where there is a risk of loss of American lives (103-104)

The third issue Lindbergh discussed was why the US should not lend more money to the European
powers, one reason being that “They not only refused to pay the wartime loans we made, but they
refused to pay back what we loaned them after the war was over”(108-109). Lindbergh also worried
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that if US industry lent money to a belligerent European nation, some people might be very
interestedin securing victory for that country, making it even harderforthe USto avoid further
involvement (Appendix B 117-119).

Race

To Lindbergh, what bound the US to Europe was a racial bond: “Racial strengthis vital — politics, a
luxury. If the white race is everseriously threatened, it may then be time for us to take our part in its
protection” (Appendix B76-77). As mentioned earlier, under Whiteness, immigrant groups such as
Jews, Italians, and Eastern Europeans were considered inferior whites, butthey were stillabove
otherminorities such as Chinese or African Americans (Jacobsen 87).

Lindbergh believed that only if the white race was threatened, the USshould getinvolved “to fight
side by side with the English, French, and Germans, but not with one against the otherfor our
mutual destruction” (Appendix B 77-78).

The Air Defense of America

Lindbergh’s third speech, “The Air Defense of America,” was delivered on May 19, 1940. The central
theme was airpower and national defense. Lindbergh was an expertin this field, as he had seenand
tested both the German, the Russian, the British, and the French military aircrafts during his three
yearstay in Europe, as mentioned earlier. Lindbergh “spoke with firsthand knowledge and
experience thatothernon-interventionist leaders could not equal” (Cole 88).

The massive German offensive against the Western front had started: the invasion of Luxembourg,
Belgium, the Netherlands, and France had begun. “Until May, 1940, most Americans had viewed the
war in Europe as if it were a movie—adramathat, while interestingto watch, had nothing to do with
their own lives.” (Olson xvi). In his speech to Congress on May 16, Roosevelt mentioned the risk of a
possible invasion through South America (Olson 99), and people were frightened: “The pressiis
hysterical. The newspapers give one the impression that the United States will be invaded next
week!” (Lindbergh 348).

The isolationists in Congress believed that the talk of a German invasion of the US was “a smoke
screen by the administration to disguise what its critics felt were its plans to lead America into the
war against Germany” (Olson 100).

Text
In this speech, “our” and “we” were still used as unifying terms, and “let us” was used several times
to appealto his listeners foraction and support.

Lindbergh was very reassuring concerning US defense: “Infactthere is hardly a natural element
contributing to air strength and impregnability that we do not now possess. Aviation is for us an
asset. It adds to our national safety” (Appendix C 20-22). This will be a recurringtheme for
Lindbergh.
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In this speech, no derogatives were used about Europe. The focus was on the US, the press,
propaganda, the politicians, and “the blind selfishness of party politics” (Appendix C9-10). His use of
“hysterical chatter of calamity and invasion...” (81) scorned some Americans’ fear of invasion;

“hysterical” is usually attributed to women, and “chattering” means purposeless orfoolish talk .

The interventionists were referred to as “they.” They were described as “powerfulelements" but
also as a “small minority” that tried to push the US closer to war. In later speeches, it became clear
that the personal pronoun “they” was also used forthe Roosevelt administration (Cole 158).

The main message in this speech was that a defense policy was needed. The use of the words
“intelligent” and “consistent” and the following quote indicated that Lindbergh considered the
existing policies lacking these: “Air strength depends more upon the establishment of intellige ntand
consistent policies than upon the sudden construction of huge numbers of airplanes” (Appendix C5-
7);

At the same time, Lindbergh tried to reassure the American people thatthe US cannot be attacked:
“From the standpoint of defense, we stillhave two great oceans between us and the warring armies
of Europe and Asia ”(19-20)

Discursive practice

The genre was the same as the previous speeches, but only one broadcaster, MBS, was mentioned in
the transcript. In his diary, Lindbergh mentioned Columbia Broadcasting Corporation (CBC) as well
(Lindbergh 348).

Intertextuality was evident through interdiscursivity as the Monroe Doctrine was indirectly
referenced to when Lindbergh talked about the defense of the Western hemisphere: “As long as
American nations work together, as long as we maintain reasonable defense forces, there willbe no
invasion...”“ (Appendix C 54-55).

Later in the speech, Lindbergh made an interdiscursive reference to the Nye Committee's findings
that bankersand arms exporters had pushed for US engagementin WW1 as he stated, “Itis time for
the underlying character of this country to rise and assertitself, to strike down these elements of
personal profit and foreign interest”(92-93).

Social Practice

Regarding social practice, not much new was happening. Asin his first speech, Lindbergh has
referencestothe naturaldefenses of the US. What was new in this speech was the focus on internal
strength and struggle in the US.
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Isolationism
Lindbergh’s firstinteresting statement was about what the US could learn about national strength

from Europe: “national strength must be built within a nation itself and cannot be achieved by
limiting the strength of others” (Appendix C 60-61).

He warned the Americans who wanted the USinvolved in the ongoing conflict that entering the war
would cause animosity in Europe: “It will leave us hated by victor and vanquished alike, regardless of
which way the tide of battle turns” (71-72).

To Lindbergh, the solution was clear, “If we desire peace, we need only stop asking forwar” (85-86).
The US should turn to isolationism: “Let us turn our eyes to our own nation. We cannot aid others
until we have first placed our own country in a position of spiritual and material leadership and
strength” (95-97).

Exceptionalism
Like the first speech, this speech contained examples of exceptionalism: “Our people have natural

ability in the design, construction, and operation of aircraft” (Appendix C 16-17).

Anotherexample of exceptionalism was used to make the Americans pull themselves togetherand
instill courage: “Let us guard Americatoday as our forefathers guarded itin the past” (66-67). The
guote showed reverence for how past generations guarded the US and should also inspire the
audience to trustthat the US could defend itself: “They won this country from Europe with a handful
of revolutionary soldiers. We certainly can hold it now ... If we cannot, we are unworthy to have it”
(67-69).

Our Drift Towards War

This speech, called “Our Drift Towards War,” was delivered onJune 15, 1940. It continued the
central theme from the last speech, the importance of national defense and opposition against US
entrance into a European war. Lindbergh argued that the national defense of the US could be
improved by producing defensive armaments, as well as establishing more bases in the Western
Hemisphere.

In Europe, the German army had conquered Paris two days earlier, and Hitler's Germany seemed
invincible. Lindbergh feared that war was imminent “Tonight, as his [Roosevelt’s] voice came over
the radio, | felt he would like to declare war, and was held back only by his knowledge thatthe
country would not stand forit” (Lindbergh 356).

According to Lindbergh’s diary, this day was also the first time he metan unnamed Yale student,
who was trying to organize the college against Americaninterventionin Europe (Lindbergh 358).

Text
In this speech, “we” and “our” were still used as unifying terms. The mostfrequentword
combination was “we must,” which indicated necessity orurgency. The imperative “let” was used
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twice to appealto his listeners for action. The second occurrence of “let” was followed by the
imperatives “speak” and “organize” that strengthened his plea: “Let them know how you feelabout
this. Speak toyour friends and organize in your community” (Appendix D 109-110).

Lindbergh acknowledged that there were “perfectly sincere” people who believed that sending
weapons to Europe would not involve America in the European war (14). Their counterparts were
the “menamong us of less honesty” (17), the interventionists who had “baited the trap of war” (19).
Traps are used foranimals, here they are usedto trap the American people, and the bait is the idea
of helping Europe without getting involved.

In his speech, Lindbergh used aninteresting metaphortoillustrate that it was too late to get
involved in the war in Europe and that America did not have the military strengthtodo so: “Our
presentdangerresults from making gestures with an empty gun after we have already lost he [sic]
draw” (25-26). Later in the speech, he used the same metaphorto advocate for building a stronger
national defense: “We must stop these gestures with an empty gun” (71).

For the first time, Lindbergh stated that the government was guilty of pushingthe US towards war:
“We cannot continue for long to follow the course our Government has taken without becoming
involved in war with Germany” (12-13). Lindbergh was moreover very critical concerningthe
Government policy: the aid to theirallies in the European war had been “ineffective,” but worse still,
the defense of the US had been “inexcusably neglected”: “In fact we have let our own affairs drift
along until we have noteven a plan of defense forthe continent of North America” (35-36).

According to Lindbergh, the drift towards war was a “disaster,” and his use of the words “suicidal
conflict” added extra negative connotations; joining the European war would be detrimental for the
USas it was notready. (49-50). The war might be suicidal for the Western nations /white races that
are in war against each other(98).

The personal pronoun “you” often appearedin the last paragraphs of the speech, where he
addressedthe listeners directly in a very strong plea foraction. The mostinteresting use was the
double address “you men and women” in the following quote:” You men and women of America ...
to youl say that we must act now to stop this trend toward war” (101-102).

Discursive practice
In this speech, Lindbergh mentioned various shortcomings in US policy:

Lindbergh used a new angle in his argument against involvementin the war: “We demand that
foreign nation [sic] refrain frominterferingin our hemisphere, yet we constantly interferein theirs”
(Appendix D 33-34).

He compared the political situation in the USto that of France and England, who had promised aid
to the invaded countries of Europe withoutthe ability to help: “We have been doingto England and
France what they did to Abyssinia, ... and to Norway —we have encouraged themto hope for help
we cannot send” (36-38). Lindbergh believed this action would lead “to a disastrous and
unsuccessfulwar” (39-40).
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This speech was also a radio address and was recorded at the National Broadcasting Company (NBC)
(Lindbergh 358).

In this speech, Lindbergh referred to his previous speeches as he referred to the natural defense of
America: “the wide wall of the Atlantic stands between us and the shootingthat is going on.”
(Appendix D 26-27). Anotherelementthat echoed the previous speech was the idea of investingin
defenses(72).

Lindbergh tried to show how monumental war between America and Hitler's Europe would be,
making a simile for how the war would develop if the US interfered, “It would be more comparable
to the struggle which took place between Athens and Sparta, or Rome and Carthage” and continued
“It would involve the destiny of Americaand of western civilization as far into the future as we can
see.” (67-69).

Social Practice

Isolationism

Lindbergh tried to describe what he believed would happenif the US entered the European war. He
painted a bleak picture.

It was no use sending the small existing US army to Europe, as: “We start at a disadvantage because
we are not a military nation. Our is nota land of guns and marching men” (Appendix D 60-61).
Moreover, beforethe USwould have troops to sendto Europe, “German armies may have brought
all Europe undertheir control” (53).

He described Germany as aninvincible enemy and predicted that a war would last generations “This
is a question of mortgaging the lives of our children and our grandchildren” (59-60). Involvementin
the war would require the US “to build an army of several million men. We will need several
hundred thousand airplanes before the battlingis over. And we must have a navy large enough to
transport this force across the sea” (64-66).

According to Lindbergh, the US should plan and build its defenses of the Western hemisphere with
the cooperation of the other American countries (72-73). He substantiated the idea further: “We
mustinsist upon military bases being placed whateverthey are needed for oursafety, regardless of
who owns the territory involved” (73-75).

At the end of the speech, Lindbergh urged his listeners to fight against intervention in the European
war, stating that a small, powerful minority agitated forwar: “They are spendinglarge sums of
money in advertisements. They are telegraphing, writing, and talking every hour of the day, pushing
us closer and closer to the edge” (103-105). Lindbergh took care not to mention who the powerful
minority were, but urged the listeners to organize in theirlocal communities and to contact their
representatives in Washington to put pressure onthem if they wanted to avoid US involvementin
the war (108-112).
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Exceptionalism

Lindbergh used the story of the pioneersin the old westfor severalreasons. He tried to deterthe US
from enteringthe war, and at the same time, he referred to the exceptionalismin the wisdom of the
American pioneers: “There is a saying that grew in the old west to the effect thata man who enjoys
life should nevertouch his gun unless he means business” (Appendix D 21-22).

He criticized the politicians of the day and their edging towards war by comparing themto the
pioneers stating that “the red-blooded wisdom of the old westis gone from American politics today”
(24-35).

As in the previous speeches, it was crucial to Lindbergh to stay out of the European conflict “shall we
throw away the independent American destiny which our forefathers gave their lives to win” (95-
96).

Racism

Like many of his contemporaries, Lindbergh believed that there was more than one white race:
“Shall we continue this suicidal conflict between western nations and white races” (Appendix D 98).
The following quote does, however, indicate that there were only two white races, the European
and the American:“the greatest struggle the world has yet known — a conflict between hemispheres,
one half of the white race against the other half” (45-46).

Our Relationship with Europe

This speech was delivered on August 4, 1940, was called “Our Relationship with Europe.” It was
Lindbergh's first speech concerning nonintervention ata public gathering (Berg 408). A non-
interventionist group organized the gathering from Chicago called “the Citizens Keep America Out of
War Committee.” There were approximately 35,000-40,000 spectators at a sunny stadiumin Chicago
(Lindbergh 375, Cole 106).

In Europe, France had been defeated by Germany onJune 25, 1940, so England was the only
significant European force left to oppose the Nazi regime. The battle of Britain started July 10 and
was still ongoing at the time of this speech.

At the beginning of the speech, Lindbergh seemed more confidentand optimisticthan in the
previous speeches, probably because many people organized in grassroots movements against
interventioninthe European war (Berg 408), and because “Both political parties had declared
against our entry into the war” (Appendix E 20-21). However, Lindbergh did warn the audience that
“There are still interestsin this country and abroad who will do their utmostto draw us into the war”
(18-19).

On August 2, Lindbergh wrote the following about this speech. “It will not be popular but, | think,
covers subjects which must be brought out and discussed.” (Lindbergh 374) This turned out to be
accurate. The speech “provoked more criticism than any earlier statementin his battle against
intervention” (Cole 107).
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Text

As in the previous speeches, “we” and “our” are used as unifying terms. Inthe following quote,
Lindbergh used “we” instead of “you” even though he knew more than the listeners: “we have also
been misled about political conditions. It has seemed obvious to me formany yearsthat the
situation in Europe would have to change” (Appendix E 55-56).

Lindbergh showed more personalinvolvementthaninthe previous speeches using the personal
pronoun “I” and talked about his personal experiences from his yearsin Europe: “I found conditions
in Europe to be very different from our concept of them here in the United States” (43). He indicated
that his points of views were not popular: “I have a different outlook toward Europe than most
people in America. In consequence, | am advised to speak guardedly on the subject of the war” (29-

30).

He did, however, give his opinion about the European countries. The German military strength was
described as “phenomomenal,” which must be a misspelling of “phenomenal,” whereas England and
France were described less positive: “| saw the phenomomenal [sic] military strength of Germany
growing like a giant at the side of an aged, and complacent England.”(64-65). He wentas far as to
state that “In England there was organization without spirit. In France there was spirit without
organization. In Germany there were both” (67-68).

There was no doubt that Lindbergh thought Germany had not been treated fairly after WW1: “When
| saw the wealth of the British Empire, | felt that the rich had become toorich. When | saw the
poverty of Central Europe, | felt thatthe poor had become too poor” (60-62).

In the transcript of the speech, the word “democratic” was in quotes twice. The following quote
indicated that Lindbergh ascribed “democratic” the opposite connotation: “ It [the issue] was not the
support of ‘democracy,’ or the so-called democratic nations would have given more assistance to the
struggling republic of post-war Germany” (74-75).

In the following quote, Lindbergh explained charges against Germany of barbarism and aggression as
hypocrisy: “Our accusations of aggression and barbarism on the part of Germany, simply bring back
echoes of hypocrisy and Versailles” (108-109). The use of “have to” in the following quotation did,
however, indicate that Lindbergh did not want Germany to win the war: “In the future we may have
to deal with a Europe dominated by Germany” (91-92).

Discursive practice

This speech was Lindbergh's first public speech concerning nonintervention. He presented himself as
alayman, who spoke to the audience as “to close friends...” and was more outspoken, stating:” |
prefertosay what| believe, ornotto speakat all” (Appendix E 33, 35).

President Washington’s farewell address was referred towhen Lindbergh stated that the US had not
“escapedthe foreign entanglements and favoritisms that Washington warned us against” (15-16).

There were references to foreign propagandaandintertextual references tothe previous speech, as
Lindbergh still believed there were forces at play trying to get the US involvedin the European war
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(4-9). Lindberghreferred to European propaganda, stating that the people who did not believe in it
were called “a Nazi agent” (Appendix E 53).

Social practice

Isolationism

In this speech, Lindbergh stated thatthe US population were overwhelmingly againstinvolvementin
the European war: “When the danger of foreign war was fully realized by our people, the underlying
tradition of Americanindependencearose, and in recent weeks its voice has thundered through the
weaker cries for war” (Appendix E 12-14).

Lindbergh was happy about the US increase in defense: “oureyesare turned once more in the
direction of security and peace, for if our own military forces are strong, no foreign nation can
invade us, and, if we do not interfere with their affairs, none will desire to” (23-25).

As previously mentioned, Lindberg was anon-interventionist ratherthan an isolationist. He believed
it is of “utmostimportance for us to cooperate with Europe... It is only by cooperation that we can
maintain the supremacy of our western civilization” (87-89).

Exceptionalism

Lindbergh invoked American exceptionalism stating that America should offerthe Europeans “a plan
for the progress and protection of the western civilization” (Appendix E 116). He took the
exceptionalism furtherinthe following quote “let us carry on the American destiny of which our
forefathers dreamed as they cut theirfarm lands from the virgin forests” (117-118).

Exceptionalism was also invoked when Lindbergh stated: “Our nation was born of courage and
hardship. It grew on the fearless spirit of the pioneer” (123).

Race

In the previous speech, Lindbergh mentioned thatif the US entered the war, it would be a conflict
between two parts of the white race and western civilization. In this speech, Lindbergh expanded
furtheronthe ideaof an interdependence of western civilization in Europe and America because he
believed that the US could not maintain the superiority of western civilization alone (Appendix E 90).

Lindbergh’s five speeches - partial conclusion
All of Lindbergh's speeches serve one single purpose, to keep the US out of what became WW?2. All
the speecheswere included to investigate how he would argue against the war.

In his speech “Americaand European Wars, ” Lindbergh stated his fearthat the USwould be drawn
into the war through propagandaas had happenedin WW1. He tried to banalize the war calling it
"quarrels” but warned the listeners that a war might bring “Dark ages” to Europe and loss of
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democracy at home. Lindbergh did show indications of racism but spoke about the white races and
an Asiatic race only.

The Second speech, “Neutrality and War,” was more detailed and controversial. It discussed the
legislation, which involved the embargo of arms, the restriction of shipping, and the allowance of
credit and presented Lindbergh’s proposalfora policy of neutrality. He opposed the US selling
military equipment such as planes and ships to Britain and France; the two countries should,
however, be allowed to buy defensive weapons to protect them against enemy airplanes.

The speech was also a commenttothe revisions of the Neutrality Acts and to the fact that Canada
had joined the war.

In “The Air Defense of America,” Lindbergh was trying to appeal to the listeners’ common sense. The
German offensive against the Western front had started. Roosevelt had mentioned thata German
invasion through South Americawas possible, and people were frightened. Many isolationists
believed that the talk of a German invasion of the US was part of the Government's plans to lead
America into the war against Germany.

The central theme was airpower and national defense. Lindbergh was an expertin this field as he
had seenandtested both the German, the Russian, the British, and the French military aircrafts
during his three years of stay in Europe. The main message in this speech was that a defense policy
was needed. At the same time, Lindbergh tried to reassure the American people thatthe US could
not be attacked because it was protected by the two great oceans between them and the warring
armies of Europe and Asia.

The speech called “Our Drift Towards War” continued the central theme from the last speech, the
importance of national defense and opposition against US entrance into a European war. Lindbergh
argued that the planning and building of the national defense of the US could be improved by
producing defensive armaments, as well as establishing more bases in the Western Hemisphere.

“Our Relationship with Europe ”was Lindbergh's first speech concerning nonintervention at a public
gathering. The gathering was organized by a noninterventionist group called “the Citizens Keep
America Out of War Committee.” There were approximately 35,000-40,000 spectators.

In Europe, England was the only significant European force leftto oppose the Nazi regime. The battle
of Britain started July 10 and was still ongoing at the time of this speech.

At the beginning of the speech, Lindbergh seemed more confident and optimisticthan in the
previous speeches, probably because many people organized grassroots movements against
interventioninthe European warand because both political parties had declared against US entry
into the war. However, Lindbergh did warn the audience that “There are still interestsin this country
and abroad who will do their utmost to draw us into the war.”

On August 2, Lindbergh wrote the following about this speechin his diary. “It will not be popularbut,
| think, covers subjects which must be brought out and discussed.” This turned out to be accurate.
The speech “provoked more criticism than any earlier statementin his battle against intervention”
(Cole 107).
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Lindbergh and the America First Committee
The reason for this departure from the speechesis that all the previous ones were delivered before
Lindbergh was an official member of the organization; it seems like a fitting interlude between the

speeches.

Today the concept of America First is associated with right-wingideas. Although people on the
political right may have adopted the term, it was not so when it started. The America First
Committee was formed at Yale University inthe summer of 1940 and quickly became the “most
powerful, vocal, and effective isolationist organization in the country” (Olson 220). The
organization’s main goal was to avoid USinvolvementin the European war, evenif it meant that the
British lost. Many of the original members were students, born during or just after WW1, which
meant that their youth had been influenced by the disillusionment of the war and its aftermath
(220).

It seemed logical to assume that only select parts of the US population would support the
committee, butit had supporters from all overthe political spectrum, at least to begin with (226).

The organization traveled all overthe US, urging everyone who shared their beliefs to show their
support. However, Charles Lindbergh was the man they wanted the most. He was one of the most
outspoken non-interventionists in the country, and his flight overthe Atlanticin 1927 had made him
arole modelfor many youngboys (Olson 224).

Anotherreason why the founders of the organization were drawn to Lindbergh was that he wasa
rebelwho, with “his courage and straightforwardness,” defied authority and could not be bought or
intimidated. He was, in otherwords, whatthey aspired to be (225).

On October1, 1940, Lindbergh wrote in his diary thatthe America First Committee’s views were
seen as “controversial issues” and they were having a hard time getting radio time, and made the
followingcomment: “It is a fine state of affairs if the question of war and peace cannot be debated
before the American people because itis a ‘controversialissue’!” (394).

Later that month, Lindbergh spoke aboutisolationism at Yale. This speech appeared to be the first
time Lindbergh spoke in front of the America First Committee (411). It has been impossible to gain
access to this speech, whichis archived at Yale (“Charles Augustus Lindbergh Papers”).

Lindbergh was surprised that the Yale students liked his address and stated that “it was by far the
most successfuland satisfying meeting of this kind in which | have evertaken part” (Lindbergh 411).
After much consideration, Lindbergh officially became a member of the America First Committee in
April 1941 (Olson 311).

Between the speeches
No accessible Lindbergh speeches were found between August 1940 and April 1941, while the war

continued in Europe, and the non-interventionists worked to keep the US out of war.
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September 16, the first-ever US peacetime draft was signed into law (Kennedy 459). Shortly before
winning his third termas presidentin November 1940, Roosevelt did, however, promise that “no
American boys are going to be sentinto any foreign wars” (Berg 407).

Early January 1941, Roosevelturged Congress to pass the Lend-Lease bill that would allow him to
transfer US military goods such as ships and weaponstoany country he deemed necessary, without
asking Congress. The bill also allowed deferring payments until later, as wellas for deciding if and
how it should be repaid (Olson 267).

The non-interventionist were against the Lend-Lease bill. The America First committee organized a
large part of the opposition (Cole 46-47).

Lindbergh testified against Lend-Lease onJanuary 23. His testimony had several examples of his
strong beliefin non-intervention. Representative Luther A. Johnson of Texas asked Lindbergh if he
had “sympathy with England’s efforts to defeat Hitler?” Lindbergh answered: “l am in sympathy with
the people on both sides, but| think that it would be disadvantageous for England herself, ifa
conclusive victory is sought.” When asked to elaborate further, Lindbergh stated: “l am in sympathy
with the people and not with theiraims” (Berg 413-414).

Two weeks later, Lindbergh was called back to testify again. This testimony focused on his
sympatbhies, specifically, Lindbergh’s unwillingness to denounce Naziwar crimes and his supportof a
negotiated peace, while also stating that he believed the US should not police the world. Lindbergh’s
comments were considered unpatriotic by some Americans, who were “incensed at the coldness of
his responses...” (Berg 415).

On March 11, the lend-lease act was passed (Cole 93).

On April 25 - Roosevelt criticized Lindbergh publicly for the first time; he compared Lindbergh to
Copperheads. Copperheads were Democrats who were part of the Union during the American Civil
War, who “wanted to make peace from 1863 on because the North ‘couldn’t win’” (Berg 418).

On May 21, 950 miles off the coast of Brazil, the freighterSS Robin Moor became the first US (still
neutral) ship sunk by a German U-boat (Kennedy 494).

[Second AFCspeech]

Election Promises Should Be Kept We Lack Leadership That Places America
First

This speech, called “Election Promises Should Be Kept We Lack Leadership That Places America
First,” was delivered at Madison Square Garden, New York, atan America First Committee rally on
May 23, 194. Twenty-five thousand people attended, and almost as many listened outside as the
speechwasalso transmitted via loudspeakers (Berg 419). Not everyone attending the meeting
sympathized with the non-interventionists. A pro-US involvement group called The Committee to
Defend America by Aiding the Allies heckled the listeners by stating that they “mingle with Nazis,
Fascists and Communists” (Berg 419).
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The title of the speechindicated its main topic: election promises were not being kept, and the
governmentwas not putting America first.

Lindbergh was probably referring to Roosevelt’s promise while running for his third term: “I have
said this before but | shall say it again and again and again —yourboys are not going to be sentinto
any foreignwars” (Olson 260). Roosevelt and his republican opponentforthe presidency, Willke,
did, however, both supportinterventionismin Europe. Lindbergh was also bitter about the fact that
the GOP did not pick an isolationist candidate forthe presidency. With twointerventionists, the
voters had no way of showing that they opposed entering the war (Olson xxi).

He expressed frustration at this fact: “have we been given the opportunity to vote on the policy our
government has followed? No, we have been led toward war against the opposition of four-fifths of
our people” (Appendix G 42-43).

The threat of war did, however, draw closer. Two days before the speech, the US merchant ship SS
Robin Moorwas sunk by German submarines even though the US was still neutral at the time
(Kennedy 494).

Text

Lindbergh used the adjective “foreign” to distance the US from Europe: “we do not want to cross an
oceanto fight on foreign continents, for foreign causes...” (Appendix G 24-25). The US should notbe
tied to European wars, which he predicted would be “eternal” (4) and caused by Europe's
“shortsightedness” (22).

Still, the American people should not build “a wall around our country and isolate ourselves from
contact with the rest of the world” (2-3). Here, as in the previous speeches, he made it clear that the
USwould defend theirhemisphereand that “we have faith that these United States of ours can
compete in commerce orin war with any combination of foreign powers” (11-12).

“Democracy” as the American way of life was a key conceptin this speech. It was used as a reason
for not going to war: “Many of us do not think we can impose our way of life, at the point of a
machinegun...” (26-27). The concept of “Democracy” was, however, primarily used to criticize the
US political leaders, Willkie and Roosevelt, whom he accused of lacking both courage, integrity, and
vision: “If all of our leaders had the courage, integrity and vision that these men [leading non-
interventionists attending the rally] have shown, this country would not be on the verge of war
today” (96-97).

Because Willkie and Roosevelt were interventionists, Lindbergh went as far as to compare themto
Hitler and Goering: “We in America were given just about as much chance to express our beliefs at
the election last Fall, as the Germans would have been given if Hitler had run against Goering” (45-
48).

He described the war as “disastrous” for Europe, as he had done before, and indicated that it might
be disastrous for the US too: “I do not believe that our system of governmentin Americacan survive
our participation or ourway of life can survive our participation” (57-59).
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The following quote indicated that Lindbergh believed the interventionists had “ideals” but no
realistic ideas of what war would mean to the US: “It is all very well to shoutforwar, to say that
aggression must be stopped, that ourideals of democracy must be preserved all overthe world. But
whenthe shoutingis over, then we will be faced with the reality of war” (Appendix G 68-71).

The speech concludes with Lindbergh’s appealto the listenersin the name of the committee: “The
America First Committee asks your helpin carrying out this program. We ask you to join with us in
demandingthatelection promises be kept” (112-113).

Discursive practice

This was the first included speech in which he spoke as a representative of the America First
Committee; there were references to previous speeches: as will be seen underSocial Practice,
Lindbergh mentioned many times why the US should notenteranotherwar, referringtothe Monroe
Doctrine and elements of American exceptionalism (Appendix G 7-9).

Intertextually, he referred to the consequences of war already stated in previous speeches, such as
loss of democracy at home and loss of lives (28-30). An example of manifestintertextuality was
made when Lindbergh asked his audience to think of WW1 before they pushed the USinto another
war as that war did not “make the world safe fordemocracy” (51-52); This was a reference to
President Wilson’s reasoning for joining WW1.

Social practice
Isolationism
As mentioned above, Lindbergh advocated clearly for non-interventionism, notisolationism:

He started the speech by stating that he wanted an independent destiny forthe US (Appendix G 1).
This did, howevernot mean, that the US should isolate itself from the rest of the world: “Such a
destiny does not mean that we will build a wall around our country and isolate ourselves from
contact with the rest of the world” (1-3).

Lindbergh pointed out several reasons for non-intervention.

The interventionists claim that the US should enterthe European war to spread democracy (49-50).
Lindbergh did not believe that democracy could be imposed by “the point of a machine gun.” (26-27)
Moreover, he feared that US entrance into the war would endanger the American way of life and
democracy as the American people did not wantto enter the war (38-39).

He also believed thatthe US lacked a concrete plan of engagement if it were to succeed in fighting
the Axis, “Someone must do the fighting; someone the dying. When we turn from sentimentand
emotion to reality and action, the task we face is staggering” (72-73). Lindbergh enumerated many
practical problems: the US must cross the oceans, was outnumbered both in population and soldiers,
and the US military was not as well trained or experienced (74-77).
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Exceptionalism

American Exceptionalismis evident: according to Lindbergh, democracy could come “only fromthe
heartsand minds of the people. It can be spread abroad by example, but never by force” (Appendix
G 32-33). The quote could even be an example of “the city upon a hill,” where the US should be
something other countries strive to be like.

Later in the speech, he continued: “We can spread our ideals in other countries. We can defend this
hemisphere frominvasion. And all of this can be accomplished without enteringthe war” (110-111).

Race
In previous Lindbergh speeches (Appendix A, B, and D), he talked about maintaining the white races
and Western civilizations.

This speech contained phrases thatindicated that Lindberg was not racist. He emphasized thatone
of the things that made the US unique were the many races, religions, and beliefs that live together
in unison: “Here, in this country, we have learned to live peacefully together. Here we have
developed aracial tolerance such as the world has neverknown before. Here we have developed a
civilization in many ways never previously approached” (Appendix G 81-84).

He made it clear that racial tolerance did coverthe white races only, as he stated: “We came from
every part of Europe and from every portion of the earth” (81).

Who are the war agitators (The Des Moines speech)

This speech, which is often called the Des Moines speech, was named “Who are the War Agitators?”
It was delivered on September 11,1941, and was Lindbergh’s most controversial speech. Lindbergh
railed against foreigninterests and the minority who wanted the USto enterthe European War.
Lindbergh named the British, the Jewish People, and the Roosevelt Administration as the primary
war agitators.

His wife Anne warned him about criticizing the Jewish people. She believed most people would
simply see the headlines calling Lindbergh an anti-Semite as it was “so much simplerto brand
someone with a bad label than to take the trouble to read what he says" (Berg 425). However,
Lindbergh was less concerned with what other people thoughtabout his person than “whetherit
will help to keep us out of war” (Berg425).

In the previous week, the US destroyer Greer was attacked nearlceland. President Roosevelt did not
speak publicly on the topic until just before Lindbergh held this speech. In his speech, Roosevelt
gave the US navy “Shoot on sight” orders if they encountered German or Italian shipsinside the
designated American DefenseZone, which stretched from Iceland to the west coast of Africa (Berg
426). To Lindbergh, the Shoot-on-sight order was another step towards war.

In most of his previous speeches, Lindbergh had been comparatively vague about who the
interventionists were. In this speech, he was ready to speak out and give examples. “In doing this, |
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must speak with the utmost frankness, forin orderto counteract their efforts, we must know exactly
whotheyare” (Appendix H38-39).

Text

As in the otherspeeches, Lindbergh used the personal pronoun “we” and “our” to create a sense of
unity with the audience. Lindbergh did, however, also use the personal pronoun “they” referring to
the interventionists.

Lindbergh mentioned and discussed the three mostimportant groups who, in his opinion, were
pushingthe US toward war, “the British, the Jewish and the Roosevelt administration” (Appendix H
40-41). In previous speeches, he had criticized interventionist propaganda, and now he went as far
as using the noun “subterfuge” aboutit.

Most of the criticism aimed at Britain had already been given in earlier speeches and will not be
repeated here. He did, however, add, “We know that she [Britain] spent huge sums of money in this
country during the last war in orderto involve us,” and he indicated that the British had been proud

of this: “Englishmen have written books about the cleverness of its use” (66-68).

Concerningthe Rooseveltadministration, Lindbergh used two keywords to explain their motives for
advocating war, “power” and “prestige.” According to Lindbergh, the power of the Roosevelt
administration depended upon the maintenance of awartime emergency to assume what Lindbergh
considered “dictatorial procedures” (94-97). Their prestige was dependent on England winning the
war (100). As stated earlier, the danger of the administration was their “subterfuge” (102).

His wording concerning Jewish Americans was ambiguous. He condemned the Nazi persecution of
the Jews: “No person with a sense of the dignity of mankind can condone the persecution of the
Jewishrace in Germany” (76-77). At the same time, he stated that the Jewish interventionists were
“dangerous” to the US: “Their greatest dangerto this country lies in theirlarge ownership and
influence in our motion pictures, our press, our radio and our government” (84-85).

Lindbergh accused the British, the Jewish Americans, and the Roosevelt Administration of using
propagandato glorify war and smearing non-interventionists using derogatives like "fifth columnist,"
"traitor," "Nazi," and "anti-Semitic" (121-122).

The speech wasstill a call for action, butthe tone was different, more direct. Inthe previous speech,
Lindbergh had asked the audience to act as a representative of the America First Committee, here
he simply states: “Help us to organize these meetings; and write to your representativesin
Washington” (170).

Discursive practice

Eight thousand lowans heard Lindbergh's speech in person (Berg426). In his diary, Lindbergh wrote
that “it wasthe most unfriendly crowd of any meetingto date, by far” (Lindbergh 537). He also
stated that there had been “shouters” paid to disturb the America First speakers, but as the meeting
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progressed, “the clapping and cheering of our supporters overcame the cries of our opposition”
(Lindbergh 537).

This speech was an overtdeparture from Lindbergh's previous speeches. He felt that he was”
fighting a losing battle” against the intervention in the European war, that now was the time to
publicly name the war agitators (Berg 425- 426).

Lindbergh made severalintertextual references to his previous speeches.

An interesting discursive reference was Lindbergh’s statement about the ongoing discussion about
USintervention: “If you will look back overthe record, you will find that those of us who oppose
intervention have constantly tried to clarify factsand issues; while the interventionists have tried to
hide facts and confuse issues” (Appendix H15-17).

As in some of the previous speeches, he argued that if the American people had been allowed to
vote on the issue of USinvolvement or known “the true facts and issues,” there would be no danger
of USinvolvementinthe European conflict. He questioned the possibility of invading Europe again
(11-12) and repeated that the US had an excellent defensive position and that the US “had a
tradition of independence from Europe” (31-32).

Finally, Lindbergh accused Britain of wantingthe US to shoulderthe responsibility and price of
waging war (57-60).

Social practice
Isolationism
This speech was different from the previous ones regardingisolationism, as Lindbergh mostly

focused on describing how the British, the Jewish Americans, and the Roosevelt administration had
led the US towards war.

The speech contained one example of isolationist rhetoric about the US interventionin WW1: “we
had a tradition of independence from Europe, and the one time we did take part in a European war
left European problems unsolved, and debts to America unpaid” (Appendix H31-33).

He believed the administration had misled the American public through subterfuge because “While
its members have promised us peace, they have led us to war heedless of the platform upon which
they were elected” (102-104).

He believed the covert plan was to “prepare the United States for foreign war underthe guise of
American defense” through propagandathat depicted intervention as favorable to the alternative.
Then, to involve the US in the war, without the peoples’ realization. Finally, various incidents would
be created that would force the USinto the war (115-117).

This push for war worried Lindbergh as he still believed thatthe US was unprepared, but he stated it
was nottoo late for the USto pull back, as “Only one thing holds this country from war today. That is
the rising opposition of the American people” (157-158).
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Race

Lindbergh distinguished between the Jewish Americans and other Americans. He used the personal
pronoun “them” about the Jewish Americans and the British as a group, and although he stated, “I
am not attacking eitherthe Jewish or the British people. Both races, | admire” (Appendix H 86), he

called their motives forentering the war “not American” (88).

Lindbergh believed that influential Jewish Americans were pushing the US towards war. Lindbergh’s
reasoning seemed to be that they had “large ownership and influence in our motion pictures, our
press, ourradio and our government.”(84-85) This perceived influence made Jewish Americans
dangeroustothe non-interventionists’ cause.

He stated that he could easily understand that the American Jews “desire the overthrow of Nazi
Germany”(74) and clearly distanced himself from the Nazis' attempt to exterminate the Jewish
people: “No person with a sense of the dignity of mankind can condone the persecution of the
Jewishrace in Germany” (76-77).

In his previous speech, Lindbergh had described the US as the world’s most racially tolerant nation,
but he had also stated that tolerance could not survive war and devastation. (Appendix G 66-68, 83).
In this speech, he warned the Jewish Americans that they would be amongthe first to feelthe
consequences of war “Instead of agitating for war, the Jewish groups in this country should be
opposingit in every possible way for they will be among the first to feelits consequence s”(Appendix
H 78-80). This argumentation almost seemed like thinly veiled threats towards Jewish Americans.

As mentioned underText, Lindbergh seemed to distinguish between the Jewish Americans and other
Americans. The exclusion of Jewish Americans was most apparentin the following statement: “We
cannot allow the natural passions and prejudices of other peoplesto lead our country to
destruction” (91-92).

This singling out of Jewish Americans angered many. Although antisemiticsentiment did existin
American society, many generally condemned Naziracialism (Kennedy 410). Almost all published
newspapers, includingisolationist ones, opposed the speech, as it was panned as being anti-Semitic
(Olson 29.52 29.53).

Lindbergh’s America First speeches - partial conclusion

The speech, called “Election Promises Should Be Kept We Lack Leadership That Places America
First,” was delivered at an America First Committee rally. Twenty-five thousand people attended,
and almost as many listened outside as the speech was also transmitted via loudspeakers. Not
everyone attending the meeting sympathized with the non-interventionists who were accused of
mingling with Nazis, Fascists, and Communists.

The title of the speechindicated its main topic: election promises of non-intervention were not
being kept, and the government was not putting America first. While runningfor his third term,
Roosevelt promised that US soldiers would not be sentinto any foreign wars. Roosevelt and his
republican opponentforthe presidency, Willkie, did, however, both supportinterventionismin
Europe. Lindbergh was also bitterthat the Republicans had not picked an isolationist candidate for
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the presidency. With two interventionists, the voters had no way of showing that they opposed
enteringthe war.

Lindbergh had many reasons for notenteringthe war in Europe: Lindbergh feared that US entrance
into the war would endangerthe American way of life and democracy, and the US lacked a concrete
plan of engagementif it was to succeed in fighting the Axis. He also enumerated many practical
problemssuch as the fact that the US must cross the oceans, was outnumbered bothin population
and soldiers, and the US military was notas well trained or experienced.

This speech, “Who are the War Agitators?” was Lindbergh’s most controversial speech, in which he
railed against foreigninterests and the US minority who wanted the USto enterthe European War.
Lindbergh named the British, the Jewish People, and the Roosevelt Administration as the primary
war agitators.

In the previous week, the US destroyer Greer was attacked nearlceland, and Roosevelt gave the US
navy “Shoot on sight” orders if they encountered German or Italian shipsinside the designated
American Defense Zone. To Lindbergh, the Shoot-on-sight order was another step towards war, and
it seemsthat he knew he was fighting a losing battle against intervention.

In most of his previous speeches, Lindbergh had been comparatively vague about who the
interventionists were. In this speech, he was ready to speak out and give examples to counteract
their efforts. The British were accused of using propagandato lure the USinto the war. According to
Lindbergh, the power of the Roosevelt administration depended upon the maintenance of awartime
emergency toassume what Lindbergh considered “dictatorial procedures” and called the Jewish
Americans' motivesfor enteringthe war “not American.”

The Des Moines speech drew focus from nonintervention to anti-Semitism. Lindbergh himself did
not understand what the problem with his speech was, as can be read in his diary entry fromthe
Monday, September 15:

“| felt I had worded my Des Moines address carefully and moderately. It seems that almost anything
can bediscussed today in America except the Jewish problem. The very mention of the word ‘Jew’ is
causefor astorm. Personally, | feel that the only hope for a moderate solution lies in an open and
frankdiscussion” (Lindbergh 539).
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Donald Trump's America First

This section will provide a brief overview of events in the twenty-first century that may be of
importance to Trump’s concept of America First. Afterthat, a brief description of Trump and his life
in the yearsleading up to his presidency will follow. Afterthat, select speeches willbe analyzed.

Contemporary History
In orderto betterunderstand Trump’s version of America First, it is essentialto consider what may

have shapedthe USin the yearsleading up to his election.

Terrorism and wars

September 11, 2001, changedthe US. The country was hit by the most significant terrorist attack in
US history. It was a definingmomentfor many Americans, which made the world feelless safe.
Shortly afterthat, President George W. Bush started the war in Afghanistan to fight terrorism. The
USand its allies drove the Taliban from power, but many al-Qaedaand Taliban members escaped to
neighboring areas.

In 2003 the United States andits allies invaded Iraq underthe pretext of there beingweapons of
mass destruction. The legitimacy of the war has been questioned as noweapons of mass destruction
were found. The US military is still stationed there to stabilize the region (Hamasaeed and Nada).

Osama bin Laden, the mastermind behind the September 11 attack on the World Trade Center, was
tracked down and killed in 2011. The same yearthe Iraq war ended officially, the American troops
withdrew, leaving a powervacuum that was gradually filled by Islamist insurgency groups. Islamic
State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) was amongthese insurgency groups. In mid-2014, as they had gained
territory in Syria and Iraq, the Caliphate, or Islamic State (IS) was formed (Hashim 69).

Later that year, the United States announced the creation of a broad international coalition to
defeat ISIS. Seventy-nine nations and institutions eventually joined it. The occupied territories were
gradually liberated, and in early 2019 their last stronghold was defeated.

Many conflicts are still ongoing in the Middle East, such as the civil war in Syria.

The Stock Market Crash

In 2008 a significant stock market crash caused a global economicrecession. The 2008 financial crisis
was the most significant economic downturn since the Great Depression. Many companies thought
to be stable came tumbling down, and the unemployment rate rose (Amadeo). Large sums of money
were spentto avoid a second great depression. Most of the money was spent on Wall Street that
recovered relatively fast, while homeowners struggled (Amedee 2).
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The First Black President

Barack Obama won the presidential election in November 2008. The fact that an African American
was elected president of the US was groundbreaking. Obama hoped to bridge the political gap in
Washington and strived to be the presidentforall US citizens. However, many of his goals were not
reached as the Republicans opposed his policies from day one (Barr).

The Affordable Care Act, also known as Obamacare, was one of Obama’s key issues. It was passed
into law in March 2010 withoutthe support of the Republican Party. This strengthened rifts between
Democrats and Republicans and in the US public further (Carlsen and Park).

Obama wonre-electionin November 2012, but American politics remained as divided as ever. Atthe
midterm electionsin 2014, the Republicans gained control of both chambers of Congress. Asa

result, Obama had a hard time getting any policies through during the last two years of his
presidency.

America Divided

The US was not only divided in Washington D.C; the divide grew between Washingtonand the
people who perceived the Obama Administration as having sided with the rich and powerfulin its
attemptto keep the American economy afloat. In spring 2009, this led to the establishment of the
Tea Party Movement, agrassroots movement of mainly Republicans that were dissatisfied with all
the help banks and businesses received, while the homeowners were leftto fend forthemselves
(Amedee 2).

When Obama was elected president, many people thought orhoped thatthe US had turned overa
new leaf regarding racism (Coates 132). This was not the case. Obama did not want to divide the
country overrace issues, but because he was black and because he was president and the fact that
he expressed any opinion on race made it an issue (Coates 69, 122).

An example of this was the Trayvon Martin case, in which an African American unarmed teenager
was shot by a neighborhood watchman, and the local police were unwilling to arrest the watchman.
The reaction to the murderwas generally in support of an investigation, but when Obama
commented on the murder, partisan politics flared up, and protests started all overthe country
(Coates 120).

During Obama's presidency, rhetoricwas growing harsher. Social media platforms such as Twitter
gave everybody the opportunity to express their opinionsin new and uncensored ways, and
everybody, including the president, could be a target.

Opposition to Obama's policies was predicated on racism, misinformation, and personal attacks such
as the allegations that he was not bornin America, and therefore could not be president. The man
who would become president after Obama, Donald J. Trump, was part of the opposition.

On August6, 2012, Trumptweeted that “An'extremely credible source' has called my office and told
me that @BarackObama's birth certificate is a fraud.” (@realDonaldTrump).

38


https://twitter.com/BarackObama
https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump

Background Trump

Donald J. Trump was bornin 1946. His father, Fred Trump, was a German American real estate
developer (Churchwell, Ch. Epilogue). Donald Trump graduated with a bachelor'sdegree in
economics from the University of Pennsylvania’s Wharton School of Finance and Commerce in 1968
and started workingin his father’s company and tookit overin 1971.

Trump has had a long media career. He has, among other things written books, and taken partin talk
shows. In 2004, his TV show, “The Apprentice,” started. It was a competition about being the best
candidate to work for Trump, who became known for his phrase “You’re fired,” used when
participants had to exitthe show (Oborne and Roberts 3).

During the Obama presidency, Trump gained fame and infamy as a part of the Birther Movement,
questioning the legality of the Obama presidency (Lopez). At Obama's Correspondents Dinnerin
2011, the then-president ridiculed Trump overthe birther conspiracy. He mocked Trump's
credentials and indicated that Trump had a bad taste by showinga picture of the White House with
flashy decorations, a swimming pool, and a golf course. Some argue that this may have beena
motivating factor for Trump to run forthe presidency (Gopnik).

Notlong after Mitt Romney's loss to Obamain 2012, Trump trademarked the phrase “Make America
great again” (Wilson), and in June 2015, Trump announced that he would be starting the campaign
that would eventually lead him to the presidencyinthe 2016 elections.

When Trump started campaigning forthe nomination, most people did not believe he would
succeed in becomingthe Republican nominee, let alone become president, but he did. Trump voiced
controversial opinions few were willing to speak. In February 2015, he did, forexample, tweet: “The
Mexican legal system s corrupt, as is much of Mexico. Pay me the money thatis owed me now -and
stop sending criminals overour border” (@realdonaldtrump). After he had announced his candidacy,
he continued: “Druggies, drug dealers, rapists and killers are coming across the southern border.
When will the U.S. get smart and stop this travesty?” (@realdonaldtrump).

The Republican establishment did not want Trump as theirnominee, but Trump won the Republican
nomination (Oborne and Roberts 196).

Trump’s Speeches

The following chapter contains Trump’s speeches analyzed in the same way as Lindbergh’s. This
means that elements of the speeches that do not relate to America First will be left out or will only
be mentioned briefly.

Itis well known that American presidents have political advisors that may also serve as
speechwriters. According to The Washington Post, this is also the case with Donald Trump (Roig-
Franzia). The contentof the speechesis, however, considered his views as he is presentingthem.

The speeches will be divided into three parts: pre-presidency speeches, UN speeches, and SOTU
speeches.
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Pre-presidency Speeches

Republican Nomination Speech

This speech was delivered at the Republican National Convention (RNC) onJuly 21, 2016, when
Trump accepted the nomination as the Republican candidate for the presidency. Itservedasa
campaign speech and an acceptance speechin one. Trump had won the Republican nomination
against all odds, and he was now campaigning against Democrat Hillary Clinton to become president
of the US.

Trump made many promises and touched on many different topics. The speech painted a picture of
a nation in crisis, and Trump introduced himself as the only one who could save it.

Text

Through his campaign, Trump tried to show that he was differentfrom the other politicians stating
that “I will presentthe facts plainly and honestly. We cannot afford to be so politically correct
anymore” (Appendix | 23-24) - his rhetoric reflected this.

In this speech, asin most of his otherspeeches, Trump’s language was informal and easily
understandable. His use of highly descriptive adjectives and adverbs asin “tremendous better
support” (314) and “savagely murdered” (183) left no doubt what he me ant. His opinions were
occasionally stressed by incomplete sentences like “Not so good” (9).

Trump used populist rhetoric. He played upon the divide between the American citizens and the
Establishment, describing the system as being “rigged” by the elite, which is a key elementin John
Judis’ description of Rightwing populism: "the people againstan elite that they accuse of coddling a
third group, which can consist, forinstance, of immigrants, Islamists, or African American militants.
(Judis 15).

Trump used the personal pronouns “our” and “we” to create a sense of unity or intimacy between
himself and his audience: “l say we because we are a team” (Appendix | 4-5).

Opposed to this unity stood his adversaries, in this speech Hillary Clinton, the Establishment, and

” u.

foreigners who were referenced using “she,” “they,” and “them.” Finally, Trump used the personal

IIIII

pronoun “I” but apparently also majestic “we” about himself: “We are going to enforce all trade
violations ..."” (277).

Trump used alliteration occasionally to emphasize some of his points. He described the leaders of
the country as “a group of censors, critics, and cynics” (355-356).

Repetition of words was also one of Trump’s rhetorical tools. He stated that “Clinton is proposing
mass amnesty, mass immigration, and mass lawlessness...” (249) and used the word “mass” to stress
the enormity of the undocumented immigration problem. “Mass” was also used to create a logical
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connection between Clinton’s proposal of making “sanctuary cities” (“mass amnesty”) with
“immigration” and “lawlessness.”

As the description of Trump’s rhetoricabove applies to most of his speeches in this thesis, his
rhetoric will primarily be commented on if important changes or additions occur.

Trump focused on the number of homicidesin the USand inferred that the “Nearly 180,000 illegal
immigrants with criminal records...”( Appendix | 40) were responsible for this rise by telling a story
about “One such border-crosser” whokilled a young woman (46-47). Undocumented immigrants
were notonly described as criminals; they were also held partly responsible forunemploymentand
low wages (211). Trump suggested that aborderwall would be a solution (231).

Unemployment and low wages were also partly caused by Clinton’s “horrible and unfairtrade deals”
(123-124), as were the “failed” foreign policy in the Middle East (191-192). The establishmentwas at
fault: “Aslong as we are led by politicians who will not put America first, then we can be assured
that other nations will not treat America with respect” (98-99).

Trump stated it was time to show the world that the US was “back, bigger and betterand stronger
than everbefore” (338), and branded himself as the person who would put America First, solve the
country’s problems and protect “the forgotten menand women”: "l have joined the political arena
so that the powerfulcan no longer beat up on people that cannot defend themselves” (140-141).

Discursive Practice
As the speech was held at the Republican National Convention, the main audience must have been
republican supporters.

There are severalexamples of manifestintertextuality. Trump echoed slogans and concepts of
earlier Presidents. Inaninterview with the Washington Post, he stated that when he came up with
his slogan “Make America great again.” he was unaware that President Ronald Reagan had used the
term “Let's Make America Great again” (Blake).

Trump used the phrase “forgotten menand women,” which echoed Franklin D Roosevelt’s
“forgotten men” (Mercieca). His statement “l am your voice” could also be seen asa reference to
Nixon’s “silent majority” (Oborne and Roberts xxiii-xxiv).

The most apparentinterdiscursivity was the fact that the speech was part of the discussion of who
should be the next president of the US.

Social Practice

Isolationism

In this speech, Trump did not show isolationist tendencies. He argued that the US should look
inwards, but at the same time, he wanted to negotiate bettertrade deals with other countries
(Appendix | 274-275).
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He wanted to build a greatborderwall to protect the US from undocumented immigrants bringing
drugs and crime into the US (Appendix 1231-232). The physical wall, as such, is not necessarily
isolationist, although it would be physically separatingthe US fromthe rest of America.On an
abstract level, the wall would be a symbol of racism as the purpose of the wall was keeping
unwanted, undocumented immigrants out of the US. The fact that he used Clinton’s call to accept
more Syrian refugees as a weapon against her, enforced that notion (203-304). Trump’s statement,
“Americanism, not globalism, will be our credo,” could also be interpreted as a withdrawal from
international obligations (96-97).

At the same time, Trump did not want the USto withdraw from the world; instead, he wanted to
“work with all of our allies who share our goal of destroying ISIS and stamping out Islamic
terrorism...” (193-194). He also stated that he would cooperate with other countries butonly if it
benefited the US. He was primarily critical about “bad” trade deals with, for instance, China and
promised “to neversign any trade agreementthat hurts our workers, or that diminishes our
freedomand Independence... Americafirst” (273-274).

Exceptionalism

A few months before he launched his candidacy Trump denounced American exceptionalism. He
stated that he had neverliked the word and that it was false: Americawas “dying” as other countries
were exploitingthe US. Trump did, however, say that the US could become exceptionalif the
country took back what the US had given the world (Wertheim 128-129).

This was an underlying theme in this speech. Trump painted a picture of a US fallen from grace. It
was notrespectedinternationally and domestically (Appendix | 66-67); everything has been allowed
to decay, as “the people” have been neglected because the Establishment had not put America First
(98-100).

Trump’s phrase “Make America Great Again,” hinted at a wish to return to an unspecified time when
the US was great. Ruckerand Leonnig suggested that it was “a brilliant, one-size-fits-allmantra” for
those Americans who “envisioned an America in which regulations didn’t strangle the family
business, taxes weren’t so onerous, and good-paying jobs were plentifuland secure” (2).

Race/Nativism
Trump's opposition to admitting immigrants from Muslim majority countries shows racism:

He wanted to “suspend immigration from any nation that has been compromised by terrorism.”
(Appendix | 200-201). He also stated he only wanted to “admit individuals into our country who will
support our valuesand love our people” (Appendix 1 208-209). At face value, this sounded noble, but
the context suggested that Muslim immigrants did not fit that description.

As seenunderthe Text part above, undocumented immigrants were described as criminals that
threatened ordinary US citizens. This is why Trump wanted to build the wall, which, as described
underlsolationism, is a symbol of racism.
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Comparison
Lindbergh’s and Trump’s “America First” had both similarities and differences.

A clear difference between the two was how they referred to their opponents; Trump was more
opinionated and crass from the start attacking his opponents by name, whereas Lindbergh was more
measured, trying to argue through reason naming no names until the very last speech.

Both men use populist rhetoric as they claim to be the voice of the people. They fought for people
who could not protectthemselves or were beingignored. Lindbergh stated that the AFC sought “to
give voice to the people who have no newspaper, ornews reel, or radio station at their command”
(Appendix F 124-125); Trump in this speech addressed the “forgotten men and women,” who were
in much the same situation.

Both men signal authority. Trump argued that he knew the system betterthan anybody and that he
alone could “fixit” (Appendix 1 142). Having lived in several European countries and having inspected
their military installations, Lindbergh also spoke with authority (Appendix E 82-83). He did, however,
not promise to fix anything but presented what he considered facts in order to make people think
for themselves when he compared the condition of the US army to the German army (Appendix D
52-55).

Trump and Lindbergh both used the concept of American exceptionalism. Trump believed Ame rican
exceptionalism was lost but could be gained back, and Lindbergh believed that the US should protect
what made it exceptional by not going to war.

Both men usedthe conceptof a wall. Trump wanted to build a physical wall. Lindbergh argued that
the oceans surrounding America were enough for him (Appendix A 64-67).

Lindbergh's distancing from the international sphere more passive than that of Trump, who wanted
to build a wall to protectthe US from various dangers such as undocumented immigrationand the
criminality that followed. Lindbergh needed no physical manifestations of his wish for less
involvementin European conflicts. However, for Trump, the wall became a physical manifestation of
internal beliefs.

Trump’s accusations that undocumented immigrants were criminals that should be thrown out of
the US indicated nativism, and his broad generalizations of Muslims beingterrorists showed racism.
Comparedto Trump, Lindbergh was by far less aggressive. In most of his speeches, racism was used
as an argument against the war in Europe. The white races in Europe should not fight each other,
and neithershould the white race in the USfight the white race in Europe (Appendix D 46, 98).

Trump's Inaugural Address
Trump’s Inaugural Address was delivered on January 20, 2017, after he was swornin as President of

the United States.
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According to Campbelland Jamieson, the presidentialinaugural address can be seen asa form of
rhetoric that either "praises or blames on ceremonial occasions, invites the audience to evaluate the
speaker's performance, recalls the past and speculates about the future while focusing on the
present, employs anoble, dignified literary style, and amplifies or rehearses admitted facts" (29).

Contrary to what might be expected, Trump continued using populist rhetoric. He accused the
Establishment of having impoverished the middle class, his “forgotten menand women,” in favor of
globalism and promised the impoverished that they would be listened to and that life would become
betterwhen Trump put America First.

Text
As might be expected from aninaugural address, this speech is more formal than his nomination
speech, with fewer descriptive adjectives and adverbs and noincomplete sentences.

Trump built his speech on opposites between the US before he was presidentand the USto come
and to a lesserdegree, between the Establishment and the people (Bryant and Moffitt).

He juxtaposed the fortune of the Establishment with the misfortune of the American people several
times to cement his point about the Establishment that “flourished,” “prospered,” and “celebrated,”
while “the people did not share in its wealth” as factories closed (AppendixJ 15-16, 19).

Trump blamedthe Establishmentforthe unemployment and poverty caused by “ravages” of other

countries, who were making products instead of Americans, stealing companies, and destroying US

jobs. His description of the current situation was quite colorful, albeit gloomy: “rusted-out factories
scattered like tombstones” (38).

This situation was going to change: “Every decision on trade, on taxes, on immigration, on foreign
affairs, will be made to benefit American workers and American families” (62-63). In essence,
Trump's solution to all of America's problems was “Buy American and hire American” (74).

Trump turned his victory into a victory of the people, as he stated, “Today ... we are transferring
power from Washington, D.C. and giving it back to you, the People.” (11-12).

Trump promised unity with the people now that he was the president. This unity was evident when
Trump stated that “We will bring back our jobs,” “borders,” “wealth,” and “dreams” (68-69). At the
end of the speech, Trump stated that “together, we will make America great again” (119), pushing
the idea of a positive future forthe American people.

Discursive Practice

This was Trump’s Inaugural Address. What separated this speech from his Nomination speech was
that Trump nolonger needed to make personal attacks since he had won the presidential election.
Trump could focus on how he would make America great again. This did not mean that he stopped
using populist rhetoric; this time, the enemy was not undocumented immigrants, but globalism and
international obligations that had been accepted by the Establishment.



As indicated earlier, inaugural speeches are supposed to unite the American people. Trump was
primarily speakingtothe “forgotten menand women,” but he did state that “When America is
united, Americais totally unstoppable” (Appendix J 86).

Trump painted a bleak picture of the US, summarizing America's problems with gangs, drugs, crime,
poverty, and unemployment, which he referred to as the “American carnage” (42). In this speech, he
promisedto end this carnage.

Social Practice

Isolationism

Trump expressed unilateralism as defined by AtsushiTago: “Unilateralism is the term to describe a
situation where the powerful state disrespects multilateral norms and adopts a self -centered foreign
policy” (Tago).

This can, for instance, be seenin the following quote “From this momenton, it’s going to be America
First ... Every decision on trade, on taxes, onimmigration, on foreign affairs, will be made to benefit
American workers and American families” (Appendix J 62-63).

He distanced himself from the foreign policy of formeradministrations, who “spent trillions and
trillions of dollars overseas while America's infrastructure has fallen into disrepair and decay” (49-
50) and lamented the fact that the US “defended othernation’s borders while refusing to defend our
own” (48). Trump believed that this had had profound consequences for the US as “the wealth,
strength, and confidence of our country has disappeared overthe horizon” (51-52).

Trump’s statement that “We will seek friendship and goodwill with the nations of the world.” (75)
showed that Trump is not an isolationist. The fact that he would “unite the civilized world against
Radical Islamic Terrorism, which we will eradicate completely from the face of the Earth” (79-80)
cemented that.

Exceptionalism

The speech contained exceptionalist rhetoric, of which the following was the most obvious: Trump
referredtothe “City Upon A Hill” when he stated: “We do not seek toimpose our way of life on
anyone, butratherto let it shine as an example, we will shine, foreveryone to follow” (Appendix J
77-78).

This marked a change from Trump’s acceptance speech in which he stated that the US was devoid of
Exceptionalism. According to Wertheim, Trump had stated he might like to make America
exceptional by taking back what it had giventhe world (Wertheim 129). Now that he had become
president, he had the chance to do so.
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Comparison

Trump and Lindbergh were both in favor of increased military spending, but not for the same
reasons. Lindbergh advocated building a strong military for defensive purposes, whereas Trump’s
purpose was offensive; he was ready to fight and annihilate radical Islamic terrorism.

Both men opposed the Establishment’s involvement abroad. Trump’s aversion appeared economy
based. Accordingto Trump, the US had been allowed to deteriorate because the former government
was busy helping other countries. Lindbergh was frustrated that defensive armaments producedin
the US. were sentto Europe instead of benefiting US defense: “Almost as fast as fighting planes
were turned out from our factories, they were sent abroad, although our own air corps was in the
utmost need of new equipment...” (Appendix H 136-137).

The last lines of Trump’s speech show the difference between the two men; Trump wanted to make
America great/exceptional again, exemplified by the five variations of “We Will Make America
[strong/wealthy/proud/safe/great]again” (AppendixJ 113-117), and Lindbergh wanted to keep it
exceptional. An example of this wish to preserve the US as it was can be seenin the following quote
“Now that we have become one of the world’s greatest nations, shall we throw away the
independent American destiny which ourforefathers gave theirlives to win?” (Appendix D 94-96).

Presidency Speeches

In his previous speeches, Trump had primarily focused onimmigration and the economy; now, he
setout to do somethingabout these problems. The following contains a summary of eventsand
actions relevantto the speeches.

In the later part of January 2017, Trump signed three executive orders, the firstinstated travelbans
on seven Muslim majority countries and froze the intake of Syrian refugees. The second directed
fundsto his planned wall along the US-Mexican border. The third barred sanctuary cities from
receiving federalmoney (Davis).

In the following months, Trump initialized renegotiations of various international agreements and
deals, such as the Asia-focused Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) and the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA), atrade agreementthe US had with Canada and Mexico(Baker).

Trump announced thatthe US would leave the Paris Climate Agreement becauseit limited US
sovereignty, harmed American workers, and was a disadvantage forthe US economy (Shear).

Remarks by President Trump to the 72nd Session of United Nations General
Assembly

This was Trump's first speech at the United Nations General Assembly in New York, held on
September 19, 2017.

Presidential addresses tothe United Nations typically indicate what he or she would like the UN to
do (Knigge), but Trump focused on what he wanted to do and what his Administration had achieved.
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Previously, the US and its allies had generally sought to work togetherinternationally, accepting
some give and take between countries. It was speculated that Trump's focus on sovereign rights and
sovereignty could mean that he would care less about what repressive governments are doing to its
citizens now that it is all about thinking of one's own country first (Calamur).

Text
Trump opened this speech quite formally, yet the formality did notlast long. The informal and, at
times, the aggressive style usedin his nomination speech was used in this forum too.

He started his speech glorifying the US and his administration's achievements and introduced the
concept “sovereignty” inthe sense of “self-government” as an eloquent adaptation of his slogan
America First. The concept was used throughout the speech, often followed by “security” and
“prosperity” to stress its positive connotation. Trump stated that “Our [the UN’s] success depends
on a coalition of strong and independent nations that embrace their sovereignty to promote
security, prosperity, and peace for themselves and forthe world” (Appendix K 45-47).

This appeared to be his legitimization for stating: “I will always put Americafirst, justlike you, as the
leaders of your countries will always, and should always, putyour countries first.”(73-74). What this
meant became apparentin the following quote: “But we can nolonger be taken advantage of or
enterinto a one-sided dealwhere the United States gets nothinginreturn” (79-81).

Trump’svocabulary left no doubt as to his sympathies. The noun “nation” was used about countries
he sympathized with. Political enemies were called “regimes” or “loser terrorists.”

Apparently, sovereignty did not apply to all nations. Trump criticized the government of several
nations for not putting their people first. Trump was very critical of Nicolas Maduro’s Venezuelathat
was called a “socialist dictatorship” and a “corrupt regime” (242-243).

Trump’s attack on Iran and especially North Korea was even more aggressive and offensive. Trump
used numerous derogatives: the Iranian government was described as a “corrupt dictatorship” (138)
that exported “violence, bloodshed, and chaos” (140). North Korea was called a “depraved regime”
(112) and a “band of criminals” (123) who should never be armed with nuclear weapons. North
Korea’s sovereignty was not respected when Trump threatened North Korea with destruction: “if it
[the US]is forced to defend itself orits allies, we will have no choice but to totally destroy North
Korea”(124-125). Furthermore, he ridiculed Kim Jong Un, nicknaming him “Rocket man” (125).

Discursive practice

Although this was a new forum, Trump’s maiden speech inthe UN contained many of his favorite
subjects from previous speeches such as America First, disguised as “sovereignty, attacks on
enemies, terrorism, economy, and trade.

The primary audience was the members of the UN, but the speech contained much promotion of the
US and of Trump, which indicated that he considered the part of the American public who heard or
watched his speech as a secondary audience. This may explain why he ended his speech, “God bless
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you. God bless the nations of the world. And God bless the United States of America” (Appendix K
324-325).

The nickname “rocket man” was not only used to mock Kim Jong Un. It was likely that Trump was
referringto the then-recent missile tests conducted by the North Korean regime.

In this speech, Trump referred to President Truman twice by name, both times in connection with
the Marshall plan (41, 280). Historically, the Marshall plans helped restore Europe after WW2 by
lending capital to the war-torn countries of Europe to help them rebuild.

Social Practice

Isolationism

As already mentioned underthe Text part of this speech, Trump spoke of sovereignty alot and how
individual countries and their cultures should be respected. Trump did, however, not define his
version of sovereignty.

The term “Sovereignty” means astate’s right to self-determination. Political science dividesit into
externalandinternal sovereignty. According to Bhalla and Chowla, “Internal sovereignty may be
described as the competence and authority to exercise the function of a state within national
borders and toregulate internal affairs freely”( Appendix K 149) while, “External sovereignty is
traditionally understood as legal independence from allforeign powers, and as impermeability, thus
protecting the state's territory against all outside interference”(149).

Trump spoke aboutinternal sovereignty when putting America First: “Our government’s first duty is
to its people, toour citizens, -to serve their needs, to ensure theirsafety, to preserve theirrights
and to defend theirvalues. As president of the United States, | will always put America first” (70-73).

Trump talked about external sovereignty as he argued in favor of sovereign nations and how the
norms and traditions of individual countries should be respected. Sovereignty was, however, only
valid for countries Trump liked. As shown in Text, countries Trump did not like were treated with
suspicion, harsh rhetoric, and threats of destruction.

The concept of sovereignty may sound isolationist, but Trump’s language and actions disproved that
he was an isolationist. Trump’s concept of sovereignty meantless internationalinterference in the
USwhile at the same time allowing the USto supportthe people's struggles against their
governments in places such as North Korea, Iran, and Venezuela.

Exceptionalism
Trump had several examples of exceptionalist rhetoric:

The most obvious example of exceptionalism was Trump’s reference to “The City Upona Hill”: “In
America, we do not seek to impose our way of life onanyone, butrather to let it shine as an
example foreveryone to watch” (Appendix K 57-58).
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Trump had a reference to the US Constitution, claiming that: “The greatestin the United States
Constitution s its first three beautifulwords. They are: ‘We the people’” (Appendix K 64-65).

The following quote shows how Trump thinks the US is exceptional: “America does more than speak
for the values expressed inthe United Nations Charter. Our citizens have paid the ultimate price to
defend ourfreedom andthe freedom of many nations represented in this great hall” (84-86).

Comparison
Both Lindbergh and Trump have their reservations concerninginternationalinvolvement.

In his Inauguralspeech, Trump stated that the US had “subsidized the armies of other countries
while allowing the very sad depletion of our military” (Appendix J 47). In this speech, Trump used
sovereignty as an argument for putting America First, which meant that the US would step back from
some international obligations, primarily investmentsin defense.

Lindbergh’s opposition to war was also partly predicated on the lack of investmentin US defense,
but he had a number of reasons to avoid USinvolvementin the European war. One of his most
important arguments was that it would be undemocratic, as most American people were against
military interventionin Europe (Appendix G 43). He also feared that the USwould lose its racial and
religious tolerance (Appendix G 84-85).

Both men hada conceptto describe how they wanted the USto act regarding foreign relations.
Trump’s reference to sovereignty was similar to Lindbergh’s idea of “the independent American
destiny,” butwhereas Trump’s sovereignty was concerned with avoiding globalism, Lindbergh’s
belief was associated with involvementin European wars against the will of the people. Both Trump
and Lindbergh refertothe pastto supporttheir claims, Trump to Truman and Lindbergh to Monroe
(Appendix A 22).

The two mentreat theirinternational opponents differently. As already mentioned, Trump was very
verbally aggressive. He did, for instance, threaten to “totally destroy” North Korea (Appendix K 125).
Lindbergh criticized Great Britain for using propagandato drag the US into war but stated that he
could understand why, as “England is now in a desperate position” (Appendix H53).

State of the Union Address 2018

This was Trump's first State of the Union Address (SOTU), held on January 30, 2018. The speech was
heldin Washington, D.C., in front of the members of both the Republican and Democratic partiesin
the US House of Representatives.

As mentioned under Primary Sources, the SOTU address differs from the otherspeeches as the
presidentis in a unique role as a representative forthe entire nation, and as these addresses (either
written or spoken) are required by law.

Trump recognized Jerusalem as Israel's capital in December 2017, even though many UN countries
were against his decision (Landler).
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Text

The tone of this speech was conciliatory when talking about national affairs. Trump focused on the
people in Congress butdid also referto his viewers all over America. He talked about his
achievements: “we have made incredible progress and achieved extraordinary success” (Appendix L
8). He used guests that functioned as heroes or victims to bridge between many of histhemes,
praising the heroes and comforting the victims.

Some heroes had saved other people from natural disasters, protected the borders, orfought ISIS.
Others were described as heroes because they illustrated or legitimated Trump’s policies. Trump
took pride in his tax cuts and used the owners of a “small beautiful business...” (71-72) as a heroand
as an example of the progress his tax cuts had caused for small businesses, and an “all-American
worker”(75) to show how the tax cut would improve the situation for ordinary workers.

Two families of color, whose daughters had been killed by the predominantly Latin American gang,
MS-13, were used as victims to emphasize that revision of immigration laws and border protection
were very importantissuesto Trump, in fact, so important that he was “extendingan open hand to
work with members of both parties ... to protect our citizens of every background, color, religion,
and creed” (216-217).

Trump described the surrounding world as potentially hostile: “we face rogue regimes, terrorist
groups, and rivals like China and Russia that challenge our interests, oureconomy, and ourvalues”
(290-291). Trump used highly descriptive language. He described North Korea as a “cruel
dictatorship” that oppressedits population “totally” and “brutally” (346-347). He used both the
family of a victim and a hero to illustrate North Korea’s viciousness.

|II

The victim was described as a “great,” “hardworking,” and “wonderful” student, who was arrested
and sentenced to 15 years of hard labor aftera “shamefultrial” (354-357).

The hero was the North Korean defector, JiSeong-ho, who “traveled thousands of miles on crutches
...to freedom” (374). Trump used Seong-ho as “a testament to the yearning of every human soulto
live in freedom” (380), and paralleled him with the American people: “We're a people whose heroes
live not onlyin the past, but all around us, defending hope, pride, and defending the American way”
(394-395).

Trump finished his speech by glorifyingthe American people by stating that “it's the people who are
making America great again” (402).

Discursive practice

The SOTU addressis, as mentioned earlier, required by the Constitution. President Reagan started
the tradition of having guests attending the speech to be honored by the otherattendants because
they had done something special (Fabry). Trump continued this tradition.
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The speech had references to many of Trump's “favorite” issues: undocumented immigration,
terrorism, defense, and military spending, and trade deals. These issues will not be discussed in-
depth here asthey have been discussed in the analysis of the previous speeches.

Trump used one of his heroes, Preston, an American boy, who started a movement to place flags on
graves of veterans on Veterans Day to comment on the still relevant discussion about Colin
Kaepernick kneeling during the national anthem: “Preston's reverence forthose who have served
our nation reminds us why we salute our flag, why we put ourhands on our hearts for the Pledge of
Allegiance, and why we proudly stand forthe national anthem” (Appendix L107-109). Kaepernick’s
kneelingwasin sympathy to Black Lives Matter (BLM) and in opposition to the treatment of African
Americans by police.

Trump referred to the American dream when stating: “If you work hard, if you believe in yourself, if
you believe in America, then you can dream anything, you can be anything, and together, we can
achieve absolutely anything” (90-91).

Social practice

Isolationism

As in the Inaugural address, the rhetoricin this speech showed that Trump was unilateralist rather
than isolationist:

Trump expressed frustration that many UN countries voted against his naming Jerusalem, Israel's
capital, as he considered it America's sovereign right to make this decision. As retaliation, Trump
wanted to make a new law, where “American foreign assistance dollars always serve American
interestsand only go to friends of America, not enemies of America” (Appendix L 338-339).

Rivals such as China and Russia challenge USinterests, economy, and values (291). Trump wished to
make new unilateral trade deals and trade rules (Appendix L159-161). This may be interpreted as
protectionism.

Trump described the world as hostile. He was still very keen on protecting the borderbetween

Mexicoand the USto keep undocumented and unwanted immigrants out by building a wall and
hiring ICE-agents and border patrol agents, but as mentioned earlier, this cannot be considered
isolationism.

According to Trump, Rogue states and terror organizations were also threatening the US, which was
why he believed the US should investin its military: “we know that ... unmatched poweris the surest
meansto our true and great defense” (292-293). He also declared that he and his allies had attacked
ISIS (301), which also proved that he could not be an isolationist.

Exceptionalism
Trump used much exceptionalist rhetoricto show the greatness and success of his country, its
people, and himself, as in the following example: “Overthe last year, the world has seen whatwe
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always knew:that no people on Earth are so fearless, ordaring, or determined as Americans”
(Appendix L40-41).

Trump used the story of Seong-hoto make a comparison between his flight from oppressionin
North Koreato freedom and the first Americans who left Europe to be able to shape theirown
destiny: “It was that same yearning for freedom that nearly 250 years ago gave birth to a special
place called America” (380-381).

Race
It is worth notingregarding race that not only did Trump never mention legalimmigrants; he only

talked about “illegal” immigrants and only mentioned them in connection with crime. Trump did
mention some people of color, but mainly as tokens to further his agenda.

IM

Tokenism is the practice of including a suitable representative of aminority group to avoid
accusations of not beinginclusive or beingracist (Sugino 194). Corey Adams, an African American
Trump described as “an all-American worker” (Appendix L75), was used to show Trump's tax cuts
benefited all Americans, including the black working class.

Anotherexample of Tokenism was the Latino ICE agent called CJ, who, among otherthings, fought
MS-13 (223-228). Trump used CJ to show that Latinos also supported hisimmigration policy. The two
families of color whose daughters were killed, mentioned in Text, were used as tokens to show that
undocumented immigration affected everybody negatively and to further Trump's immigration

policy.

Comparison

Both men believed thatincreasing military powerwas a good plan for defense, oratthe least, an
important part. Trump stated that “we know that weaknessis the surest path to conflict, and
unmatched poweristhe surest meansto our true and great defense” (Appendix L 292-293).
Lindbergh shared a similar sentimentin the following sentence: “National life and influence depend
upon national strength, both in character and in arms. A neutrality built on pacifism alone will
eventually fail” (Appendix B 8-9)

The main difference between the two men was that Lindbergh wanted a strong military defense only
but thoughtthatthe USwas obliged to protect the entire Western Hemisphere, i.e., the American
continent, against European influence (Appendix B19-21, 37-38). Trump was prepared to attack and
had attacked enemies of the US, i.e., ISIS, together with US allies (302), but he was primarily focused
on protecting the US.

Trump had a tendency to talk about threats, mainly to the US economy and safety; According to
Lindbergh, the most serious threat to the US was beinglured into WW2. His primary concern was
that involvementwould lead to a loss of democracy in the USif they became involvedin the
European conflicts (Appendix A 60-61).
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Lindbergh did not objectto sending defensive armaments to any European country but was strongly
opposed to sending offensive weapons: “l do not want to see American bombers dropping bombs
which will kill and mutilate European children evenif they are not flown by American pilots”
(Appendix B 88-90).

Remarks by President Trump to the 73rd Session of the United Nations General
Assembly

This was Trump's second speech atthe United Nations General Assembly in New York, held on
September25,2018. Inthis speech, Trump’s rejection of globalism in favor of patriotism and his idea
of sovereignty was clear. Asin his last UN speech, he left no doubt that countries should be thinking
and acting in theirown self-interest ratherthan forthe common good. It had become clear that he
was rejecting some of the US’ international obligations.

This speech shared many topics with the previous UN speech, such as bad trade deals and attacks on
international enemies, with the change that North Korea was no longeran enemy. InJune, Trump
had metwith Kim Jong-Unto talk about the country’s nucleararsenal (Rucker and Leonnig 260-261),
and in this speech, Trump presented what he had achieved.

Text

Trump opened his speech, talking about his administration's “extraordinary progress” (Appendix M
4) and was surprised when the UN-members started laughing. The personal pronouns “we” and “I”
were used interchangeably, and majestic “we” occasionally occurred as in “I honorthe right of every

nation... We only ask that you honor our sovereignty in return” (31-33).

As indicated by the quote above, sovereignty was still crucial to Trump, who, among otherthings,
used it as a reason for not beinga member of the International Criminal Court (1CC), stating, “We will
neversurrender America’s sovereignty to an unelected, unaccountable, globalbureaucracy” (150-
151). Note that Trump used the prefix “un” to negate the adjectives “elected” (as democratic) and
“accountable” and create alliteration to emphasize his point of view.

Trump appearedtorejectthe US’ role as the leading multilateral actor. He stated: “We rejectthe
ideology of globalism, and we embrace the doctrine of patriotism” (152-153). In this case, patriotism
seemed linked tothe economy. He described the US as beinga victim of abuse by trade partners,
primarily China, by its allies who exploited US security guarantees, and by foreign aid recipientswho
did not support US policies (208-209). He stated that “The United States will not be taken advantage
of anylonger” (111-112).

He did, however, return to the US’ traditional role as the world’s protectorin connection with the
civil war in Syria when he stated: "But, rest assured, the United States will respond if chemiical
weapons are deployed by the Assad regime” (71-72).

Apparently, sovereignty only applied to countries that were on friendly terms with the US. Asin
earlier speeches, Trump lashed out at his enemies, in this case, Iran stating, “We cannot allow a
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regime that chants ‘Death to America,’ to possess the meansto delivera nuclear warhead to any city
on Earth” (Appendix M 99-100).

The only country mentioned favorably was North Korea. Inthe 2017 UN speech, KimJong Un was
one of Trump’s primary enemies, but as the two countries had had “highly productive conversations
and meetings” (41), the two countries were on betterterms. Jung Un was referred to as “Chairman
Kim” and described as having “courage” (47). The following statement does, however, appearrather
condescending: “The missiles and rockets are no longer flyingin every direction” (44).

The rest of the speech was dedicated to descriptions of what Trump and his administration had
achieved and what Trump did notaccept, such as “broken and bad trade deals” (119) and OPEC’s
price policy: “We defend many of these nations fornothing, and then they take advantage of us by
giving us high oil prices” (161-162).

Trump finished his speech by praising various nations and by denouncing globalism as the opposite
of patriotism, encouraging his listeners to “choose a future of patriotism, prosperity, and pride”
(260).

Discursive Practice

At first glance, Trump's second UN address appeared similar to the first, but where the previous
speech was thematically more like a SOTU address, this speech had more internationally relevant
themes and feverreferencesto USinternal affairs.

The US Economy was crucial for Trump. He talked about increased US defense spendingand how the
“military will soon be more powerfulthan it has everbeen before” (Appendix M 17-18) and stated
that refugees should stay nearor in their home countries, as this was more cost-effective than
accepting themin the US (75-76, 190-191). Trump wanted fair and reciprocal trade deals: “The
United States will not be taken advantage of any longer” (111-112). He was still frustrated with
China’s market distortions and responded in kind, introducing more tariffs on Chinese goods (135-
138).

As in the previous speeches, Trump criticized several countries: Iran was described as a great evil.
Trump claimed the regime “finance terrorism, and fund havoc and slaughter in Syria and Ye men”
(92). He also attacked Venezuela, talking about the evils of socialism (194-198).

Manifestintertextuality was seenin Trump’s attempt to justify his idea of sovereignty througha
direct reference tothe Monroe Doctrine. He stated that it “has beenthe formal policy of our country
since President Monroe that we reject the interference of foreign nations in this hemisphere andin
our own affairs” (192-193).
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Social practice

Isolationism

Earlier speeches proved that Trump was not an isolationist but a unilateralist and that he believedin
sovereignty. This was also the case in this speech, but he showed indications of nationalism
disguised as patriotism.

Trump signaled clearly thatthe US would limit its internationalinvolvement. He railed against
globalism and encouraged other countries to do the same, with references to patriotismand
sovereignty: “Americais governed by Americans. We reject the idea of globalism, and we embrace
the doctrine of patriotism” (Appendix M 152-153).

George Orwelldescribed patriotism as: “devotion to a particular place and a particular way of life,
which one believesto be the bestin the world but has no wish to force on other people. Patriotism
is of its nature defensive, both militarily and culturally” (Orwell).

Later the same year, Trump stated that he was a nationalist: " You know what | am? I’'m a nationalist,
okay? I’'m a nationalist. Nationalist. Nothing wrong. Use that word. Use that word” (Campoy).

When considering Orwell’s description below, it is fair to state that this is true:

“Nationalism, onthe otherhand, is inseparable from the desire for power. The abiding purpose of
every nationalist is to secure more powerand more prestige, not for himself but for the nation or
otherunit in which he has chosen to sink his own individuality” (Orwell).

In this second UN speech, it became more apparent how Trump, in the name of sovereignty,
rejected global organizations and obligations: Trump refused to recognize the ICCas he believed it
“claims near-universaljurisdiction overthe citizens of every country, violating all principles of justice,
fairness, and due process”(Appendix M 149-150), and he did not wantthe US to be part of the
Global Compact on Migration, as “Migration should not be governed by an internationalbody
unaccountable to our own citizens” (188-189).

Trump believed that: “Sovereign and independent nations are the only vehicle where freedom has
eversurvived, democracy has everendured, or peace has ever prospered. And so we must protect
our sovereignty and our cherished independence above all” (254-256).

Comparison

Lindbergh's opposition to Europe’sinvolvementin US affairs was comparable to Trump’s opposition
to globalism in some ways. Trump believed no country should decide for or have control overthe
US. That belief was similar to Lindbergh’s opposition to British propaganda and his wish to preserve
the “independentdestiny of the US” (Appendix F 130). Trump used the Monroe Doctrine to justify
his argument for sovereign nations, and Lindbergh used it to justify his views on the position of the
USin the world and why no involvementin European wars was justified.

A difference between Trump and Lindbergh has become apparent based on Orwell's definitions of
nationalism and patriotism. Lindbergh was a patriot; he was devoted tothe US and believedin
traditional American values such as democracy and tolerance between races and religions (Appendix
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G 84-85). He did not want to force American life on anybody and was opposed to war but wanted to
protectthe US from European involvement.

In his earlier speeches, Trump expressed sentiments that were patrioticin nature. In this speech, his
use of sovereignty was more akin to nationalism as he used sovereignty as a justification for
retaining more powerto the US by denouncing multilateral obligations.

State of the Union Address 2019
This was Trump's second SOTU address, held on February 5, 2019. The speechwas held in

Washington, D.C. in front of members of the Republican and Democrat partiesin the US House of
Representatives.

In this speech, Trump tried to smoothen overthe divide in Congress.

A majorgovernmental shutdown had paralyzed Washington DCas Trump refused to sign the budget
for the coming year without financial supportfor his border wall.

As the Democrats had won the House of Representatives in the Midterm elections, Trump could not
make the Budget without compromise. The day before the deadline, Trump refused to sign the
compromise dealafter pressure from his base that wanted funding for the wall that had notbeen
built yet (Ruckerand Leonnig 350). Trump did not get wall funding, and the government was
partially shutdownon 21 December2018.

As Nancy Pelosibecame speaker of the House in early January, investigations into Trump’s condu ct
that had been looming on the horizon became a reality.

In late January, Trump reopened the government temporarily, Congress had three weeks to agree
on a new budgetthat would workin the long term, and Trump wanted to fund the wall (364).

This was why he was more conciliatory compared to his previous SOTU address, appealing for cross-
party cooperation, stating that “It’s the agenda of the American people” (Appendix N 7-8). He
mentioned anumber of Democrat issues, such as lowering the cost of healthcare and prescription
drugs, fighting HIV and childhood cancer, and nationwide paid family leave but warned them that “If
thereis going to be peace and legislation, there cannot be war and investigation” (79), referringto
the ongoing investigation concerning his conduct.

Text

Trump used alliteration presumably to stress his point about the importance of bridging the division
in politics he himself had helped deepen: “But we mustreject the politics of revenge, resistance, and
retribution...” (Appendix N 34). He enumerated some of his Administration’s economicsuccesses
and called them “an economic miracle” (77) and warned that partisan investigations were
“ridiculous” and might stop the miracle (78).

As in his previous SOTU address, Trump used heroes and victims to bridge between many of his
themes. Two African American rehabilitated non-violent drug offenders were used to show that
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bipartisan legislation was both possible and positive and that the FIRSTSTEP Act corrected injustices
against African American drug offenders (Appendix N 105-107).

Trump went on to one of his favorite subjects, immigration. He created a sense of urgency, stating
that “As we speak,” Mexican cities were organizing transportation to the US borderfor large
numbers of undocumented immigrants to get them out of their communities (122-124). Stopping
undocumented immigration had become a “moral issue” (127). The motive for “defending” the
borderhad now become “love and devotion to our fellow citizens and to our country” (134-135).

For the first time, Trump distinguished clearly between “illegal” immigrants and legal immigrants,
who were described positively: “Legal immigrants enrich our nation and strengthen oursocietyin
countless ways” (130-131).

Contraryto this, the undocumented immigrants were described as “ruthless coyotes, ...drug dealers,
and human traffickers...” (119-120). As in previous speeches, Trump’s solution to the border
problems was a wall, “a smart, strategic, see-through steelbarrier — not justa simple concrete wall”
(185).

Trump appeared eagerto collaborate or maybe ratherto avert the risk of investigation. As shown
above, he introduced a number of new areas Congress should be willing to collaborate on and
stated: “We must choose whetherwe are defined by our differences orwhetherwe dare to
transcend them” (403).

The rest of the speech contained Trump’s reiterations on trade, war, enemies.

Discursive practice

As already mentioned, Trump appeared more conciliatory. He appealed to the Democrats for
bipartisan cooperation on some of their political positions as wellas some of his. The wish for
cooperation may be explained by the fact that Congress only had ten days left to agree on a budget
for the coming year, and Trump wanted funding for the wall (Ruckerand Leonnig 364)

There are severalexamples of interdiscursivity in this speech, such as building the wall on the border
and trade deals made to favorthe US.

Trump also mentioned D-Day and General Dwight D. Eisenhower, stating that it was 75 years ago
since the start of the “Great Crusade” when the Allies started liberating Europe from Nazi rule
(Appendix N 17-18).

The astronaut, Buzz Aldrin, one of the astronauts who walked on the moon, was introduced. Talks
aboutit being 50 years since America first set foot on the Moon (24-26).

Trump indirectly referred to the investigation launched against him and warned that it could
endangerprogressinthe US as he stated: “If there is going to be peace and legislation, there cannot
be war and investigation” (79).

He mentioned the immigration caravan that was a problem at the time (122) and repeated his
attacks on Iran and Venezuela (348-350, 306-308).
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Social Practice

Isolationism

In previous speeches, it became clear that Trump is not isolationist. He has described himself as a
patriot (Appendix M 152-153) and a nationalist (Campoy), and his UN speeches proved that he
believed in sovereignty. Trump putand puts America first, and he does it with a businessman's
mindset.

Bad trade deals are a recurring theme in all of Trump’s speeches and a problem he has worked hard
to rectify. China was often blamed, yetin this speech, he stated, “l don’t blame China for taking
advantage of us; | blame our leaders and representatives for allowing this travesty to happen”
(Appendix N 215-216). Trump was ready to negotiate a new trade deal, “But it must..., reduce our
chronic trade deficit, and protect American jobs” (217-218).

He further asked congress “to pass the United States Reciprocal Trade Act" which would enable the
USto respondin kind if tariffs were enforced on US goods, as a response to China's trade practices
(228-230).

Cutting costs has also been a recurring issue. Trump had been complaining that US global financial
obligations were unfairly expensive. In this speech, he seemed pleased to state that other countries
now paid more fortheir own defense regarding NATO (283-286).

He defended his decision to pull US troops out of Syria, as well as trying to accelerate the end to the
war in Afghanistan, stating: “Great nations do not fight endless wars” (324-325). Trump's arguments
for pulling the troops out were based upon the fact that “Our brave troops have now been fighting
in the Middle East for almost 19 years,” and “We have spent more than $7 trillion in fighting wars in
the Middle East”. It should be mentioned that Trump stated that 7000 soldiers had beenkilled, and
many had been wounded (321-323).

Exceptionalism

Trump depended heavily on exceptionalism. Many of his guests, such as the veterans, who had
taken part in Europe’s liberation from Nazi tyranny, and the astronaut Buzz Aldrin were used as
examples of Exceptionalism.

Trump glorified 20th century America when “Americasaved freedom, transformed science,
redefined the middle class” (Appendix N 27), maybe hinting at when he thought Americawas great?
He wenton to state that “whenyou get downto it, there’s nothinganywhere inthe world that can
compete with America” (28).

He showed agreat degree of belief in future exceptionalism, too: “Now we must step boldly and
bravely into the next chapter of this great American adventure, and we must create a new standard
of living for the 21st century. An amazing quality of life for all of our citizensis within reach” (29-31).

58



Race

This speech marked a change in Trump’s rhetoric as he stated that he did wantimmigrants in the US,
justnot the undocumented ones: “l want people to come into our country in the largest numbers
ever, butthey have to comein legally” (Appendix N 132-133).

In his earlier speeches, Trump argued for a wall. In this speech, undocumented immigration was
described as a “moral issue”(127), and “humanitarian assistance, more law enforcement, drug
detection at our ports, closing loopholes that enable child smuggling...” (180-181) was added to his
immigration policy.

This does, however, not change the overall picture. Trump is a racist. He was fear-mongering over
immigration caravans that were movingthrough South and Middle America to the USborderand
described the “illegal” immigrants as coyotes, criminals, MS-13 gang members, drug dealers, and
human traffickers that must be stopped (119-120, 150-153).

On an abstract level, the wall could still be considered a symbol of racism, as its purpose was to keep
undocumented non-US citizens out. Trump gave otherreasons for building a wall, “The lawless state
of oursouthernborderis a threat to the safety, security, and financial wellbeing of all America”
(127-128).

Trump painted a picture of working-class Americans suffering all the consequences of
undocumented immigration, such as “reduced jobs, lowerwages, overburdened schools, hospitals
that are socrowded you can’t get in, increased crime, and a depleted social safety net” (139-141).

Comparison

As mentioned earlier, both Lindbergh and Trump argued that they represented the people. In this
speech, Trump talked about “Wealthy politicians and donors” who did not have the bestintentions
for the country and its people. This is similar to Lindbergh’s attack on the Roosevelt administration in
the Des Moines speech, where he argued that they worked against the will of the people.

As already mentioned under Isolationism, Trump is not isolationist. He always put Americafirst, and
he did it with a businessman's mindset:

He worked hard on “reversing decades of calamitous trade policies” (Appendix N 210), he was
“working on a new trade deal with China” (216-217), and he mentioned the human and financial
costs of having US troops in the Middle East as a reason for pulling them out.

The achievements mentioned in his speech were also focused on the economy: wages were rising,
and unemployment was falling, as were taxes.

Undocumented immigrants were described as criminals and murderersin severalspeeches. Inthis
speech, they were also held responsible for social problems such as the depleted social safety net
(141).
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Discussion
In this final part of the thesis, a comparison of the two men’s America First will be carried out. The
comparison will primarily be based on the finding from the earlier parts of the thesis.

America First
As already mentioned, Lindbergh’s America First was primarily about keepingthe US out of war to

keep America exceptional. Trump’s America First, on the other hand, was more unilateralist and
economic. Trump believed the USshould be involved in the world, but onits terms: “Americanism,
not globalism will be our credo” (Appendix 1 96-97).

In the beginning, Trump’s policy seemed isolationist because of his renunciation of the US’ role as
the world leader, who would intervene when other countries needed help: “For many decades,
we’ve enriched foreign industry at the expense of American industry; subsidized the armies of other
countries, while allowing forthe very sad depletion of our military” (Appendix J 46-47). Trump’s
America First was, however, unilateralrather than isolationist. He renegotiated or dropped existing
deals with international partners as he saw fit if he thoughtthe dealdid not benefit the US, and he
was not afraid to intervene in international conflicts such as the war on terror.

Lindbergh criticized the interventionist policies of his time: "If we enterthe fighting for democracy
abroad, we may end by losing it at home” (Appendix A 60-61). While both Trump and Lindbergh's
qguotes show skepticism concerning the involvementin an international conflict, there are
differencesin theirsentiment. Trump believed that USinvolvementin international affairs had been
detrimentalto the USfinancially. By contrast, Lindbergh feared thatinvolvementinthe European
war would lead to American decline because the US would lose what made it exceptionalsuch as
“the independent American destiny which ourforefathers gave theirlives to win” (Appe ndix D 95-
9).

Isolationism
Both Trump and Lindbergh use isolationist rhetoric, but none of them were isolationists. Lindbergh
was a non-interventionist, and Trump a unilateralist.

Lindbergh's non-interventionist rhetoricwas, as mentioned above, tied to what he feared the US
was going tolose if it entered the European War. He used then contemporary and historical
references and examples to argue against USinvolvementin the conflict by consistently referringto
both the Monroe Doctrine and the first US President Washington’s Farewell Address. Trump also
used historical references. He used Truman in his first UN speech and Monroe in the second to
justify his beliefin American sovereignty.

Lindbergh and Trump both argued in favor of a strong military. In his 2018 SOTU Address, Trump
stated that “we know that weakness is the surest path to conflict, and unmatched poweristhe
surestmeansto our true and great defense” (Appendix L292-293). This was very similar to
Lindbergh’s statement in his first New York speech: “Every nation that has adopted the
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interventionist policy of dependingon someone else forits own defense has met with nothing but
defeatandfailure” (Appendix F 68-69).

Lindbergh was often referred to as an isolationist, but he was not against trading defensive
equipment. The “only” thing he opposed in his speeches was American involvementinthe European
war. He believed that “It would involve the destiny of America and of western civilization as far into
the future as we can see” (Appendix D 68-69). Trump showed more willingness to get involved in
international conflicts and has also been willing to trade if it benefited the US.

Both agree that no one should decide anything for the US. Trump opposed globalism with patriotism
and sovereignty. Lindbergh referred to the independent destiny forthe US (Appendix D 95) in
oppositionto the propagandathat tried to lead the UStowards war. The differences between the
two were that Trump was willing to help the international community as long as they paid their part.
In contrast, Lindbergh only believed the US should be involved in European conflicts if the white race
was threatened by an outside force (Appendix A 40-43).

Both men usedthe concept of walls to keep the unwanted out, butthey disagreed on what the
unwanted was and where the wall should be located. Trump had his border wall toward Mexico to
keep out undocumented immigrants, Lindbergh had the two vast oceans that functioned as natural
defenses, which he argued would keep the American continent safe from the warring parties in
Europe and Asia should they wish to attack.

Exceptionalism
As stated above, Lindbergh and Trump had different reasons why Americans should think of America
First, but theirreasoning was based on exceptionalism.

Lindbergh wanted to preserve what made the US exceptional, such as democracy, its independence,
and its religious and racial tolerance, and used exceptionalist rhetoricto show what could be lost if
the US got involved in the “European conflict.”

Before Trump was elected president, he had rejected the term “American Exceptionalism,” stating
that he did not “like the term” (Corn) because the US had been exceptional earlier but had been
surpassed by other nations, who were doing betterthan the US. Trump did, however, state that he
would like to make America great again, or in otherwords, make the US exceptional again
(Wertheim 129).

He used exceptionalist rhetoricin his speeches and tendedto bragabout how great the USwould
become now that he was president. An example of this was when Trump, in his inauguration speech,
stated that the US “will shine, foreveryone to follow” (AppendixJ 77-78).

This was where the two men differ the most regarding exceptionalism. Lindbergh did notclaim tobe
the catalyst for exceptionalismin the US; he wanted to maintain the US as it was by telling the public
to think of America First. When Trump was running forthe presidency, he, onthe otherhand,
suggested that he was the catalyst for American greatness and that he could make America great/
exceptional again by thinking of America First (Appendix | 374).
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Although their use of exceptionalist rhetoricdiffers, both men used it to argue for what they
believed was right for their country, which was to be lessinvolved in the world but not isolated.

Race
The racism of both Lindbergh and Trump could be perceived as nativist, based on the fear of
minority groups doing things they considered “not American.”

Today the concept “America First" is predicated on Lindbergh’s Des Moines speech. Lindbergh made
a great effort to state that he could understand why the Jewish Americans and the British wanted
the US involved in WW2. He indicated that he also understood the predicamentJewish Americans
were in, and he condemned how the Jewish people were treated in Europe. However, he was
accused of anti-Semitism based on three paragraphs in his speech, in which he stated that American
Jewswere pushingfor USinvolvementinthe war and had goals that were “not American” because
they wanted to help the European Jews instead of thinking of America First. The fact that he singled
out Jewish Americans offended the US publicin general.

In earlier speeches, Lindbergh showed reverence for the white races and their western civilization.
He did not believe that the white race should fight amongstitself. The US should only become
involved in a European conflict to protect Europe from “Asiatic intruders.” This theme of maintaining
western civilization was more prevalentin Lindbergh's speeches than the critique of Jewish
Americansin the Des Moines speech.

This fact is not mentioned to reduce the importance of Lindbergh’s anti-Semiticcomments, and no
doubt had Lindbergh and the AFCsucceeded in keeping America out of war, the world would have
been different today, as Naziatrocities would have been allowed to continue for a longer time, but
speculating furtherthan this is outside the scope of this thesis.

Trump, on the other hand, was demonizing an entire group of people, the undocumented
immigrants from South America, in several speeches. His actions were also more radical than
Lindbergh’s as he wanted to keep this group out of the US physically while accusing them of being
dangerous criminals damaging the US economy. Trump also made broad generalizations regarding
Muslims banningtravelers from eight Muslim majority countries because he feared terrorists might
be sneakinginto the US.

Conclusion

The findings of this thesis were based on an analysis of select speeches by Charles Lindbergh and
Donald Trump in orderto understand and compare their concept of AmericaFirst. Their speeches
were chosen as they were the only written material the two men had in common. The analysis was
made using a modified version of Fairclough’s CDA approach, combined with a general historical
method.

As mentioned atthe beginning of the thesis, America First is nota theoryin the conventionalsense;
it functions more like a set of beliefs. This was also the reason why the thesis did not have a theory
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chapterin the conventionalsense. The theoretical framework for the analysis was based upon the
termsthat were often mentioned in connection with America First, isolationism, exceptionalism, and
racism.

This analysis of Trump’s and Lindbergh’s speeches revealed that putting equivalence between their
concept of America First was wrong, although there were differences and similarities betweenthem.

The analysis of the speeches showed that “isolationism” was not an applicable definition for either
of the two men, as what looked like isolationism on the surface turned out to be non-
interventionism for Lindbergh and patriotism, nationalism, or unilateralism with sovereignty mixed
in for Trump dependingon the context.

Racism was another conceptthe two menhadin common. Lindbergh had other racist ideas than the
often-mentioned belief that the American Jews had motives that were “not American” because they
wanted the USto intervene in WW2. Lindbergh had a reverence for western civilization and its white
races. Trump made many racist diatribes against undocumented immigrants.

An interesting pattern emerged when looking at how each of the two men used “American
exceptionalism.” It was identified through analysis that Lindbergh wanted to preserve what made
the US exceptional, while Trump believed that the US had lost what made it exceptionaland wanted
to make it exceptionalagain. Exceptionalism played a most significant role in their America First.

The analysis showed why it is unfairto put equivalence between America First of Trump and
Lindbergh as they varied quite significantly in what their America First meant.

Conducting this analysis has been a complex task, as there had been noin-depth analysis of America
First as a conceptbefore, otherthan some historical contextualization. This meantthat much had to
be made from scratch. The analysis was not made easier by the factthat Trump and Lindbergh were
not contemporaries. Lindbergh had had some historical books written about him, but none of them
focused on his speeches, while Trump was president as of the writing of this thesis, and history had
not made its final judgments yet. Most available literature about Trump was quite biased, and most
of the academic resources were written by other students on other subjects.

The theoretical and methodical basis for Discourse Analysis contains a plethora of other methods
and approachesthat could have been used to analyze otherelements of the speeches. If other
methods had been used, other elements, similarities, and differences might have appeared.

The relevance of this study is twofold; it could potentially provide a basis for more in-depth analysis
in the future when future researchers wish to examine two non-contemporary sets of texts.
Historically, it provides a basis for future analysis of the topics of AmericaFirst, Charles Lindbergh,
and Donald Trump.
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Appendix A: America and European Wars
[Delivered September 15, 1939]

[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/pdf/9_15_ 39.pdf]

[Broadcast through the facilities of the Mutual Broadcasting System, the National Broadcasting
Company, the Columbia Broadcasting System, and by short wave from WIXL, Boston.]

[Everythingappears as written in the original source]

In times of great emergency, men of the same belief must gathertogetherfor mutual counseland
action. If they fail to do this, all that they stand forwill be lost. | speak tonight to those people inthe
United States of America who feelthat the destiny of this country does not call for our involvement
in European wars.

We must band togetherto preventthe loss of more American lives in these internal struggles of
Europe. We must keep foreign propaganda from pushing our country blindly into anotherwar.
Modern war with all its consequences is too tragic and too devastatingto be approached from
anything but a purely American standpoint. We should neverentera war unlessiit is absolutely
essentialto the future welfare of our nation.

This country was colonized by men and women from Europe. The hatreds, the persecutions, the
intrigues they left behind, gave them courage to cross the Atlantic Oceanto a new land. They
preferredthe wilderness and the Indians to the problems of Europe. They weighed the cost of
freedom from those problems, and they paid the price. In this country, they eventually found a
means of living peacefully together —the same nationalities that are fighting abroad today. The
quarrels of Europe faded out from American life as generations passed. Instead of wars between the
English, French, and Germans, it became a struggle of the new world for freedomfromthe old —a
struggle for the right of America to find her own destiny. The colonization of this country gre w from
Europeantroublesand our freedom sprang from European war; forwe won independence from
England while she was fighting France.

No one foresaw the danger ahead of us more clearly than George Washington. He solemnly warned
the people of America against becoming entangled in European alliances. For overone hundred
years, his advice was followed. We established the Monroe Doctrine for America. We let other
nations fightamong themselves. Then, in 1917, we entered a European war. This time we were on
England’s side, and so were France and Russia. Friends and enemies reverse as decades pass —as
political doctrines rise and fall.

The Great War ended before ourfullforce had reached the field. We escaped with the loss of
relatively few soldiers. We measured ourdead in thousands. Europe measured hers in millions.
Europe has not yetrecovered from the effects of this warand she has already entered another. A
generation has passed since the Armistice of 1918, but evenin Americawe are still paying forour
part in that victory — and we will continue to pay for another generation. European countries were
both unable and unwilling to pay their debts to us.
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Now that war has broken out again, we in America have a decision to make on which the destiny of
our nation depends.

We mustdecide whetherornot we intend to become foreverinvolved in this age -old struggle
between the nations of Europe. Let us not delude ourselves. If we enter the quarrels of Europe
during war, we muststay in them in time of peace as well. It is madnessto send oursoldiers to be
killed as we did in the last war if we turnthe course of peace overto the greed, the fear, and the
intrigue of European nations. We must either keep out of European ware entirely or stay in
European affairs permanently.

In making our decision, this point should be clear: these warsin Europe are not wars in which our
civilization is defendingitself against some Asiatic intruder. There is no Genghis Khan or Zerzes
marching against our Western nations. This is not a question of banding togetherto defend the
White race against foreigninvasion. This is simply one more of those age old quarrels within our own
family of nation — a quarrel arising from the errors of the last war —from the failure of the victors of
that war to follow a consistent policy either of fairness or of force.

Arbitrary boundaries can only be maintained by strength of arms. The Treaty of Versailles either had
to be revised as time passed, or England and France, to be successful, had to ke ep Germany weak by
force. Neither policy was followed; Europe wavered back and forth between the two. Asaresult,
anotherwar has begun, awar which is likely to be far more prostrating than he last, a war which will
again kill off the bestyouth of Europe, a war which may even lead to the end of our Western
civilization.

We must not permit our sentiment, our pity, or our personalfeelings of sympathy, to obscure the
issue, to affect our children’s lives. We must be as impersonalas a surgeon with his knife. Letuse
make no mistake aboutthe cost of entering this war. If we take part successfully, we mustthrow the
resources of our entire nation into the conflict. Munitions alone will not be enough. We cannot
count onvictory merely by shipping abroad severalthousand airplanes and cannon. We are likely to
lose a million men, possibly severalmillion —the best of American youth. We will be staggering
underthe burden of recovery during the rest of ourlives. And our children will be fortunate if they
see the endin their lives, evenif, by some unlikely chance, we do not pass on another Polish
Corridor to them. Democracy itself may not survive. If we enter the fighting for democracy abroad,
we may end by losing it at home.

America has little to gain in another European war. We must not be misguided by this foreign
propagandato the effectthat our frontiers lie in Europe. One need only glance at a map to see
where ourtrue frontiers lie. What more could we ask than the Atlantic Ocean on the eastand the
Pacific onthe west? No, ourinterestsin Europe need not be from the standpoint of defense. Our
own natural frontiers are enough for that. If we extend them to the center of Europe, we might as
well extend them around the earth. An oceanis a formidable barrier, event for modern aircraft.

Our safety does notlie in fighting European wars. It lies in our own internal strength, inthe character
of the American people and of American institutions. As long as we maintain an Army, a Navy, and
an Air Force worthy of the name, as long as America does not decay within, we need fear no invasion
of ourcountry.
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Again, | address those among you who agree with this stand. Our future and our children’s future
depend uponthe action we take. Itis essentialto think clearly and to act quickly in the days which
are to come. We will be deluged with propaganda, both foreign and domestic —some obvious, some
insidious. Much of our newsis already colored. Every incident and every accident will be seized upon
to influence us. Andin modernwarthere is bound to be plenty of both. We mustlearn to look
behind every article we read and every speech we hear. We must not only inquire about the writer
and the speaker—about his personalinterests and his nationality, but we must ask who owns and
whoinfluencesthe newspaper, the news picture, and the radio station. If our people know the truth,
if they are fully and accurately informed, if they are not misled by propaganda, this countryis not
likely to enterthe war now going on in Europe.

And if Europe is prostrated again by war, as she has been so oftenin the past, thenthe greatest
hope forour Western civilization lies in America. By staying out of war ourselves, we may even bring
peace to Europe more quickly. Let us look to our own defenses and to ourown character. If we
attendto them, we have no need to fear what happens elsewhere. If we do not attend to them,
nothing can save us.

If war brings more Dark Agesto Europe, we can better preserve those things which we love and
which we mourn the passing of in Europe today by preservingthem here, by strengtheningthem
here, ratherthat by hurling ourselves thoughtlessly to their defense overthere and thus destroying
all in the conflagration. The German genius for science and organization, the English genius for
governmentand commerce, the French genius for living and the understanding of life — they must
not go down here aswell as on the otherside. Here in America they can be blended to form the
greatest genius of all.

The gift of civilized life must still be carried on. It is more important than the sympathies, the
friendships, the desires, of any single generation. This is the test before Americanow. Thisis the
challenge — to carry on Western civilization.
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Appendix B: Neutrality and War
[Delivered October 13, 1939]

[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/pdf/NeutralityandWar.pdf]
[Delivered October 13, 1939]
[Broadcast through the facilities of the Mutual Broadcasting System.]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

Tonight, | speak again to the people of this country who are opposed tothe United States entering
the war which is now going onin Europe. We are faced with the need of deciding on a policy of
American neutrality. The future of our nation and of our civilization rests upon the wisdom and
foresight we use. Much as peace is to be desired, we should realize that behind a successful policy of
neutrality must stand a policy of war. It is essential to define clearly those principles and
circumstances for which a nation will fight. Let us give no one the impression that America’s love for
peace means that sheis afraid of war, or that we are not fully capable and willing to defend all that
is vital to us. National life and influence depend upon national strength, bothin character and in
arms. A neutrality built on pacifism alone will eventually fail.

Before we can intelligently enact regulations for the control of our armaments, our credit, and our
ships, we must draw a sharp dividing line between neutrality and war; there must be no gradual
encroachment on the defenses of our nation. Up to this line we may adjust our affairs to gain the
advantages of peace, but beyond it must lie all the armed might of America, coiled in readinessto
spring if once this bond is cut. Let us make clear to all countries where thisline lies. It mustbe both
within our intentand our capabilities. There must be no question of trading or bluff in this
hemisphere. Let us give no promises we cannot keep— make no meaningless assurancestoan
Ethiopia, a Czechoslovakia, or a Poland. The policy we decide upon should be clear cut as our

shorelines, and as easily defended as our continent.

This western hemisphereis our domain. It is our right to trade freely within it. From Alaska to
Labrador, forthe Hawaiian Islands to Bermuda, from Canada to South America, we must allow no
invading army to set foot. These are the outposts of the United States. They form the essential
outline of our geographical defense. We must be ready to wage war with all the resources of our
nation if they are everseriously threatened. Their defenseis the mission of our army, our navy, and
our air corps —the minimum requirement of our military strength. Around these places should lie
our line between neutrality and war. Let there be no compromise about our right to defend ortrade
within this area. If it is challenged by any nation, the answer must be war. Our policy of neutrality
should have this as its foundation.

We must protect our sister American nations from foreign invasion, both for their welfare and our
own. But, in turn, they have a duty to us. They should not place us in the position of having to
defend themin America while they engage in wars abroad. Can we rightfully permitany countryin
America to give bases to foreign warships, or to send its army abroad to fight while it remains secure
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in our protection at home? We desire the utmost friendship with the people of Canada. If their
countryis everattacked, our Navy will be defendingtheirseas, oursoldiers will fight on their
battlefields, ourfliers will die in theirskies. But have they the right to draw this hemisphere intoa
European war simply because they preferthe Crown of England to Americanindependence?

Sooneror later we must demand the freedom of this continentand its surroundingislands from the
dictates of European power. America history clearly indicates this need. Aslong as European powers
maintain their influence in our hemisphere, we are likely to find ourselves involved in their troubles.
And they will lose no opportunity to involve us.

Our Congressis now assembled to decide upon the best policy forthis country to maintain during
the war which is going on in Europe. The legislation under discussion involves three majorissues —
the embargo of arms, the restriction of shipping, and the allowance of credit. The action we take in
regard to these issues will be an importantindication to ourselves, and to the nation of Europe,
whetherornot we are likely to enterthe conflict eventually aswe did in the last war. The entire
world is watching us. The action we take in America may either stop or precipitate this war.

Let ustake up theseissues, one at a time, and examine them. First, the embargo of arms: It is argued
that the repeal of this embargo would assist democracy in Europe, that it would let us make a profit
for ourselves fromthe sale of munitions abroad, and, at the same time, help to build up our own
arms industry.

| do notbelieve that repealing the arms embargo would assist democracy in Europe because | do not
believe thisis a war for democracy. This is a war over the balance of powerin Europe —a war
broughtabout by the desire for strength on the part of Germany and the fear of strength onthe part
of England and France. The more munitions the armies obtain, the longerthe wargoeson, and the
more devastated Europe becomes, the less hope there is fordemocracy. That is a lesson we should
have learned from our participation in the last war. If democratic principles had been appliedin
Europe afterthat war, if the “democracies” of Europe had been willing to make some sacrifice to
help democracy in Europe while it was fighting for its life, if England and France had offered a hand
to the struggling republic of Germany, there would be no wartoday.

If we repealthe arms embargo with the idea of assisting one of the warring sidesto overcome the
other, the why mislead ourselves by talk of neutrality? Those who advance this argument should
admit openly that repealis a step toward war. The next step would be the extension of credit, and
the nextstep would be the sending of American troops.

To those who argue that we could make a profit and build up our own industry by selling munitions
abroad, | reply that we in America have notyet reached a point where we wish to capitalize onthe
destruction and death of war. | do not believe that the material welfare of this country needs, or
that our spiritual welfare could withstand, such a policy. If our industry depends upon commerce of
arms for its strength, then ourindustrial system should be changed.

It is impossible for me to understand how America can contribute to civilization and humanity by
sending offensive instruments of destruction to European battlefields. This would not only implicate
us in the war, but it would make us partly responsible forits devastation. The fallacy of helping to
defend apolitical ideology, eventhough it be somewhat similar to our own, was clearly
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demonstratedto usin the last war. Through our help that war was son, but neitherthe democracy
nor the justice for which we fought grew in the peace that followed our victory.

Our bond with Europe is a bond of race and not of political ideology. We had to fight a European
army to establish democracy in this country. It is the European race we must preserve; political
progress will follow. Racial strength is vital — politics, a luxury. If the white race is ever seriously
threatened, it may then be time for us to take our part in its protection, tofight side by side with the
English, French, and Germans, but not with one against the otherfor our mutual destruction.

Let us not dissipate our strength, or help Europe to dissipate hers, in these wars of politics and
possession. Forthe benefit of western civilization, we should continue our embargo on offensive
armaments. As far as purely defensive arms are concerned, |, forone, am in favor of supply
European countries with as much as we can spare of the material that falls within this category.
There are technicians who will argue that offensive and defensive arms cannot be separated
completely. Thatis true, but it is no more difficult to make a list of defensive weaponsthanitis to
separate munitions of war from semi-manufactured articles, and we are faced with that problem
today. No one saysthat we should sell opium because it is difficult to make a list of narcotics. | would
as soon see our country trafficin opiumas in bombs. There are certain borderline cases, butthere
are plenty of clear-cut examples: forinstance, the bombing plane and the anti-aircraft cannon. | do
not wantto see American bombers dropping bombs which will kill and mutilate European children,
evenif theyare not flown by American pilots. But | am perfectly willing to see American anti-aircraft
guns shooting American shells at invadingbombers overany European country. And | believe that
most of you who are listening tonight will agree with me.

The second major issue for which we must create a policy concerns the restrictions to be placed on
our shipping. Naval blockades have long been accepted as an element of warfare. They began on the
surface of the sea, followed the submarine beneathiit, and now reach up into the sky with aircraft.
The laws and customs which were developed during the surface erawere not satisfactory to the
submarine. Now, aircraft bring up new and unknown factors for consideration. It is simple enough
for a battleship to identify the merchantman she captures. Itis a more difficult problem for a
submarine if that merchantman may carry cannon; it is saferto fire a torpedo thanto come up and
ask. For bombing planes flying at high altitudes and through conditions of poor visibility,
identification of a surface vesselwill be more difficult still.

In modern naval blockades and warfare, torpedoes willbe fired and bombs dropped on probabilities
rather than on certainties of identification. The only safe course for neutral shipping at this time is to
stay away from the warring countries and dangerous waters of Europe.

The third issue to be decided relates to the extension of credit. Here again we may draw from our
experience inthe last war. Afterthat war was over, we found ourse lvesin the position of having
financed a large portion of the expenditures of European countries. And when the time came to pay
us back, these countries simply refused to do so. They not only refused to pay the wartime loans we
made, but they refusedto pay back what we loaned them afterthe war was over. As is so frequently
the case, we found that loaning money eventually created animosity instead of gratitude. European
countries feltinsulted when we asked to be repaid. They called us “Uncle Shylock.” They were horror
struck at the idea of turning overto us any of their islands in America to compensate fortheir debts,
or for our helpin winningtheir war. They seized all the German colonies and carved up Europe to
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suit their fancy. These were the “fruits of war.” They took our money and they took our soldiers. But
there was not the offer of one Caribbean island in return for the debts they “could not afford to
pay.”

The extension of credit to a belligerent countryis a long step toward war, and it would leave us close
to the edge. If American industry loans money to a belligerent country, many interests will feelthat
it is more important forthat country to win that for our own to avoid the war. It is unfortunate but
true that there are interestin America who would ratherlose American lives than theirown dollars.
We should give them no opportunity.

| believe that we should adopt as our program of American neutrality —as our contribution to
western civilization — the following policy:

1. Anembargoon offensive weaponsand munitions.

2. Theunrestricted sale of purely defensive armaments.

3. The prohibition of American shipping from the belligerent countries of Europe and their
dangerzones.

4. Therefusal of credit to belligerent nations or their agents.

Whetheror not this program is adopted depends upon the support of those of uswho believe in
it. The United Statesis a democracy. The policy of our country is still controlled by our people. It
is time for use to take action. There has neverbeen agreatertestfor the democraticprinciple of
government.
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Appendix C: The Air Defense of America
[Delivered May 19, 1940]

[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/pdf/TheAirDefenseofAmerica.pdf]
[Broadcast through the facilities of the Mutual Broadcasting System.]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

In times of war and confusion, it is essential for our people to have a clear understanding of the
elements upon which our national safety depends. Aviation has now become one of these
elements, andit is about the air defense of Americathat| speakto you tonight.

The power of aviation has been greatly underratedin the past. Now, we must be careful not to
overrate this powerin the excitement of reaction. Air strength depends more uponthe
establishment of intelligent and consistent policies than upon the sudden construction of huge
numbers of airplanes.

Even here in America, it is difficult to think clearly amidst the conflict of facts and headlines, the
contradictory advice of columnists, the claims and counter claims of propaganda, and the blind
selfishness of party politics. The conservative who scoffed at aviation yesterday has become the
radical who says that tomorrow we will be invaded by European aircraft.

Let usre-examine the position of Americain the air. New discoveriesand developments affect
nations in different ways. In Europe, aviation has affected England adversely and Germany
advantageously. One nation may have a psychology and topography which promotes the
development of aviation, while anotherfinds itself entirely unadjusted to the tempo of the air.

Judged by aeronautical standards, we in the United States are in a singularly fortunate position. Our
people have natural ability in the design, construction, and operation of aircraft. Ourhighly
organized industry, our widely separated centers of population, our elimination of formalities in the
interstate travel, all contribute to the development of American aviation. From the standpoint of
defense, we stillhave two great oceans between us and the warring armies of Europe and Asia. In
fact there is hardly a natural element contributing to air strength and impregnability that we do not
now possess. Aviationis for us an asset. It addsto our national safety. With a firm and clear-cut
policy, we can build an air defense for Americathat will stand above these shifting sands of war.

But until we have decided upon a definite policy of defense, the mere construction of large numbers
of aircraft will not be adequate for our national safety. Infact, withouta strong policy of defense,
we will not even know what types of planesto build. The speed and range of our fighting planes
depend uponthe basesavailable for their use. If we are to defend the United States alone, thenwe
must construct numerous air bases along he Mexican and Canadian borders. Such a plan would
require large numbers of small bombers and pursuit planes, and eventually it would leave us as
vulnerable to air attack as the nations of Europe are today. On the otherhand, if we are to defend
the entire western hemisphere, we need longrange bombers capable of attacking a hostile fleeta
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thousand miles or more at sea. But thereiis little use discussing types and numbers until a defense
policy is established.

This brings us to an issue which must sooneror later be faced. Anadequate air defense of the
western hemisphere necessitates the co-operation of the other nations of this hemisphere. Our
military aircraft must have access to their bases. Their foreign policy must have some relationship to
ours. We cannot hold this hemisphere free from foreign war if nations which lie within it declare
war on foreign powers.

Let us not be confused by this talk of invasion by European aircraft. The air defense of Americais as
simple as the attack is difficult when the true facts are faced. We are in danger of war today not
because European people have attempted to interfere with the internal affairs of America, but
because American people have attempted to interfere with the internal affairs of Europe.

Itis true that bombing planes can be built with sufficient range to cross the Atlantic and return.

They can be built eitherin Americaor Europe. Aeronautical engineers have known this for many
years. But the cost is high, the targetlarge, and the military effectiveness small. Such planesdo not
existtodayin any air force. A foreign power could not conquer us by dropping bombs in this country
unless the bombing were accompanied by an invadingarmy. Andan invading army requires
thousands of small bombers and pursuit planes; it would have little use for huge trans-Atlantic
aircraft.

No, the advantage lies with us, for great armies must still cross oceans by ship. Only relatively small
forces can be transported by air today, and over distances of a few hundred miles at most. This has
great significance in Europe, butit is not an elementthat we have to contend within America. Such
a dangercan come, in any predictable future, only through division and war amongour own
peoples. Aslong as American nations work together, as long as we maintain reasonable defense
forces, there will be no invasion by foreign aircraft. And no foreign navy will dare to approach within
bombingrange of our coasts.

Our dangerin America is an internal danger. We need notfeara foreigninvasion unless American
peoples bringit on through their own quarreling and meddling with affairs abroad. Our eyesshould
not search beyondthe horizon for problems which lie at our feet. The greatestlesson we can draw
from Europe today is that national strength must be built within a nation itself and cannot be
achieved by limiting the strength of others.

What of he unforeseen developments of science? Rocket propulsion? New forms of energy? New
methods of destruction? No generation can entirely safeguard the future forthose that follow.
They must meettheirown problems as those problems arise. The greatinheritance we can passon
to our children is a reasonable solution of the problems that confrontusin our time — a strong
nation, a lack of debt, a solid American character free from the entanglements of the Old World. Let
us guard Americatoday as ourforefathers guardeditin the past. They won this country from
Europe with a handful of revolutionary soldiers. We certainly can hold it now with a population of
one hundred and thirty million people. If we cannot, we are unworthy to have it.
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But the course we have been followingin recent months leads to neither strength nor friendship nor
peace. It will leave us hated by victor and vanquished alike, regardless of which way the tide of
battle turns. One side will claim that we aided its enemies; the other, that we did not help enough.

To be successfulin modern warfare, a nation must prepare many years before the fighting starts. If
anyone doubts that, let him turn his eyesto Europe. Years ago, we de cided to stay out of foreign
wars. We based our military policy on that decision. We must not waver now that the crisis is at
hand. Thereis no longertime for us to enterthis war successfully. The result of vacillating policies
lies clearly before usin the chaos of Europe today.

Let us turn again to America’s traditional role — that of building and guarding our own destiny. We
need a greaterair force, a greaterarmy, and a greater navy; they have beeninadequate for many
years. Let us form with our neighboring nations a clear cut and definite policy of American defense.
But above all, let us stop this hysterical chatter of calamity and invasion that has been runningrife
these last few days. Itis not befitting to the people who built this nation.

That the world is facing a new erais beyond question. Ourmissionis to make it a betterera. But
regardless of which side wins this war, there is no reason, aside from our own actions, to preventa
continuation of peacefulrelationship between Americaand the countries of Europe. If we desire
peace, we need only stop asking for war. No one wishesto attack us, and no one s in a position to
do so.

The only reason that we are in danger of becominginvolved in this war is because there are
powerfulelementsin America who desire us to take part. Theyrepresentasmall minority of the
American people, but they control much of the machinery of influence and propaganda. They seize
every opportunity to push us closer to the edge.

Itis time for the underlying character of this country to rise and assertitself, to strike down these
elements of personal profitand foreign interest. This underlying character of Americais our true
defense. Untilit awakes and takes the reins in hand once more, the production of airplanes, cannon,
and battleshipsis of secondaryimportance. Letus turn our eyesto ourown nation. We cannot aid
others until we have first placed our own countryin a position of spiritual and material leadership
and strength.
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Appendix D: Our Drift Toward War
[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/pdf/OurDrifttowardWar.pdf]

[DeliveredJune 15, 1940]
[Broadcast through the facilities of the Mutual Broadcasting System.]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

| have asked to speak to you again tonight because | believe that we, in America, are drifting toward
a position of far greater seriousness to our future than even this present war. There is an attemptto
becloudtheissue that confronts us. It is not alone an issue of building an adequate defense forour
country. That must and can be done. Ourpeople are solidly behind an adequate military
preparedness, and no one believesinit more than |. But we must not confuse the question of
national defense with the question of enteringa European War. Andit is just as important not to
confuse this present war with the type of war we would have to wage if we fought against Germany.
Arming forthe defense of Americais compatible with normal life, commerce, and culture. It is an
integral part of the destiny of our nation. But arming to attack the continent of Europe would
necessitate that the lives and thoughts of every man, woman, and child in this country be directed
toward war for the next generation, probably for the next several generations.

We cannot continue for long to follow the course our Government has taken without becoming
involved in war with Germany. There are some who already advocate our entry into such as war.
There are many perfectly sincere men and women who believe that we can send weapons to kill
people in Europe without becominginvolved in war with those people. Still others believe that by
gesturesand applause we can assist France and England to win without dangerto our own country.
In addition to these, however, thereare men among us of less honesty who advocate stepping closer
and closer to war, knowing well that a point exists beyond which there can be no turning back. They
have baited the trap of war with requests formodest assistance. This later group is meeting with
success at the moment.

Thereis a sayingthat grew in the old west to the effectthata man who enjoys life should never
touch his gun unless he means business; that he should neverdraw unless he is ready to shoot, and
that he should nevershoot unless heis ready to kill. Those old pioneers of ours knew fromlong
experience thatthere can be no successfuldabbling with death. But the red-blooded wisdom of the
old westis gone from American politics today. Our present dangerresults from making gestures with
an empty gun after we have already lost he draw. Fortunately, the wide wall of the Atlantic stands
between usandthe shooting that is going on.

This dabbling we have been doingin European affairs can lead only to failure in the future as it has in
the past. Itis not a policy that we can continue to follow and remain a great nation. Let us look at
our position today. Ourleaders have lost the influence we could have exerted as the world’s
greatest neutral nation. The driblets of munitions we have sold to England and France have had a
negligible effect onthe trend of the war, and we have not sufficient military strength available to
change that trend. We demand that foreign nation refrain frominterfering in our hemisphere, yet
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we constantly interfere in theirs. And while we have been taking an ineffective partin the war
abroad, we have inexcusably neglected our defenses athome. In fact we have let our own affairs
drift along until we have not even a plan of defense for the continent of North America. We have
been doingto England and France what they did to Abyssinia, to Czechoslovakia, to Poland, to
Finland, and to Norway — we have encouraged themto hope for help we cannotsend. Yet with these
examples before us, we stillcontinue in this course — the same course that led England to failure
abroad and weakness at home, a course that will lead us, also, to a disastrous and unsuccessfulwar
if we persistin followingit.

When the subject of our participation in war is discussed, most people visualize the war that is now
going on in Europe. They think of sending more arms, and possibly some soldiers. There is still very
little understanding of what our entrance into European war would mean. When we talk of such a
war, we mustrealize that we are considering the greatest struggle the world has yetknown —a
conflict between hemispheres, one half of the white race against the other half. Before allowing
ourselves to become furtherinvolved, we should consider the conditions which may exist by the
time we are ready for military action. If we enterwarat all, we should prepare to meetthe worst
conditions ratherthe best. It is useless to talk of sending American troops to Europe now, forwe
would need months of preparation before we could train and equip even asmall army, and small
efforts do not effect great movements —witness Norway, Holland, and Belgium.

We must face the fact, regardless of how disagreeable itis to us, that before we can take effective
action in an European warthe German armies may have brought all Europe undertheir control. In
that case, Europe will be dominated by the strongest military nation the world has everknown,
controlling a population far larger that our own. If we decide to enterwar, we must be preparedto
attack that nation. We must prepare toinvade a continent which it controls.

No people everhad a greaterdecision to make. We hold our children’s future in our hands as we
deliberate, forif we turn to war the battles will be hard foughtand the outcome is not likely to be
decidedin our lifetime. This is a question of mortgaging the lives of our children and our
grandchildren. Every family in the land would have its wounded and its dead. We start at a
disadvantage because we are not a military nation. Our is not a land of gunsand marching men. If
we decide to fight, thenthe United States must prepare for war formany years to come, and ona
scale unprecedentedin all history. Inthe case we must turn to a dictatorial government, forthere is
no military efficiency to be lost. We should start to build an army of several million men. We will
need severalhundred thousand airplanes before the battlingis over. And we must have a navy large
enough to transport this force across the sea. This war we are asked to enter would not be a
repetition of the last war. [t would be more comparable to the struggle which took place between
Athensand Sparta, or Rome and Carthage. It would involve the destiny of America and of western
civilization as far into the future as we can see.

But whateverourdecision may be in regard to Europe, we must start now to build our own
defenses. We must stop these gestures with an empty gun. In this, we are a united nation. The only
guestion that arises concerns how our defense can best be built. We must first constructa clear cut
plan of defense, and have the cooperation of all American countriesin carrying it out. We mustinsist
upon military bases being placed whateverthey are needed foroursafety, regardless of who owns
the territory involved. We must be wiling to do more than pay taxes and make appropriations.
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Military strength cannot be purchased by money alone. Strength is a thing of spirit, of preparation,
and of sacrifice extending overyears of time. The men of our country must be willing to give a year
of theirlives to military training — more if necessary. And our capitalists as well as our soldiers should
be willing to serve without personal profit. We must have a nation ready to give whateveris
required forits future welfare, and leaders who are more interested in their country that in their
own advancement.

With an adequate defense, no foreign army can invade us. Our advantage in defending Americais as
great as our disadvantage would be in attacking Europe. From a military geographical standpoint, we
are the most fortunate country in the world. There is no other nation in this hemisphere strong
enough evento considerattacking us, and the Atlantic and Pacific oceans separate us from the
warring armies of Europe and Asia. If the British navy could not support an invasion of Norway
against the German air force, there is little reason for us to worry about an invasion of America as
long as our own air force is adequately maintained. As far as invasion by air is concerned, itis
impossible for any existing air force to attack effectively acrossthe ocean. In the Arctic regions, the
severe climate and ruggedness of terrain counteract the vulnerability of shorter distances between
land. With our geographical position, nothing but the gross neglect of our military forces, or
guarreling between American countries themselves, could make possible aninvasion by foreign
armies.

America stands today where the road divides, at the signpost of war and peace. Now that we have
become one of the world’s greatest nations, shall we throw away the independent American destiny
which our forefathers gave theirlives to win? Shall we submerge ourfuture inthe endless wars of
the old world? Or shall we build our own defenses and leave European warto European countries?
Shall we continue this suicidal conflict between western nations and white races, or shall we learn
from history as well as from modern Europe that a civilization cannot be preserved by conflict
amongits own peoples, regardless of how differe nt theirideologies may be?

You men and women of America who believe that ourdestiny lies in building strength at home and
not in war abroad —to you | say that we must act now to stop this trend toward war. An organized
minority in this country is flooding our congress and our press with propaganda for war. They are
spendinglarge sums of moneyin advertisements. They are telegraphing, writing, and talking every
hour of the day, pushingus closerand closer to the edge. Some are even now demanding a
declaration of war.

If you believe that we should not enter a European war, you must support those of us who oppose
such and action. We cannot stop this trend alone. Some of your representatives in Washington are
already considering a declaration of war, but they are responsible to you forthe action they take. Let
them know how you feelabout this. Speak to your friends and organize in your community. Nothing
but a determined effort on the part of every one of us will prevent the disastertoward w hich our
nation is now heading.
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Appendix E: Our Relationship with Europe
[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/pdf/OurRelationshipwithEurope.pdf]

[Delivered August4, 1940 in Chicago, Illinois]
[Later Broadcast through the facilities of the Mutual Broadcasting System.]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

Severalweeks have passed since | received the honor of your invitation to speakin Chicago. At that
time it was essentialto create strongand immediate opposition to the trend toward war which was
taking place in this country. The agitation for our entry in the war was increasing with alarming
rapidity. Hysteriahad mounted tothe point where anti-parachute corps were beingformedto
defend American cities against air attacks from Europe. Greenland, with its Arctic climate, its
mountainous terrain, and its ice-filled seas was called an easy stepping-stone for German bombing
planesinvading America. Cartoons showed the Atlantic Ocean reduced to the width of the English
Channel. American safety was said to depend upon the success of European armies. Foreign
propagandawas in full swing, and it seemed in many ways that we were approachingthe greatest
crisis in the history of our country.

But events move swiftly in this modern world, and the true character of a nation lies beneath such
surface foam. When the danger of foreign war was fully realized by our people, the underlying
tradition of Americanindependencearose, and in recent weeks its voice has thundered through the
weaker cries for war.

We have by no means escaped the foreign entanglements and favoritisms that Washington warned
us against when he passed the guidance of our nation's destiny to the hands of future generations.
We have participated deeply in the intrigues of Europe, and not always in an open "democratic"
way. There are still interestsin this country and abroad who will do their utmostto draw us into the
war. Againstthese interests we must be continuously on guard. But American opinion is now
definitely and overwhelmingly against our involvement. Both political parties have declared against
our entry into the war. People are beginningto realize that the problems of Europe cannot be solved
by the interference of America. We have at last started to build and to plan for the defense of our
own continent. By these acts, our eyes are turned once more in the direction of security and peace,
for if our own military forces are strong, no foreign nation can invade us, and, if we do not interfere
with their affairs, none will desire to.

Since we have decided against entering the war in Europe, it is time for usto consider the
relationship we will have with Europe after this war is over. It is only by using the utmostintelligence
in establishing and maintaining this relationship that we can keep America out of war in the future.

| have a different outlook toward Europe than most people in America. In consequence, | am advised
to speak guardedly on the subject of the war. | am told that one must not stand too stro ngly against
the trend of the times, and that, to be effective, what one says must meet with generalapproval.
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There is much to be said for this argument, yet, right or wrong, it is contrary to the valuesthat | hold
highestin life. | prefertosay what | believe, or notto speakat all. | would far rather have your
respect forthe sincerity of what| say, than attempt to win yourapplause by confining my discussion
to popular concepts. Therefore, | speak to you today as | would speak to close friends ratherthan as
oneis supposedtoaddressa large audience.

| do not offer my opinion as an expert, butratheras a citizen whois alarmed at the position our
country has reached in this era of experts. Aslaymen we are often told that the solution of difficult
problems should be left to the specialist. But since specialists differin the solutions they
recommend, they must at least allow us the privilege of choosing those we wish to follow. Andin
making this choice, it seemsthatwe are back where we started and must form an opinion of our
own.

| found conditionsin Europe to be very different from our concept of them here in the United States.
Anyone who takes the trouble to read through back issues of our newspapers cannot fail to realize
what a false impression we had of the belligerent nations. We were told that Germany was ripe for
revolution, that her rearmament was a bluff, that she lacked officers, that she flew her airplanes
from one field to anotherso they would be counted again and again by foreign observers. We were
informed that Russia had the most powerful air fleetin the world, that the French army was superior
to any in Europe, that the British navy was more than a match for the German air force, that
Germany lacked enough food, fuel, and raw material to wage war, that the Maginot Line was
impregnable, that Italy would never entera war against England. Statements of this sort have issued
forthin an endless stream from Europe, and anyone who questioned theiraccuracy was called a
Nazi agent.

These examples show how greatly we have been misled about the military conditionsin Europe. If
one goes still farther back, he will find that we have also been misled about political conditions. It
has seemed obvious to me for many years that the situation in Europe would have to change, either
by agreement or by war. | hoped that we had reached a degree of civilization where change might
come by agreement. Livingin Europe made me fearthat it would come only through war.

Thereis a proverbin China which says that "when the rich become toorich, and the poortoo poor,
something happens." This applies to nations as wellas to men. When | saw the wealth of the British
Empire, | felt that the rich had become toorich. When | saw the poverty of Central Europe, | felt that
the poor had become too poor. That something would happen was blazoned even on the skies of
Europe by mounting thousands of fighting aircraft.

From 1936 to 1939, as | traveled through European countries, | saw the phenomomenal military
strength of Germany growing like a giant at the side of an aged, and complacent England. France
was awake to her danger, but far too occupied with personal ambitions, industrial troubles, and
internal politics to make more than a feeble efforttorearm. In England there was organization
without spirit. In France there was spirit without organization. In Germany there were both.

| realized that | was witnessing a clash between the heirs of anotherwar. A generation had passed
since the Treaty of Versailles. The sons of victory and the sons of defeat were aboutto meetonthe
battlefields of their fathers. As | traveled firstamong those who had won, and then among those
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who had lost, the words of a French philosopherkeptrunning through my mind: "Man thrives on
adversity."

The underlyingissue was clear. It was not the support of "democracy," or the so-called democratic
nations would have given more assistance to the struggling republic of post-war Germany. It was not
a crusade for Christianity, or the Christian nations of the west would have carried their battle flags to
the confiscated churches of Russia. It was notthe preservation of small and helpless nations, or
sanctions would have been followed by troops in Abyssinia, and England would not have refused to
cooperate with the United Statesin Manchuria. The issue was one of the oldest and best known
among men. It concerned the division of territory and wealth between nations. It has caused conflict
in Europe since European history began.

The longer | lived in Europe, the more | felt that no outside influence could solve the problems of
European nations, or bring them lasting peace. They must work out their destiny, as we mustwork
out ours. | am convinced that the betteracquainted we in America become with the background of
European conflicts, the less we will desire to take part in them. But here | would like to make this
point clear: while | advocate the non-interference by Americain the internal affairs of Europe, |
believeit is of the utmostimportance for us to cooperate with Europe in our relationships with the
otherpeoples of the earth. It is only by cooperation that we can maintain the supremacy of our
western civilization and the right of our commerce to proceed unmolested throughout the world.
Neitherthey norwe are strong enough to police the earth against the opposition of the other.

In the past, we have dealt with a Europe dominated by England and France. In the future we may
have to deal with a Europe dominated by Germany. But whether England or Germany wins this war,
Western civilization will still depend upon two great centers, one in each hemisphere. With all the
aids of modernscience, neither of these centersisin a position to attack the other successfully as
long as the defenses of both are reasonably strong. A war between us could easily last for
generations, and bring all civilization tumbling down, as has happened more than once before. An
agreement between us could maintain civilization and peace throughout the world as far into the
future as we can see.

But we are often told that if Germany wins this war, cooperation will be impossible, and treaties no
more than scraps of paper. | reply that cooperationis neverimpossible when there is sufficient gain
on bothsides, and that treaties are seldomtorn apart when they do not covera weak nation. |
would be amongthe last to advocate depending upon treaties for our national safety. | believe that
we should rearm fully for the defense of America, and that we should never make the ty pe of treaty
that would lay us opento invasion if it were broken. But if we refuse to consider treaties with the
dominant nation of Europe, regardless of who that may be, we remove all possibility of peace.

Nothingis to be gained by shouting names and pointing the finger of blame across the ocean. Our
grandstand advice to England, and our criticism of her campaigns, have been neither wanted nor
helpful. Our accusations of aggression and barbarism on the part of Germany, simply bring back
echoes of hypocrisy and Versailles. Our hasty condemnation of a French government, struggling
desperately to save a defeated nation from complete collapse, can do nothing but add to famine,
hatred, and chaos.
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If we desire to keep America out of war, we must take the lead in offeringa plan for peace. That plan
should be based uponthe welfare of America. It should be backed by an impregnable system of
defense. Itshould incorporate terms of mutual advantage. But it should notinvolve the internal
affairs of Europe; they neverwere, and never will be, carried on according to our desires.

Let us offer Europe a plan for the progress and protection of the western civilization of which they
and we each form a part. But whatevertheirreply may be, let us carry onthe American destiny of
which our forefathers dreamed as they cut their farm lands from the virgin forests. What would they
think of the claim that our frontiers lie in Europe? Let us guard the independencethatthe soldiers of
our Revolution won against overwhelming odds. What, | ask you, would those soldiers say if they
could hear this nation, grown a hundred and thirty million strong, being told that only the British
fleet protects us from invasion?

Our nation was born of courage and hardship. Itgrew onthe fearless spirit of the pioneer. Now that
it has become one of the greatest powers on earth, ours must not be the generation that kneelsin
fearof future hardships, or of invasion by a Europe already torn by war. | do not believe we will ever
accept a philosophy of calamity, weakness, and fear. | have faith in an American army, an American
navy, an American air force and, mostimportant of all, the American character, which in normal
times, lies quietly beneath the surface of this nation.
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Appendix F: New York City Speech

[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/americanfirst/speech2.asp]
[Delivered April 23, 1941 in New York City, New York]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

There are many viewpoints from which the issues of this war can be argued. Some are primarily
idealistic. Some are primarily practical. One should, | believe, strive fora balance of both. But, since
the subjects thatcan be coveredin a single address are limited, tonight | shall discussthe war froma
viewpoint which is primarily practical. It is not that| believe ideals are unimportant, evenamongthe
realities of war; but if a nation is to survive in a hostile world, its ideals must be backed by the hard
logic of military practicability. If the outcome of war depended uponideals alone, thiswould be a
differentworld thanit is today.

I know | will be severely criticized by the interventionistsin Americawhen | say we should not enter
a war unless we have a reasonable chance of winning. That, they will claim, is far too materialistic a
viewpoint. They will advance again the same arguments that were used to persuade France to
declare war against Germanyin 1939. Butl do not believe that our Americanideals, and our way of
life, will gain through an unsuccessfulwar. And | know that the United States is not prepared to
wage war in Europe successfully at this time. We are no better prepared today than France was
whenthe interventionistsin Europe persuaded herto attack the Siegfried Line.

| have said before, and | will say again, that | believe it will be a tragedy to the entire world if the
British Empire collapses. That is one of the main reasons why | opposed this war before it was
declared, and why | have constantly advocated a negotiated peace. | did not feelthat England and
France had a reasonable chance of winning. France has now been defeated; and, despite the
propagandaand confusion of recent months, it is now obvious that England is losing the war. |
believe thisis realized even by the British government. Butthey have one last desperate plan
remaining. They hope that they may be able to persuade usto send another American Expeditionary
Force to Europe, and to share with England militarily, as well as financially, the fiasco of this war.

| do not blame England forthis hope, orfor asking for our assistance. But we now know that she
declared a war undercircumstances led to the defeat of every nation that sided with herfrom
Poland to Greece. We know thatin the desperation of war England promised to all these nations
armed assistance that she could not send. We know that she misinformed them, as she has
misinformed us, concerning her state of preparation, her military strength, and the progress of the
war.

In time of war, truth is always replaced by propaganda. | do not believe we should be too quick to
criticize the actions of a belligerent nation. There is always the question whetherwe, ourselves,
would do better undersimilar circumstances. But we in this country have a right to think of the
welfare of Americafirst, just as the people in England thought first of theirown country when they
encouraged the smaller nations of Europe to fight against hopeless odds. When England asks us to
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enterthis war, she is considering herown future, and that of her Empire. In making our reply, |
believe we should considerthe future of the United States and that of the Western Hemisphere.

Itis not only our right, butit is our obligation as American citizens to look at this war objectively, and
to weigh our chances for success if we should enterit. | have attemptedto do this, especially from
the standpoint of aviation; and | have been forced to the conclusion that we cannot win this war for
England, regardless of how much assistance we extend.

| ask you to look at the map of Europe today and see if you can suggest any way in which we could
win this war if we entered it. Suppose we had a large army in America, trained and equipped. Where
would we send it to fight? The campaigns of the war show only too clearly how difficult it is to force
a landing, or to maintain an army, on a hostile coast. Suppose we took our navy from the Pacific, and
used it to convoy British shipping. That would notwin the war for England. It would, at best, permit
herto existunderthe constantbombing of the German air fleet. Suppose we had an air force that
we could send to Europe. Where could it operate? Some of our squadrons might be basedin the
British Isles; butit is physically impossible to base enough aircraftin the British Isles alone to equalin
strength the aircraft that can be based on the continent of Europe.

| have asked these questions on the supposition that we had in existence an army and an air force
large enough and well enough equippedto sendto Europe; and that we would dare to remove our
navy from the Pacific. Even on this basis, | do not see how we could invade the continent of Europe
successfully as long as all of that continentand most of Asia is under Axis domination. But the factis
that none of these suppositions are correct. We have only a one-ocean navy. Ourarmy is still
untrained and inadequately equipped forforeign war. Our air force is deplorably lacking in modern
fighting planes.

When these facts are cited, the interventionists shout that we are defeatists, that we are
undermining the principles of Democracy, and that we are giving comfortto Germany by talking
about our military weakness. Buteverything | mention here has been published in our newspapers,
and in the reports of congressional hearings in Washington. Our military position is well known to
the governments of Europe and Asia. Why, then, should it not be brought to the attention of our
own people?

| say it is the interventionistin America, as it was in England and in France, who gives comfort to the
enemy. | say it is they who are underminingthe principles of Democracy whenthey demandthat we
take a course to which more than eighty percent of our citizens are opposed. | charge them with
being the real defeatists, fortheir policy has led to the defeat of every country that followed their
advice since this war began. There is no better way to give comfortto an enemy than to divide the
people of a nation overthe issue of foreign war. There is no shorterroad to defeat than by entering
a war with inadequate preparation. Every nation that has adopted the interventionist policy of
dependingonsome one else forits own defense has met with nothing but defeat and failure.

When history is written, the responsibility for the downfall of the democracies of Europe will rest
squarely upon the shoulders of the interventionists who led their nations into war uninformed and
unprepared. With their shouts of defeatism, and their disdain of reality, they have alre ady sent
countless thousands of young men to death in Europe. From the campaign of Poland to that of
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Greece, their prophecies have been false and their policies have failed. Yet these are the people who
are calling us defeatists in America today. And they have led this country, too, to the verge of war.

There are many such interventionists in America, but there are more people amongus of a different
type. That is why you and | are assembled here tonight. There is a policy open to this nation that will
lead to success--a policy that leaves us free to follow our own way of life, and to develop ourown
civilization. It is not a new and untried idea. It was advocated by Washington. It was incorporated in
the Monroe Doctrine. Under its guidance, the United States became the greatest nationin the
world. It is based upon the belief that the security of a nation lies in the strength and character of its
own people. It recommends the maintenance of armed forces sufficient to defend this hemisphere
from attack by any combination of foreign powers. It demands faith in an independent American
destiny. This is the policy of the America First Committee today. Itis a policy not of isolation, but of
independence; not of defeat, but of courage. Itis a policy that led this nation to success during the
most trying years of our history, and it is a policy that will lead us to success again.

We have weakened ourselves for many months, and still worse, we have divided ourown people by
this dabbling in Europe's wars. While we should have been concentrating on American defense, we
have beenforced to argue overforeign quarrels. We must turn our eyes and our faith back to our
own country before itis too late. And when we do this, a differentvista opens before us. Practically
every difficulty we would face in invading Europe becomes an assetto us in defending America. Our
enemy, and not we, would then have the problem of transporting millions of troops across the
ocean and landing them on a hostile shore. They, and not we, would have to furnish the convoys to
transport guns and trucks and munitions and fuelacross three thousand miles of water. Our
battleships and submarines would then be fighting close to their home bases. We would then do the
bombing from the air, and the torpedoingat sea. And if any part of an enemy convoy should ever
pass our navy and our air force, they would still be faced with the guns of our coast artillery, and
behind them, the divisions of our army.

The United States is bettersituated from a military standpoint than any other nation in the world.
Evenin our present condition of unpreparedness, no foreign powerisin a position to invade us
today. If we concentrate on our own and build the strength that this nation should maintain, no
foreign army will ever attempttoland on American shores.

War is not inevitable for this country. Such a claim is defeatismin the true sense. No one can make
us fight abroad unless we ourselves are willing to doso. No one will attemptto fight us here if we
arm ourselves as a great nation should be armed. Overa hundred million people in this nation are
opposedto enteringthe war. If the principles of Democracy mean anythingat all, that is reason
enough forus to stay out. If we are forced into a war against the wishes of an overwhelming
majority of our people, we will have proved Democracy such a failure at home that there will be
little use fightingfor it abroad.

The time has come when those of us who believe in an independent American destiny must band
together, and organize for strength. We have been led toward war by a minority of our people. This
minority has power. It has influence. It has a loud voice. But it does notrepresentthe American
people. Duringthe last severalyears, | have travelled overthis country, from one end to the other. |
have talked to many hundreds of menand women, and | have had letters from tens of thousands
more, who feelthe same way as you and |. Most of these people have noinfluence or power. Most
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of them have no means of expressing their convictions, except by their vote which has always been
against this war. They are the citizens who have had to work too hard at their daily jobs to organize
political meetings. Hitherto, they have relied upon their vote to express theirfeelings; but now they
find that it is hardly remembered exceptin the oratory of a political campaign. These people--the
majority of hard-working American citizens are with us. They are the true strength of our country.
Andthey are beginningto realize, as you and |, that there are times when we must sacrifice our
normal interestsin life in orderto insure the safety and the welfare of our nation.

Such a time has come. Such a crisis is here. Thatis why the America First Committee has been
formed--to give voice to the people who have no newspaper, or news reel, orradio station at their
command; to the people who must do the paying, and the fighting, and the dying, if this country
entersthe war.

Whetheror not we do enterthe war, rests upon the shoulders of you in this audience, upon us here
on this platform, upon meetings of this kind that are being held by Americansin every section of the
United States today. It depends upon the action we take, and the courage we show at this time. If
you believe in an independent destiny for America, if you believe that this country should not enter
the war in Europe, we ask you to join the America First Committee in its stand. We ask you to share
our faith in the ability of this nation to defenditself, to develop its own civilization, and to contribute
to the progress of mankind in a more constructive and intelligent way than has yet been found by
the warring nations of Europe. We need yoursupport, and we need it now. The time to act is here.
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Appendix G: Election Promises Should Be Kept, We Lack Leadership

That Places America First
[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/pdf/TheAirDefenseofAmerica.pdf]

[Delivered May 23, 1941 in New York City, New Work]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

We are assembled here tonight because we believe in an independent destiny for America. Such a
destiny does not mean that we will build a wall around our country and isolate ourselves from
contact with the rest of the world. But it does mean that the future of America will not be tied to
these eternalwarsin Europe. It means that American boys will not be sentacross the ocean to die so
that England or Germany or France or Spain may dominate the other nations.

An independent American destiny means, onthe one hand, that our soldiers will not have to fight
everybodyin the world who prefers some othersystem of life to ours. On the otherhand, it means
that we will fight anybody and everybody who attempts to interfere with our hemisphere, and that
we will do so with all the resources of our nation. It means that we rely on our own strength, our
own ability and our own courage to preserve this nation and to defeatany one whois rash enough
to attack us. It means that we have faith that these United States of ours can compete in commerce
or in war with any combination of foreign powers, and that we are no more afraid of the Europe of
Germany than our forefathers were afraid of the Europe of France or England or Spain.

No Reason for Fear

We in America should have no reason to fear. With adequate leadership we can be the strongest
and mostinfluential nation in the world. No other country has as greatresources. None is as easily
defended. We lack only a leadership that places Americafirst — a leadership that tells what it means
and whatit says. Give us that and we will be the most powerfulcountry in the world. Give us that
and we will be so united that no one will dare to attack us.

Our countryis not divided today because we fear war, or sacrifice, or because we fearanything at
ail. We are divided because we are asked to fight overissuesthat are Europe’sand not ours — issues
that Europe created by her own shortsightedness. We are divided because many of us do not wish to
fight again for England’s balance of power, or for her domination of India, Mesopotamia, or Egypt, or
for the Polish Corridor, or foranothertreaty like Versailles. We are divided because we do not want
to cross an oceanto fight on foreign continents, for foreign causes, againstan entire world
combined against us. Many of us do not think we can impose our way of life, at the point of a
machinegun, on the peoples of Germany, Russia, Italy, France and Japan. Many of us do not believe
democracy can be spreadin such a manner. We believe that we are more likely to lose it at home
than to spread it abroad by prolonging this war and sending millions of our soldiersto deathin
Europe and Asia.

Democracy is nota quality that can be imposed by war. The attempt to do so has always met with
failure. Democracy can spring only from within a nation itself, only from the hearts and minds of the
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people. It can be spread abroad by example, but never by force. The strength of a democracy lies in
the satisfaction of its own people. Itsinfluence liesin making others wish to copyit. If we cannot
make other nations wish to copy our American system of government, we cannot force themto
copy it by going to war.

Intolerance Seen Rising Here

On the contrary, if we go to war to preserve democracy abroad, we are likely to end by losing it at
home. There are already signs of dangeraround us. We have been shouting againstintolerance in
Europe, butit has beenrising in America. We deplore the fact that the German people cannotvote
on the policies of theirgovernment—that Hitler led his nation into war without asking their consent.
But, have we been given the op- opportunity to vote on the policy ourgovernment has followed?
No, we have beenled toward war against the opposition of four-fifths of our people. We had no
more chance to vote onthe issue of peace and war last Novemberthanif we had beenin a
totalitarian state ourselves. We in Americawere given just about as much chance to express our
beliefs at the election last Fall, as the Germans would have been given if Hitler had run against
Goering.

This state of affairs should make every American —even the interventionists — stop and think before
we plunge blindly into a second world war. There are many interventionists who actually believe
that by going to war we can strengthen democracy throughoutthe world, and with it all the civilized
virtues which we in this country support. Those people overlook our failure in the last war “to make
the world safe fordemocracy.” They overlook the persecution and the intolerance which followed
that war in Europe. They do not seemtorealize thatthe elements they dislike in Germany lie
beneath the surface of every nation; that they are here in America justas theyare in Europe, and
that nothingis as likely to bring them out as war —especially a prolonged war.

| opposed this war before it was declared because | felt it would be disastrous for Europe. | knew
that England and France were notin a position to win, and | did not wantthemto lose. | now oppose
our entry into the war because | do not believe that our system of governmentin Americacan
survive our participation or our way of life can survive our participation.

Pleasto Interventionists

And here | address a plea to any interventionists who maybe listening to me tonight. | askthemto
considerwhat a prolonged war will bring. | ask them to consider what the last war brought to
Europe — to Russia, to Italy, to Germany and now to France and England and eventhe smaller
countries. | ask them to rememberthatwe in Americareturned from that war with the loss of
relatively few soldiers, but that now we face a war in which our losses are likely to run into the
millions and in which victory itself is doubtful. | ask them to consider whether democracy, tolerance
and our American way of life are likely to survive in such a struggle. Or may we notfind conditions as
bad or worse in America. Aftera war than they are in the dictatorships of Europe today? It is all very
well to shout for war, to say that aggression must be stopped, that our ideals of democracy must be
preservedalloverthe world. But when the shoutingis over, then we will be faced with the reality of
war. Someone must lay plans for invading Germany, for invading Japan, forinvading possibly Russia,
France, Italy and Spain as well. Someone must do the fighting; someone the dying. When we turn
from sentiment and emotion to reality and action, the task we face is staggering. We find ourselves
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unprepared forwar, aboutto enteran action that will require us to cross two oceans and to invade
nations with a far greater population than ours, nations with armies that have been trained for
years, armies that have been hardened by generations of warfare, armies thatare larger now than
ours can everbe. We find ourselvesin a position where we would have to force landings on hostile
coasts against the prepared positions of the strongest military powers inthe world. Democracy is
not likely to survive a conflict such as this will bring. Does any one think that freedom can existeven
in America if we are forced into such a war? The United States is a nation of mixed races, religions
and beliefs. We came from every part of Europe and from every portion of the earth. Here, in this
country, we have learned to live peacefully together. Here we have developed aracial tolerance
such as the world has neverknown before. Here we have developed a civilization in many ways
never previously approached. Why must ail this be jeopardized by injecting the wars and the hatreds
of Europe into our midst? Why, in this second century of our national existence, must we be
confronted with the quarrels of the old world that our forefathers left behind when they settled in
this country? It is to answerthese questions, itis to oppose interve ntion in this war, it is to preserve
our American way of life, that youand | have assembled here tonight We have assembled to show
that in times of crisis there still a re menand women in this country ready to give up their normal
interests and their normal occupations so that our way of life and our right to determine it may

survive.
Sacrifices Are Cited

Every one of us has made some sacrifice to attend this rally. You have given up an eveningathome
or with yourfriends. Senator Wheeler has come from Washington to talk to us He represents the
type of leadership that places Americafirst. Mr. Thomas has added this engagement to an already
crowded schedule. If all of our leaders had the courage, integrity and vision that these men have
shown, this country would not be on the verge of war today.

Mrs.Norris, Mrs. Marguand, Mr. Flynn, all of us on the America First Committee are contributing
everythingwe canto prevent this war and to maintain the way of life we believe in for America.l am
glad to be able to tell you that our strength is increasing. This meetingis one of many. | have just
come from the West, and | can tell you thatin every State, in every city, on street cornersand on
farms, menand women are meeting, as we have met tonight. From every section of ourcountry a
cry is rising against this war. But it is a cry that reaches beyond the question of waralone. It is more
penetratingthan that. It echoes from the very foundations on which our system of governmentis
built. It asks how this situation came about. It demands an explanation of what happened at the
elections last November. It demands an accounting from a government that has led us to war while
it promised us peace. To both Democratic and Republican leaders, this cry should be a warning of an
awakened spiritin our nation — a spirit that has carried us through times of crisis before, and that
will carry us through times of crisis again. We in America can make our nation an example forthe
rest of the world. We can spread ourideals in othercountries. We can defend this hemisphere from
invasion. And all of this can be accomplished without entering the war. With your assistance, we still
create the leadership necessary to do it. The America First Committee asks your helpin carrying out
this program. We ask you to join with usin demandingthat election promises be kept. We ask you to
organize your community, to write to your Representatives in Washington, to attend meetings of
this kind wheneverthey are held. Our American ideals, our independence, ourfreedom, ourright to
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vote on importantissues, all depend on the sacrifice we are willing to make, and the action we take
at this time.
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Appendix H: Who are the War Agitators (The Des Moines Speech)

[Original Source: http://www.charleslindbergh.com/americanfirst/speech.asp]
[Delivered September11, 1941 in Des Moines, lowa]

[Everything appears as written in the original source]

Itis now two years since this latest European war began. From that day in September, 1939, until
the present moment, there has been an over-increasing effort to force the United Statesinto the
conflict.

That effort has been carried on by foreign interests, and by a small minority of our own people; but
it has been so successfulthat, today, our country stands on the verge of war.

At this time, as the war is about to enterits third winter, it seems appropriate toreview the
circumstances that have led us to our present position. Why are we on the verge of war? Was it
necessary for us to become so deeply involved? Who is responsible for changing our national policy
from one of neutrality and independenceto one of entanglementin European affairs?

Personally, | believe there is no betterargumentagainst our intervention than a study of the causes
and developments of the present war. | have often said that if the true facts andissues were placed
before the American people, there would be no danger of our involvement.

Here, | would like to point out to you a fundamental difference between the groups who ad vocate
foreign war, and those who believe in an independent destiny for America.

If you will look back overthe record, you will find that those of us who oppose intervention have
constantly tried to clarify factsand issues; while the interventionists have tried to hide facts and
confuseissues.

We ask you to read what we said last month, last year, and even before the war began. Ourrecord is
openand clear, and we are proud of it.

We have notled you on by subterfuge and propaganda. We have not resorted to steps short of
anything, in order to take the American people where they did not want to go.

What we said before the elections, we say [illegible] and again, and again today. And we will not tell
youtomorrow that it was just campaign oratory. Have you everheard an interventionist, or a British
agent, or a member of the administration in Washington ask you to go back and study a record of
what they have said since the war started? Are their self-styled defenders of democracy willing to
put the issue of war to a vote of our people? Do you find these crusaders for foreign freedom of
speech, orthe removal of censorship here in our own country?

The subterfuge and propaganda that exists in our country is obvious on every side. Tonight, | shall try
to pierce through a portion of it, to the naked facts which lie beneath.
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When this war started in Europe, it was clear that the American people were solidly opposed to
enteringit. Why shouldn'twe be? We had the best defensive positioninthe world; we had a
tradition of independence from Europe; and the one time we did take part in a European war left
European problems unsolved, and debts to America unpaid.

National polls showed that when England and France declared war on Germany, in 1939, less than
10 percent of our population favored a similar course for America. But there were various groups of
people, here and abroad, whose interests and beliefs necessitated the involvement of the United
Statesin the war. | shall point out some of these groups tonight, and outline their methods of
procedure. Indoingthis, | must speak with the utmostfrankness, forin orderto counteract their
efforts, we must know exactly who they are.

The three most important groups who have been pressing this country toward war are the British,
the Jewish and the Roosevelt administration.

Behind these groups, but of lesserimportance, are a number of capitalists, Anglophiles, and
intellectuals who believe that the future of mankind depends upon the domination of the British
empire. Add to these the Communisticgroups who were opposed to intervention untila few weeks
ago, and | believe | have named the major war agitators in this country.

| am speaking here only of war agitators, not of those sincere but misguided menand women who,
confused by misinformation and frightened by propaganda, follow the lead of the war agitators.

As | have said, these war agitators comprise only a small minority of our people; but they control a
tremendous influence. Against the determination of the American people to stay out of war, they
have marshaled the power of their propaganda, their money, their patronage.

Let us consider these groups, one ata time.

First, the British: Itis obvious and perfectly understandable that Great Britain wants the United
Statesin the war on her side. England is now in a desperate position. Her populationis notlarge
enough and her armies are not strong enough toinvade the continent of Europe and win the war
she declared against Germany.

Her geographical positionis such that she cannot win the war by the use of aviation alone,
regardless of how many planes we send her. Even if America entered the war, it is improbable that
the Allied armies could invade Europe and overwhelm the Axis powers. But one thingis certain. If
England can draw this country into the war, she can shift to our shoulders a large portion of the
responsibility for wagingit and for paying its cost.

As you all know, we were left with the debts of the last European war; and unlesswe are more
cautious in the future than we have beeninthe past, we will be left with the debts of the present
case. If it were not for her hope that she can make us responsible forthe war financially, as well as
militarily, | believe England would have negotiated a peace in Europe many months ago, and be
better off for doing so.
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England has devoted, and will continue to devote every effort to get usinto the war. We know that
she spenthuge sums of money in this country during the last war in order to involve us. Englishmen
have written books about the cleverness of its use.

We know that England is spending great sums of money for propagandain America duringthe
presentwar. If we were Englishmen, we would do the same. But our interestis first in America; and
as Americans, it is essentialfor us to realize the effort that British interests are makingto draw us
into their war.

The second major group | mentioned is the Jewish.

It is not difficult to understand why Jewish people desire the overthrow of NaziGermany. The
persecution they suffered in Germany would be sufficient to make bitter enemies of any race.

No person with a sense of the dignity of mankind can condone the persecution of the Jewish race in
Germany. But no person of honesty and vision can look on their pro-war policy here today without
seeingthe dangersinvolvedin such a policy both forus and forthem. Instead of agitating for war,
the Jewish groupsin this country should be opposingit in every possible way for they will be among
the first to feelits consequences.

Tolerance is a virtue that depends upon peace and strength. History shows that it cannot survive war
and devastations. A few far-sighted Jewish people realize this and stand opposed to intervention.
But the majority still do not.

Their greatest dangerto this country lies in their large ownership and influence in our motion
pictures, our press, ourradio and our government.

| am not attacking eitherthe Jewish or the British people. Both races, | admire. But | am saying that
the leaders of both the British and the Jewish races, forreasons which are as understandable from
their viewpoint as they are inadvisable from ours, for reasons which are not American, wish to
involve us in the war.

We cannotblame them forlooking out for whatthey believe to be their owninterests, but we also
must look out for ours. We cannotallow the natural passions and prejudices of other peoplesto lead
our country to destruction.

The Roosevelt administrationis the third powerfulgroup which has been carrying this country
toward war. Its members have used the waremergency to obtain a third presidentialterm for the
first time in American history. They have used the war to add unlimited billions to a debt which was
already the highest we have everknown. And they have just used the war to justify the restriction of
congressional power, and the assumption of dictatorial procedures onthe part of the presidentand
his appointees.

The power of the Roosevelt administration depends upon the maintenance of awartime emergency.
The prestige of the Roosevelt administration depends upon the success of Great Britain to whom the
president attached his political future at a time when most people thought that England and France
would easily win the war. The danger of the Roosevelt administration lies in its subterfuge. While its
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members have promised us peace, they have led us to war heedless of the platform upon which
they were elected.

In selecting these three groups as the major agitators for war, | have included only those whose
supportis essentialto the war party. If any one of these groups--the British, the Jewish, orthe
administration--stops agitating for war, | believe there will be little danger of our involvement.

| do not believe that any two of them are powerfulenough to carry this country to war without the
support of the third. And to these three, as | have said, all other war groups are of secondary
importance.

When hostilities commenced in Europe, in 1939, it was realized by these groups that the American
people had no intention of entering the war. They knew it would be worse than useless to ask us for
a declaration of war at that time. But they believed that this country could be entered intothe war
in very much the same way we were entered into the last one.

They planned: first, to prepare the United States for foreign war underthe guise of American
defense;second, toinvolve usin the war, step by step, without our realization; third, to create a
series of incidents which would force us into the actual conflict. These plans were of course, to be
covered and assisted by the full power of their propaganda.

Our theaters soon became filled with plays portraying the glory of war. Newsreels lost all semblance
of objectivity. Newspapers and magazines began to lose advertising if they carried anti-war articles.
A smear campaign was instituted against individuals who opposed intervention. The terms "fifth
columnist," "traitor," "Nazi," "anti-Semitic" were thrown ceaselessly at any one who dared to
suggest thatit was notto the bestinterests of the United Statesto enterthe war. Men lost their jobs

if they were frankly anti-war. Many others dared no longer speak.

Before long, lecture halls that were opento the advocates of war were closed to speakers who
opposed it. A fear campaign was inaugurated. We were told that aviation, which has held the British
fleet off the continent of Europe, made America more vulnerable than ever before to invasion.
Propagandawasin full swing.

There was no difficulty in obtaining billions of dollars forarms underthe guise of defending America.
Our people stood united on a program of defense. Congress passed appropriation after
appropriation forguns and planes and battleships, with the approval of the overwhelming majority
of our citizens. That a large portion of these appropriations was to be used to build arms for Europe,
we did not learn until later. That was another step.

To use a specificexample; in 1939, we were told that we should increase our air corps to a total of
5,000 planes. Congress passed the necessary legislation. Afew months later, the administration told
us that the United States should have at least 50,000 planes for our national safety. Butalmost as
fast as fighting planes were turned out from our factories, they were sent abroad, although our own
air corps was in the utmost need of new equipment; so that today, two years afterthe start of war,
the American army has a few hundred thoroughly modern bombers and fighters--less in fact, than
Germanyis able to producein a single month.
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Ever since its inception, ourarms program has been laid out forthe purpose of carrying on the war
in Europe, far more than for the purpose of building an adequate defense for America.

Now at the same time we were being prepared fora foreign war, it was necessary, as | have said, to
involve us in the war. This was accomplished underthat now famous phrase "steps short of war."

England and France would win if the United States would only repealits arms embargo and sell
munitions for cash, we were told. And then [illegible] began, a refrainthat marked every stepwe
took toward war for many months--"the best way to defend Americaand keep out of war." we were
told, was "by aiding the Allies."

First, we agreed to sell arms to Europe; next, we agreed to loan arms to Europe; then we agreed to
patrol the ocean for Europe; then we occupied a Europeanisland in the war zone. Now, we have
reached the verge of war.

The war groups have succeededinthe first two of theirthree major stepsinto war. The greatest
armament program in our historyis underway.

We have become involved in the war from practically every standpoint exceptactual shooting. Only
the creation of sufficient "incidents" yet remains; and you see the first of these already taking place,
according to plan [ill.]-- a plan that was never laid before the American people fortheirapproval.

Men and women of lowa; only one thing holds this country from war today. That is the rising
opposition of the American people. Our system of democracy and representative governmentis on
testtoday as it has neverbeenbefore. We are on the verge of a war in which the only victor would
be chaos and prostration.

We are on the verge of a war for which we are still unprepared, and for which no one has offered a
feasible plan forvictory--a war which cannot be won without sending our soldiers across the ocean
to force a landing on a hostile coast against armies strongerthan our own.

We are on the verge of war, but it is not yet too late to stay out. It is nottoo late to show that no
amount of money, or propaganda, or patronage can force a free and independent people into war
against its will. It is not yettoo late to retrieve and to maintain the independent American destiny
that our forefathers established in this new world.

The entire future rests upon ourshoulders. It depends upon ouraction, our courage, and our
intelligence. If you oppose ourinterventioninthe war, now is the time to make your voice heard.

Help us to organize these meetings; and write to your representatives in Washington. | tell you that
the last stronghold of democracy and representative governmentin this country is in our house of
representatives and our senate.

There, we can still make our will known. And if we, the American people, dothat, independence and
freedom will continue to live amongus, and there will be no foreign war.
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Appendix I: Trumps Republican National Convention Speech
[DeliveredJuly 21, 2016 at the Republican National Conventionin Cleveland Ohio]

[Orignal text source: https://www.vox.com/2016/7/21/12253426/donald-trump-acceptance-
speech-transcript-republican-nomination-transcript]

[Video source : https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FsOpZ GrTy8]

[Differences from original source may occur, as the Speech have been corrected for discrepancies
between audio and text]

Friends, delegates and fellow Americans: | humbly and gratefully accept your nomination for the
presidency of the United States.

USA USAUSAUSA

Who would have believed that when we started this journey onJune 16, last year, we — | say we
because we are a team — would have received almost 14 million votes, the mostin the history of
the Republican party?

Andthat the Republican Party would get 60 percent more votes thanit received eight years ago.
Who would have believed this? Who would have believed it? The Democrats on the other hand,
received 20 percentfewervotes than they got fouryears ago, not so good not so good..

Together, we will lead our party back to the White House, and we will lead our country back to
safety, prosperity, and peace. We will be a country of generosity and warmth. But we will also be a
country of law and order.

Our convention occurs at a moment of crisis for our nation. The attacks on our police, and the
terrorismin our cities, threaten ourvery way of life. Any politician who does not grasp this dangeris
not fit to lead our country.

Americans watching this address tonight have seen the recentimages of violence in our streetsand
the chaos in our communities. Many have witnessed this violence personally. Some have even been
its victims.

| have a message for all of you: The crime and violence that today afflicts our nation will soon — and
| meanvery soon come to an end. Beginning on January 20th 2017, safety will be restored.

The most basic duty of governmentis to defend the lives of its own citizens. Any government that
fails to do so is a government unworthy to lead.

Itis finally time for a straightforward assessment of the state of our nation. | will presentthe facts
plainly and honestly. We cannot afford to be so politically correct anymore.

So if youwant to hearthe corporate spin, the carefully-crafted lies, and the media myths — the
Democrats are holding their convention next week. Go there.
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But here, at our convention, there will be no lies. We will honorthe American people with the truth,
and nothingelse.

These are the facts:

Decades of progress made in bringing down crime are now being reversed by this administration's
rollback of criminal enforcement.

Homicides last yearincreased by 17% in America's fifty largest cities. That's the largestincrease in 25
years.

In our nation's capital, killings have risen by 50 percent. They are up nearly 60 percentin nearby
Baltimore.

In the president's hometown of Chicago, more than 2,000 have been the victims of shootings this
yearalone. And almost 4,000 have been killed in the Chicago areasince he took office.

The number of police officers killed in the line of duty has risen by almost 50 percent comparedto
this point last year.

Nearly 180,000 illegal immigrants with criminal records, ordered deported from our country, are
tonight roaming free to threaten peacefulcitizens.

The number of new illegal immigrant families who have crossed the borderso far this year already
exceeds the entire total of 2015.

They are beingreleased by the tens of thousands into our communities with no regard for the
impact on public safety or resources.

One such border-crosserwas released and made his way to Nebraska. There, he ended the life of an
innocentyoung girl named Sarah Root. She was 21 years old and was killed the day after graduating
from college with a 4.0 grade point average. Numberone in her class. Her killer was thenreleased a
second time, and he is now a fugitive from the law. I've met Sarah's beautiful family. But to this
administration, their amazing daughter was just one more American life that wasn't worth
protecting. No more. One more child to sacrifice on the order and on the altar of open borders.

What about our economy? Again, | will tell you the plain facts that have been edited out of your
nightly news and your morning newspaper:

Nearly four in 10 African-American children are living in poverty, while 58% of African-American
youth are now not employed.

2 million more Latinos are in poverty today than when the presidenttook his oath of office less than
eight years ago.

Another 14 million people have leftthe workforce entirely.

Household incomes are down more than $4,000 since the year 2000. That is 16 years ago.
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Our trade deficit in goods reached — think of this think of this— ourtrade deficitis $800 hundred
billion dollars. Think of that. $800 billion last year alone. We’re gonna fix that.

The budgetis no better. President Obamahas almost doubled our national debt to more than $19
trillion, and growing.

Andyet, what dowe have to show for it? Our roads and bridges are falling apart, our airports are in
third world condition, and 43 million Americans are on food stamps.

Now let us considerthe state of affairs abroad. Not only have our citizens endured domestic
disaster, but they have lived through one international humiliation afteranother. One afteranother.

We all rememberthe images of oursailors being forced to their knees by their Iranian captors at
gunpoint. This was just prior to the signing of the Iran deal, which gave back to Iran $150 billion and
gave us absolutely nothing. It will go down in history as one of the worst deals ever negotiated.

Another humiliation came when President Obamadrew a red line in Syria and the whole world knew
it meant absolutely nothing.

In Libya, our consulate, the symbol of American prestige around the globe was broughtdown in
flames.

America is far less safe and the world is far less stable than when Obama made the decision to put
Hillary Clinton in charge of America's foreign policy. Let’s defeat herin November. |am certain that it
/was a decision that President Obamatruly regrets.

Her bad instincts and her bad judgment, something pointed out by Bernie Sanders are what caused
so many of the disasters unfolding today. Let's review the record.

In 2009, pre-Hillary, ISISwas not even on the map. Libya was stable. Egypt was peaceful. Irag had
seenandreally a big big reductionin violence. Iran was being choked by sanctions. Syria was
somewhat under control.

Afterfouryears of Hillary Clinton, what do we have? ISIS has spread across the region and the entire
world. Libya is in ruins, and our ambassador and his staff were left helpless to die at the hands of
savage killers. Egypt was turned over to the radical Muslim Brotherhood, forcing the military to
retake control. Iraq is in chaos. Iranis on the path to nuclear weapons. Syriais engulfedina civil war
and a refugee crisis that now threatens the West. After 15 years of wars in the Middle East, after
trillions of dollars spentandthousands of lives lost, the situation is worse than it has everbeen
before.

This is the legacy of Hillary Clinton: Death, destruction terrorism and weakness.

But Hillary Clinton's legacy does not have to be America's legacy. The problems we face now —
poverty and violence at home, war and destruction abroad — will last only as long as we continue
relying onthe same politicians who created themiin the first place. A change in leadership is
required to produce a change in outcomes.
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Tonight, | will share withyou my plan foraction for America. The mostimportant difference
between ourplan and that of our opponents, is that our plan will put America first. Americanism,
not globalism, will be our credo.

As long as we are led by politicians who will not put America first, then we can be assured that other
nations will not treat America with respect. The respect that we deserve. The American people will
come first once again.

My plan will begin with safety at home which means safe neighborhoods, secureborders, and
protection fromterrorism. There can be no prosperity without law and order.

On the economy, | will outline reforms to add millions of new jobs and trillions in new wealth that
can be usedto rebuild America.

A number of these reforms that | will outline tonight will be opposed by some of our nation's most
powerfulspecialinterests. That is because these interests have rigged our political and economic
systemfortheir exclusive benefit. Believe me. Itis for their benefit.

Big business, elite mediaand major donors are lining up behind the campaign of my opponent
because they know she will keep ourrigged systemin place. They are throwing money at her
because they have total control overevery single thing she does. She is their puppet, and they pull
the strings. That is why Hillary Clinton's message is that things will neverchange. Neverever.

My message is that things have to change and they have to change right now. Every day | wake up
determinedtodelivera betterlife for the people all across this nation that had beenignored,
neglected and abandoned.

| have visited the laid-off factory workers, and the communities crushed by our horrible and unfair
trade deals. These are the forgotten men and women of our country, and they are forgotten, but
theyare notgonna be forgottenlong. These are people whowork hard but no longerhave a voice. |
am your voice.

| have embraced crying mothers who have lost their children because our politicians put their
personalagendas before the nationalgood.

| have no patience forinjustice.
[AHillary supporterwas escorted out]
How greatare our police? And how great is Cleveland? Thank you

| have no patience forinjustice. No tolerance for governmentincompetence of which there is so
much. No sympathy forleaders who fail their citizens When innocent people suffer, because our
political system lacks the will, or the courage, or the basic decency to enforce ourlaws, or still worse,
has sold outto some corporate lobbyist forcash | am notable to look the otherway. And | won't
look the otherway.

And when a Secretary of State illegally stores heremails ona private server, deletes 33,000 of them
so the authorities can't see hercrime, puts our country at risk, lies about it in every differentform
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and faces no consequence — | know that corruption has reached a level like nevereverbefore in our
country.

When the FBI director says that the Secretary of State was "extremely careless" and "negligent" in
handling our classified secrets, | also know that these terms are minor compared to what she
actually did. They were just used to save herfrom facing justice for herterrible, terrible crimes.

In fact, her single greatest accomplishment may be committing such an egregious crime and getting
away with it, especially when others who have been farless have paid so dearly.

When that same Secretary of State rakes in millions and millions of dollars trading access and favors
to special interests and foreign powers, | know the time for action has come.

| have joined the political arena so thatthe powerful can no longer beat up on people that cannot
defend themselves.

Nobody knows the system better than me, whichis why | alone can fix it. | have seen firsthand how
the systemis rigged against our citizens, just like it was rigged against Bernie Sanders. He neverhad
achance. Neverhada chance.

But his supporters will join our movement, because we willfix his biggest single issue: Trade deals
that strip our country of its jobs and strip us of our wealth as a country.

Millions of Democrats will join our movement, because we are goingto fix the system so it works
fairly and justly for each and every American.

In this cause, | am proud to have at my side the next Vice President of the United States: Governor
Mike Pence of Indiana. And a great guy. We will bring the same economicsuccess to America that
Mike brought to Indiana, whichis amazing. He is a man of character and accomplishment. He is the
man forthe job.

The first task for our new administration will be to liberate our citizens from the crime and terrorism
and lawlessness that threatens — our communities.

America was shocked toits core when our police officersin Dallas were so brutally executed.
Immediately after Dallas, we have seen continued threats and violence against our law enforcement
officials. Law officers have been shotorkilled in recent daysin Georgia, Missouri, Wisconsin, Kansas,
Michigan and Tennessee.

On Sunday, more police were gunned down in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. Three were killed, and three
were very very badly injured. An attack on law enforcementis an attack onall Americans.

| have a message to every last person threateningthe peace on our streets and the safety of our
police: When | take the oath of office nextyear, | will restore law and orderto our country. Believe
me, believe me.

| will work with, and appoint, the best and brightest prosecutors and law enforcement officials to get
the job properly done. In this race for the White House, | am the law and order candidate.
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The irresponsible rhetoric of our president, who has used the pulpit of the presidency to divide us by
race and color, has made Americaa more dangerous environmentthan frankly, | have everseenand
anybody in this room has ever watched or seeing.

This administration has failed America's inner cities. Remember, it has failed America's inner cities.
It's failed them on education. It's failed them on jobs. It's failed them on crime. It's failed themin
every way and on everysingle level.

When | am president, | will work to ensure thatall of our kids are treated equally, and protected
equally. Every action | take, | will ask myself: Does this make life better foryoung Americansin
Baltimore, Chicago, Detroit, and Ferguson who have really in every way folks, have the same right to
live out their dreams as any otherchild in America? Any other child.

To make life safe for all our citizens we must also address the growing threats from outside the
country. We are going to defeat the barbarians of ISIS. And we are going to defeatthem Fast

Once again, France is the victim of brutal Islamic terrorism. Men, women and children viciously
mowed down. Lives ruined. Families ripped apart. A nation in mourning. The damage and
devastation that can be inflicted by Islamic radicals has been proven overand over. At the World
Trade Center, at an office party in San Bernardino, at the Boston Marathon, and a military recruiting
centerin Chattanooga, Tennessee. And many many other locations.

Only weeks ago, in Orlando, Florida, 49 wonderful Americans were savagely murdered by an Islamic
terrorist. This time, the terrorist targeted LGBTQ community.

No good. And we're going to stopit. As your president, | will do everythingin my powerto protect
our LGBTQ citizens from the violence and oppression of a hatefulforeignideology. Believe me. And |
have to say as a Republican, it is so nice to hearyou cheering forwhat | justsaid. Thankyou.

To protect us from terrorism, we need tofocus on three things.

We must have the best, absolutely the best, gathering of intelligence anywhere inthe world. The
best.

We mustabandon the failed policy of nation-building and regime change that Hillary Clinton pushed
in Iraq, Libya, in Egypt, and Syria.

Instead, we must work with all of our allies who share our goal of destroying ISIS and stamping out
Islamic terrorism and doingit now, doing it quickly. We're going to win. We're going to win fast. This
includes working with our greatest ally in the region, the state of Israel.

Recently | have said that NATO was obsolete. Because it did not properly cover terror. And also that
many of the member countries were not paying their fair share. As usual, the United States has been
picking up the cost. Shortly thereafter, it was announced that NATO will be settingup a new
program in orderto combat terrorism. A true stepin the right direction.

Lastly, and very importantly, we mustimmediately suspend immigration from any nation that has
been compromised by terrorism until such time as proven vetting mechanisms have been putin
place. We don't wantthemin our country.
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203 My opponenthascalled for a radical 550 percentincrease — in Syrian, think of this, this is not

204  believable, butthis is what is happening — a 550 percentincrease in Syrian refugees on top of

205  existing massive refugee flows cominginto our country already underthe “leadership” of president
206 Obama.

207  She proposes this despite the fact that there's no way to screen these refugeesin ordertofind out
208  whotheyare or where they come from. | only want to admit individuals into our country who will
209  supportour valuesand love our people. Anyone who endorses violence, hatred or oppression is not
210  welcome in our country and neverever will be.

211  Decadesof record immigration have produced lowerwages and higher unemployment forour
212 citizens, especially for African-American and Latino workers. We are going to have an immigration
213  systemthatworks, but one that works forthe American people.

214 On Monday, we heard from three parents whose children were killed by illegal immigrants Mary Ann
215  Mendoza, Sabine Durden, and my friend Jamiel Shaw. They are just three brave representatives of
216  manythousands who have suffered so greatly.

217  Of all mytravels in this country, nothing has affected me more, nothing even close | have to tell you
218  thanthetime | have spent with the mothersand fathers who have lost their children to violence
219  spilling across our borders, which we can solve. We have to solve it. These families have no special
220  intereststorepresentthem. There are nodemonstrators to protect themand ce rtainly none too
221  proteston theirbehalf.

222 My opponentwillnever meet with them, or share in their pain. Believe me. Instead, my opponent
223 wantssanctuary cities. But where was sanctuary for Kate Steinle? Where was sanctuary for the
224 children of Mary Ann,and Sabine and Jamiel? Where was the sanctuary for all of the, Its so sadto
225  even be talking about this. We can solve it so quickly. Where was sanctuary for all the other

226  Americans who have been so brutally murdered, and who have suffered so so horribly? These

227  wounded American families have been alone. Butthey are notalone any longer.

228  Tonight, this candidate and the whole nation stand in their corner to support them, to send them
229  ourlove, and to pledge in their honor that we will save countless more familie s from sufferingand
230  thesameawful fate.

231  We are going to build a great borderwall to stopillegal immigration, to stop the gangs and the
232 violence, andto stop the drugs from pouringinto our communities.

233 | have been honoredto receive the endorsement of America's Border Patrolagents, and will work
234 directly with themto protect the integrity of our lawful, lawful, lawful immigration system. Lawful.

235 By endingcatch-and-release onthe border, we will end the cycle of human smuggling and viole nce.
236  lllegal border crossings will go down. We will stopit. It will not be happeningvery much anymore.
237  Believe me.

238  Peace will be restored by enforcing the rules for millions who overstay theirvisas, our laws will
239  finally receive the respecttheydeserve.
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Tonight, | want every American whose demands forimmigration security have been denied and
every politician who has denied themto listen very very closely to the words | am aboutto say: On
January 20 of 2017, the day | take the oath of office, Americans will finally wake up in a country
where the laws of the United States are enforced.

We are going to be considerate and compassionate to everyone. But my greatest compassion will be
for our own struggling citizens.

USA USA USA [to the crowd chanting the same]

My plan is the exact opposite of the radical and dangerous immigration policy of Hillary Clinton.
Americans want relief from uncontrolled immigration. Which is what we have now. Communities
want relief. Yet Hillary Clinton is proposing mass amnesty, mass immigration, and mass lawlessness.

Her plan will overwhelmyourschools and hospitals, further reduce yourjobs and wages, and make it
harderfor recentimmigrants to escape the tremendous cycle of poverty they are going through
right now and make it almost impossible for them to join the middle class.

| have a differentvision for ourworkers. It begins with a new, fair trade policy that protects our jobs
and stands up to countries that cheat — of which there are many.

It's been a signature message of my campaign from day one, and it will be a signature feature of my
presidency from the moment | take the Oath of Office. | have made billions of dollars in business
making deals. Now I'm going to make our country rich again. Using the greatest businesspeop le of
the world, which our country has I'm going to turn our bad trade agreements into great trade
agreements.

America has lost nearly-one third of its manufacturing jobs since 1997, following the enactment of
disastrous trade deals supported by bill and Hillary Clinton. Remember, it was Bill Clinton who signed
NAFTA, one of the worst economic deals ever made by our country. Or frankly, any other country.
Nevereveragain.

| am going to bring our jobs back our jobs to Ohio and Pennsylvaniaand New York and Michigan and
all of Americaand | am not going to let companies move to other countries, firing their employees
along the way, without consequences. Not going to happen anymore.

My opponent, on the otherhand, has supported virtually every trade agreement that has been
destroying our middle class. She supported NAFTA, and she supported China's entrance into the
World Trade Organization. Another one of her husband's colossal mistakes and disasters. She
supported the job killing trade deal with South Korea. She supported the Trans-Pacific Partnership
which will not only destroy our manufacturing but it will make Americasubjectto the rulings of
foreign governments. Anditis not going to happen.

| pledge to neversign any trade agreement that hurts our workers, or that diminishes our freedom
and Independence. We will never eversign bad trade deals. America first again. Americafirst.

Instead, | will make individual deals with individual countries. No longer will we enterinto these
massive transactions with many countries that are thousands of pages long and which no one from
our country even reads or understands. We are going to enforce all trade violations against any
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country that cheats. This includes stopping China's outrageous theft of intellectual property, along
with their illegal product dumping, and their devastating currency manipulation. They are the
greatestthat ever came about, they are the greatest currency manipulators ever.

Our horrible trade agreements with China, and many others, will be totally renegotiated. That
includes renegotiating NAFTA to geta much better dealfor America and will walk away if we don't
getthat kind of a deal. Our country is going to start building and making things again.

Next comesthe reform of our tax laws, regulations and energy rules. While Hillary Clinton plans a
massive, and | mean massive, tax increase, | have proposed the largest tax reduction of any
candidate who has run for president this year, Democrat or Republican. Middle -income Americans
and businesses willexperience profound relief, and taxes willbe greatly simplified for everyone. |
mean everyone.

America is one of the highest-taxed nations in the world. Reducing taxes will cause new companies
and new jobs to come roaring back into our country. Believe me. It will happenand it will happen
fast.

Thenwe are going to deal with the issue of regulation, one of the greatest job killers of them all.
Excessive regulation is costing our country as much as $2 trillion a year, and we will end it veryvery
quickly.

We are going to lift the restrictions on the production of American energy. This will produce more
than $20 trillion in job-creating economicactivity overthe nextfourdecades.

My opponent, on the other hand, wants to put the great minersand the great steelworkers of our
country out of work and out of business. That will never happen with Donald J trump as president.
Our steelworkers and our miners are going back towork again.

With these new economic policies, trillions and trillions of dollars will start flowing into our country.
This new wealth will improve the quality of life forall Americans. We will build the roads, highways,
bridges, tunnels, airports, and the railways of tomorrow. This, in turn, will create millions of more
jobs.

We will rescue kids from failing schools by helping their parents send themto a safe school of their
choice. My opponent would rather protect education bureaucrats than serve American children.
That is what she is doing and that is what she has done.

We will repealandreplace disastrous Obamacare. You will be able to choose your own doctor again.
And we will fix TSA at the airports, whichis a total disaster. Thank you.Thankyou.

We are going to work with all of our students who are drowningin debttotake the pressure off
these young people just starting out in their adult lives. Tremendous problems.

We will completely rebuild our depleted military. And the countries that we are protectingat a
massive cost to us will be asked to pay their fair share.
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We will take care of our great veterans like they have neverbeen taken care of before. My just -
released 10 point plan has received tremendous bettersupport. We willguarantee those who serve
this country will be able to visit the doctor or hospital of their choice without waiting five days in a
line and dying.

My opponentdismissed the VA scandal, one more sign of how out of touch she really is.

We are going to ask every departmenthead and governmentto provide a list of wastefulspending
on projects that we can eliminate in my first 100 days. The politicians have talked about this for
years, butI'm going to do it.

We are also going to appointjustices to the United States Supreme Court who will uphold our laws
and our constitution. The replacement of our beloved Justice Scalia will be a person of similar views,
principles and judicial philosophies. Veryimportant. This will be one of the mostimportant issues
decided by this election.

My opponent wants to essentially abolishthe 2nd Amendment. |, onthe other hand, received the
early and strong endorsement of the National Rifle Association. And will protect the right of all
Americansto keep theirfamilies safe.

At this moment, | would like to thank the evangelicaland religious community because, | will tell you
what, the supportthey have given me — and I'm not sure | totally deserve it — has been so amazing.
And has had such a big reason for me being here tonight. True, sotrue.They have much to
contribute to our policies.

Yet our laws preventyou from speaking your mind from your own pulpits. An amendment, pushed
by LyndonJohnson, many years ago, threatens religious institutions with a loss of their tax-exempt
statusif they openly advocate their political views. Their voice has been taken away. | am going to
work very hard to repealthat language and to protect free speech forall Americans.

We can accomplish these great things and so much more. All we need to doiis start believingin
ourselves andin our country again. Start believing. It is time to show the whole world that Americais
back, bigger and betterand strongerthan everbefore.

In this journey, I'mso lucky to have at my side my wife Melania and my wonderful children Don,
Ivanka, Eric, Tiffany, and Barron: You will always be my greatest source of pride and joy. And by the
way, Melania and Ivanka, did they do a job?

My dad, Fred Trump, was the smartest and hardest workingman | ever knew. | wonder sometimes
what he'd sayif he were here to see this and to see me tonight. It's because of him that I learned,
from my youngest age, torespect the dignity of work and the dignity of working people.

He was a guy most comfortable in the company of bricklayers, carpenters, and electricians and |
have a lot of that in me also. | love those people.

Thenthere's my mother, Mary. She was strong, but also warm and fair-minded. She was a truly great
mother. She was also one of the most honest and charitable people | have everknown, and a great,
great judge of character. She could pick them outfrom anywhere.
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To my sisters, Mary Anne and Elizabeth, my brother Robert and my late brother Fred, | will always
give youmy love. You are most special to me. | have had a truly great life in business.

But now, my sole and exclusive mission is to go to work for our country, to go to work for you. It is
time to delivera victory for the American people. We don't winanymore, but we are going to start
winning again. But to do that, we must break free from the petty politics of the past.

America is a nation of believers, dreamers, and strivers thatis beingled by a group of censors, critics,
and cynics. Remember: Allof the people telling you you can't have the country you want, are the
same people, that would not stand, | mean they said Trump does not have a chance of beinghere
tonight, not a chance, the same people. We love defeating those people, don'twe? Love it.

No longercan we rely on those same people. Inthe mediaand politics who, will say anything to keep
a rigged systemin place. Instead, we must choose to believe in America.

History is watching us now. We don't have much time. But history is watching. It's waiting to see if
we will rise to the occasion, and if we will show the whole world that Americais still free and
independentand strong.

| am asking foryour support tonight so that | can be your champion in the White House. And | will be
your champion.

My opponent asks hersupporterstorecite a three-word loyalty pledge. It reads: "I'm with her."
| choose to recite a different pledge. My pledge reads: "I'm with you the American people."

| am your voice. So to every parent who dreams for their child, and every child who dreams for their
future, I say these words to you tonight: I'm with you, and | will fight for you, and | will win foryou.

To all Americans tonight, in all our cities and towns, | make this promise:
We will make America strong again.

We will make America proud again.

We will make America safe again.

And we will make America great again!

God bless you and goodnight! I love you!
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Appendix J: Trumps Inauguration Speech
[DeliveredJanuary 20, 2017 in Washington D.C]

[Original text source: https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/the-inaugural-address/ ]
[Audio source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ThtRvBUBpQ4]

[Differences from original source may occur, as the Speech have been corrected for discrepancies
between audio and text]

Chief Justice Roberts, President Carter, President Clinton, President Bush, President Obama, fellow
Americans, and people of the world: thank you.

We, the citizens of America, are now joined in a great national effortto rebuild our country and to
restore its promise for all of our people.

Together, we will determine the course of Americaand the world for many many yearsto come.
We will face challenges. We will confront hardships. But we will getthe job done.

Everyfour years, we gatheron these stepsto carry out the orderly and peacefultransfer of power,
and we are gratefulto President Obamaand First Lady Michelle Obamafor their gracious aid
throughout this transition. They have been magnificent, thank you.

Today’s ceremony, however, has very special meaning. Because today we are not merely
transferring powerfrom one Administration to another, or from one party to another —but we are
transferring powerfrom Washington, D.C. and giving it back to you, the People.

For too long, a small group in our nation’s Capital has reaped the rewards of government while the
people have borne the cost.

Washington flourished —but the people did not share in its wealth.
Politicians prospered —butthe jobs left, and the factories closed.
The establishment protected itself, but not the citizens of our country.

Their victories have not been your victories; their triumphs have not been yourtriumphs; and while
they celebrated in our nation’s Capital, there was little to celebrate for struggling families all across
our land.

That all changes — starting right here, and right now, because this momentis your moment: it
belongs to you.

It belongsto everyone gathered here today and everyone watching all across America.
This is yourday. This is your celebration.

And this, the United States of America, is your country.
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What truly mattersis not which party controls our government, but whether our governmentis
controlled by the people.

January 20th 2017, will be remembered as the day the people became the rulers of this nation again.
The forgotten menand women of our country will be forgotten nolonger.
Everyone s listening to you now.

You came by the tens of millions to become part of a historic movement the likes of which the world
has neverseen before.

At the center of this movementis a crucial conviction: that a nation exists to serve its citizens.

Americans want great schools for their children, safe neighborhoods for their families, and good jobs
for themselves.

These are the just and reasonable demands of righteous people and a righteous public.

But for too many of our citizens, a different reality exists: Mothers and children trapped in povertyin
our inner cities; rusted-out factories scattered like tombstones across the landscape of our nation;
an education system, flush with cash, but which leaves our young and beautiful students deprived of
knowledge; and the crime and gangs and drugs that have stolentoo many lives and robbed our
country of so much unrealized potential.

This American carnage stops right here and stops right now.

We are one nation— and their pain is our pain. Their dreams are our dreams; and their success will
be our success. We share one heart, one home, and one glorious destiny.

The oath of office | take today is an oath of allegiance to all Americans.

For many decades, we’ve enriched foreign industry at the expense of Americanindustry;
Subsidized the armies of other countries while allowing for the very sad depletion of our military;
We've defended other nation’s borders while refusingto defend our own;

And spenttrillions and trillions of dollars overseas while America's infrastructure has fallen into
disrepair and decay.

We’ve made other countries rich while the wealth, strength, and confidence of our country has
disappeared overthe horizon.

One by one, the factories shuttered and left our shores, with not even a thought about the millions
upon millions of American workers left behind.

The wealth of our middle class has been ripped from theirhomes and thenredistributed across the
world.

But that is the past. And now we are looking only to the future.
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We assembled here today are issuinga new decree to be heard in every city, in every foreign capital,
and in every hall of power.

From this day forward, a new vision will govern our land.
From this day forward, it’s going to be only America First, America First.

Every decision ontrade, on taxes, onimmigration, on foreign affairs, will be made to benefit
American workers and American families.

We must protect our bordersfrom the ravages of other countries making our products, stealing our
companies, and destroying our jobs. Protection will lead to great prosperity and strength.

| will fight foryou with every breathin my body — and | will never, everletyou down.
America will start winning again, winning like never before.

We will bring back our jobs. We will bring back our borders. We will bring back our wealth. Andwe
will bring back our dreams.

We will build new roads, and highways, and bridges, and airports, and tunnels, and railways all
across our wonderful nation.

We will get our people off of welfare and back to work — rebuilding our country with American hands
and American labor.

We will follow two simple rules: Buy American and Hire American.

We will seek friendship and goodwill with the nations of the world — but we do so with the
understandingthatit is the right of all nations to puttheir own interests first.

We do not seek toimpose our way of life on anyone, butratherto let it shine as an example, we will
shine, foreveryone tofollow.

We will reinforce old alliances and form new ones —and unite the civilized world against Radical
Islamic Terrorism, which we will eradicate completely from the face of the Earth.

At the bedrock of our politics will be a total allegiance to the United States of America, and through
our loyalty to our country, we will rediscover our loyalty to each other.

Whenyou openyour heartto patriotism, there is no room for prejudice.

The Bible tells us, “how good and pleasantit is when God’s people live togetherin unity.”

We must speak our minds openly, debate our disagreements honestly, but always pursue solidarity.
When America is united, Americais totally unstoppable.

There should be nofear —we are protected, and we will always be protected.

We will be protected by the great men and women of our military and law enforcementand, most
importantly, we are protected by God.
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Finally, we must think big and dream even bigger.
In America, we understand thata nation is only living as long as it is striving.

We will no longer accept politicians who are all talk and no action — constantly complaining but
neverdoing anything about it.

The time for empty talk is over.
Now arrives the hour of action.

Do not allow anyone tell you that it cannotbe done. No challenge can match the heartand fightand
spirit of America.

We will not fail. Our country will thrive and prosper again.

We stand at the birth of a new millennium, ready to unlock the mysteries of space, to free the Earth
from the miseries of disease, and to harness the energies, industries and technologies of tomorrow.

A new national pride will stir our souls, lift our sights, and heal our divisions.

It is time to rememberthat old wisdom our soldiers will neverforget: that whetherwe are black or
brown or white, we all bleed the same red blood of patriots, we all enjoy the same glorious
freedoms, and we all salute the same great American Flag.

Andwhetherachild is bornin the urban sprawl of Detroit or the windswept plains of Nebraska, they
look up at the same night sky, theyfill their heart with the same dreams, and they are infused with
the breath of life by the same almighty Creator.

So to all Americans, in every city nearand far, small and large, from mountain to mountain, and from
oceanto ocean, hear these words:

You will neverbe ignored again.

Your voice, your hopes, and your dreams, will define our American destiny. And your courage and
goodness and love will forever guide us along the way.

Together, We Will Make America Strong Again.
We Will Make America Wealthy Again.

We Will Make America Proud Again.

We Will Make America Safe Again.

And, Yes, Together, We Will Make America Great Again. Thank you, God Bless You, And God Bless
America.
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Appendix K: Remarks by President Trump Address to the 72nd
session of the United Nations General Assembly
[Delivered September19, 2017 in New York City, New York]

[Text source: https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-72nd-
session-united-nations-general-assembly/]

[Supplementary video source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=H8xHdGSJWLs]

[Differences from original source may occur, as the Speech have been corrected for discrepancies
between audio and text]

Mr. Secretary General, Mr. President, world leaders, and distinguished delegates: Welcome to New
York. Itis a profound honortostand here in my home city, as a representative of the American
people, toaddress the people of the world.

As millions of our citizens continue to sufferthe effects of the devastating hurricanes that have
struck our country, | wantto begin by expressing my appreciation to every leaderin this roomwho
has offered assistance and aid. The American people are strong and resilient, and they willemerge
fromthese hardships more determined than everbefore.

Fortunately, the United States has done very well since Election Day last November 8th. The stock
marketis at an all-time high — a record. Unemploymentis atits lowestlevelin 16 years, and
because of our regulatory and otherreforms, we have more people workinginthe United States
today than everbefore. Companies are movingback, creating job growth the likes of which our
country has not seenin a verylong time. Andit has justbeenannounced that we will be spending
almost $700 billion on ourmilitary and defense.

Our military will soon be the strongestit has everbeen. Formore than 70 years, in times of war and

peace, the leaders of nations, movements, and religions have stood before this assembly. Like them,
| intend to address some of the very serious threats before us today but also the enormous potential
waiting to be unleashed.

We live in a time of extraordinary opportunity. Breakthroughsinscience, technology, and medicine
are curing illnesses and solving problems that prior generations thoughtimpossible to solve.

But each day also brings news of growing dangers that threaten everythingwe cherish and
value. Terrorists and extremists have gathered strength and spread to every region of the
planet. Rogue regimesrepresented in this body not only support terrorists but threaten other
nations and their own people with the most destructive weapons known to humanity.

Authority and authoritarian powers seek to collapse the values, the systems, and alliances that
prevented conflictand tilted the world toward freedom since World War 1.
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International criminal networks trafficdrugs, weapons, people; force dislocation and mass
migration; threaten our borders; and new forms of aggression exploit technology to menace our
citizens.

To put it simply, we meet at a time of both ofimmense promise and great peril. Itis entirely up to
us whetherwe lift the world to new heights, or let it fall into a valley of disrepair.

We have itin our power, should we so choose, to lift millions from poverty, to help our citizens
realize theirdreams, and to ensure that new generations of children are raised free from violence,
hatred, and fear.

This institution was founded in the aftermath of two world wars to help shape this betterfuture. It
was based on the vision that diverse nations could cooperate to protect theirsovereignty, preserve
their security, and promote their prosperity.

It was in the same period, exactly 70 years ago, that the United States developed the Marshall Plan
to helprestore Europe. Those three beautiful pillars — they’re pillars of peace, sovereignty,
security, and prosperity.

The Marshall Plan was built on the noble idea that the whole world is safer when nations are strong,
independent, and free. AsPresident Truman said in his message to Congress at that time, “Our
support of Europeanrecoveryis in full accord with our support of the United Nations. The success
of the United Nations depends upon the independent strength of its members.”

To overcome the perils of the presentand to achieve the promise of the future, we must begin with
the wisdom of the past. Our success depends on acoalition of strong and independent nations that
embrace their sovereignty to promote security, prosperity, and peace forthemselves and for the
world.

We do not expect diverse countries to share the same cultures, traditions, or even systems of
government. Butwe doexpectall nations to uphold these two core sovereign duties: torespectthe
interests of their own people and the rights of every othersovereign nation. This is the beautiful
vision of this institution, and this is foundation for cooperation and success.

Strong, sovereign nations let diverse countries with different values, different cultures, and diff erent
dreams not just coexist, but work side by side on the basis of mutual respect.

Strong, sovereign nations let their people take ownership of the future and control their own
destiny. Andstrong, sovereign nations allow individuals to flourish in the fullness of the life
intended by God.

In America, we do notseek to impose our way of life on anyone, but ratherto let it shine as an
example foreveryone to watch. This week gives our country a special reason to take pride in that
example. We are celebratingthe 230th anniversary of our beloved Constitution — the oldest
constitution still in use in the world today.
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This timeless document has been the foundation of peace, prosperity, and freedom forthe
Americans and for countless millions around the globe whose own countries have found inspiration
in its respectforhuman nature, human dignity, and the rule of law.

The greatestin the United States Constitution is its first three beautifulwords. Theyare: “We the
people.”

Generations of Americans have sacrificed to maintain the promise of those words, the promise of
our country, and of our great history. In America, the people govern, the people rule, and the
people are sovereign. | was elected notto take power, butto give powertothe American people,
where it belongs.

In foreign affairs, we are renewing this founding principle of sovereignty. Ourgovernment’sfirst
dutyis to its people, to our citizens — to serve their needs, to ensure their safety, to preserve their
rights, and to defend their values.

As President of the United States, | will always put Americafirst, justlike you, as the leaders of your
countries will always, and should always, put your countries first. (Applause.)

All responsible leaders have an obligation to serve theirown citizens, and the nation-state remains
the bestvehicle for elevating the human condition.

But making a betterlife for our people also requires us to work togetherin close harmony and unity
to create a more safe and peaceful future forall people.

The United States will foreverbe a greatfriend to the world, and especially to its allies. But we can
no longer be taken advantage of, orenterinto a one-sided dealwhere the United States gets
nothingin return. As long as | hold this office, | will defend America’s interests above all else.

But in fulfilling our obligations to our own nations, we also realize that it’s in everyone’sinterest to
seeka future where all nations can be sovereign, prosperous, and secure.

America does more than speak for the values expressedinthe United Nations Charter. Our citizens
have paid the ultimate price to defend ourfreedom and the freedom of many nations representedin
this great hall. America’s devotionis measured onthe battlefields where ouryoung menand
women have fought and sacrificed alongside of our allies, from the beaches of Europe to the deserts
of the Middle East to the jungles of Asia.

It is an eternal credit to the American character that even after we and our allies emerged victorious
fromthe bloodiest warin history, we did not seek territorial expansion, orattemptto oppose and
impose our way of life on others. Instead, we helped build institutions such as this one to defend
the sovereignty, security, and prosperity for all.

For the diverse nations of the world, this is our hope. We want harmony and friendship, not conflict
and strife. We are guided by outcomes, notideology. We have a policy of principled realism, rooted
in shared goals, interests, and values.
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That realism forces us to confronta question facing every leaderand nation in this room. Itis a
guestion we cannot escape or avoid. We will slide down the path of complacency, numbto the
challenges, threats, and even wars that we face. Or dowe have enough strength and pride to
confrontthose dangers today, so that our citizens can enjoy peace and prosperity tomorrow?

If we desire tolift up ourcitizens, if we aspire to the approval of history, then we must fulfill our
sovereign duties to the people we faithfully represent. We must protect our nations, their interests,
and theirfutures. We must reject threats to sovereignty, fromthe Ukraine to the South China

Sea. We mustuphold respectforlaw, respectforborders, and respectfor culture, and the peaceful
engagementtheseallow. Andjustas the founders of this body intended, we must work together
and confronttogetherthose who threaten us with chaos, turmoil, and terror.

The scourge of our planettoday is a small group of rogue regimes that violate every principle on
which the United Nations is based. Theyrespect neithertheir own citizens nor the sovereign rights
of their countries.

If the righteous many do not confront the wicked few, then evilwill triumph. When decent people
and nations become bystandersto history, the forces of destruction only gather powerand strength.

No one has shown more contempt for other nations and for the wellbeing of their own people than
the depraved regime in North Korea. It is responsible forthe starvation deaths of millions of North
Koreans, and for the imprisonment, torture, killing, and oppression of countless more.

We were all withess to the regime’s deadly abuse when aninnocent American college student, Otto
Warmbier, was returned to America only to die a few days later. We saw it in the assassination of
the dictator’s brotherusing banned nerve agentsin an international airport. We know it kidnapped
a sweet 13-year-old Japanese girlfrom a beachin herown country to enslave her as a language tutor
for North Korea’s spies.

If this is not twisted enough, now North Korea’s reckless pursuit of nuclear weapons and ballistic
missiles threatens the entire world with unthinkable loss of human life.

It is an outrage that some nations would not only trade with such a regime, but would arm, supply,
and financially supporta country that imperils the world with nuclear conflict. No nation on earth
has an interestin seeing this band of criminals arm itself with nuclear weapons and missiles.

The United States has great strength and patience, butiif it is forced to defend itself orits allies, we
will have no choice butto totally destroy North Korea. Rocket Man is on a suicide mission for
himself and for his regime. The United States s ready, willing and able, but hopefully this will not be
necessary. That’s what the United Nationsis all about; that’s what the United Nationsis for. Let’s
see how theydo.

Itis time for North Koreato realize thatthe denuclearization is its only acceptable future. The
United Nations Security Council recently held two unanimous 15-0 votes adopting hard-hitting
resolutions against North Korea, and | wantto thank China and Russia for joining the vote to impose
sanctions, along with all of the other members of the Security Council. Thank youto all involved.
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But we must do much more. Itis time for all nations to work togethertoisolate the Kim regime until
it ceasesits hostile behavior.

We face this decision notonly in North Korea. Itis far past time for the nations of the world to
confront another reckless regime — one that speaks openly of mass murder, vowing death to
America, destruction to Israel, and ruin for many leaders and nations in this room.

The Iranian government masks a corrupt dictatorship behind the false guise of a democracy. It has
turned a wealthy country with a rich history and culture into an economically depleted rogue state
whose chief exports are violence, bloodshed, and chaos. The longest-suffering victims of Iran’s
leadersare, in fact, its own people.

Ratherthan useits resources to improve Iranian lives, its oil profits go to fund Hezbollah and other
terrorists that kill innocent Muslims and attack their peaceful Arab and Israeli neighbors. This
wealth, which rightly belongsto Iran’s people, also goes to shore up Bashar al-Assad’s dictatorship,
fuelYemen’s civil war, and undermine peace throughout the entire Middle East.

We cannotlet a murderous regime continue these destabilizing activities while building dangerous
missiles, and we cannot abide by an agreement if it provides cover for the eventual construction of a
nuclear program. (Applause.) The Iran Deal was one of the worstand most one-sided transactions
the United States has everenteredinto. Frankly, thatdeal is an embarrassmentto the United
States, and | don’tthink you’ve heard the last of it — believe me.

It is time for the entire world to join us in demanding that Iran’s government end its pursuit of death
and destruction. Itis time forthe regime to free all Americans and citizens of other nations that
they have unjustly detained. Andabove all, Iran’s government must stop supporting terrorists, begin
servingits own people, and respect the sovereign rights of its neighbors.

The entire world understands thatthe good people of Iran want change, and, otherthan the vast
military power of the United States, that Iran’s people are what their leaders fearthe most. This is
what causes the regime to restrict Internetaccess, tear down satellite dishes, shoot unarmed
student protestors, and imprison political reformers.

Oppressive regimes cannot endure forever, and the day will come when the Iranian people will face
a choice. Will they continue down the path of poverty, bloodshed, and terror? Orwill the Iranian
people returnto the nation’s proud roots as a center of civilization, culture, and wealth where their
people can be happy and prosperous once again?

The Iranian regime’s support forterror is in stark contrast to the recent commitments of many of its
neighbors to fight terrorism and halt its financing.

In Saudi Arabia early last year, | was greatly honored to address the leaders of more than 50 Arab
and Muslim nations. We agreed that all responsible nations must work togetherto confront
terrorists and the Islamist extremism that inspires them.

We will stop radical Islamic terrorism because we cannotallow it to tear up our nation, andindeed
to tear up the entire world.
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We mustdeny the terrorists safe haven, transit, funding, and any form of support for their vile and
sinister ideology. We must drive them out of our nations. It is time to expose and hold responsible
those countries who supportand finance terror groups like al Qaeda, Hezbollah, the Taliban and
othersthat slaughterinnocent people.

The United States and our allies are working togetherthroughout the Middle East to crush the loser
terrorists and stop the reemergence of safe havens they use to launch attacks on all of our people.

Last month, | announced a new strategy for victory in the fight against this evil in Afghanistan. From
now on, our security interests will dictate the length and scope of military operations, not arbitrary
benchmarks and timetables set up by politicians.

| have also totally changed the rules of engagementin ourfight against the Taliban and other
terrorist groups. In Syria and Irag, we have made big gains toward lasting defeat of ISIS. In fact, our
country has achieved more against ISISin the last eight months thanit has in many, manyyears
combined.

We seek the de-escalation of the Syrian conflict, and a political solution that honors the will of the
Syrian people. The actions of the criminal regime of Bashar al-Assad, including the use of chemical
weapons against his own citizens — eveninnocent children — shock the conscience of every decent
person. Nosociety can be safe if banned chemical weapons are allowed to spread. Thatis whythe
United States carried out a missile strike on the airbase that launched the attack.

We appreciate the efforts of United Nations agencies that are providing vital humanitarian
assistance in areas liberated from ISIS, and we especially thank Jordan, Turkey and Lebanon for their
role in hosting refugees from the Syrian conflict.

The United Statesis a compassionate nation and has spentbillions and billions of dollars in helping
to support this effort. We seekanapproach to refugee resettlementthatis designedto helpthese
horribly treated people, and which enables their eventual return to their home countries, to be part
of the rebuilding process.

For the cost of resettlingone refugee inthe United States, we can assist more than 10 in theirhome
region. Out of the goodness of our hearts, we offer financial assistance to hosting countriesin the
region, and we supportrecent agreements of the G20 nations that will seek to hostrefugees as close
to their home countries as possible. This is the safe, responsible, and humanitarian approach.

For decades, the United States has dealt with migration challenges here in the Western
Hemisphere. We have learned that, overthe long term, uncontrolled migration is deeply unfairto
both the sendingand the receiving countries.

For the sending countries, it reduces domestic pressure to pursue needed politicaland economic
reform, and drains them of the human capital necessary to motivate and implementthose reforms.

For the receiving countries, the substantial costs of uncontrolled migration are borne
overwhelmingly by low-income citizens whose concerns are oftenignored by both media and
government.
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| want to salute the work of the United Nationsin seekingto addressthe problems that cause people
to flee fromtheir homes. The United Nations and African Union led peacekeeping missions to have
invaluable contributionsin stabilizing conflicts in Africa. The United States continuestolead the
world in humanitarian assistance, including famine prevention and relief in South Sudan, Somalia,
and northern Nigeriaand Yemen.

We have invested in better health and opportunity all overthe world through programs like PEPFAR,
which funds AIDS relief; the President’s Malaria Initiative; the Global Health Security Agenda; the
Global Fundto End Modern Slavery; and the Women Entrepreneurs Finance Initiative, part of our
commitmentto empowering women allacross the globe.

We also thank — (applause) — thank you, we also thank the Secretary Generalfor recognizing that
the United Nations must reformiif it is to be an effective partnerin confronting threats to
sovereignty, security, and prosperity. Too often the focus of this organization has notbeenon
results, but on bureaucracy and process.

In some cases, states that seek to subvert this institution’s noble aims have hijacked the very
systems thatare supposedtoadvance them. Forexample, it is a massive source of embarrassment
to the United Nations that some governments with egregious human rights records sit on the U.N.
Human Rights Council.

The United Statesis one out of 193 countries in the United Nations, and yet we pay 22 percent of
the entire budgetand more. In fact, we pay far more than anybody realizes. The United States
bears an unfair cost burden, but, to be fair, if it could actually accomplish all of its stated goals,
especially the goal of peace, this investment would easily be well worth it.

Major portions of the world are in conflict and some, in fact, are going to hell. But the powerful
people in this room, underthe guidance and auspices of the United Nations, can solve many of these
vicious and complex problems.

The American people hope that one day soon the United Nations can be a much more accountable
and effective advocate for human dignity and freedom around the world. In the meantime, we
believe that no nation should have to beara disproportionate share of the burden, militarily or
financially. Nations of the world must take a greaterrole in promoting secure and prosperous
societies in their own regions.

That is why in the Western Hemisphere, the United States has stood against the corrupt and
destabilizing regime in Cuba and embraced the enduring dream of the Cuban people to live in
freedom. My administration recently announced that we will not lift sanctions on the Cuban
governmentuntilit makes fundamentalreforms.

We have also imposed tough, calibrated sanctions on the socialist Maduro regime in Venezuela,
which has brought a once thriving nation to the brink of total collapse.

The socialist dictatorship of Nicolas Maduro has inflicted terrible pain and suffering on the good
people of that country. This corruptregime destroyed a prosperous nation by imposing a failed
ideology that has produced poverty and misery everywhere it has been tried. To make matters
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worse, Maduro has defied his own people, stealing powerfrom theirelected representatives to
preserve his disastrous rule.

The Venezuelan people are starvingand their country is collapsing. Their democratic institutions are
being destroyed. This situation is completely unacceptable and we cannot stand by and watch.

As aresponsible neighborand friend, we and all others have a goal. That goal is to helpthemregain
their freedom, recovertheir country, and restore their democracy. | would like to thank leadersin
this room forcondemning the regime and providing vital supportto the Venezuelan people.

The United States has takenimportant steps to hold the regime accountable. We are preparedto
take furtheraction if the government of Venezuela persists onits path to impose authoritarian rule
on the Venezuelan people.

We are fortunate to have incredibly strong and healthy trade relationships with many of the Latin
American countries gathered here today. Our economicbond formsa critical foundation for
advancing peace and prosperity for all of our people and all of our neighbors.

| ask every country represented here today to be preparedto do more to address thisvery real
crisis. We call forthe full restoration of democracy and political freedomsin Venezuela. (Applause.)

The problemin Venezuelais not that socialism has been poorly implemented, but that socialism has
been faithfullyimplemented. (Applause.) From the Soviet Unionto Cubato Venezuela, wherever
true socialism or communism has been adopted, it has delivered anguish and devastation and
failure. Those who preach the tenets of these discredited ideologies only contribute to the
continued suffering of the people who live underthese cruel systems.

America stands with every person livingunder a brutal regime. Ourrespectfor sovereigntyisalso a
call for action. All people deserve agovernmentthat caresfor theirsafety, theirinterests, and their
wellbeing, including their prosperity.

In America, we seek strongerties of business and trade with all nations of good will, but this trade
must be fair and it must be reciprocal.

For too long, the American people were told that mammoth multinational trade deals,
unaccountable internationaltribunals, and powerful globalbureaucracies were the best way to
promote theirsuccess. But as those promises flowed, millions of jobs vanished and thousands of
factories disappeared. Others gamed the systemand broke the rules. And our great middle class,
once the bedrock of American prosperity, was forgotten and left behind, but they are forgottenno
more and they will never be forgotten again.

While America will pursue cooperation and commerce with other nations, we are renewing our
commitmentto the first duty of every government: the duty of ourcitizens. This bond is the source
of America’s strength and that of every responsible nation represented here today.

If this organizationis to have any hope of successfully confronting the challenges before us, it will
depend, as President Truman said some 70 years ago, on the “independent strength of its
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members.” If we are to embrace the opportunities of the future and overcome the present dangers
together, there can be no substitute forstrong, sovereign, and independent nations — nations that
are rooted in their histories and invested in their destinies; nations that seek allies to befriend, not
enemies to conquer; and most important of all, nations that are home to patriots, to menand
women who are willing to sacrifice for their countries, theirfellow citizens, and for all that is bestin
the human spirit.

In remembering the great victory that led to this body’s founding, we must neverforgetthat those
heroeswho foughtagainst evil also fought for the nations that they loved.

Patriotism led the Poles to die to save Poland, the French to fight fora free France, and the Brits to
stand strong for Britain.

Today, if we do not investourselves, our hearts, and our mindsin our nations, if we will not build
strong families, safe communities, and healthy societies for ourselves, no one cando it forus.

We cannot wait for someone else, forfaraway countries or far-off bureaucrats — we can’t do it. We
must solve our problems, to build our prosperity, to secure our futures, or we will be vulnerable to
decay, domination, and defeat.

The true question forthe United Nations today, for people all over the world who hope forbetter
lives forthemselves and their children, is a basic one: Are we still patriots? Do we love our nations
enough to protect theirsovereignty and to take ownership of theirfutures? Do we revere them
enough todefendtheirinterests, preservetheir cultures, and ensure a peaceful world for their
citizens?

One of the greatest American patriots, John Adams, wrote that the American Revolution was
“effected before the war commenced. The Revolution wasinthe minds and hearts of the people.”

That was the momentwhen America awoke, when we looked around and understood that we were
a nation. We realized who we were, what we valued, and what we would give our lives to

defend. Fromits very first moments, the American story is the story of whatis possible when people
take ownership of their future.

The United States of America has beenamongthe greatest forces forgood in the history of the
world, and the greatest defenders of sovereignty, security, and prosperity forall.

Now we are calling for a great reawakening of nations, for the revival of their spirits, their pride,
their people, and their patriotism.

History is asking us whetherwe are up to the task. Our answer will be a renewal of will, a
rediscovery of resolve, and a rebirth of devotion. We need to defeatthe enemies of humanity and
unlock the potential of life itself.

Our hopeis a word and — world of proud, independent nations that embrace their duties, seek
friendship, respect others, and make common cause in the greatest shared interestof all: a future
of dignity and peace for the people of this wonderful Earth.
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This is the true vision of the United Nations, the ancient wish of every people, and the deepest
yearningthat lives inside every sacred soul.

So let this be our mission, and let this be our message to the world: We will fight together, sacrifice

together, and stand togetherfor peace, forfreedom, forjustice, for family, for humanity, and for the

almighty God who made us all.

Thank you. God blessyou. God bless the nations of the world. And God bless the United States of

America. Thankyou very much. (Applause.)
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"Mr Speaker, MrVice President, Members of Congress, first lady of the United States, and my fellow
Americans, less than one year has passedsince | first stood at this podium in this majesticchamber
to speak on behalf of the American people and to address their concerns, theirhopes and their
dreams. That night, our new Administration had already taken very swift action. A new tide of
optimism was already sweepingacross our land.

Each day since, we have go forward with a clear vision and a righteous mission to make America
great again for all Americans

Overthe last year, we have made incredible progress and achieved extraordinary success. We have
faced challenges we expected and others we could never have imagined. We have sharedin the
heights of victory and the pains of hardship. We have endured floods and fires and storms. But
throughit all, we have seenthe beauty of America's soul and the steelin America's spine.

Each test has forged new American heroesto remind us who we are and show us whatwe can be.
We saw the volunteers of the Cajun Navy, racing to the rescue with their fishing boats to save
people in the aftermath of a totally devastating hurricane.

We saw strangers shielding strangers from a hail of gunfire onthe Las Vegas strip. We heard tales of
Americans, like Coast Guard Petty Officer Ashlee Leppert, whois here tonightin the gallery with
Melania.

Ashlee was aboard one of the first helicopters on the scene in Houston during the Hurricane Harvey.
Through 18 hours of wind and rain, Ashlee braved live powerlines and deep waterto help save more
than 40 lives. Ashlee, we all thank you. Thank you very much.

We heard about Americans like firefighter David Dahlberg. He's here with us, also. David faced down
walls of flame to rescue almost 60 children trapped at a California summer camp threatened by
those devastating wildfires. To everyone still recovering in Texas, Florida, Louisiana, Puerto Rico, and
the Virgin Islands, everywhere, we are with you, we love you, and we always will pull through
togetheralways.

Thank you to David and the brave people of California. Thank you very much, David. Great job.
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Some trials overthe past yeartouched this chambervery personally. With us tonightis one of the
toughest people evertoserve inthis House, a guy who took a bullet, almost died, and was back to
work three-and-a-half months later, the legend from Louisiana, Congressman Steve Scalise.

| think they like you, Steve.

We're incredibly gratefulfor the heroic efforts of the Capitol Police officers, the Alexandria Police,
and the doctors, nurses, and paramedics who saved his life and the lives of many others, some in
this room. In the aftermath — yes. Yes.

In the aftermath of that terrible shooting, we came together, not as Republicans or Democrats, but
as representatives of the people. Butit is not enough to come togetheronlyin times of tragedy.
Tonight, | call upon all of usto set aside our differences, to seek out common ground, and to
summon the unity we needto deliver for the people. Thisis really the key. These are the people we
were elected toserve.

Thank you.

Overthe last year, the world has seen what we always knew:that no people on Earth are so fearless,
or daring, or determined as Americans. If there is a mountain, we climb it. If there's a frontier, we
cross it. If there'sa challenge, we tame it. If there's an opportunity, we seize it.

So let's begin tonight by recognizing that the state of ourunion is strong because our people are
strong.

Andtogetherwe are building a safe, strong, and proud America.

Since the election, we have created 2.4 million new jobs, including... including 200,000 new jobsin
manufacturing alone. Tremendous number. After years and years of wage stagnation, we are finally
seeingrising wages. Unemployment claims have hit a 45-yearlow. And something I'm very proud of,
African-American unemployment stands at the lowest rate everrecorded. And Hispanic-American
unemploymenthasalsoreached the lowest levelsin history.

Small-business confidence is at an all-time high. The stock market has smashed one record after
another, gaining $8 trillion and more in value in just this short period of time. The greatnews... the
great news for Americans, 401K, retirement, pension, and college savings accounts have gone
through the roof.

Andjustas | promised the American people from this podium 11 months ago, we enacted the
biggest tax cuts and reformsin American history. Our massive tax cuts provide tremendous relief for
the middle class and small business. To lowertax rates for hardworking Americans, we nearly
doubled the standard deduction for everyone. Now the first $24,000 earned by a married couple is
completely tax-free. We also doubled the child tax credit. A typical family of four making $75,000
will see theirtax bill reduced by $2,000, slashing their tax bill in half.

In April, this will be the last time you will ever file underthe old and very broken system, and millions
of Americans will have more take-home pay starting next month. A lot more.
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We eliminated an especially cruel tax that fell mostly on Americans making less than $50,000 a year,
forcing them to pay tremendous penalties simply because they couldn't afford government-ordered
health plans. We repealed the core of the disastrous Obamacare. The individual mandate is now
gone, Thank heaven.

We slashed the business tax rate from 35 percentall the way downto 21 percent, so American
companies can compete and win against anyone else anywhere in the world. These changes alone
are estimated toincrease average family income by more than $4,000. A lot of money.

Small businesses have also received a massive tax cut and can now deduct 20 percent of their
businessincome. Here tonight are Steve Staub and Sandy Keplinger of Staub Manufacturing, a small
beautifulbusinessin Ohio. They've just finished the best yearin their 20-year history. Because of tax
reform, they are handing out raises, hiring an additional 14 people, and expandingintothe building
nextdoor. Good feeling.

One of Staub's employees, Corey Adams, is also with us tonight. Corey is an all-American worker. He
supported himself through high school, lost his job during the 2008 recession, and was later hired by
Staub, where he trained to become a welder. Like many hardworking Americans, Corey plans to
invest his tax cut raise into his new home and his two daughters'education. Corey, please stand. And
he'sa greatwelder. | was told that by the man that owns that company that's doing so well, so
congratulations, Corey.

Since we passed tax cuts, roughly 3 million workers have already gotten tax cut bonuses, many of
them thousands and thousands of dollars per worker. And it's getting more every month, every
week. Apple hasjustannounced it plans to invest a total of $350 billion in Americaand hire another
20,000 workers.

Andjusta little while ago, ExxonMobilannounced a $50 billion investment in the United States. Just
a little while ago.

This, in fact, is our new American moment. There has never been abettertime to start living the
American dream.

So to every citizen watching at home tonight, no matter where you've been orwhere you've come
from, this is yourtime. If youwork hard, if you believe in yourself, if you believe in America, thenyou
can dream anything, you can be anything, and together, we can achieve absolutely anything.

Tonight, | want to talk about what kind of future we are going to have and what kind of a nation we
are going to be. All of us, together, as one team, one people, and one American family can do
anything. We all share the same home, the same heart, the same destiny, and the same great
Americanflag.

Together, we are rediscovering the American way. In America, we know that faith and family, not
governmentand bureaucracy, are the center of American life. The mottois “in God we trust.” And
we celebrate our police, our military, and our amazing veterans as heroes who deserve ourtotaland
unwavering support.
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Here tonight is Preston Sharp, a 12-year-old boy from Redding, California, who noticed that
veterans'graves were not marked with flags on Veterans Day. He decided all by himself to change
that and started a movementthat has now placed 40,000 flags at the graves of our great heroes.
Preston, ajob well done.

Young patriots like Prestonteach all of us about our civic duty as Americans. And | met Prestona
little while ago, and he is something very special, that | can tell you. Great future. Thank youvery
much forall you've done, Preston. Thank you very much.

Preston's reverence forthose who have served our nation reminds us why we salute our flag, why
we put our hands on our hearts for the Pledge of Allegiance, and why we proudly stand for the
national anthem.

Americans love their country. And they deserve agovernmentthat shows them the same love and
loyalty in return. For the last year, we have sought to restore the bonds of trust between our citizens
and theirgovernment.

Working with the Senate, we are appointing judges who will interpret the Constitution as written,
including a great new Supreme Court justice and more circuit court judgesthanany new
administration in the history of our country.

We are totally defending ourSecond Amendmentand have taken historicactions to protect religious
liberty. And we are serving our brave veterans, including giving our veterans choice in their health
care decisions.

Last year, Congress also passed, and | signed, the landmark V.A. Accountability Act. Since its passage,
my administration has already removed more than 1,500 V.A. employees who failed to give our
veteransthe care they deserve, and we are hiring talented people who love our vets as much as we
do.

And | will not stop until our veterans are properly taken care of, which has been my promise to them
fromthe very beginning of this great journey. AllAmericans deserve accountability and respect, and
that's what we are giving to our wonderfulheroes, ourveterans. Thank you.

So tonight, | call on Congress to empowerevery cabinet secretary with the authority to reward good
workersandto remove federalemployees who underminethe publictrust or fail the American
people.

In our drive to make Washington accountable, we have eliminated more regulationsin our first year
than any administration in the history of our country. We have ended the war on American energy,
and we have ended the war on beautifulclean coal. We are now very proudly an exporter of energy
to the world.

In Detroit, | halted government mandatesthat crippled America's great, beautifulautoworkers so
that we can get Motor City revvingits engines again. And that's what's happening.

Many car companies are now building and expanding plantsin the United States, somethingwe
haven'tseenfordecades. Chrysleris moving a major plant from Mexico to Michigan. Toyotaand
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137 Mazdaare opening up a plant in Alabama, a big one. And we haven'tseenthisin a long time. It's all
138  coming back.

139  Verysoon, auto plants and other plants will be openingup all overour country. This is all news

140  Americans are totally unaccustomed to hearing. For many years, companies and jobs were only

141  leaving us. But now they are roaring back, they're coming back. They want to be where the action is.
142  Theywant to be in the United States of America. That's where they want to be.

143 Exciting progressis happening every single day. To speed access to breakthrough cures and
144  affordable genericdrugs, last yearthe FDA approved more new and generic drugs and medical
145  devicesthaneverbeforein our country's history.

146  We also believe that patients with terminal conditions and terminal iliness should have access to
147  experimentaltreatmentimmediately that could potentially save their lives.

148  People whoare terminally ill should not have to go from countryto country to seekacure. | wantto
149  give thema chance right here at home. It's time for Congress to give these wonderful, incredible
150 Americansthe right to try.

151  One of my greatest priorities is to reduce the price of prescription drugs. In many other countries,
152  these drugs cost far less than what we pay in the United States. And it's very, very unfair. That is why
153 | have directed my administration to make fixing the injustice of high drug prices one of my top

154  priorities for the year. And prices will come down substantially. Watch.

155  America hasalso finally turned the page on decades of unfairtrade deals that sacrificed our

156  prosperity and shipped away ourcompanies, our jobs, and our wealth. Our nation haslost its

157  wealth, butwe're getting it back so fast. The era of economicsurrenderis totally over. From now on,
158  we expecttradingrelationshipsto be fair and, very importantly, reciprocal.

159  We will workto fix bad trade deals and negotiate new ones. And they'llbe good ones, but they'llbe
160  fair. And we will protect American workersand American intellectual property through strong

161  enforcementofourtraderules. Aswe rebuild our industries, it is also time to rebuild our crumbling
162  infrastructure.

163  Americais a nation of builders. We built the Empire State Building in justone year. Isn't it a disgrace
164  thatit can now take 10 years justto geta minor permit approved forthe building of a simple road? |
165  am asking both parties to come togetherto give us safe, fast, reliable, and moderninfrastructure
166  that our economy needs and ourpeople deserve.

167  Tonight I'm calling on Congressto produce a bill that generates atleast $1.5 trillion forthe new
168 infrastructure investmentthat ourcountry so desperately needs. Every federal dollar should be
169 leveraged by partnering with state and local governments and, whereappropriate, tappinginto
170  private sector investment to permanently fix the infrastructure deficit. And we can doiit.

171  Anybill must also streamline the permittingand approval process, gettingit down to no more than
172  twoyears, and perhaps evenone.

123



173
174
175

176
177
178
179
180

181
182

183
184
185

186
187

188
189
190

191
192
193

194
195
196
197
198
199

200
201

202
203
204

205
206
207
208
209

Together, we canreclaim our great building heritage. We will build gleaming new roads, bridges,
highways, railways, and waterways all across our land. And we will do it with American heart,
American hands, and American grit.

We wantevery Americanto know the dignity of a hard day's work. We want every child to be safe in
their home at night. And we want every citizen to be proud of this land that we all love so much. We
can lift our citizens from welfare to work, from dependence to independence, and from poverty to
prosperity. As ... as tax cuts create new jobs, let'sinvestin workforce developmentand let's investin
jobtraining, which we need so badly.

Let's open great vocational schools so our future workers can learn a craft and realize their full
potential. And let's support working families by supporting paid family leave.

As Americaregains its strength, opportunity must be extended to all citizens. That is why this year
we will embark on reforming our prisons to help formerinmates who have served theirtime geta
second chance at life.

Struggling communities, especially immigrant communities, will also be helped by immigration
policies that focus on the bestinterests of American workers and American families.

For decades, open borders have allowed drugs and gangs to pourinto our most vulnerable
communities. They've allowed millions of low-wage workers to compete forjobs and wages against
the poorest Americans. Most tragically, they have caused the loss of many innocent lives.

Here tonight are two fathers and two mothers: Evelyn Rodriguez, Freddy Cuevas, Elizabeth Alvarado,
and Robert Mickens. Theirtwo teenage daughters — Kayla Cuevas and Nisa Mickens — were close
friends on Longsland.

But in September 2016, on the eve of Nisa's 16th birthday, such a happy time it should have been,
neither of them came home. These two precious girls were brutally murdered while walking
togetherin theirhometown. Six members of the savage MS-13 gang have been charged with Kayla
and Nisa's murders. Many of these gang members took advantage of glaring loopholesin our laws to
enterthe country as illegal unaccompanied alien minors and wound up in Kayla and Nisa's high
school.

Evelyn, Elizabeth, Freddy, and Robert, tonight, everyone in this chamberis praying for you. Everyone
in America is grieving for you. Please stand. Thank you very much.

| wantyou to know that 320 million hearts are right now breakingfor you. We love you. Thank you.
While we cannot imagine the depths of that kind of sorrow, we can make sure that otherfamilies
never have to endure this kind of pain.

Tonight, | am calling on Congress to finally close the deadly loopholesthat have allowed MS-13, and
other criminal gangs, to breakinto our country. We have proposed new legislation that will fix our
immigration laws, and support our ICE and Border Patrol agents — these are great people, these are
great, great people that work so hard in the midst of such danger — so that this can neverhappen
again.
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The United Statesis a compassionate nation. We are proud that we do more than any other country
anywhere inthe world to help the needy, the struggling, and the underprivileged all over the world.
But as president of the United States, my highest loyalty, my greatest compassion, my constant
concernis for America's children, America's struggling workers, and America's forgotten
communities. | wantour youth to grow up to achieve great things. | wantour poor to have their
chancetorise.

So tonight, | am extending an open hand to work with members of both parties — Democrats and
Republicans — to protectour citizens of every background, color, religion, and creed.

My duty, and the sacred duty of every elected official in this chamber, is to defend Americans, to
protect their safety, their families, their communities, and their right to the American dream.
Because Americans are dreamers, too.

Here tonight is one leaderin the effortto defend our country, Homeland Security Investigations
Special Agent Celestino Martinez. He goes by DJ. And CJ. He said call me eitherone.Sowe'll call you
cl.

Served 15 yearsin the Air Force before becomingan ICE agentand spendingthe last 15 years
fighting gang violence and getting dangerous criminals off of our streets. Tough job. At one point,
MS-13 leaders ordered CJ's murder, and they wanted it to happen quickly. But he did not cave to
threats or to fear. Last May, he commanded an operation to track down gang memberson Long
Island. His team has arrested nearly 400, including more than 220 MS-13 gang members.

And | have to tell you what the Border Patrol and ICE have done. We have sentthousands and
thousands and thousands of MS-13 horrible people out of this country or into our prisons. So | just
wantto congratulate you, CJ. You're a brave guy. Thank you very much.

And | asked CJ, what's the secret? He said, “We're justtougherthan theyare.” And | like that
answer.

Now let's get Congressto send you — and all of the people in this great chamberhave to doit, we
have no choice — CJ, we're going to send you reinforcements and we're goingtosend themto you
quickly. It's whatyou need.

Overthe nextfew weeks, the House and Senate will be voting on an immigration reform package. In
recent months, my administration has met extensively with both Democrats and Republicans to craft
a bipartisan approach to immigration reform. Based on these discussions, we presented Congress
with a detailed proposal that should be supported by both parties as a fair compromise, one where
nobody gets everything they want, but where our country gets the critical reformsit needsand must
have.

Here are the four pillars of our plan. The first pillar of our framework generously offers a path to
citizenship for 1.8 million illegal immigrants who were brought here by their parents at a young age.
That covers almost three times more people than the previous administration covered. Underour
plan, those who meet education and work requirements, and show good moral character, will be
able to become fullcitizens of the United States overa 12-year period.
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The second pillar fully secures the border. That means building a great wall on the southern border,
and it means hiring more heroes like CJ to keep our communities safe. Crucially, our plan closesthe
terrible loopholes exploited by criminals and terrorists to enter our country, and it finally ends the
horrible and dangerous practice of catch and release.

The third pillar ends the visa lottery, a program that randomly hands out green cards withoutany
regard for skill, merit, or the safety of American people. It's time to begin moving toward a merit-
based immigration system, one that admits people who are skilled, who want to work, who will
contribute to our society, and who will love and respect our country.

The fourth and final pillar protects the nuclear family by ending chain migration. Underthe current
broken system, asingle immigrant can bring in virtually unlimited numbers of distant relatives.
Underourplan, we focus on the immediate family by limiting sponsorships to spouses and minor
children.

This vital reformis necessary, notjustforour economy, butfor oursecurity and for the future of
America. In recent weeks, two terrorist attacks in New York were made possible by the visa lottery
and chain migration. In the age of terrorism, these programs present risks we can just no longer
afford. It's time to reform.... these outdated immigration rules and finally bring our immigration
systemintothe 21st century.

These four pillars representa down-the-middle compromise and one that will create a safe, modern,
and lawful immigration system. For over 30 years, Washington has tried and failed to solve this
problem. This Congress can be the one that finally makes it happen.

Mostimportantly, these four pillars will produce legislation that fulfills my ironclad ple dge to sign a
bill that puts America first. So let's come together, set politics aside, and finally getthe job done.

These reforms will also support our response to the terrible crisis of opioid and drug addiction.
Neverbefore hasitbeenlike it is now. It is terrible. We have to do something about it.

In 2016, we lost 64,000 Americansto drug overdoses, 174 deaths perday, seven perhour. We must
get much tougheron drugdealersand pushersif we are going to succeed in stopping this scourge.

My administrationis committed to fighting the drug epidemicand helping get treatment forthose in
need, forthose who have been so terribly hurt. The struggle will be long and it will be difficult, but as
Americans always do, in the end, we will succeed, we will prevail.

As we have seen tonight, the most difficult challenges bring out the bestin America. We see a vivid
expression of this truth in the story of the Holets family of New Mexico. Ryan Holets is 27 years old,
an officer with the Albuquerque Police Department. He's here tonight with his wife, Rebecca. Thank
you, Ryan.

Last year, Ryan was on duty when he saw a pregnant, homeless woman preparing toinject heroin.
When Ryan told hershe was going to harm herunborn child, she began to weep. She told him she
didn't know where toturn, but badly wanted a safe home for her baby.
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In that moment, Ryan said he felt God speak to him: “You will do it because you can.” He heard
those words. He took out a picture of his wife and theirfour kids. Then he wenthome to tel his
wife, Rebecca. Inan instant, she agreed to adopt. The Holets named their new daughter Hope.

Ryan and Rebecca, you embody the goodness of our nation. Thank you. Thank you, Ryan and
Rebecca.

As we rebuild America's strength and confidence at home, we are also restoring our strength and
standing abroad. Around the world, we face rogue regimes, terrorist groups, and rivals like China
and Russia that challenge our interests, oureconomy, and our values. In confronting these horrible
dangers, we know that weakness is the surest path to conflict, and unmatched poweris the surest
meansto our true and great defense.

For this reason, | am asking Congress to end the dangerous defense sequester and fully fund our
great military.

As part of our defense, we must modernize and rebuild our nuclear arsenal, hopefully never having
to useit, but making it so strong and so powerfulthatit will deterany acts of aggression by any
othernation or anyone else.

Perhaps some day in the future there will be a magical momentwhen the countries of the world will
gettogetherto eliminate their nuclear weapons. Unfortunately, we are not there yet, sadly.

Last year, | also pledged that we would work with our allies to extinguish ISIS from the face of the
Earth. Oneyearlater, | am proudto report that the coalition to defeat|SIS has liberated very close to
100 percentof the territory justrecently held by these killersin Iragand in Syria and in other
locations, as well. But there is much more work to be done. We will continue our fight until ISIS is
defeated.

Army Staff Sergeant Justin Peckis here tonight. Near Raqqa last November, Justin and his comrade,
Chief Petty Officer Kenton Stacy, were on a mission to clear buildings that ISIS had rigged with
explosive so that civilians could returnto that city, hopefully soon and hopefully safely.

Clearing the second floor of a vital hospital, Kenton Stacy was severely wounded by an explosion.
Immediately, Justin boundedinto the booby-trapped and unbelievably dangerous and unsafe
building and found Kenton, butin very, very bad shape. He applied pressure to the wound and
inserted a tube to reopen anairway. He then performed CPRfor 20 straight minutes during the
ground transport and maintained artificial respiration through two-and-a-half hours and through
emergency surgery.

Kenton Stacy would have died if it were notfor Justin's selfless love for his fellow warrior. Tonight,
Kentonis recoveringin Texas. Raqqais liberated. And Justinis wearing his new Bronze Star, witha V
for Valor. Staff Sergeant Peck: All of America salutesyou.

Terrorists who do things like place bombs in civilian hospitals are evil. When possible, we have no
choice butto annihilate them. When necessary, we must be able to detain and question them. But
we must be clear: Terrorists are not merely criminals. They are unlawful enemy combatants.
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And when captured overseas, they should be treated like the terrorists they are. In the past, we have
foolishly released hundreds of dangerous terrorists, only to meet them again on the battlefield,
including the ISIS leader, al-Baghdadi, who we captured, who we had, who we released.

So today, | am keepinganother promise. | just signed prior to walking in an orderdirecting Secretary
Mattis — who is doing a great job, thank you. ... to re-examine our military detention policy and to
keep openthe detention facilities in Guantanamo Bay.

I am asking Congress to ensure thatin the fight against ISISand Al Qaida we continue to have all
necessary powerto detain terrorists, whereverwe chase them down, wherever we find them. And
in many cases, forthem it will now be Guantanamo Bay.

At the same time, as of a few months ago, our warriors in Afghanistan have new rules of
engagement. Along with their heroic Afghan partners, our military is no longerundermined by
artificial timelines, and we no longertell our enemies our plans.

Last month, | also took an action endorsed unanimously by the U.S. Senate just months before. |
recognized Jerusalem as the capital of Israel.

Shortly afterwards, dozens of countries voted in the United Nations General Assembly against
America's sovereign right to make this decision. In 2016, American taxpayers generously sentthose
same countries more than $20 billion in aid. That is why tonight| am asking Congress to pass
legislation to help ensure American foreign assistance dollars always serve American interests and
only go to friends of America, not enemies of America.

As we strengthen friendships all around the world, we are also restoring clarity aboutour
adversaries. When the people of Iran rose up against the crimes of their corrupt dictatorship, | did
not stay silent. America stands with the people of Iran in their courageous struggle for freedom.

| am asking Congress to address the fundamentalflaws in the terrible Iran nucleardeal. My
administration has also imposed tough sanctions on the communist and socialist dictatorshipsin
Cuba andVenezuela.

But no regime has oppressed its own citizens more totally or brutally than the cruel dictatorship in
North Korea. North Korea's reckless pursuit of nuclear missiles could very soon threaten our
homeland. We are waginga campaign of maximum pressure to preventthatfrom everhappening.

Past experience has taught us that complacency and concessions only invite aggression and
provocation. | will not repeat the mistakes of pastadministrations that got us into this very
dangerous position.

We need only look at the depraved character of the North Korean regime to understand the nature
of the nuclear threatit could pose to America and to our allies.

Otto Warmbierwas a hardworking student at the University of Virginia. And a great student, he was.
On his way to study abroad in Asia, Otto joined a tourto North Korea. Atits conclusion, this
wonderfulyoung man was arrested and charged with crimes against the state.
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Aftera shamefultrial, the dictatorship sentenced Ottoto 15 years of hard labor, before returning
him to America last June, horribly injured and on the verge of death. He passed away just days after
his return.

Otto's wonderful parents, Fred and Cindy Warmbier, are here with us tonight, along with Otto's
brother and sister, Austin and Greta. Please. Incredible people. You are powerful witnesses to a
menace that threatens our world, and your strength truly inspires us all. Thank you very much.

Thank you. Tonight we pledge to honor Otto's memory with total American resolve. Thank you.

Finally ... we are joined by one more witness to the ominous nature of this regime. His name is Mr.Ji
Seong-ho.

In 1996, Seong-ho was a starving boy in North Korea. One day, he tried to steal coal from a railroad
car to barterfor a few scraps of food, which were very hard to get. In the process, he passed outon
the train tracks, exhausted from hunger. He woke up as a train ran over his limbs. He then endured
multiple amputations without anything to dull the pain or the hurt.

His brotherand sister gave what little food they had to help him recoverand ate dirt themselves,

permanently stuntingtheirown growth. Later, he was tortured by North Korean authorities after

returning from a brief visit to China. His tormentors wanted to know if he'd metany Christians. He
had, and he resolved afterthatto be free.

Seong-hotraveled thousands of miles on crutches all across China and Southeast Asiato freedom.
Most of his family followed. His father was caught trying to escape and was tortured to death. Today
he lives in Seoul, where he rescues other defectors, and broadcasts into North Koreawhat the
regime fears most: the truth.

Today he has a new leg, but Seong-ho, | understand you still keep those old crutches as a reminder
of how far you've come. Your great sacrifice is an inspiration to usall. Please. Thankyou.

Seong-ho's storyis a testament to the yearning of every human soulto live in freedom. It was that
same yearning for freedomthat nearly 250 years ago gave birth to a special place called America. It
was a small cluster of colonies caught between agreat ocean and a vast wilderness. [twashome to
an incredible people with a revolutionary idea, that they could rule themselves, thatthey could chart
their own destiny, and that, together, they could light up the entire world.

That is what our country has always been about. Thatis what Americans have always stood for,
always strived for, and always done.

Atop the dome of this Capitol stands the Statue of Freedom. She stands tall and dignified amongthe
monuments to ourancestors who fought and lived and died to protect her. Monuments to
Washington and Jefferson,and Lincoln and King. Memorials to the heroes of Yorktown and Saratoga,
to young Americans who shed their blood on the shores of Normandy and the fields beyond. And
otherswhowentdown in the waters of the Pacific and the skiesall overAsia.

And freedom stands tall over one more monument: this one. This Capitol. This living monument. This
is the monumenttothe American people.
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We're a people whose heroes live notonly in the past, but all around us, defending hope, pride, and
defending the American way. They workin every trade. They sacrifice to raise a family. They care for
our children at home. They defend our flagabroad. And they are strong moms and brave kids. They
are firefighters and police officers and borderagents, medics and Marines. But above all else, they
are Americans. And this Capitol, this city, this Nation belongs entirely to them.

Our task is to respectthem, tolisten to them, to serve them, to protect them, and to always be
worthy of them. Americansfill the world with art and music. They push the bounds of science and
discovery. And they foreverremind us of what we should never, everforget: The people dreamed
this country. The people built this country. Andit's the people who are making America great again.

As long as we are proud of who we are and what we are fighting for, there is nothingwe cannot
achieve. Aslong as we have confidence in our values, faith in ourcitizens, and trustin our God, we
will neverfail.

Our families will thrive. Our people will prosper. And our nation will forever be safe and strongand
proud and mighty and free. Thank you, and God bless America. Good night."
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Appendix M: Remarks by President Trump to the 73rd Session of the

United Nations General Assembly
[Delivered September 25,2018 in New York City, New York]

[Original source: https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-73rd-
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[Video source: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=g6XXNWC5Koc]

[Differences from original source may occur, as the Speech have been corrected for discrepancies
between audio and text]

Madam President, Mr. Secretary-General, world leaders, ambassadors, and distinguished delegates:

Oneyearago, | stood before you forthe firsttime in this grand hall. | addressed the threats facing
our world, and | presented avision to achieve a brighter future forall of humanity.

Today, | stand before the United Nations General Assembly to share the extraordinary progress
we’ve made.

In less than two years, my administration has accomplished more than almost any administration in
the history of our country.

America’s — sotrue. (Laughter.) Didn’t expect that reaction, but that’s okay. (Laughterand
applause.)

America’s economy is booming like neverbefore. Since my election, we’ve added $10trillion in
wealth. The stock marketis at an all-time high in history, and jobless claims are at a 50-year low.
African American, Hispanic American, and Asian American unemployment have all achieved their
lowestlevels everrecorded. We’ve added more than 4 million new jobs, including half a million
manufacturingjobs.

We have passed the biggest tax cuts and reformsin American history. We’ve started the
construction of a major borderwall, and we have greatly strengthened border security.

We have secured record funding for our military — $700 billion this year, and $716 billion nextyear.
Our military will soon be more powerfulthanit has everbeenbefore.

In otherwords, the United States s stronger, safer, and a richer country than it was whenlassumed
office less than two years ago.

We are standing up for America and forthe American people. And we are also standing up for the
world.

This is great news for our citizens and for peace-loving people everywhere. We believe that when
nations respect the rights of their neighbors, and defend the interests of their people, they can
better work togetherto secure the blessings of safety, prosperity, and peace.
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Each of us here today is the emissary of a distinct culture, a rich history, and a people bound
together by ties of memory, tradition, and the values that make our homelands like nowhere else on
Earth.

That is why America will always choose independence and cooperation over globalgovernance,
control, and domination.

| honorthe right of every nation in this room to pursue its own customs, beliefs, and traditions. The
United States will not tell you how to live or work or worship.

We only ask that you honor our sovereignty in return.

From Warsaw to Brussels, to Tokyo to Singapore, it has been my highest honor to represent the
United States abroad. | have forged close relationships and friendships and strong partnerships with
the leaders of many nations in this room, and our approach has already yielde dincredible change.

With supportfrom many countries here today, we have engaged with North Koreato replace the
specter of conflict with a bold and new push for peace.

In June, | traveled to Singapore to meetface to face with North Korea’s leader, Chairman Kim Jong
un.

We had highly productive conversations and meetings, and we agreed that it was in both countries’
interestto pursue the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula. Since that meeting, we have already
seena numberof encouraging measures that few could have imagined only a short time ago.

The missiles and rockets are no longer flying in every direction. Nuclear testing has stopped. Some
military facilities are already being dismantled. Ourhostages have beenreleased. And as promised,
the remains of our fallen heroes are being returned home to lay at rest in American soil.

| would like to thank Chairman Kim for his courage and for the steps he has taken, though much
work remains to be done. The sanctions will stay in place until denuclearization occurs.

| also want to thankthe many member states who helped us reach this moment — a momentthat is
actually far greaterthan people would understand; far greater — but for also their supportand the
critical supportthat we will all need going forward.

A special thanks to President Moon of South Korea, Prime Minister Abe of Japan, and President Xi of
China.

In the Middle East, our new approachis also yielding great strides and very historic change.

Following my trip to Saudi Arabia last year, the Gulf countries opened anew centertotarget
terrorist financing. They are enforcing new sanctions, working with us to identify and track terrorist
networks, and taking more responsibility for fighting terrorism and extremism in their own region.

The UAE, SaudiArabia, and Qatar have pledged billions of dollars to aid the people of Syria and
Yemen. And they are pursuing multiple avenues to ending Yemen’s horrible, horrific civil war.

Ultimately, it is up to the nations of the region to decide what kind of future they wantfor
themselves and their children.
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For that reason, the United States is working with the Gulf Cooperation Council, Jordan, and Egypt to
establish a regional strategic alliance so that Middle Eastern nations can advance prosperity,
stability, and security across their home region.

Thanks to the United States military and our partnership with many of your nations, | am pleased to
reportthat the bloodthirsty killers known as ISIS have been driven out from the territory they once
heldin Iraq and Syria. We will continue to work with friends and allies to deny radical Islamic
terrorists any funding, territory or support, or any means of infiltrating our borders.

The ongoing tragedy in Syria is heartbreaking. Ourshared goals must be the de -escalation of military
conflict, along with a political solution that honors the will of the Syrian people. Inthis vein, we urge
the United Nations-led peace process be reinvigorated. But, rest assured, the United States will
respond if chemical weapons are deployed by the Assad regime.

| commend the people of Jordan and other neighboring countries for hosting refugees from this very
brutal civil war.

As we see in Jordan, the most compassionate policy is to place refugees as close to their homesas
possible to ease their eventual return to be part of the rebuilding process. This approach also
stretchesfinite resourcesto help far more people, increasing the impact of every dollar spent.

Every solution to the humanitarian crisis in Syria must also include a strategy to address the brutal
regime that has fueled and financed it: the corrupt dictatorship in Iran.

Iran’s leaders sow chaos, death, and destruction. They do not respect their neighbors orborders, or
the sovereignrights of nations. Instead, Iran’s leaders plunderthe nation’s resources to enrich
themselves andto spread mayhem across the Middle East and farbeyond.

The Iranian people are rightly outraged that theirleaders have embezzled billions of dollars from
Iran’s treasury, seized valuable portions of the economy, and looted the people’s religious
endowments, allto line their own pockets and send their proxies to wage war. Not good.

Iran’s neighbors have paid a heavy toll forthe region’s [regime’s] agenda of aggression and
expansion. Thatis why so many countries in the Middle East strongly supported my decision to
withdraw the United States from the horrible 2015 Iran Nuclear Deal and re-impose nuclear
sanctions.

The Iran deal was a windfall forIran’s leaders. In the years since the deal was reached, Iran’s military
budget grew nearly 40 percent. The dictatorship used the funds to build nuclear-capable missiles,
increase internal repression, finance terrorism, and fund havocand slaughterin Syria and Yemen.

The United States has launched a campaign of economic pressure to deny the regime the fundsiit
needstoadvance its bloody agenda. Last month, we began re-imposing hard-hitting nuclear
sanctionsthat had been lifted underthe Iran deal. Additional sanctions will resume November 5th,
and more will follow. And we’re working with countries that import Iranian crude oil to cut their
purchases substantially.
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We cannotallow the world’s leading sponsor of terrorism to possess the planet’s most dangerous
weapons. We cannot allow a regime that chants “Death to America,” and that threatens Israel with
annihilation, to possessthe meansto delivera nuclear warhead to any city on Earth. Just can’t do it.

We askall nationsto isolate Iran’s regime as long as its aggression continues. And we ask all nations
to supportliran’s people as they struggle to reclaim their religious and righteous destiny.

This year, we also took anothersignificant step forward in the Middle East. In recognition of every
sovereign state to determine its own capital, | moved the U.S. Embassyin Israel to Jerusalem.

The United Statesis committed to a future of peace and stability in the region, including peace
between the Israelis and the Palestinians. That aim is advanced, not harmed, by acknowledging the
obvious facts.

America’s policy of principled realism means we will not be held hostage to old dogmas, discredited
ideologies, and so-called experts who have been proven wrong overthe years, time and time again.
This is true not only in matters of peace, butin matters of prosperity.

We believe that trade must be fair and reciprocal. The United States will not be taken advantage of
any longer.

For decades, the United States openedits economy — the largest, by far, on Earth — with few
conditions. We allowed foreign goods from all overthe world to flow freely across our borders.

Yet, othercountries did not grant us fair and reciprocal access to their marketsin return. Even
worse, some countries abused theiropenness to dump their products, subsidize their goods, target
our industries, and manipulate their currencies to gain unfairadvantage overour country. Asa
result, our trade deficit ballooned to nearly $800 billion a year.

For this reason, we are systematically renegotiating broken and bad trade deals.

Last month, we announced a groundbreaking U.S.-Mexico trade agreement. And just yesterday, |
stood with President Moon to announce the successful completion of the brand new U.S.-Korea
trade deal. And this is just the beginning.

Many nations in this hall will agree that the world trading system s in dire need of change. For
example, countries were admitted to the World Trade Organization that violate every single

principle on which the organization is based. While the United States and many other nations play by
the rules, these countries use government-run industrial planning and state-owned enterprises to rig
the systemin their favor. They engage in relentless product dumping, forced technology transfer,
and the theft of intellectual property.

The United States lost over 3 million manufacturingjobs, nearly a quarter of all steeljobs, and
60,000 factories after Chinajoined the WTO. And we have racked up $13 trillion in trade deficits
overthe last two decades.

But those days are over. We will no longer tolerate such abuse. We will not allow our workersto be
victimized, our companies to be cheated, and our wealth to be plundered and transferred. America
will neverapologize for protectingits citizens.
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The United States has just announced tariffs on another $200 billion in Chinese-made goodsfora
total, so far, of $250 billion. | have great respect and affection for my friend, President Xi, but | have
made clear our trade imbalance is just not acceptable. China’s market distortions and the way they
deal cannot be tolerated.

As my administration has demonstrated, America will always act in our national interest.

| spoke before this body last yearand warned that the U.N. Human Rights Council had become a
grave embarrassment to this institution, shielding egregious human rights abusers while bashing
America and its many friends.

Our Ambassadorto the United Nations, Nikki Haley, laid out a clear agendaforreform, but despite
reported and repeated warnings, no action at all was taken.

So the United States took the only responsible course: We withdrew from the Human Rights Council,
and we will notreturn until real reformis enacted.

For similar reasons, the United States will provide no supportin recognition to the International
Criminal Court. As far as Americais concerned, the ICC has no jurisdiction, no legitimacy, and no
authority. The ICCclaims near-universaljurisdiction overthe citizens of every country, violating all
principles of justice, fairness, and due process. We will neversurrender America’s sovereignty to an
unelected, unaccountable, global bureaucracy.

America is governed by Americans. We reject the ideology of globalism, and we embrace the
doctrine of patriotism.

Around the world, responsible nations must defend against threats to sovereignty not justfrom
global governance, but also from other, new forms of coercion and domination.

In America, we believe strongly in energy security for ourselves and for our allies. We have become
the largest energy produceranywhere on the face of the Earth.

The United States stands ready to export our abundant, affordable supply of oil, clean coal, and
natural gas.

OPEC and OPEC nations, are, as usual, ripping off the rest of the world, and | don’t like it. Nobody
should like it. We defend many of these nations for nothing, and then they take advantage of us by
giving us high oil prices. Not good.

We wantthem to stop raising prices, we wantthem to start lowering prices, and they must
contribute substantially to military protection from now on. We are not going to putup with it —
these horrible prices — much longer.

Reliance on a single foreign supplier can leave a nation vulnerable to extortion and intimidation.
That is why we congratulate European states, such as Poland, for leading the construction of a Baltic
pipeline so that nations are not dependent on Russiato meet theirenergy needs. Germany will
become totally dependent on Russian energy if it does notimmediately change course.

Here in the Western Hemisphere, we are committed to maintaining ourindependence from the
encroachment of expansionist foreign powers.
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It has beenthe formalpolicy of our country since President Monroe that we reject the interference
of foreign nations in this hemisphere and in our own affairs. The United States has recently
strengthened our laws to betterscreen foreign investments in our country for national security
threats, and we welcome cooperation with countries in this region and around the world that wish
to do the same. You needtodo it for your own protection.

The United States is also working with partnersin Latin Americato confrontthreatsto sovereignty
from uncontrolled migration. Tolerance for human struggling and human smuggling and traffickingis
not humane. It’s a horrible thing that’s goingon, at levelsthat nobody has everseen before. It’s
very, very cruel.

Illegal immigration funds criminal networks, ruthless gangs, and the flow of deadly drugs. lllegal
immigration exploits vulnerable populations, hurts hardworking citizens, and has produced a vicious
cycle of crime, violence, and poverty. Only by upholding national borders, destroying criminal gangs,
can we break this cycle and establish a real foundation for prosperity.

We recognize the right of every nationin this room to setits own immigration policy in accordance
with its national interests, just as we ask other countries to respect ourown right to do the same —
which we are doing. That is one reason the United States will not participate in the new Global
Compact on Migration. Migration should not be governed by an internationalbody unaccountable to
our own citizens.

Ultimately, the only long-term solution to the migration crisis is to help people build more hopeful
futuresin theirhome countries. Make their countries great again.

Currently, we are witnessinga human tragedy, asan example, in Venezuela. More than 2 million
people have fled the anguish inflicted by the socialist Maduro regime and its Cuban sponsors.

Notlong ago, Venezuelawas one of the richest countries on Earth. Today, socialism has bankrupted
the oil-rich nation and driven its people into abject poverty.

Virtually everywheresocialism or communism has been tried, it has produced suffering, corruption,
and decay. Socialism’s thirst for powerleads to expansion, incursion, and oppression. All nations of
the world should resist socialism and the misery thatit brings to everyone.

In that spirit, we ask the nations gathered here tojoin us in calling forthe restoration of democracy
in Venezuela. Today, we are announcing additional sanctions against the repressive regime,
targeting Maduro’s inner circle and close advisors.

We are grateful forall the work the United Nations does around the world to help people build
betterlives for themselvesand theirfamilies.

The United States is the world’s largest giverin the world, by far, of foreign aid. But few give
anythingto us. That is why we are taking a hard look at U.S. foreign assistance. That will be headed
up by Secretary of State Mike Pompeo. We will examine what is working, what is not working, and
whetherthe countries who receive ourdollars and our protection also have our interests at heart.

Moving forward, we are only goingto give foreign aid to those who respect us and, frankly, are our
friends. And we expect other countries to pay their fair share for the cost of their defense.
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The United Statesis committed to making the United Nations more effective and accountable. | have
said many times that the United Nations has unlimited potential. As part of ourreform effort, | have
told our negotiators that the United States will not pay more than 25 percent of the U.N.
peacekeeping budget. This will encourage other countries to step up, get involved, and also share in
this very large burden.

And we are working to shift more of our funding from assessed contributions to voluntary so that we
can target American resources to the programs with the bestrecord of success.

Only when each of us does our part and contributes our share can we realize the U.N.’s highest
aspirations. We must pursue peace without fear, hope without despair, and security without

apology.

Looking around this hall where so much history has transpired, we think of the many before uswho
have come here to address the challenges of their nations and of their times. And our thoughtsturn
to the same question that ran through all their speeches and resolutions, through every word and
every hope. Itis the question of what kind of world will we leave for our children and what kind of
nations they will inherit.

The dreams that fill this hall today are as diverse as the people who have stood at this podium, and
as varied as the countries representedright here in this body are. It really is something. It really is
great, great history.

Thereis India, a free society overa billion people, successfully lifting countless millions out of
poverty and into the middle class.

There is Saudi Arabia, where King Salman and the Crown Prince are pursuing bold new reforms.
There s Israel, proudly celebratingits 70th anniversary as a thriving democracy in the Holy Land.

In Poland, a great people are standing up for theirindependence, their security, and their
sovereignty.

Many countries are pursuing their own unique visions, building their own hopefulfutures, and
chasing their own wonderful dreams of destiny, of legacy, and of a home.

The whole world is richer, humanity is better, because of this beautiful constellation of nations, each
very special, each very unique, and each shining brightly in its part of the world.

In each one, we see awesome promise of a people bound together by a shared past and working
toward a common future.

As for Americans, we know what kind of future we want forourselves. We know what kind of a
nation America must always be.

In America, we believe in the majesty of freedom and the dignity of the individual. We believe in
self-government and the rule of law. And we prize the culture that sustains our liberty -—a culture
built on strong families, deep faith, and fierce independence. We celebrate our heroes, we treasure
our traditions, and above all, we love our country.
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Inside everyone in this great chambertoday, and everyone listening all around the globe, there is
the heart of a patriot that feels the same powerfullove foryour nation, the same intense loyalty to
your homeland.

The passion that burnsin the hearts of patriots and the souls of nations has inspired reform and
revolution, sacrifice and selflessness, scientific breakthroughs, and magnificent works of art.

Our task is not to erase it, butto embrace it. To build with it. To draw onits ancient wisdom. And to
find within it the will to make our nations greater, our regions safer, and the world better.

To unleash this incredible potentialin our people, we must defend the foundations that make it all
possible. Sovereign and independent nations are the only vehicle where freedom has eversurvived,
democracy has everendured, or peace has ever prospered. And so we must protect our sovereignty
and our cherishedindependence above all.

When we do, we will find new avenues forcooperation unfolding before us. We will find new
passion for peacemaking rising within us. We will find new purpose, new resolve, and new spirit
flourishing all around us, and making this a more beautiful world in which to live.

So together, let us choose a future of patriotism, prosperity, and pride. Let us choose peace and
freedom overdomination and defeat. And let us come here to this place to stand for our people and
their nations, foreverstrong, foreversovereign, forever just, and foreverthankful for the grace and
the goodness and the glory of God.

Thank you. God bless you. And God bless the nations of the world.

Thank you very much. Thank you. (Applause.)
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THE PRESIDENT: Madam Speaker, Mr. Vice President, Members of Congress, the First Lady of the
United States — (applause) — and my fellow Americans:

We meettonightat a moment of unlimited potential. As we begina new Congress, | stand here
ready to work with you to achieve historic breakthroughs forall Americans.

Millions of our fellow citizens are watching us now, gathered in this great chamber, hopingthat we
will govern not as two parties but as one nation. (Applause.)

The agenda will lay out this eveningis not a Republican agendaor a Democratagenda. It's the
agenda of the American people.

Many of us have campaigned onthe same core promises: to defend American jobs and demand fair
trade for American workers; to rebuild and revitalize our nation’s infrastructure; to reduce the price
of healthcare and prescription drugs; to create an immigration systemthat is safe, lawful, modern,
and secure; andto pursue a foreign policy that puts America’s interests first.

Thereis a new opportunity in American politics, if only we have the courage, together, to seize it.
(Applause.) Victoryis not winning forour party. Victory is winning forour country. (Applause.)

This year, America will recognize two important anniversaries that show us the majesty of America’s
mission and the power of American pride.

InJune, we mark 75 years since the start of what General Dwight D. Eisenhower called the “Great
Crusade” — the Allied liberation of Europe in World War Il. (Applause.) On D-Day, June 6th, 1944,
15,000 young American men jumped from the sky, and 60,000 more stormed in from the sea, to
save our civilization fromtyranny. Here with us tonight are three of those incredible heroes: Private
First Class Joseph Reilly, Staff Sergeant Irving Locker, and Sergeant Herman Zeitchik. (Applause.)
Please. Gentlemen, we salute you.

In 2019, we also celebrate 50 years since brave young pilots flew a quarter of a million miles through
space to plant the American flag on the face of the moon. Half a century later, we are joined by one
of the Apollo 11 astronauts who planted that flag: Buzz Aldrin. (Applause.) Thankyou, Buzz. This
year, American astronauts will go back to space on American rockets. (Applause.)
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In the 20th century, Americasaved freedom, transformed science, redefined the middle class, and,
whenyougetdownto it, there’s nothinganywhere in the world that can compete with America.
(Applause.) Now we muststep boldly and bravely into the next chapter of this great American
adventure, and we must create a new standard of living for the 21st century. An amazing quality of
life for all of our citizens is within reach.

We can make our communities safer, our families stronger, our culture richer, our faith deeper, and
our middle class biggerand more prosperous than everbefore. (Applause.)

But we mustrejectthe politics of revenge, resistance, and retribution, and embrace the boundless
potential of cooperation, compromise, and the common good. (Applause.)

Together, we can break decades of political stalemate. We can bridge old divisions, heal old
wounds, build new coalitions, forge new solutions, and unlock the extraordinary promise of
America’s future. The decisionis oursto make.

We mustchoose between greatness or gridlock, results or resistance, vision or vengeance, incredible
progress or pointless destruction.

Tonight, | ask you to choose greatness. (Applause.)

Overthe last two years, my administration has moved with urgency and historic speed to confront
problems neglected by leaders of both parties over many decades.

In justovertwo years since the election, we have launched an unprecedented economicboom —a
boom that has rarely been seen before. There’s been nothinglike it. We have created 5.3 million
new jobs and, importantly, added 600,000 new manufacturing jobs — something which almost
everyone said was impossible to do. But the factis, we are just getting started. (Applause.)

Wages are rising at the fastest pace in decades and growingfor blue-collar workers, who | promised
to fight for. They’re growing fasterthan anyone else thought possible. Nearly 5 million Americans
have been lifted off food stamps. (Applause.) The U.S. economy is growing almost twice as fast
today as when | took office. Andwe are considered, farand away, the hottest economy anywhere in
the world. Notevenclose. (Applause.)

Unemployment has reached the lowestrate in over half a century. (Applause.) African American,
Hispanic American, and Asian American unemployment have allreached their lowest levels ever
recorded. (Applause.) Unemployment for Americans with disabilities has also reached an all-time
low. (Applause.) More people are working now than at any time in the history of our country — 157
million people at work. (Applause.)

We passed a massive tax cut for working families and doubled the child tax credit. (Applause.)

We virtually ended the estate tax — or death tax, as it is often called — on small businesses for
ranchers and also for family farms. (Applause.)

We eliminated the very unpopular Obamacare individual mandate penalty. (Applause.) Andto give
critically ill patients access to lifesaving cures, we passed, very importantly, Right to Try. (Applause.)
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My administration has cut more regulations in a short period of time than any otheradministration
during its entire tenure. (Applause.) Companies are coming back to our countryin large numbers
thanks to our historic reductions in taxes and regulations. (Applause.)

And we have unleashed a revolution in American energy. The United Statesis now the number-one
producer of oil and natural gas anywhere in the world. (Applause.) And now, forthe firsttime in 65
years, we are a netexporterof energy. (Applause.)

After 24 months of rapid progress, our economy is the envy of the world, our military is the most
powerfulon Earth, by far, and America — (applause) — Americais again winning each and every
day. (Applause.)

Members of Congress: The state of our unionis strong. (Applause.)
AUDIENCE: USA! USA! USA!

THE PRESIDENT: That sounds so good. (Laughter.)

Our countryis vibrantand our economy is thriving like neverbefore.

On Friday, it was announced that we added another 304,000 jobs last month alone — almost double
the numberexpected. (Applause.) An economicmiracle is taking place in the United States, and the
only thing that can stop it are foolish wars, politics, or ridiculous partisan investigations. (Applause.)

Ifthere is going to be peace and legislation, there cannot be war and investigation. It justdoesn’t
work that way.

We mustbe united at home to defeat ouradversaries abroad. This new era of cooperation can start
with finally confirming the more than 300 highly qualified nominees who are still stuckin the Senate.
In some cases, years and years waiting. Notright. (Applause.) The Senate has failed to act on these
nominations, which is unfair to the nominees and very unfairto our country.

Now is the time for bipartisan action. Believe it or not, we have already proven thatthat’s possible.

In the last Congress, both parties came togetherto pass unprecedented legislation to confront the
opioid crisis, a sweeping new farm bill, historic VA reforms. And afterfourdecades of rejection, we
passed VA Accountability so that we can finally terminate those who mistreat our wonderful
veterans. (Applause.)

And just weeks ago, both parties united for groundbreaking criminal justice reform. They said it
couldn’tbe done. (Applause.)

Last year, | heard, through friends, the story of Alice Johnson. | was deeply moved. In 1997, Alice
was sentenced to life in prison as a first-time non-violent drug offender. Overthe next 22 years, she
became a prison minister, inspiring othersto choose a better path. She had a big impact on that
prison population, and far beyond.

Alice’s story underscores the disparities and unfairness that can existin criminal sentencing, and the
need toremedy this total injustice. She served almostthat 22 yearsand had expectedtobein
prison forthe remainder of herlife.
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InJune, lcommuted Alice’s sentence. When|saw Alice’s beautifulfamily greet her at the prison
gates, hugging and kissing and crying and laughing, | knew | did something right. Alice is with us
tonight, and she is a terrific woman. Terrific. Alice, please. (Applause.)

Alice, thank you for reminding us that we always have the powerto shape ourown destiny. Thank
youvery much, Alice. Thankyou very much. (Applause.)

Inspired by stories like Alice’s, my administration worked closely with members of both parties to
sign the FIRST STEP Act into law. Big deal. (Applause.) It'sabig deal.

This legislation reformed sentencing laws that have wrongly and disproportionately harmed the
African American community. The FIRSTSTEP Act gives non-violent offenders the chance toreenter
society as productive, law-abiding citizens. Now statesacross the country are following ourlead.
America is a nation that believesinredemption.

We are also joined tonight by Matthew Charles from Tennessee. In 1996, at the age of 30, Matthew
was sentenced to 35 years for selling drugs and related offenses. Overthe nexttwo decades, he
completed more than 30 Bible studies, became a law clerk, and mentored many of his fellow
inmates.

Now, Matthew is the veryfirst personto be released from prison underthe FIRSTSTEP Act.
(Applause.) Matthew, please. Thankyou, Matthew. Welcome home. (Applause.)

Now, Republicans and Democrats must join forces again to confront an urgent national crisis.
Congress has 10 days left to pass a bill that will fund our government, protect ourhomeland, and
secure our very dangerous southern border.

Now is the time for Congress to show the world that America is committed to endingillegal
immigration and putting the ruthless coyotes, cartels, drug dealers, and human traffickers out of
business. (Applause.)

As we speak, large, organized caravans are on the march to the United States. We have justheard
that Mexican cities, in orderto remove the illegal immigrants from their communities, are getting
trucks and busesto bring them up to our countryin areas where there is little border protection. |
have ordered another 3,750 troops to our southernborderto prepare forthis tremendous
onslaught.

This is a moral issue. The lawless state of our southern borderis a threatto the safety, security, and
financial wellbeing of all America. We have a moral duty to create an immigration syste mthat
protectsthe lives and jobs of our citizens. This includes our obligation to the millions of immigrants
living here today who followed the rules and respected ourlaws. Legal immigrants enrich our nation
and strengthen oursociety in countless ways. (Applause.)

| want people to come into our countryin the largest numbers ever, butthey have tocome in
legally. (Applause.)

Tonight, | am askingyou to defend ourvery dangerous southern borderout of love and devotion to
our fellow citizens and to our country.
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No issue betterillustrates the divide between America’s working class and America’s political class
than illegal immigration. Wealthy politicians and donors push for open borders while living their
lives behind walls, and gates, and guards. (Applause.)

Meanwhile, working-class Americans are left to pay the price for mass illegal migration: reduced
jobs, lowerwages, overburdened schools, hospitals that are so crowded you can’t getin, increased
crime, and a depleted socialsafety net. Tolerance for illegal immigration is not compassionate; it is
actually very cruel. (Applause.)

One in three women is sexually assaulted on the long journey north. Smugglers use migrant children
as human pawns to exploit our laws and gain access to our country. Human traffickers and sex
traffickers take advantage of the wide-open areas between our ports of entry to smuggle thousands
of young girls and womeninto the United States and to sell them into prostitution and modern-day
slavery.

Tens of thousands of innocent Americans are killed by lethal drugs that cross our borderand flood
into our cities, including meth, heroin, cocaine, and fentanyl.

The savage gang, MS-13, now operatesin at least 20 different American states, and they almost all
come through our southern border. Justyesterday, an MS-13 gang member was taken into custody
for a fatal shooting on a subway platformin New York City. We are removingthese gang members
by the thousands. Butuntil we secure ourborder, they’re goingto keep streamingright back in.

Year afteryear, countless Americans are murdered by criminal illegal aliens. I’ve gotten to know
many wonderful Angelmoms and dads, and families. No one should everhave to sufferthe horrible
heartache that they have had to endure.

Here tonight is Debra Bissell. Justthree weeks ago, Debra’s parents, Gerald and Sharon, were
burglarized and shot to deathin their Reno, Nevada home by anillegal alien. Theywerein their
eighties, and are survived by 4 children, 11 grandchildren, and 20 great-grandchildren. Also here
tonight are Gerald and Sharon’s granddaughter Heather, and great-granddaughter Madison.

To Debra, Heather, Madison, please stand. Few can understand your pain. Thankyou. Andthank
youfor being here. Thank youvery much. (Applause.)

| will neverforget, and | will fight for the memory of Gerald and Sharon that it should neverhappen
again. Not one more American life should be lost because our nation failed to control its very
dangerous border.

In the last two years, our brave ICE officers made 266,000 arrests of criminal aliens, including those
charged or convicted of nearly 100,000 assaults, 30,000 sex crimes, and 4,000 killings or murders.

We are joined tonight by one of those law enforcement heroes: ICE Special Agent Elvin Hernandez.
When Elvin — (applause) — thankyou.

When Elvin was a boy, he and his family legally immigrated to the United States from the Dominican
Republic. Atthe age of eight, Elvin told his dad he wanted to become a Special Agent. Today, he
leads investigations into the scourge of international sex trafficking.
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Elvin saysthat, “If | can make sure these younggirls get their justice, I’ve [really] done myjob.”
Thanks to his work, and that of his incredible colleagues, more than 300 women and girls have been
rescued from the horror of this terrible situation, and more than 1,500 sadistic traffickers have been
put behind bars. (Applause.) Thankyou, Elvin.

We will always supportthe brave men and women of law enforcement, and | pledge toyou tonight
that | will neverabolish our heroes fromICE. Thankyou. (Applause.)

My administration has sentto Congress a commonsense proposalto end the crisis on the southern
border. Itincludes humanitarian assistance, more law enforcement, drug detection at our ports,
closing loopholes that enable child smuggling, and plans for a new physical barrier, or wall, to secure
the vast areas between our ports of entry.

In the past, most of the people in this room voted fora wall, but the proper wall nevergot built. |
will getit built. (Applause.)

This is a smart, strategic, see-through steel barrier — notjusta simple concrete wall. It will be
deployedinthe areas identified by the borderagents as having the greatest need. Andthese agents
will tell you: Where walls go up, illegal crossings go way, way down. (Applause.)

San Diego used to have the most illegal border crossingsin our country. In response, astrong
security wall was put in place. This powerfulbarrieralmost completely e nded illegal crossings.

The border city of El Paso, Texas used to have extremely high rates of violent crime — one of the
highestin the entire country, and considered one of our nation’s most dangerous cities. Now,
immediately uponiits building, with a powerful barrier in place, El Paso is one of the safest cities in
our country. Simply put: Walls work, and walls save lives. (Applause.)

So let’swork together, compromise, and reach a deal that will truly make America safe.

As we work to defend our people’s safety, we must also ensure our economicresurgence continues
at a rapid pace. No one has benefitted more from our thrivingeconomy than women, who have
filled 58 percent of the newly created jobs last year. (Applause.)

You weren’tsupposed to dothat. Thank youvery much. Thankyou very much.

All Americans can be proud that we have more women in the workforce than everbefore.
(Applause.)

Don’tsit yet. You’'re going to like this. (Laughter.)

And exactly one century after Congress passed the constitutionalamendment givingwomen the
right to vote, we also have more women servingin Congress than at any time before. (Applause.)

AUDIENCE: USA! USA! USAI

THE PRESIDENT: That’s great. Really great. And congratulations. That’s great.
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As part of our commitmentto improving opportunity forwomen everywhere, this Thursday we are
launching the first-ever government-wide initiative focused on economicempowerment forwomen
in developing countries.

To build on — (applause) — thankyou. To build on our incredible economic success, one priority is
paramount: reversing decades of calamitous trade policies. So bad.

We are now makingit clear to China that, afteryears of targeting our industries and stealing our
intellectual property, the theft of American jobsand wealth has come to an end. (Applause.)
Therefore, we recently imposed tariffs on $250 billion of Chinese goods, and now our Treasury is
receiving billions and billions of dollars.

But | don’tblame China for taking advantage of us; | blame our leaders and representatives for
allowing this travesty to happen. | have great respect for President Xi, and we are now workingon a
new trade deal with China. But it must include real, structural change to end unfair trade practices,
reduce our chronic trade deficit, and protect Americanjobs. (Applause.) Thankyou.

Anotherhistoric trade blunder was the catastrophe known as NAFTA. | have metthe menand
women of Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Indiana, New Hampshire, and many other states whose
dreams were shattered by the signing of NAFTA. For years, politicians promised them they would
renegotiate fora betterdeal, but noone evertried, until now.

Our new U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement, the USMCA, willreplace NAFTA and deliver for American
workers like they haven’t had deliveredtofora long time. | hope you can passthe USMCA into law
so that we can bring back our manufacturing jobsin even greater numbers, expand American
agriculture, protectintellectual property, and ensure that more cars are proudly stamped with our
fourbeautifulwords: “Made in the USA.” (Applause.)

Tonight, | am also asking you to pass the United States Reciprocal Trade Act, so that if another
country places an unfair tariff on an American product, we can charge them the exact same tariff on
the exact same product that theysell to us. (Applause.)

Both parties should be able to unite fora great rebuilding of America’s crumbling infrastructure.
(Applause.)

| know that Congress is eagerto pass an infrastructure bill, and | am eagerto work with youon
legislation to deliver new and importantinfrastructure investment, including investmentsin the
cutting-edge industries of the future. Thisis notan option. This is a necessity.

The next major priority for me, and for all of us, should be to lower the cost of healthcare and
prescription drugs, and to protect patients with preexisting conditions. (Applause.)

Already, as a result of my administration’s efforts, in 2018, drug prices experienced theirsingle
largest decline in 46 years. (Applause.)

But we mustdo more. It's unacceptable that Americans pay vastly more than people in other
countries for the exact same drugs, often made in the exact same place. This is wrong, this is unfair,
and togetherwe will stopit — and we’ll stop it fast. (Applause.)
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| am asking Congress to pass legislation that finally takes on the problem of global freeloading and
deliversfairness and price transparency for American patients, finally. (Applause.)

We should also require drug companies, insurance companies, and hospitals to disclose real prices
to foster competition and bring costs way down. (Applause.)

No force in history has done more to advance the human condition than American freedom. In
recentyears — (applause) — inrecentyears, we have made remarkable progress in the fight against
HIV and AIDS. Scientific breakthroughs have broughtaonce-distantdream withinreach. My budget
will ask Democrats and Republicans to make the needed commitment to eliminate the HIV epidemic
in the United States within 10 years. We have made incredible strides. Incredible. (Applause.)
Together, we will defeat AIDS in America and beyond. (Applause.)

Tonight, | am also asking you to join me in another fight that all Americans can get behind: the fight
against childhood cancer. (Applause.)

Joining Melaniain the gallery this eveningis a very brave 10-year-old girl, Grace Eline. Every
birthday — (applause) — hi, Grace. (Laughter.) Every birthday since she was four, Grace asked her
friends to donate to St. Jude’s Children’s Hospital. She did not know that one day she might be a
patient herself. That’s what happened.

Last year, Grace was diagnosed with brain cancer. Immediately, she began radiation treatment. At
the same time, she rallied her community and raised more than $40,000 forthe fight against cancer.
(Applause.) When Grace completed treatment last fall, her doctors and nurses cheered — they
loved her; theystill love her — with tearsin their eyes as she hungup a posterthat read: “Last day
of chemo.” (Applause.) Thankyouvery much, Grace. Youare a greatinspiration to everyone in this
room. Thankyou very much.

Many childhood cancers have not seen new therapiesin decades. My budget will ask Congress for
$500 million overthe next 10 years to fund this critical lifesaving research.

To help support working parents, the time has come to pass School Choice for Americans’ children.
(Applause.) lamalso proudto be the first Presidenttoinclude in my budgeta plan for nationwide
paid family leave, so that every new parent has the chance to bond with their newborn child.
(Applause.)

There could be no greater contrast to the beautifulimage of a motherholding herinfant child than
the chilling displays our nation saw in recentdays. Lawmakersin New York cheered with delight
upon the passage of legislation that would allow a baby to be ripped from the mother'swomb
moments from birth. These are living, feeling, beautiful babies who will neverget the chance to
share their love and their dreams with the world. Andthen, we had the case of the Governor of
Virginia where he stated he would execute a baby after birth.

To defend the dignity of every person, | am asking Congress to pass legislation to prohibit the late -
term abortion of children who can feelpain in the mother'swomb. (Applause.)

Let us work togetherto build a culture that cherishesinnocentlife. (Applause.) Andletus reaffirma
fundamentaltruth: All children — bornand unborn — are made in the holy image of God.
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The final part of my agendais to protect American security. Overthe last two years, we have begun
to fully rebuild the United States military, with $700 billion last yearand $716 billion this year.

We are also getting other nations to pay their fair share. (Applause.) Finally. Finally. Foryears,the
United States was being treated very unfairly by friends of ours, members of NATO. But now we
have secured, overthe last couple of years, more than $100 billion of increase in defense spending
fromour NATO Allies. (Applause.) Theysaidit couldn’tbe done.

As part of our military build-up, the United States is developing a state-of-the-art missile defense
system.

Undermy administration, we will neverapologize foradvancing America’s interests.

For example, decades ago, the United States entered into a treaty with Russia in which we agreed to
limit and reduce our missile capability. While we followed the agreementand the rulesto the letter,
Russia repeatedly violated its terms. It’s been going on for many years. That is why | announced
that the United States is officially withdrawing from the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty,
or INF Treaty.

Perhaps — (applause) — we really have no choice. Perhaps we can negotiate a different agreement,
adding China and others, or perhaps we can’t — in which case, we will outspend and out-innovate all
others by far. (Applause.)

As part of a bold new diplomacy, we continue our historic push for peace on the Korean Peninsula.
Our hostages have come home, nucleartesting has stopped, and there has not been a missile launch
in more than 15 months. If | had notbeen elected President of the United States, we would right
now, in my opinion, be in a major war with North Korea. (Applause.)

Much work remains to be done, but my relationship with Kim Jong Unis a good one. Chairman Kim
and | will meet again on February 27th and 28th in Vietnam. (Applause.)

Two weeks ago, the United States officially recognized the legitimate government of Venezuela —
(applause) — andits new President, Juan Guaidé. (Applause.)

We stand with the Venezuelan people intheir noble quest for freedom, and we condemn the
brutality of the Maduro regime, whose socialist policies have turned that nation from beingthe
wealthiestin South America into a state of abject poverty and despair. (Applause.)

Here in the United States, we are alarmed by the new calls to adopt socialism in our country.
AUDIENCE: Booo —

THE PRESIDENT: America was founded on liberty and independence, and not government coercion,
domination, and control. (Applause.) We are bornfree and we will stay free. (Applause.)

AUDIENCE: USA! USA! USAI

THE PRESIDENT: Tonight, we renew ourresolve that America will neverbe a socialist country.
(Applause.)
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AUDIENCE: USA! USA! USA!

THE PRESIDENT: One of the most complex set of challenges we face, and have for manyyears, is in
the Middle East. Our approachis based on principled realism, not discredited theories that have
failed fordecadesto yield progress. For this reason, my administration recognized the true capital
of Israel, and proudly opened the American Embassy in Jerusalem. (Applause.)

Our brave troops have now been fightingin the Middle East foralmost 19 years. In Afghanistanand
Iraq, nearly 7,000 American heroes have given theirlives. More than 52,000 Americans have been
badly wounded. We have spent more than $7 trillion in fighting wars in the Middle East.

As a candidate for President, | loudly pledged a new approach. Greatnations do notfight endless
wars. (Applause.)

When | took office, ISIS controlled more than 20,000 square milesin Iraq and Syria — just two years
ago. Today, we have liberated virtually all of the territory from the grip of these bloodthirsty
monsters.

Now, as we work with our allies to destroy the remnants of ISIS, it is time to give our brave warriors
in Syria a warm welcome home.

| have also accelerated our negotiations to reach — if possible — a political settlementin
Afghanistan. The opposingside is also very happy to be negotiating. Ourtroops have fought with
unmatched valor. Andthanksto their bravery, we are now able to pursue a possible political
solution to this long and bloody conflict. (Applause.)

In Afghanistan, my administration is holding constructive talks with a number of Afghan groups,
including the Taliban. As we make progressin these negotiations, we will be able to reduce our
troop’s presence and focus on counterterrorism. And we will indeed focus on counterterrorism.

We do not know whetherwe will achieve an agreement, but we do know that, aftertwo decades of
war, the hour has come to at leasttry for peace. Andthe other side would like to do the same thing.
It'stime. (Applause.)

Above all, friend and foe alike must neverdoubt this nation’s powerand will to defend our people.
Eighteenyears ago, violent terrorists attacked the USS Cole. And last month, American forces killed
one of the leaders of that attack. (Applause.)

We are honoredto be joined tonight by Tom Wibberley, whose son, Navy Seaman Craig Wibberley,
was one of the 17 sailors we tragically lost. Tom, we vow to always rememberthe heroes of the USS
Cole. (Applause.) Thankyou, Tom.

My administration has acted decisively to confront the world’s leading state sponsor of terror: the
radical regime in Iran. It is a radical regime. They do bad, bad things.

To ensure this corrupt dictatorship neveracquires nuclear weapons, | withdrew the United States
from the disastrous Iran nucleardeal. (Applause.)

And last fall, we put in place the toughest sanctions everimposed by us ona country.
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We will notavert oureyesfrom a regime that chants “Death to America” and threatens genocide
against the Jewish people. (Applause.) We must neverignore the vile poison of anti-Semitism, or
those who spreadits venomous creed. With one voice, we must confront this hatred anywhere and
everywhere it occurs.

Just months ago, 11 Jewish-Americans were viciously murdered in an anti-Semiticattack on the Tree
of Life synagogue in Pittsburgh. SWAT Officer Timothy Matson raced into the gunfire and was shot
seventimes chasingdown the killer. And he was very successful. Timothy has justhad his 12th
surgery, and he is going in for many more. But he made the trip to be here with us tonight. Officer
Matson, please. (Applause.) Thankyou. We are forevergrateful. Thank youvery much.

Tonight, we are also joined by Pittsburgh survivor, Judah Samet. He arrived at the synagogue asthe
massacre began. But not only did Judah narrowly escape death last fall, more than seven decades
ago, he narrowly survived the Naziconcentration camps. Today is Judah’s 81st birthday. (Applause.)

AUDIENCE: (Sings “Happy Birthday.”) (Applause.)
MR. SAMET: Thank you!
THE PRESIDENT: They wouldn’tdo that forme, Judah. (Laughter.)

Judah says he can still rememberthe exact moment, nearly 75 years ago, after 10 monthsin a
concentration camp, when he and his family were puton a train and told they were goingto another
camp. Suddenly, the train screechedtoa very strong halt. Asoldier appeared. Judah’s family
braced for the absolute worst. Then, his father cried out with joy, “It’s the Americans! It’s the
Americans!” (Applause.) Thankyou.

A second Holocaust survivor whois here tonight, Joshua Kaufman, was a prisonerat Dachau. He
remembers watching through a hole in the wall of a cattle car as American soldiers rolled in with
tanks. “To me,” Joshuarecalls, “the American soldiers were proof that God exists, and they came
down fromthe sky.” They came down from Heaven.

| began this evening by honoring three soldiers who fought on D-Day in the Second World War. One
of them was Herman Zeitchik. But there is more to Herman’s story. Ayear afterhe stormed the
beaches of Normandy, Herman was one of the American soldiers who helped liberate Dachau.
(Applause.) He was one of the Americans who helped rescue Joshua from that hell on Earth.

Almost 75 years later, Herman and Joshua are both togetherinthe gallery tonight, seated sid e-by-
side, here in the home of American freedom. Herman and Joshua, your presence this eveningis very
much appreciated. Thankyouvery much. (Applause.) Thankyou.

When American soldiers set out beneath the dark skies overthe English Channelin the e arly hours
of D-Day, 1944, they were justyoung men of 18 and 19, hurtling on fragile landing craft toward the
most momentous battle in the history of war.

They did not know if they would survive the hour. They did not know if they would grow old. But
they knew that America had to prevail. Their cause was this nation and generationsyet unborn.

Why did they doit? Theydid it for America. Theydid it for us.
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Everythingthat has come since — our triumph over communism, our giant leaps of science and
discovery, ourunrivaled progress towards equality and justice — all of it is possible thanks to the
blood and tears and courage and vision of the Americans who came before.

Think of this Capitol. Think of this very Chamber, where lawmakers before you voted to end slavery,
to build the railroads and the highways, and defeat fascism, to secure civil rights, and to face down
evil empires.

Here tonight, we have legislators from across this magnificent republic. You have come fromthe
rocky shores of Maine and the volcanic peaks of Hawaii; from the snowy woods of Wisconsin and the
red deserts of Arizona; from the green farms of Kentucky and the golden beaches of California.
Together, we represent the most extraordinary nationin all of history.

What will we do with this moment? How will we be remembered?

| ask the menand women of this Congress: Look at the opportunities before us. Our most thrilling
achievements are stillahead. Our most exciting journeys still await. Our biggest victories are still to
come. We have not yetbeguntodream.

We mustchoose whetherwe are defined by our differences orwhether we dare to transcend them.

We mustchoose whetherwe squanderourgreatinheritance or whetherwe proudly declare that we
are Americans.

We dothe incredible. We defythe impossible. We conquerthe unknown.

This is the time to reignite the Americanimagination. This is the time to search forthe tallest
summitand set oursights on the brightest star. This is the time to rekindle the bonds of love and
loyalty and memory that link us togetheras citizens, as neighbors, as patriots.

This is our future, ourfate, and our choice to make. | am asking you to choose greatness.
No matterthe trials we face, no matterthe challengesto come, we must go forward together.

We must keep Americafirst in our hearts. We must keep freedom alive in our souls. And we must
always keep faithin America’s destiny that one nation, under God, must be the hope and the
promise, and the light and the glory, amongall the nations of the world.

Thank you. Godblessyou. And God bless America. Thankyou very much. Thank you. (Applause.
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