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Abstract 

The use of hedging, the rule of three or conceptual metaphor among other resources, are 

important and very common characteristics of the language style in political speeches. 

Through the use of these linguistic devices, politicians can achieve several results in their 

speech such as attenuate sensitive information or facilitate the understanding of complex 

concepts to the audience. This paper analyzes six linguistic devices which are the most used: 

hedging, the rule of three, deixis, contrastive pairs, anaphora and parallelism and metaphors, 

through the transcriptions of the speeches of the last two US presidents, Barack Obama and 

Donald Trump. The use of such devices has an effect on the audience and contributes to a 

more effective and persuasive speech, and at the same time is helpful to determine the style of 

each president.  

Key words: discourse, linguistic devices, critical discourse analysis (CDA), political 

discourse, persuasion,  Obama and Trump. 

 

Resumen 

El uso de hedging, la regla de tres o metáforas conceptuales entre otros recursos, son 

características importantes del estilo del lenguaje y muy común en los discursos políticos. 

Mediante el uso de estos recursos lingüísticos los políticos pueden lograr varios resultados en 

su discurso, como por ejemplo mitigar la información de carácter sensible o facilitar al 

público la comprensión de conceptos complejos. Este trabajo analiza seis recursos lingüísticos 

que son los más usados: hedging, regla de tres, deixis, pares  contrastivos, anáfora y 

paralelismo y metáforas, a través de las transcripciones de los discursos de los dos últimos 

presidentes estadounidenses, Barack Obama y Donald Trump. El uso de tales mecanismos 

tiene efecto en la audiencia y contribuye a un discurso más eficaz y persuasivo, así como 

también determina el estilo de cada presidente. 

Palabras clave: discurso, recursos lingüísticos, análisis crítico del discurso (ACD), discurso 

político, persuasión,  Obama y Trump. 
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Introduction  

This project consists on the analysis of different linguistics devices used by politicians in their 

discourses. 

Style is an important feature of speech. Each person uses a different style of language and, 

when this is related to politics, it is an even more significant feature. Each politician has his 

own style when speaking to the public or to the media, a style that can be determined by 

analysing the devices employed. 

The term discourse, according to Fairclough (2003), is a way to represent the social world, 

feelings or beliefs which is in some way related to social power. As Van Dijk (2008:14) 

posits, discourse and power are associated with the extent that the control of public discourse 

implies direct or indirectly, the control of the mind of the public. But this control takes place 

on the condition that public discourse is considered as a social practice. 

Taking into account these notions about critical discourse analysis, it is evident that style in 

political discourses can help the politician to reach different purposes like impressing the 

public or obtaining support from them. To achieve this and get their purposes, politicians 

resort to linguistic devices that help them to accomplish it. 

Our fundamental aim in this project is to analyse the use of six particular linguistic devices 

and observe what the effects of using these resources in speeches are. After a previous 

investigation, the chosen devices turn out be not only the most recurrent ones but also the 

most easy to use in the speeches. The linguistic devices are hedging, the rule of three, deixis, 

contrastive pairs, anaphora and parallelism and conceptual metaphor.  

We start from the initial hypothesis that the use of the different linguistics devices will vary 

depending on the topic and also on the person who employs it. In order to test these 

hypotheses, the six selected devices will be analyzed in different political discourses, 

specifically three speeches of each politician on the same or very similar issues: the victory 

speech, the inaugural and an economy speech. The speeches used for analysis have been those 

of the presidents Barack Obama and Donald Trump because they are current figures in the 

political scope and they have arisen many feelings among the public. They are also politicians 

who, at first glance contrast in their way of acting and, for this reason, it is interesting to see if 

that contrast is also reflected in the style of their speeches. 
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We have divided this work into different sections. Firstly we are going to centre on a critical 

review of some concepts which are necessary for a better understanding of the topics 

discussed. Then, we will provide a detailed explanation of each of the six linguistic 

mechanisms we will use for our analysis. Hereunder, we will briefly introduce each of the 

selected political presidents, that is, Barack Obama and Donald Trump, and we also present 

the speeches and the reasons why they have been chosen to carry out the subsequent analysis. 

After analyzing how the six linguistic devices are employed in each discourse separately, we 

will move on to a comparative section of the results obtained in the analysis, in which we will 

make a comparison between the two presidents, emphasizing their differences and 

similarities. Finally we will end up drawing a number of conclusions from this study. 

 

 

1. Critical review. 

1.1. Discourse. 

If we investigate the meaning of the term discourse, we find a wide variety of definitions and 

explanations that arise from different movements and disciplines from linguistics, to 

philosophy or sociology (Titscher, 2000: 26).The two most relevant definitions in the field of 

linguistics, that is the one that behoves in this work, are the following ones, proposed by Van 

Dijk (1977:12) and by Fairclough (1989: 24): on the one hand, the proposal of Teun Van Dijk 

(1977) who sees discourse as a text in its context and as data that has to be analyzed 

empirically. Moreover, Van Dijk considers that discourse has to be understood as an action.  

On the other hand, with the proposal of Norman Fairclough (1989: 24) "I shall use the term 

discourse to refer to the whole process of social interaction of which a text is just a part" it can 

be interpreted that the term discourse is wider than the term text.  Regarding to Fairclough 

statements, he establishes that text analysis is simply one part of discourse analysis among 

others like the process of production and the process of interpretation. Hence it is so 

complicated to give an exact definition to the term discourse since each linguist will give 

more importance to one part than to another. 
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1.2. Critical discourse analysis. 

According to the definition Van Dijk (1995: 17) gives in his work Aims of Critical Discourse 

Analysis
1 

(1995), Critical Discourse Analysis is defined and explained as follows: 

Critical Discourse Analysis has become the general label for a special 

approach to the study of text and talk, emerging from critical linguistics, 

critical semiotics and in general from socio-politically conscious and 

oppositional way of investigating language, discourse and communication. 

Regarding this definition, Van Dijk (1995:17) expresses in his definition that Critical 

discourse analysis (CDA) is a type of research on discourse that studies how abuse of social 

power, dominance and inequality are practiced and reproduced by texts and speech in the 

social and political context. 

The objective of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is to investigate the use of language as a 

social practice; however CDA entails a wide variety of approaches about social discourse 

analysis. The approaches differ in the type of research topic, in theory and methodology.  

Van Dijk, who is one of the referents of critical studies of media discourse, started focusing 

his theory on the (discourse) analysis of media text, in particular on the representation of 

minorities and ethnic groups in Europe. In his work, New Analysis (1988), it is possible to see 

how Van Dijk incorporates his general theory of discourse to the analysis of news in press 

both in a national and international level.  

In his approach, Van Dijk suggests an analysis of the structure at different levels; that is, not 

only analysing the grammatical, phonological, semantic and morphological level but also 

higher levels such as coherence or the rhetorical dimensions of texts. 

CDA does not only deal with words on a sheet of paper, but also involves examining the 

social context. This was the approach developed by Norman Fairclough (2003) who 

established that discourse was a way of representing the world, feelings, belief, thoughts, the 

                                                           
1
 For a broader view on critical discourse analysis see Gee & Handford (2012). 
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social world, etc. Specifically, Fairclough (1989:26) defines CDA in three stages, the first one 

that consists on analyse and indentify the formal features of a text, the second one that focus 

on the participants’ cognitive processes and the last one that focus on the relationship between 

interactions and social structures.  Fairclough describes these stages as follow: 

·Description is the stage which is concerned with the formal properties of the text. 

·Interpretation is concerned with the relationship between text and 

interaction – with seeing the text as a product of a process of production, 

and as a resource in the process of interpretation. 

·Explanation is concerned with the relationship between interaction and 

social context – with the social determination of the processes of production 

and interpretation, and their social effects. 

Therefore, according to this three-stage framework and taking language as discourse and as a 

social practice, it establishes that it is a process that goes beyond the analysis of texts or the 

process of production and interpretation (Fairclough, 1989:26). So the analysis of the 

relationships between texts as well as social processes and conditions is also relevant to 

understand CDA. 

 

1.3. Discourse and power. 

As Van Dijk suggests (2008:9) a relation between social power and discourse can be 

established, in which social power has a great influence on people's lives. Sometimes, power 

abuse takes place, when the control is in the interest of the people who have the power and 

opposed to the interest of the people who are controlled. 

Traditionally, power has been defined according to social class and the control of the material 

resources. However, nowadays the concept of power has changed and has been replaced by 

the control of the mind of a great number of people.  To make this possible it is necessary a 

high control over public discourse in all the semiotics aspects.  

In spite of the fact that the concept of power has been examined from different disciplines like 

philosophy or psychology, Van Dijk (2008: 9) defines in his work Discourse and Power 

social power as a way of control, that is to say the control of a group over another group. We 
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refer to control of discourse when the actions involved are communicative actions, and in this 

way it can be seen that discourse and power are related terms.  

As we said above, control is applied to discourse as a social practice and also to the minds of 

people, their opinions, values, ideologies, etc. Generally, the control of minds is indirect and a 

possible consequence of discourse (Van Dijk, 2008:9). So, in a certain way, those who control 

the discourse can control not only people's mind but also people's actions.  

According to Van Dijk (2008:14) the control of public discourse, which implies the control of 

people’s mind, can be defined as 'symbolic power’. This fact can involve the manipulation or 

persuasion to people by people such as politicians who have access to public discourse due to 

their political power. 

 

1.4. Political Discourse Analysis. 

As Van Dijk (1997) observes in his article What is political discourse analysis?, the analysts 

of critical discourse analysis consider the analysis of political discourse basically as a critical 

enterprise. Thus, political discourse analysis (PDA) can be understood as the analysis of 

political discourse but from a critical perspective in which the reproduction and contestation 

of political power by way of political discourse is its focal point.
2
 

Van Dijk states that political discourse is identified by its actors, that is, politicians; however 

they are not the only people who take part in the political practices. The recipients in the 

political communicative events, like the public or the citizens, are also important from an 

interactional point of view. Moreover, Van Dijk makes emphasis on the concept of context as 

an essential point to understand political discourse. In this way, the discourse of 'political 

actors' or politicians outside political context is not 'political' according to Van Dijk (1997). 

The relation between discourse structure and the political context structure are part of the 

specifics aspects of PDA. Thus, for instance, metaphors in a political context can be used to 

attack the opponent's party or simply to talk about policies. In this way, syntax, phonology, 

meaning, style, rhetoric, among other elements, are required as a part of political discourse 

analysis but only if these elements take part in a political context. 

                                                           
2
 For a broader view on critical discourse analysis and approach to political discourse see Fairclogh & Fariclough 

(2012). 
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Likewise, discourse structure is also helpful to make discourse more effective and persuasive. 

Thus, the lexical items and the selection of particular topics or rhetoric figures not only are 

used to adorn the discourse, but also to persuade the public, emphasize certain political points, 

manipulate the public opinion or attack the opponent's party. 

Although political discourse can be about any topic, it focuses mainly on politics. Therefore, 

political campaigns, candidates, elections, laws, governments, previous presidents, opponents 

and parliaments are the most common topics in political discourse. Apart from this, in 

political discourse we can very often find topics of political domain combined with other of 

social domain. That way, it is also usual to see politicians talking about immigration, health 

care, education, unemployment, crime or economy. 

In political discourse the language used has an important role. In a way, the language used to 

speak of the decisions of the government, of laws or regulations has a certain official 

character almost required and for this it has to comply some normative. Besides this 

normative criterion, discourse also fulfils other criteria, which in the case of politics could be 

for example the criterion of effectiveness and persuasion. For this reason, as Van Dijk 

(1997:25) stated, in the lexical choice it should be take into account not only the official 

criteria of decorum but also must be taken into account if the chosen lexicon can help to 

emphasize  political attitude or ideas , can be useful to get support or also to manipulate the 

public opinion. 

There are more examples, as the followings, of how the use of language can affect not only 

the speech but also the audience. For instance, it is possible to find manipulation of language 

in the syntactic level, by the use of certain pronouns, alteration of word order, the use of 

active or passive contractions and nominalizations (Van Dijk, 1997: 33-35).  

The use of deictic pronouns, explained in detail later on, is a good strategy in political 

discourse. With the alteration of word order politicians can emphasize or mitigate one point or 

idea. As for the use of active or passive voice in political discourse, passive sentences focus 

on the action of the sentence rather than on the subject or agent of the action which is a great 

resource when the speaker wants to talk about complicated topics like war and victims but 

avoiding naming the agent of the action. On the contrary, when the speaker uses active 

sentences sometimes tries to highlight who the agent of the action is. For instance, it is not the 

same saying 'Police shot radical people'(active) that 'Radical people were shot' (passive) since 



11 

 

the first sentence makes more emphasis on the subject of the action whereas the second one 

makes more emphasis on the action. 

The same happens with the rhetorical figures, which can be used to manipulate the language 

in political discourse. Thus, in order to draw attention to a specific point or to persuade people 

by memorization of a particular idea, speaker employs repetition devices like alliteration, 

anaphora or parallelism to get it.  

 

2. Linguistic devices of political discourse. 

2.1. Hedging. 

Hedging is a relevant characteristic of language and recurrent in political discourse when it 

deals with sensitive issues. 

According to Fraser (2010:201) definition:  

 Hedging is a rhetorical strategy. By including a particular term, choosing a 

particular structure, or imposing a specific prosodic form in the utterance, 

the speaker signals a lack of a full commitment either to the full category 

membership of a term or expression in the utterance (content mitigation), or 

to the intended illocutionary force of the utterance (force mitigation). 

 That is to say hedging is a linguistic device which has an effect on the interpretation of the 

statement that the speaker is transmitting. The following sentence has an example of hedge: 

            It seems that no one wants to go. 

In this sentence the speaker does not show a full approval of the declaration  so in 

this way  the hedge seem helps to attenuate the information (Fraser, 2010: 202). 

As Fraser (2010: 201) states, by using hedges, the speaker, or in this case politicians, can 

“content the mitigation” avoiding undesirable effects on listeners, or “force mitigation” giving 

less information than what listeners expect.  
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As claimed by Fraser, hedges
3
 are not a grammatical category since a hedge can be a simple 

word or a complete sentence. Indeed, he mentions a large list of illocutionary force hedges 

such as modal verbs, if clause, impersonal pronouns, introductory phrases and agentless 

passive. 

In Fraser's (2010:205) classification system, two different types of hedges can be found: the 

first one is the propositional hedges, which are words that modify the propositional content of 

the statement, that is, what is communicated. This type of hedges has a list that includes 

words like "about", "basically", "approximately", "often", "actually", "really", kind of", 

"somewhat". A propositional hedge in a sentence would be for instance:  

Chris can possibly do that 

Here the speaker makes use of the propositional hedge possibly to attenuate his declaration 

because probably he is not completely sure of it. 

The second type is called Illocutionary force hedges (2010: 205), which are constructions that 

refer to the intention of communicating information like for example  to affirm or suggest. 

That is, it has to do with the intentions of the speaker. This type of hedges includes modal 

verbs, if clause, reversal tag and many more. Moreover, this type also includes compound 

hedges which consist in the employment of several hedges simultaneously; it can be double 

hedges, treble hedges or even quadruple hedges like in the following example: 

It seems reasonable to assume that the rate of unemployment has increased. 

This sentence has an example of a triple hedge and the function in this case is to mitigate the 

information and, in certain way, to avoid displeasure in people since the speaker is talking 

about a sensitive issue as unemployment. 

 

2.2. The rule of three. 

In many forms of communication, especially in speeches, it is very common the use of lists 

that contain three items. This type of list gives to the speech a sense of unity and 

                                                           
3
 Nota ll authors see hedges as a positive strategy. For example Markkanen and Schröder (1989) consider 

hedging as a negative device since it allows the speaker to manipúlate when they have to respond to the 
public. For more information see Markkanen & Schröder (1989). 
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completeness. As Max Atkinson (1984: 57) states, a list which is made up only by two items 

gives the impression of being incomplete, unfinished. By using this linguistic device the 

speaker increases the listener's ability to memorize the message and it is also useful to 

emphasize certain points.  

The use of the three elements is very common not only in the scope of politics as we will see 

later in the analysis of Obama and Trump’s speech, but also in the religious scope like the 

well-known phrase “Father, Son and Holy Spirit” or “I came, I saw, I conquered” by Julius 

Caesar in the historic scope. 

According to Dlugan (2009), the rule of three is a list which produces triads of different types, 

and from his point of view the most recurrent is the tricolon, that is, a rhetorical term that 

consists in the employment of three parallel elements. They can be words, phrases, clauses or 

even sentences, and are supposed to have almost the same length but this point is not always 

followed.  “Liberté, Égalité, Fraternité” the French motto or "Be sincere, be brief, be seated" 

by Franklin D. Roosevelt are examples of tricolon. 

In the speeches in which the speaker wants to engage or persuade the audience, such as 

political discourse, intonation and rhythm are important when using the rule of three and 

sometimes they are also accompanied by gestures to achieve the speaker's purpose. 

 

2.3. Deixis. 

According to his etymology deixis comes from the Greek term deiktikos and means "to 

indicate" or “to point", and this is practically its function. Deixis is a term used for a word or 

phrase that allows speakers to "point", refer or relate their utterance to a particular time, place 

or person (Richards & Schmidt, 2002:147). In other words, deixis is the existing relationship 

between the language and the context in which this is used. 

According to Grundy (2008:26) three types of deixis can be distinguished:  person, place and 

time deixis. In this essay we will focus mainly on person deixis, which is the most frequent 

type in political discourse. 

 

 



14 

 

2.3.1. Person deixis  

Person deixis, also known as personal deixis, consists in the use of a linguistic form that 

entails the identification of the participants or other persons mentioned in the utterance 

(Strazny, 2005:260). Person deixis generally takes place through personal pronouns and it is 

possible to distinguish between: 

1º) Deixis of first person pronoun, (I and we): which refers to the speaker itself or, in the 

case of we, it can refer to a group of people that includes also the speaker. For instance:  

I bought a new car. 

We decided to go to the party. 

2º) Deixis of second person pronoun, (you): it can refer to the addressee or also to a group 

of people that includes the addressee. For instance: 

This change is for you. 

3º) Deixis of third person pronoun (he, she, it, and they): which refers to the person or 

group of persons that participate in the communicative situation but who are neither the 

speaker nor the hearer.  

She said she would approve the new law. 

If they accept the agreement, it will be a great advance. 

Politicians manipulate the use of pronouns as a strategic device in order to engage the hearer, 

to be closer to the audience, to reject or assume certain responsibilities and to persuade the 

audience. 

2.3.2. Place deixis. 

Place deixis is also so-called spatial deixis. As its name implies, this type of deixis relates an 

utterance to a particular position or orientation in space (Finegan, 2008: 195). 

Demonstratives such as this, that and adverbs such as here, there, are the categories of words 

more used to express place deixis in English. However these two categories are not the only 

one that can express place deixis in English; for instance, verbs like go or come also imply 

place deictic information. 
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  For example, in the sentence:  London is far from here, the adverb of place here acts as a 

deictic element since it takes as the point of reference the position of the speaker, in this case 

to delimit the distance from the speaker's point to London. 

The demonstrative system of English language
4
 only discriminates between two terms: this 

which represents that something is near-close of the speaker and that, which represents that 

something is relatively distant of the speaker (Finegan 2008:195). Although the demonstrative 

system and also the adverbs system differ in the different languages, all of them share the 

figure of the speaker as the central point of reference. 

2.3.3. Time deixis. 

Time deixis is also known as temporal deixis. As its name suggests, this type of deixis 

indicate the position of the central referent of action, the speaker, and the events in time 

(Finegan, 2008: 195). In other words, it is a mention to a temporal reference at the moment in 

which the utterance is produced by the speaker. 

Adverbs like before, last month, yesterday, now, this afternoon, are the most common marks 

of temporal deixis but there are also others marks to indicate temporal deixis, for instance  

through tense, encoded in the verb with affixes, or expressed in an independent morpheme 

(Finegan 2008:195).  

In English language there is no verbal inflection to show the future. You can choose between 

past tense (I played) and non past tense (I play) but if you want to express future time you 

must use a multiword verb in the non past tense form (I will play). Not all languages have has 

the same system; although the choice in English is between past tense and non past tense, 

other languages have the choice between future and non future time. 

As Grundy (2008:32) states, tense system is important in the temporal deixis due to the fact 

that every single sentence makes reference to an event in time and very often this event time 

"can only be determined in relation to the time of the utterance". 

                                                           
4
 The English system is one of the simplest but there are other languages like Spanish that has a three-term 

spatial system. These three terms are: este (which indicates that the point of reference is near to the speaker) 
ese (which indicates that the point of reference is a little distant from the speaker) and aquel (which indicates 
that the point of reference is far from the speaker). However the Spanish system is not too complex taking into 
account that there are other languages as Eskimo that counts on 30 demonstrative forms (Finegan, 2008: 195). 
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For instance in the sentence: It is sunny now, the adverb is a deictic element. This sentence 

only has sense at the moment that the speaker is uttering it because if you listen to it later 

probably the weather will have changed and this is the purpose of temporal deixis, to point an 

event in time.  

 

2.4. Contrastive pairs. 

In political discourse, allude to contrast between opposite ideas has become an effective 

technique for gaining the attention of listeners. Classical Greek and Roman writers referred to 

this device with the term of antithesis which consists in the contrast normally of parallel 

structures and in similar order to emphasize an idea. Other authors like Atkinson (1984) use 

the name of contrastive pairs to refer to the same term. 

According to Atkinson's (1984: 57)  theory of claptrap
5
 in rhetoric, the rule of three as well as 

the contrastive pairs are good instruments for the politicians in order to gain the applause 

from the listeners in their political speeches. 

As example of contrastive pairs we have the well-known quote of Neil Armstrong, the first 

astronaut who set foot on the moon: Setting foot on the moon may be a small step for a man 

but a giant step for mankind. Both parts have identical structures and also appear the two 

opposed adjectives which create the contrastive effect.  

In politics, very often the contrastive pair point out positive and negative aspect of an idea. 

Moreover, politicians use this device to talk about past and present time or present and future 

time to make contrast between the different situations. 

In the following sentence we can see an example of a contrastive pairs in politics, to be more 

exact this example comes from the New York primary victory speech of Hilary Clinton: 

From New York to the South to the East to the West. 

                                                           
5 According to Atkinson (1984), other claptrap techniques apart from contrastive pairs are: projecting 

a name, list of three and generality and simplicity. 

 For further explanation see Atkinson (1984). 
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East and West are not only opposite cardinal points, they are also places where there are 

different political tendencies. The contrast that creates these two opposite terms in a way 

helps to emphasize the idea of unity that Hilary Clinton wants to convey. 

 

2.5. Anaphora and parallelism. 

The repetition of key words is very frequent in the different types of speech even in everyday 

language. This technique is also used in political interventions where politicians repeat not 

only key words but also phrases throughout their discourse. This repetition is used as a 

cohesive device in speech and it is called anaphora. 

 The term anaphora, which comes from the Greek and its meaning is “carrying back”, consist 

on the repetition of the same word, lines or even clauses at the beginning of successive 

sentences (Baldick, 2004: 11).  An example of anaphora in everyday language can be “every 

day, every night”.  

If this device is used by a skilful speaker it provides a rhythmic element in their speech and 

since the essence of anaphora is repetition, it can also make that the audience, in some cases, 

anticipate what the speaker is going to say next, producing in this way a rise in the audience 

involvement.  

Anaphora
6
 appears in many cases together with parallelism, another device of repetition. 

Parallelism (Baldick, 2004: 183) is the repetition of sentences or lines that are similar in their 

grammatical structure, sometimes in sound and also in meter.   

This technique provides balance and rhythm to the sentence in which they are used.  An 

example of parallelism in everyday language is the well-known phrase “Easy come, easy go” 

(adjective + verb). 

                                                           
6 There is another type of anaphora that is used in linguistics (Bussmann, Trauth & Kazzazi, 1998:58), 

in which usually a pronoun or a name is used to refer to something previously mentioned 

(antecedent) . The referring term is called anaphor. For example: Paul came to the party, however 

nobody saw him.  The anaphor is the pronoun him which referes to its antecedent Paul.  

For more information see Bussmann, Trauth & Kazzazi (1998). 
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Anaphora together with parallelism can be employed to get a great cohesive effect and also as 

powerful tool to keep certain ideas in the memory of the public. 

2.6. Metaphors. 

Politics is a complicated and abstract field so it is often far from the daily lives of people. The 

use of metaphor allows politicians to convert these abstract political ideas into others more 

concrete and specific so that people are able to understand them in an easier way. 

Although many scholars investigate the concept of metaphor, our study follows the proposal 

of Lakoff and Johnson 1980 in Metaphors we live by. Lakoff and Johnson state in that work 

that metaphors are pervasive in daily life, not just in language but also in thought and action 

(1980: 3).  

The proposal of Lakoff and Johnson becomes notorious with their conceptual metaphor 

theory
7
 (CMT) which posit that people can develop a thought of a particular concept in terms 

of another, thus allowing people to understand abstract concepts through the use of words that 

have a referent concrete. 

This paper will follow this theory proposed by Lakoff and Johnson because we consider that 

conceptual metaphors are very common in everyday life and it is interesting to analyze how 

these metaphors are used in formal discourses such as political discourses to achieve a greater 

degree of understanding between the public and the speaker. 

 “You're wasting my time” and “how do you spend the time these days?” are examples of the 

conceptual metaphor Time is money, (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980:7). As everyone knows, time is 

a limited source that people used to achieve their goals. According to Lakoff and Johnson's, 

Time is money is a conceptual metaphor because "we are using everyday expediencies with 

money, limited sources and valuable commodities to conceptualize time" (1980: 9). 

                                                           
7 Although in our paper we have not differentiated the conceptual metaphors in different groups, 

Lakoff and Johnson (1980) in his book Metaphors we live by do it. They divide the metaphors into 

structural, orientational and ontological. 

For further information see Lakoff & Johnson (1980).  
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Our study will focus on the metaphors that are often used in everyday life since these 

metaphors are the ones which people are more familiarized with, so politicians tend to use 

them in their speech in order to help to convince the audience.  

There is an abundant use of metaphors in political speeches due to its persuasive power. 

Somehow communication can be observed as a complex process in which sometimes it is 

more important to know to whom the speech is directed than the information that the speaker 

wants to transmit.  

In politics, communication seeks to get effects in the public like to persuading people to 

believe or to act. In this sense, sometimes it is more important to know the public so that the 

way to get that effect is easier. In others words, communication is an effective option to get 

social influence in the political behaviour of public due to its persuasive impact in public's 

attitude. 

Regarding this, William J. Mc. Guire (1962) posits that the persuasive impact of 

communication goes through four individual stages: first of all attention, then understanding, 

acceptance and finally retention, and he also considers that this complete process takes place 

in the individual political behaviour. For this reason, politicians use linguistic devices to 

facilitate and speed up the process of these four stages. 

 

3. Introduction to Barack Obama and Donald Trump. 

This section shows a brief overview of Obama
8
 and Trump’s

9
 biographies to help 

contextualize the speeches that will be analyzed later. According to Van Dijk (2008:3), 

“contextual analysis of discourse goes beyond grammatical, textual and interactional analysis 

or understanding”. This means that it is important to know the context in order to relate it, in 

our case, to the discourses that will be analyzed. In this way, information of any kind, whether 

social, economic or political, is very useful for the analysis of the speeches to be not only 

more understandable but also more complete. 

 

                                                           
8
 For more information about Obama's biography see Mendell & Wallenfeldt (2017).  

9
 For more information about Trump’s biography see The Editors of Encyclopædia Britannica (2017). 
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3.1. Barack Obama. 

His full name is Barack Hussein Obama II, but is known as Barack Obama who was born on 

August 4, 1961 in Honolulu, Hawaii. His father was from Kenya and his mother from Kansas. 

Obama attended Columbia University in New York and got a bachelor's degree in political 

science in 1983. Besides, he was graduated from Harvard University’s law school in 1991. 

Obama and his wife Michelle Robinson who worked also as a lawyer and later for the 

University of Chicago, have two daughters, whose names are Sasha and Malia. 

Barack Obama became the 44th president of the United States of America but the first 

African American president to hold the office from 2009 to 2017. Before got the victory in 

the US presidency, Obama was in the US Senate representing Illinois from 2005 to 2008. 

During his years in the senate, Obama contributed to elaborate a state earned- income tax 

credit which would benefit the working poor, contributed also promoting education programs 

and in the elaboration of a law in which the interrogations and concessions were recorded in 

all capital cases. 

Obama's promise of change the political system got a lot of Democrat followers, mainly 

young people and minorities who wanted to change. After winning several primaries, on 

August 27 Obama was the first African American nominated to get the presidency and had to 

confront to John McCain, the leader of the Republican Party.  Despite the McCain's 

disapproval to Obama, the Afro-American got to finance his own political campaign with the 

popular support and the donation from Internet donors without need of federal finance.  

Obama suggested a withdrawal of the combat forces from Iraq; McCain advocated that the 

United Stated had to be in Iraq until the victory. In spite all, Obama won the election with 

almost a 53 percent of the popular votes and 365 electoral votes. The continuous effort to 

improve the United States of American leads Obama to be awarded with the Nobel Peace 

Prize in 2009.  

Despite his popularity, Obama
10

 became the central point of criticisms mainly because of the 

slow process of economic recovery, the high rates of unemployment and also to his 

                                                           
10 Barack Obama has published several books like Dreams from My Father: A Story of Race and 

Inheritance (1995) in which he talks about his memoir or  The Audacity of Hope: Thoughts on 

Reclaiming the American Dream(2006) in which Obama talks about issues related with his campaign 

for the presidency in 2008. and also the book called  
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continuous determination to improve the health care insurance, which was one of the main 

reforms of his campaign although not supported by everybody. 

 

3.2. Donald Trump. 

His full name is Donald John Trump
11

 but is known as Donald Trump, who was born on June 

14, 1946 in Queens, New York. He is the 45th president of United States of American and the 

current one. Donald Trump is also a great developer who has several properties around the 

world as the Plaza and the Grand Hyatt hotel, the Taj Mahal and casino, the Trump Princess 

yacht, which is considered the most luxurious in the world, and a few helicopters. His father 

was a well off apartment-building developer in Queens’ borough, New York. Donald Trump's 

ambition led him to follow his father in the family business and finally he took the control of 

the business in 1971. 

Donald Trump married for first time in 1977 with Ivana Zelnickova Winklmayr, a New York 

model and together had three children, Donald John Trump Jr,  Ivanka y Eric. However the 

marriage of the couplet ended in 1992. Donald Trump married for second time in 1993 with 

an actress named Marla Maples but their marriage ended six years later. In 2005, Trump 

married for third time with his current wife, a model named Melania Knauss and together 

have a son, Barron William Trump. 

In October of 1999, Trump revealed his political aspirations when he came to the committee 

to announce his desire of to be part of the Reform Party's nomination for the presidential race 

of 2000. However, the bad result in the primaries led him to announce his withdrawal of the 

candidacy but not of his political aspirations. 

In 2004 Trump produced and starred his own reality show in NBC, The Apprentice, whose 

final prize was a position in Trump business, known as the Trump Organization. The 

Apprentice was very successful and attributed more fame to Trump. 

                                                                                                                                                                                     
 
11

 Donald Trump has also published a few books, including The Art of Deal (1987) in which Trump talks about 
part of his memoir and also offers advices for business or Time to get tough (2011) which forms part of his 
presidential campaign of 2012 and in it he explain the reasons why he would be a good president for the 
United States. 
For more information see Trump& Schwartz (1987) and Trump (2011). 
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It is in 2012 when Donald Trump started again to establish relation with politics when he 

announced that he was considering postulate for the presidency. It was in 2015 when finally 

Trump announced his nomination to the presidency as the leader of the Republican Party to 

the 2016 elections. Although Trump lost the popular vote facing Hilary Clinton, he was who 

won in the electoral votes with 306 votes in comparison with Hilary who only got 232 votes. 

Despite all, it has been one of the most controversial presidential races in U.S, Trump got to 

be the 45th president of United States of America. 

4. Methodology of analysis. 

The texts that we will work with are transcripts of the speeches delivered by the US presidents 

and collected in most cases from online newspapers like The New York Times or Sky News. 

The speeches that have been selected cover the same or similar topics so that a brief 

comparison of both politicians is possible. Moreover, the speeches that have been chosen 

have a similar extension. 

The process that has been followed for the analysis of the speeches is the commentary of the 

fragments or the parts of the speeches in which several of the linguistic devices analyzed in 

this paper are found. 

In some of the analyzed fragments more than one linguistic device can appear that does not 

receive a later comment since we will only focus on the analysis of those devices that are 

more interesting or remarkable and which will be indicated in italics.  There are also cases 

where a highlighted part in italics reflects the use of more than one device, but these cases are 

mentioned and explained in the commentary of the particular fragment. 

Moreover, after the analysis of the speeches, a series of tables will be provided to indicate the 

percentages of employment of the selected devices and a comparison of both presidents. 

5. Speeches for analysis.  

The following discourses for the analysis have been chosen because they represent key 

moments in the political career or because they are about issues relatively current. 

The victory speech is relevant because in it the presidents try to convince both, the public that 

has voted and who has not voted them, that naming them president has been the best decision. 
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For its part, the inaugural speech is important because it marks the official beginning of the 

political career of the new presidents and in this discourse they comment their first goals 

under the position of president of US. 

Finally, it is also interesting the speeches on economy because in them if possible to 

appreciate the ability of presidents to talk about complicated issues in society as is the 

economic crisis and the different way that each president has to deal with them. 

The discourses selected for analysis are the following ones: 

- The victory speech in November 2008 delivered in Grant Park of Chicago by Obama. 

-The victory speech in November 2016 delivered in New York by Trump. 

- The inaugural address in January 2009 delivered in the Capitol Rotunda in Washington by 

Obama. 

-The inaugural address in January 2017 delivered in Washington, D.C. by Trump. 

-The economy speech in January 2009 delivered at George Mason University in EE.UU. by 

Obama. 

-The economy and job speech in September 2016 at the New York Economic Club in 

Manhattan by Trump. 

5.1. Analysis. 

5.1.1. Obama Victory Speech. 

In the first speech of Obama many examples of each of the language devices we have 

explained in the previous sections can be found. As we have mentioned in a previous section, 

we will limit our analysis to just analyze only certain fragments of the speeches where these 

linguistic devices are well reflected. 

In the third paragraph of Obama's speech, three of the six linguistic mechanisms that are 

analyzed in this work appear: 
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(1) It’s the answer spoken by young and old, rich and poor, Democrat and 

Republican, black, white, Latino, Asian, Native American, gay, straight, 

disabled and not disabled – Americans who sent a message to the world that 

we have never been a collection of Red States and Blue States: we are, and 

always will be, the United States of America. 

“It's the answer” is an anaphora which repeats at the beginning of three paragraphs and 

appears together with a parallelism structure of pronoun+ verb to be+ article+ noun. In order 

to be more precise, this repetition takes places in the previous paragraph to this cited above 

and in the following one to this.  Through the use of this anaphora, Obama suggests that the 

fact that he has been elected president is the solution, "the answer" to the America situation. 

The list of adjectives "young, old, rich and poor, Democrat and Republican, black, white, 

Latino, Asian, Native American, gay, straight, disabled and not disabled " that Obama 

mentions in this paragraph is an example of the linguistic device called contrastive pairs, 

which is used by Obama to make contrast between different social situations and different 

cultures. Then, at the end of the paragraph, Obama brings all the diversity together naming it 

as Americans and arousing a patriotic feeling when he makes reference to the "Red States and 

Blue States”. 

In addition, examples of personal deixis can be found in the same fragment. The pronoun 

"we" is used here in an inclusive manner, that is, the speaker, who is the president, is included 

as part of the political actions of which he is talking about. In other words, he sees himself as 

one more citizen of America, which is what he is referring to in that sentence. 

Approaching the end of the speech another interesting fragment can be found: 

(2) There will be setbacks and false starts. There are many who won’t agree 

with every decision or policy I make as President, and we know that 

government can’t solve every problem. But I will always be honest with you 

about the challenges we face. I will listen to you, especially when we 

disagree. And above all, I will ask you join in the work of remaking this 

nation the only way it’s been done in America for two-hundred and twenty-

one years – block by block, brick by brick, calloused hand by calloused 

hand.  
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In this fragment the linguistic device called the rule of three appear: 

"block, by block, brick by brick, calloused hand by calloused hand" 

that has at the same time a parallelism structure in the form of tricolon since they share the 

same length practically: noun + preposition + noun; except the last one with follows the next 

structure: adjective + noun + preposition + adjective + noun.  

The rule of three that Obama has employed in this fragment helps the president to emphasize 

the idea of working hard to improve America.  

Moreover, this paragraph concentrates three example of hedging which are can't an 

illocutionary hedge, about a propositional hedge and especially a propositional hedge. Obama 

uses this device to mitigate the issue he is talking about, problems that cannot always be 

solved or situations in which not all citizens agree. In the case of can't, it seems that Obama 

uses it to seem less powerful. For their part both about and especially are hedges that in this 

case provides the sentence with a degree of politeness. 

There are examples of person deixis again. Deixis of the first person pronoun “I” makes 

reference to the speaker himself, the president; deixis of second person, which makes 

reference to the public. By using deixis of the second person pronoun, Obama tries to involve 

the audience to form part of the change. 

To conclude with the analysis of this speech, we will mention the most relevant conceptual 

metaphors that appear throughout the Obama Victory speech. The first one is: 

 POLITICIANS ARE SOLDIER, that is, politicians fight to win the election against their 

enemies, in this cases political opponents, as well different troops fight in a war:  

(3) I just received a very gracious call from Senator McCain. He fought long 

and hard in this campaign, and he’s fought even longer and harder for the 

country he loves. 

In this speech the most conventional metaphor in politics appears, POLITICS IS A 

JOURNEY. By using this conceptual metaphor the politicians try to make easier for the 

public the understanding process of different concept which involves an election campaign:  
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(4) I want to thank my partner in this journey, a man who campaigned from 

his heart and spoke for the men and women he grew up with on the streets 

of Scranton and rode with on that train home to Delaware, the Vice 

President-elect of the United States, Joe Biden. 

Activities such as political campaigns or negotiations, which are long-term activities and with 

a final goal, are often understood as a metaphorical journey that culminate in a desired 

destination. In this case, the desired destination would be to win the election and Obama gets 

it thus he talks about the political campaign as if it were a journey. 

SOCIAL ORGANIZATION ARE PLANTS is another conceptual metaphor, in which the 

speaker confers to certain organizations some plants qualities, like in this sentence: 

 (5) Let us remember that if this financial crisis taught us anything, it’s that 

we cannot have a thriving Wall Street while Main Street suffers. 

Finally, in the last paragraph of the speech, Obama makes use of the metaphor PROSPERITY 

IS A BUILDING, as a building that is being built little by little and that has to start from a 

solid base, that can be built from the beginning or just it can be restored:  

(6) This is our chance to answer that call. This is our moment. This is our 

time – to put our people back to work and open doors of opportunity for our 

kids; to restore prosperity and promote the cause of peace.   

 

5.1.2. Trump Victory Speech. 

After thanking the citizens for winning the US presidency, Trump addresses some words to 

Hilary Clinton, her political opponent in the race for the presidency, in a conciliatory way: 

(7) I've just received a call from Secretary Clinton. She congratulated us, it's 

about us, on our victory, and I congratulated her and her family on a very, 

very hard-fought campaign. I mean, she fought very hard. Hillary has 

worked very long and very hard over a long period of time, and we owe her 

a major debt of gratitude for her service to our country. I mean that very 

sincerely. 
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In this fragment several linguistic devices can be found. On the one hand, there is deixis of 

first person pronoun, which refers to the president and, what is more interesting, the presence 

of the third person pronoun, which Trump uses to refer to his opponent without need to 

mention her name continuously. In this case, Trump uses the pronoun "she" to refer to Hilary 

Clinton. 

In addition, we find parallelism in "very long and very hard" an adverb + adjective and the 

use of a propositional hedge about in a conciliatory way after an intense battle against Hillary 

candidature. 

There is also one conceptual metaphor in this paragraph, metaphor that Obama also used in 

his Victory speech, POLITICIANS ARE SOLDIER. Trump recognizes the work of his 

opponent Hilary Clinton in the electoral campaign and thus he makes use of the verb "fight".  

The following fragment gathers at least one example of all the devices analyzed in this work 

except hedging:  

(8) Now it's time for America to bind the wounds of division, have to get 

together. To all Republicans and Democrats and independents across this 

nation, I say it is time for us to come together as one united people. It's time. 

I pledge to every citizen of our land that I will be president for all 

Americans, and this is so important to me. 

As for deixis, this fragment gathers one example of each of the three types explained in this 

work:  

a) person deixis, in this case only of first person pronoun "I", that refers to the speaker, to 

the president. 

b)  place deixis "this", which indicates that something is near-close to the speaker, as for 

example "this nation" that  indicates the speaker has a relationship of closeness with 

the nation, and this is true  since is something the president wants to emphasize. 

c)  temporal deixis "Now", that is used by the speaker to refer to the present and to look 

for a reaction at the very moment when the speech takes place 

Regarding this part of the sentence "all Republicans and Democrats and independents" a 

combination of two linguistics devices can be found. On the one hand, the rule of three which 
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provides the feeling of unity in this case. On the other hand, the use of contrastive pairs or 

also called antithesis. Here, the president mentions the three different political options that 

diverge a lot between them. 

Besides, this paragraph also has a conceptual metaphor, COUNTRY IS A PERSON, in which 

America acquires actions that only people can perform, such as the act of binding: 

(9) America to bind the wounds of division.  

This is not the only metaphor that appears throughout the discourse. Other interesting 

metaphors can be found like NATION IS A BUILDING, in this case America can be rebuilt: 

 (10) Working together, we will begin the urgent task of rebuilding our 

nation and renewing the American dream.  

The most common one also appears: POLITICS IS A JOURNEY, since Trump uses of the 

verb "embark" to make reference to a political project: 

(11) We will embark upon a project of national growth and renewal. 

 Meanwhile Obama makes use of the conceptual metaphor PAST IS BAD in his Victory 

speech, Trump chooses a more positive perspective with the metaphor FUTURE IS GOOD, 

expecting great things of the future “Nothing we want for our future is beyond our reach”. 

In the middle of the speech there is a paragraph full of anaphora that sometimes combines 

with parallelism: 

(12) We have a great economic plan. We will double our growth and have 

the strongest economy anywhere in the world. At the same time, we will get 

along with all other nations willing to get along with us. We will be. We'll 

have great relationships. We expect to have great, great relationships. No 

dream is too big, no challenge is too great. 

 The element that performs the anaphora and that therefore is repeated throughout the 

beginning of successive sentences is the personal pronoun we. Through this device, Trump 

tries that people memorize or at least remember for some time certain the promises he is 

making since it is important the audience see them as future possible facts.    
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The parallelism that can be found in this paragraph is on the one hand: pronoun "we" + will + 

verb except twice that follow the following pattern of pronoun "we" + verb in present tense. 

And on the other hand in the last sentence appears an adverb + noun + verb + adverb + 

adjective which due to its structure of parallelism acts as a slogan and that Trump uses to 

express better his idea that everything is possible and it is within our reach. 

 

5.1.3. Obama Inaugural Speech. 

In Obama's inaugural address, besides deixis, the contrastive pairs and the anaphora 

predominate together with the parallelism. 

After his recurring greetings to the public "My fellow citizens", in the first sentence of the 

speech there is an example of the three types of deixis: 

(13) I stand here today humbled by the task before us, grateful for the trust 

you have bestowed, mindful of the sacrifices borne by our ancestors. 

Firstly, the person deixis appears with the first person pronoun "I", which refers to the 

speaker, the president. Secondly, the place deixis appears with the adverb "here", which 

indicates the position of the speaker in the space. And thirdly, the time deixis appears with the 

adverb "today", which refers to the moment in which the speaker is producing the utterance 

(in this case it makes reference to the moment in which the inaugural speech takes place). 

As we mentioned above, in the following fragment the two most predominant linguistic 

mechanisms can be found: 

(14) On this day, we gather because we have chosen hope over fear, unity of 

purpose over conflict and discord. 

On this day, we come to proclaim an end to the petty grievances and false 

promises, the recriminations and worn out dogmas, that for far too long 

have strangled our politics. 

The use of words that are opposite in their meaning such as "hope" and "fear" not only are 

used to emphasize the sentence but also to make the public think about what the speaker is 

saying. In this case they are opposing terms with positive connotations like “hope” or “unity 
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of purpose” versus terms with negative connotations like “fear”, “conflict or “discord”. 

However, Obama makes clear to the audience that with him as a president only takes place 

positive things like hope or unity. 

At the beginning of these two sentences the anaphora appears followed by parallelism with 

the following pattern of preposition + pronoun + noun. 

In the following paragraph we can see that Obama makes use of the rule of three, the 

conceptual metaphor and parallelism again:  

(15) We remain a young nation, but in the words of Scripture, the time has 

come to set aside childish things. The time has come to reaffirm our 

enduring spirit; to choose our better history; to carry forward that precious 

gift, that noble idea, passed on from generation to generation: the God-

given promise that all are equal, all are free, and all deserve a chance to 

pursue their full measure of happiness. 

“Passed on from generation to generation” is part of the conceptual metaphor NATION'S 

HISTORY IS MOVEMENT since the transition from one generation to another implies at 

least movement in time. 

The rule of three is useful to give sense of unity to speech among other things and Obama 

skilfully uses it precisely to express that purpose of unity of the nation that tries to achieve 

during his political career. 

Again we find parallelism in this paragraph, which follows the structure of preposition + 

verb+ adjective + adjective+ noun. 

In this discourse it can be found more metaphors, and as it can be seen in the following 

fragment, it is a metaphor within a structure of parallelism:  

(16) The question we ask today is not whether our government is too big or 

too small, but whether it works - whether it helps families find jobs at a 

decent wage, care they can afford, a retirement that is dignified. Where the 

answer is yes, we intend to move forward. Where the answer is no, 

programs will end. And those of us who manage the public's dollars will be 

held to account - to spend wisely, reform bad habits, and do our business in 
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the light of day - because only then can we restore the vital trust between a 

people and their government. 

The pattern of the parallelism structure consists of an adverb + article + noun + verb + noun + 

a new sentence. The metaphor that is within this structure is pointed by the word "forward" 

and the conceptual metaphor in question is PROGRESS IS MOTION FORWARD. Obama 

portrays himself as a forward-looking politician who clearly has his goal to make progress in 

the nation. With this metaphor Obama simply makes explicit that to progress one has to move 

forward and not backward and at the same time he reinforces his image. 

There is also another conceptual metaphor related to the one mentioned above, FORWARD 

IS GOOD that has positive connotations as seen in the previous fragment and like can also be 

appreciated while the discourse goes on in the following sentence: 

 (17) To the Muslim world, we seek a new way forward, based on mutual 

interest and mutual respect. 

 Here clearly forward indicates progress, a better future, definitely a good thing.  FORWARD 

IS GOOD also has its opposite version which is BACKWARD IS BAD, although it does not 

appear throughout this speech.  

It should be mentioned that this discourse is not exempt from including the most recurrent 

conceptual metaphor of political discourses: POLITICS IS A JOURNEY:  

(18)This is the journey we continue today. 

As in the first speech, compares the political campaign with a journey that 

fortunately has come to give him the final victory. 

In addition to the metaphor and parallelism, you can find a contrastive pair of two opposing 

adjectives big and small, that create a contrastive effect as their own name indicates. 

In the following fragment we can see two hedges and both belong to the second type of 

hedges, of illocutionary force since one is a modal verb cannot and the other is an epistemic 

verb believe. Both hedges are employed effectively and are used in this case to avoid 

confrontation and mitigate sensitive information such as intolerance to other religions or 

cultures that, as Obama remembers, have led to war in sometimes: 
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(19) We are a nation of Christians and Muslims, Jews and Hindus - and non-

believers. We are shaped by every language and culture, drawn from every 

end of this Earth; and because we have tasted the bitter swill of civil war 

and segregation, and emerged from that dark chapter stronger and more 

united, we cannot help but believe that the old hatreds shall someday pass. 

 

Moreover, in “We are a nation of Christians and Muslims, Jews and Hindus - and non-

believers” Obama again uses contrastive pairs that at the same time form part of a rule three. 

According to Atkinson's theory (1984) both the contrastive pairs and the rule of three are 

good mechanisms to capture the applause of the public so the combination of both makes it 

even more visible the intention for getting the approval or the applause of the public while 

trying to emphasise again in his purpose of unity. 

 

5.1.4. Trump Inaugural Speech. 

In Trump's inaugural speech, apart from deixis, the most abundant mechanism are conceptual 

metaphors, the rule of three and parallelism. 

In the first sentences that the president pronounces you can already find two of these devices: 

(20) We, the citizens of America, are now joined in a great national effort to 

rebuild our country and to restore its promise for all of our people. 

Together, we will determine the course of America and the world for years 

to come. 

The speech begins with a person deixis with the personal pronoun "we", that in this case is 

inclusive, since the president is included as one more recipient to which the message is 

addressed. It follows a deixis of time with the adverb "now" that refers to the moment in 

which the speech takes place, at that particular moment. 

Only in the first sentence can we see two conceptual metaphors. First is the metaphor 

NATION IS A BUILD as Trump mentions that they have to make an effort to “rebuild” their 

nation. And secondly, the other metaphor is COUNTRY IS A PERSON, since it is the human 

being the only one who has the ability to make promises. 
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This discourse accumulates several linguistic devices in just a simple sentence without 

needing paragraphs. For example, in the following sentence several examples of one linguistic 

device appear: 

(21) That all changes – starting right here, and right now, because this 

moment is your moment: it belongs to you. 

It is about deixis; in this sentence we find examples of the three types of deixis. On the one 

hand, there is place deixis with the demonstrative "that" which indicates that the speaker is 

relatively distant from the things that he is talking about, and  the demonstrative "this" which 

indicates that what the speaker refers to is near- close to him. Another example of deixis of 

place is the adverb "here" that takes as a point of reference the position of the speaker. 

On the other hand, there is time deixis with the adverb "now" that refers to the event that is 

taking place at that moment and in this case would be the takeover of Trump.  

And finally the person deixis that appears with the pronoun "you" which refers to the public, 

to whom Trump is addressing to in order to dedicate that moment and make them feel that 

they are involved in the situation. As the discourse advances you find several examples of rule 

three, some simple and others that in turn form a structure of parallelism: 

(22) Americans want great schools for their children, safe neighbourhoods 

for their families, and good jobs for themselves. 

This rule of three is formed by a structure of tricolon which, according to Dlugan, are the 

most recurrent. The tricolon, which consists of the use of three parallel structures, hence the 

parallelism mentioned above, is composed of:  adjective + noun + preposition + adjective + 

noun, except in the last sentence in which after the preposition an adjective and a noun does 

not follow but a pronoun. 

In the speech, a pair of conceptual metaphors appears in the same sentence and they are 

opposed metaphors: 

(23) But that is the past. And now we are looking only to the future. 

The first conceptual metaphor that appears here is PAST IS BAD that makes reference to 

what has happened previously, to the bad times of the previous periods and in this case, to the 

bad managements of the previous governments. In second place, the opposite metaphor is 
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FUTURE IS GOOD, which in a way symbolizes that what is to come is good, a symbol of 

prosperity, of change. The use of these two metaphors gives a contrastive effect to the 

sentence in which Trump stresses the future as a synonym of progress. 

Other metaphors of the speech are, for example, POLITICIANS ARE SOLDIERS, through 

which Trump makes clear that he "will fight" and will do whatever is necessary to improve 

the system of government for "you", person deixis which make reference to the public: 

(24) I will fight for you with every breath in my body – and I will never, 

ever let you down. 

At the end of the speech, another metaphor appears TIME IS MOVEMENT, and this is 

precisely what Trump tries to express in the following sentence, indicating that it is time to 

act, to move and to do things. In addition, this metaphor is followed by a temporary deixis, 

the adverb "now", that indicates that the time to begin those actions is the same moment in 

which the speaker is uttering the speech: 

(25) Now arrives the hour of action. 

As we mentioned above, examples of rule of three devices appear throughout the discourse in 

an abundant way. In the final part of Trump's speech, the rule of three appears three times in 

sentences that are practically successive: 

(26) Do not let anyone tell you it cannot be done.  No challenge can match 

the heart and fight and 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. 

In all these cases the speaker makes use of this mechanism to give balance and sense of unity 

to his discourse.  This helps to transmit more effectively the proposals for the future that he is 
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talking about such as researching on space, improving medical studies and improving the 

energy and technology sector. 

Finally we will analyze an example of the linguistic device of anaphora but it is necessary to 

point out that it is not the only example of anaphora in this discourse. At the end of the 

speech, just before Trump’s farewell, the following examples of anaphora together with 

parallelism can be found:  

(27) 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. 

The anaphora is the pronoun we at the beginning of several sentences and is followed by a 

structure of parallelism that all together form the following pattern: pronoun + verb in future 

tense + noun + adjective + adverb. 

By using this technique, Trump gives rhythm to the speech, the sentences looks like a slogan 

and, as it is a mechanism of repetition, it is easier to remember for the public as they can even 

repeat these sentences. In addition, the use of these techniques allows not only to clarify ideas 

but also to persuade the public in a simple and effective way. Besides, the pronoun “we” as 

inclusive pronoun, includes both the speaker and the audience, making them participate in the 

tasks that Trump is going to do to make America a prosperous place again. 

5.1.5. Obama Economy Speech. 

In Obama's speech on economy, the predominant linguistic devices are the conceptual 

metaphors and the rule of three. 

This speech is full of metaphors that are repeated on many occasions throughout the speech. 

Some of the metaphors that appear are the following: 

(28) Throughout America's history, there have been some years that simply 

rolled into the next without much notice or fanfare, and then there are the 

years that come along once in a generation, the kind that mark a clean break 
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from a troubled past and set a new course for our nation. This is one of 

those years. 

Here there is a pair of associated metaphors; on the one hand it is PAST IS BAD that refers to 

complicated previous times. And on the other hand, it is the metaphor FUTURE IS GOOD 

that is practically the opposite metaphor to the previous one and indicates that what is new to 

be coming is better, in this case for the nation. 

Another metaphor that appears is POLITICS IS A GAME and can be seen reflected in the 

following fragment: 

(29) Politicians spent taxpayer money without wisdom or discipline and too 

often focused on scoring political points instead of problems they were sent 

here to solve. 

This metaphor, that compares politics with a game, suggests that politicians are more 

concerned about competing with each other to win than about achieving positive results for 

the nation through other methods like cooperation. 

In the next fragment we see again the pair of opposite metaphors that we have analyzed 

earlier in this speech that are PAST IS BAD and FUTURE IS GOOD, but there is also one 

more that is PROSPERITY IS A BUILDING: 

(30) Now, the very fact that this crisis is largely of our own making means 

that it's not beyond our ability to solve. Our problems are rooted in past 

mistakes, not our capacity for future greatness. It will take time, perhaps 

many years, but we can rebuild that lost trust and confidence. We can 

restore opportunity and prosperity. 

PROSPERITY IS A BUILDING suggests that effort and cooperation is required from the 

government as well as from people to gradually rebuild what has been lost, in this case, the 

confidence to prosper. 

In this fragment in addition to the metaphors we can also find examples of hedging as largely 

a propositional hedge that Obama employs to conceal the truth about the real reasons of the 

economic crisis. 

Examples of other devices like deixis and parallelism take place in the following fragment: 
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(31) To build an economy that can lead this future, we will begin to rebuild 

America. Yes, we'll put people to work repairing crumbling roads, bridges 

and schools by eliminating the backlog of well-planned, worthy and needed 

infrastructure projects, but we'll also do more to retrofit America for a 

global economy. That means updating the way we get our electricity by 

starting to build a new smart grid that will save us money, protect our power 

sources from blackout or attack, and deliver clean, alternative forms of 

energy to every corner of our nation. It means expanding broadband lines 

across America so that a small business in a rural town can connect and 

compete with their counterparts anywhere in the world. And it means 

investing in the science, research and technology that will lead to new 

medical breakthroughs, new discoveries, and entire new industries. 

First we have a conceptual metaphor that is ECONOMY IS A BUILDING that is linked and 

related to another that follows this that is NATION IS A BUILDING. Obama speaks of 

building a new and better economy for the future and for that it is necessary to "rebuild" the 

nation first, in this case America. The use of this metaphor suggests that what the speaker is 

proposing requires the cooperation of citizens. Besides, as it happens when a building is 

rebuilt, patience and effort are key elements in this process of reconstruction. 

Moreover, there are examples of the first-person deixis with the pronoun "we" in its inclusive 

sense since the speaker is included as part of the recipients to whom the message is addressed. 

There is also an example of place deixis "that" which suggests that what the speaker refers to 

is relatively distant from him. In a way, it is so since what the president is proposing are ideas 

and plans that have not bennyet  carried out, and therefore there are in that moment more 

distant from him and his purpose.   

Just in this paragraph there are three examples of rule of three. At the beginning of the 

paragraph we find "crumbling roads, bridges and schools" and "well-planned, worthy and 

needed infrastructure projects". By means of these rules of three, the speaker projects a 

feeling of unity towards his spectators, which is precisely what is required for that purpose of 

restoring America, which is what Obama is talking about.  Finally, at the end of this 

paragraph we find again another rule of three that at the same time forms a structure of 

parallelism. The combination of these two techniques gives the sentence greater emphasis and 
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ease for later recall. The parallelism in this occasion follows the following pattern: adjective + 

NP. 

 

5.1.6. Trump Economy Speech. 

In Trump's speech about economy and job, there are hardly any metaphors compared to 

Obama's speech of the same issue. In this speech, the rule of three and parallelism abound. In 

fact, as can be seen in the following example, these two linguistic devices often join together 

forming rules of three with structures of parallelism: 

(32) America will truly be the greatest place in the world to invest, hire, 

grow and to create new jobs, new technologies, and entire new industries. 

In this case the structure of parallelism follows the pattern of:  adjective + noun which 

together with the use of the rule of three adds sense of unity to the sentence. 

As it has been said on previous occasions there are several types of person deixis and each of 

them implies a different situation: 

(33) My opponent’s plan rejects this optimism. She offers only more taxing, 

regulating, more spending and more wealth redistribution – a future of slow 

growth, declining incomes, and dwindling prosperity. 

The third-person pronoun "she" in this passage is an example of a person deixis that Trump 

uses to refer to someone who shares the communicative situation but who is neither the 

speaker nor the addressee. Skilfully, Trump uses it to criticise the policy of his opponent, 

Hillary Clinton. 

At the end of this passage we find another example of the rule of three, which Trump uses to 

emphasize and, in some way, to criticize Hilary's project, which, according to Trump's 

opinion, was not something positive for the country. 

Trump makes use of the deixis of the third-person pronoun "she" again throughout the speech 

to refer to Hilary Clinton, which in a way can be a bit derogatory as Trump does not address 

her by her proper name, creating  at the same time creates distance between Hillary and the 

audience. 
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 (34) The hardworking people she calls deplorable are the most admirable 

people I know: they are cops and soldiers, teachers and firefighters, young 

and old, moms and dads, blacks, whites and Latinos – but above everything 

else, they are all American. They love their families, they love their country, 

and they want a better future. 

In Trump's enumeration of admirable people we find contrastive pairs which, in addition to 

showing contrast between those types of people to which Trump refers as “young and old, 

moms and dads, blacks, whites and Latinos”, at the same time evokes a feeling of integration 

and unification. It is the last sentence where several linguistic devices are concentrated. There 

is a structure of parallelism that in turn forms a rule of three and that also contains a 

conceptual metaphor. 

The structure of parallelism follows the next structure: subject + verb + adjective + noun, 

except the third and last part of the sentence that change a bit since it includes an article 

between the verb and the adjective. It is also in this last part where the metaphor FUTURE IS 

GOOD is found. It is assumed by people that everything that is to come is always better than 

the present and much better than the past, which is what is always tried to improve. 

In this speech there is also an example of hedging: 

(35) It’s time to start thinking big once again. That’s why I believe it is time 

to establish a national goal of reaching 4% economic growth. 

In these sentences we find two hedges think an illocutionary hedge and believe another 

illocutionary hedge that serves to attenuate what is being said. In the case of believe is 

accompanied by a deixis of first person that refers to the speaker himself who is at the same 

time using the hedge to mitigate a complicated issue as is the economy, where someone 

cannot always talk about  in an accurate manner.  

In addition to the two hedges there is a parallelism structure that follows the next pattern: 

pronoun + verb + preposition + verb. 

In the coming passage as it can be observed, Trump also makes use of the anaphora in this 

discourse: 
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(36) This is the most pro-growth, pro-jobs, pro-family plan put forth perhaps 

in the history of our country. This is what our new future will look like. 

In this case the term that is repeated at the beginning of the two sentences is the pronoun 

"this", which is in turn a deictic element of person that indicates proximity between the 

speaker and what is being referred to. The anaphora draws attention to a specific point and 

that specific point is formulated by a rule of three, "pro-grow, pro-jobs, pro- family", which 

makes easier the memorization of this particular idea. 

 

6. Comparison between Obama and Trump's analysed speeches. 

In spite of the fact that in the present paper we have shown different fragments where the 

most interesting examples of the selected linguistic devices have been presented, to carry it 

out it has been necessary the analysis of all discourses completely. 

For a more exhaustive analysis we have elaborated the following tables in which the 

percentage
12

 of devices’ employment is drawn from the total number of words in each 

particular speech. Therefore, once analyzed and commented we can establish certain 

comparisons and conclusions. 

Here we can see the percentages of the use of linguistic devices in Obama’s speeches 

considering each speech separately: 

OBAMA 

 Victory speech 

(1949 words) 

Inaugural speech 

(2413 words) 

Economy speech 

(2683 words) 

Deixis 67.21 % 53.87 % 47.70 % 

Hedging 16.93 % 12.84% 15.65 % 

                                                           
12

 For the calculation of the devices employment's percentage we have normalized to 1000 the number of word 
in all the speeches.  Thus, by basing our comparisons of percentages on normed rates we can know the actual 
extent to which a device is employed. 
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Rule of three 2.56 % 2.48 % 5.59 % 

Contrastive pairs 3.59 % 3.31 % 1.49 % 

Anaphora/ 

parallelism 

4.61 % 5.80 % 4.09 % 

Conceptual 

metaphors 

4.61 % 2.48 % 5.21% 

 

The device most used by Obama is deixis and he employs it for two reasons. Firstly, it is due 

the fact that deixis is practically a necessary mechanism for formulating a sentence and 

secondly, to maintain greater contact with the audience.  

In this table we can see that the highest percentage of deixis appears in the victory speech. In 

this speech Obama makes greater use of deixis not only to refer to public and thank them for 

their votes, but also to make them participate in that victory. 

On the other hand, it is interesting that in the victory speech and the inaugural speech the 

percentages of rule of three's employment are practically similar, but the economy speech has 

a higher percentage. Due to fact that the topics covered in economy speeches are complicated 

and of great interest to citizens, Obama uses the rule of three to give the impression of 

completeness to the data he provides. 

Besides, while the employment of contrastive pairs is practically the same in the victory and 

inaugural speeches, we observe that in the case of the economy discourse, the percentage of 

employment in comparison with the other two speeches is relatively lower. 

In this case, Obama does not have much interest in getting applause from the public, but 

chooses to make clear difficult concepts such as those discussed in the economy discourse. 

Thus, we find in this speech the lowest percentage of contrastive pairs and also the highest 

percentage of conceptual metaphors. 
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In the following table we can see the percentages of the use of linguistic devices in Trump’s 

speeches considering each speech separately: 

 

TRUMP 

 Victory speech 

(947 words) 

Inaugural speech 

(1413 words) 

Economy speech 

(3038 words) 

Deixis 70.74 % 80.67 %  39.17 % 

Hedging 9.50 % 4.95 % 10.86% 

Rule of three 2.11 % 8.49 % 3.94 % 

Contrastive pairs 2.11 % 2.83 % 0.98 % 

Anaphora/ 

parallelism 

11.61 % 10.61 % 4.27 % 

Conceptual 

metaphors 

6.33 % 6.36% 0.65 % 

 

The device most used by Trump is also deixis. As it happens with Obama, this mechanism is 

essential to produce a sentence thus it has the greater percentage in both presidents’ analysis.  

The mechanism less employed, according to the table, is conceptual metaphor. Besides, the 

percentage of conceptual metaphors’ use is not only the lowest one in comparison with the 

other Trump’s speeches but also has the lowest percentage of employment in comparison with 

the rest of devices. 

It is striking that the percentage of less use of conceptual metaphors takes place in the 

discourse of economy since it should be the one that needs more the employment of this 

device.  In a certain way, Trump has not been concerned about making it easier to understand 

the difficult concepts and terms that appear in this kind of topic.  
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However, it seems that Trump is concerned about mitigating and concealing sensitive 

information such as the one dealt with in the same speech, the  economy speech, because it 

has the highest percentage of hedging's employment of all his speeches. In this same 

discourse, as the table shows, we can see that it is where fewer mechanisms appear, with the 

exception of two, deixis and hedging as mentioned above. This fact makes it clear that 

Trump's main interest in this speech is to cover up the information, as he hardly uses any 

other resources than hedging. 

Moreover, if we focus on the victory speech, we will see that the use of contrastive pairs and 

rule of three is exactly the same, obtaining a very low percentage if we compare it with the 

use of anaphora and parallelism is the same discourse. The victory speech is pronounced just 

after being chosen president by the audience, so Trump considers that he has no need to use 

claptrap techniques in that moment since he has already gained enough support .He prefers to 

start focusing on promulgating his own interests through anaphora and parallelism. 

Finally, we find the table with the overall percentages of the use of the linguistic devices of 

both presidents: 

 

Global results OBAMA 

(7225 words) 

TRUMP 

(5398 words) 

Deixis 53.84% 55.57 % 

Hedging 14.67 % 9.07 % 

Rule of three 3.59 % 4.81% 

Contrastive pairs 2.62% 1.66 % 

Anaphora/ parallelism 4.70 % 7.22 % 

Conceptual metaphors 4.01 % 3.14 % 

 

Although in the case of deixis the one that has the greater percentage of usage is Trump in 

comparison with Obama's usage, the difference between both is minimal. Clearly, deixis is the 
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most used linguistic devices by both presidents since in order to articulate a phrase is almost 

necessary the use of pronouns, adverbs of place or time. The fact that Trump makes greater 

use of the deixis indicates that he has the intention to appear closer to the public and in this 

way to persuade them using the tactic of attacking the opponent through the use of person 

deixis and without the need to name the opponent, which has the effect of somewhat 

discrediting them. 

Among all the speeches we have analyzed and without taking into account deixis, it is 

possible to observe that hedging is the linguistic device that most predominates in the 

speeches of Obama. If we look at the table of global results we can see that the difference 

between Obama and Trump when using different linguistic devices is practically minimal, 

except in the use of hedging, anaphora and parallelism where there is a greater difference 

between the two presidents, Obama and Trump.  Throughout the analysis of the excerpts from 

Obama’s speeches, we have been able to observe that the president uses hedging for different 

purposes, such as to avoid confrontation, to appear more modest in some situation, to be more 

polite, to avoid responsibility of some facts and even to seem less powerful. 

Besides, time is another possible reasons why hedging is the most prevalent resource in 

Obama's speeches.  We refer to the time that Obama has lived through during his presidency, 

facing harsh circumstances such as a great economic crisis or tense international conflicts. 

These facts in turn cause citizens to lose confidence in the state and to be somewhat resistant 

to government. Given these situations, it is evident that Obama made a greater use of hedging 

in his speeches and as we have mentioned before, with the purpose of mitigating the situation 

to avoid conflicts between other purposes so that citizens felt closer to his presidency.  

Another of the resources that predominates in the speeches of Obama is contrastive pairs. 

This linguistic device will serve in his case to create a balance between the opposing terms 

and give a greater compression to the speech while at the same time capturing the applause of 

the public. 

Although the overall percentages table indicates that Obama has a greater percentage of the 

use of conceptual metaphors, the difference between Obama's use of them and Trump's use is 

small. The fact that Obama makes use of the conceptual metaphors more often in his speeches 

is because he shows more interest in making clear all the ideas he wants to convey to his 

citizenship as complicated as they may be . So for these situations, the usage of metaphors are 
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a great help to explain concepts and abstract ideas which are difficult to understand by 

comparing these difficult ideas with situations of everyday life and that everyone understands. 

Apart from that, the analysis of the speeches of both politicians has revealed that there are 

certain metaphors that are the most used in general in political discourses. These conceptual 

metaphors are primarily POLITCS IS A JOURNEY, and then NATION IS A BUILDING and 

FUTURE IS GOOD. It is curious that the most commonly used metaphors in politics have 

positive connotations and this is not a matter of chance. Through these metaphors, politicians 

continuously project a vision of positivity, progress and evolution that benefits the image of 

the party and the president. 

As for Trump predominates the use of anaphora and structures of parallelism in his discourses 

in comparison with Obama's usage of these devices. Both are linguistic resources of repetition 

and are used to add rhythm and a more artistic effect to the discourse, and also to give greater 

emphasis to certain ideas. For its part, anaphora is used to generate a particular effect on the 

audience, more epecifically persuasión in the case of Trump, by appealing to their emotions. 

The use of parallelism structures allows Trump to achieve more coherence in his speech and 

create a more balanced set of ideas. In addition, parallelism is also a tool of persuasion since it 

is a resource of repetition.  

The use of rule of three is another device in which Trump has a higher percentage compared 

to Obama. The rule of three is a good device to make easier and simple the memorizing 

process of some ideas to the public. Therefore, if we join together the employment of the rule 

of three to the employment of the structure of parallelism we will get as a result a speech that 

gives priority to persuasion strategies instead to other strategies. 

Moreover we should consider the time in which Trump has to govern, in a way a calmer time 

than that of Obama’s precedence, in which the U. S. has recovered greatly from the economic 

crisis. Therefore a time when it is possible to promote one's own interests because he does not 

have to deal with other important matters and this is what happens to Trump. That's why he 

doesn't make as much use as Obama does of hedging, because it doesn't seem so necessary to 

him, but it does make use of other more persuasive device such as anaphora and parallelism to 

emphasize his own interests. 
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As conclusion to this comparative section we can say that Obama's style is more reserved, 

perhaps influenced by the time he has had to govern as we have mentioned before, using 

words or constructions that help to diminish the impact of certain sensitive information 

addressed to the public. Moreover his style is societal since he makes use of claptrap 

techniques and at the same time projects a conciliatory image of the way in which he 

addresses the public. As for the style of Trump we can say that his style is more 

straightforward because he does not take into account the repercussion of his words in the 

public compared to Obama what projects an image of a certain belligerence. Moreover Trump 

has a clearly persuasive style that can reach the manipulation and also a bit selfish in the sense 

that sometimes  he cares more for his own interests than for the interests of citizens, like for 

example the fact of not facilitating the understanding of his speeches to the public. 

 

7. Conclusion. 

The results obtained in this project are, we believe, a demonstration of the objective described 

initially. Our aim was to analyse the use of six particular linguistic devices and observe what 

the effects of using these resources in speeches are. After the analysis of all the discourses and 

taking into account the percentages of uses of the linguistic devices and the section of 

comparison, we can conclude that our initial hypotheses are correct. 

On the one hand, it is true that the employment of the different mechanisms vary according to 

the topic, since for example, in the economy discourse, the hedging rates which serve to 

mitigate sensitive information among other things, are practically the highest if we compare 

the use of that device in the different speeches. 

On the other hand, it is also confirmed that the use of one device or another depends on the 

individual style of each person, for example and as we have commented previously, Obama 

makes more use of contrastive pairs and conceptual metaphors, and Trump instead makes 

more use of the rule of three and anaphora and parallelism. 

The results obtained in the analysis have led us to reach a new hypothesis, which consists in 

that devices also vary according to the purpose of people who uses them. In this way, the 

person who makes use of it will opt for one device or another depending on whether their 
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purpose is for example the mitigation of some issue, to get the applause of public or to 

persuade the audience. 

 In addition to the confirmation of our initial hypotheses and the reaching of a new one, we 

have compiled data of the analysis that have led us to define the style of each president.  

The main similarity is found in the use of deixis, both presidents have a very similar 

percentage of use. Deixis is at the same time the device that obtains the highest percentage of 

usage in both presidents since, as we have already mentioned, the use of deixis is practically 

necessary to articulate a sentence. 

Moreover, as far as Obama's analysis is concerned, we have discovered that besides deixis, 

which is the device most used by both presidents, other resources with a high percentage are 

hedging and conceptual metaphors. This, together with the rest of data obtained in the 

comparison section, has led us to define Obama's style as reserved, societal and conciliatory. 

As for the analysis of Trump's speeches, we have found out that besides deixis, anaphora and 

parallelism are devices that have a high percentage of employment. This data, together with 

the rest of the information gathered in the analysis and comparison section, allows us to 

define Trump's style as straightforward, persuasive and a bit selfish. 

So finally, as a final conclusion, we can establish that although all political discourses start 

from an oratorical style given that throughout history politics has been based on oratory, it is 

evident that each politician has its own language style and they differ from each other depend 

on the language resources that employed and their purposes. 
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Appendix 

1. Obama Victory speech.  

If there is anyone out there who still doubts that America is a place where all things are 

possible; who still wonders if the dream of our founders is alive in our time; who still 

questions the power of our democracy, tonight is your answer. 

It’s the answer told by lines that stretched around schools and churches in numbers this nation 

has never seen; by people who waited three hours and four hours, many for the very first time 

in their lives, because they believed that this time must be different; that their voice could be 

that difference. 

It’s the answer spoken by young and old, rich and poor, Democrat and Republican, black, 

white, Latino, Asian, Native American, gay, straight, disabled and not disabled – Americans 

who sent a message to the world that we have never been a collection of Red States and Blue 

States: we are, and always will be, the United States of America. 

It’s the answer that led those who have been told for so long by so many to be cynical, and 

fearful, and doubtful of what we can achieve to put their hands on the arc of history and bend 

it once more toward the hope of a better day. 

It’s been a long time coming, but tonight, because of what we did on this day, in this election, 

at this defining moment, change has come to America. 

I just received a very gracious call from Senator McCain. He fought long and hard in this 

campaign, and he’s fought even longer and harder for the country he loves. He has endured 

sacrifices for America that most of us cannot begin to imagine, and we are better off for the 

service rendered by this brave and selfless leader. I congratulate him and Governor Palin for 

all they have achieved, and I look forward to working with them to renew this nation’s 

promise in the months ahead. 

I want to thank my partner in this journey, a man who campaigned from his heart and spoke 

for the men and women he grew up with on the streets of Scranton and rode with on that train 

home to Delaware, the Vice President-elect of the United States, Joe Biden. 

I would not be standing here tonight without the unyielding support of my best friend for the 

last sixteen years, the rock of our family and the love of my life, our nation’s next First Lady, 

Michelle Obama. Sasha and Malia, I love you both so much, and you have earned the new 

puppy that’s coming with us to the White House. And while she’s no longer with us, I know 

my grandmother is watching, along with the family that made me who I am. I miss them 

tonight, and know that my debt to them is beyond measure. 

To my campaign manager David Plouffe, my chief strategist David Axelrod, and the best 

campaign team ever assembled in the history of politics – you made this happen, and I am 

forever grateful for what you’ve sacrificed to get it done. 

But above all, I will never forget who this victory truly belongs to – it belongs to you. 

I was never the likeliest candidate for this office. We didn’t start with much money or many 

endorsements. Our campaign was not hatched in the halls of Washington – it began in the 
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backyards of Des Moines and the living rooms of Concord and the front porches of 

Charleston. 

It was built by working men and women who dug into what little savings they had to give five 

dollars and ten dollars and twenty dollars to this cause. It grew strength from the young 

people who rejected the myth of their generation’s apathy; who left their homes and their 

families for jobs that offered little pay and less sleep; from the not-so-young people who 

braved the bitter cold and scorching heat to knock on the doors of perfect strangers; from the 

millions of Americans who volunteered, and organized, and proved that more than two 

centuries later, a government of the people, by the people and for the people has not perished 

from this Earth. This is your victory. I know you didn’t do this just to win an election and I 

know you didn’t do it for me. You did it because you understand the enormity of the task that 

lies ahead. For even as we celebrate tonight, we know the challenges that tomorrow will bring 

are the greatest of our lifetime – two wars, a planet in peril, the worst financial crisis in a 

century. Even as we stand here tonight, we know there are brave Americans waking up in the 

deserts of Iraq and the mountains of Afghanistan to risk their lives for us. There are mothers 

and fathers who will lie awake after their children fall asleep and wonder how they’ll make 

the mortgage, or pay their doctor’s bills, or save enough for college. There is new energy to 

harness and new jobs to be created; new schools to build and threats to meet and alliances to 

repair. 

The road ahead will be long. Our climb will be steep. We may not get there in one year or 

even one term, but America – I have never been more hopeful than I am tonight that we will 

get there. I promise you – we as a people will get there. 

There will be setbacks and false starts. There are many who won’t agree with every decision 

or policy I make as President, and we know that government can’t solve every problem. But I 

will always be honest with you about the challenges we face. I will listen to you, especially 

when we disagree. And above all, I will ask you join in the work of remaking this nation the 

only way it’s been done in America for two-hundred and twenty-one years – block by block, 

brick by brick, calloused hand by calloused hand. 

What began twenty-one months ago in the depths of winter must not end on this autumn 

night. This victory alone is not the change we seek – it is only the chance for us to make that 

change. And that cannot happen if we go back to the way things were. It cannot happen 

without you. 

So let us summon a new spirit of patriotism; of service and responsibility where each of us 

resolves to pitch in and work harder and look after not only ourselves, but each other. Let us 

remember that if this financial crisis taught us anything, it’s that we cannot have a thriving 

Wall Street while Main Street suffers – in this country, we rise or fall as one nation; as one 

people. 

Let us resist the temptation to fall back on the same partisanship and pettiness and immaturity 

that have poisoned our politics for so long. Let us remember that it was a man from this state 

who first carried the banner of the Republican Party to the White House – a party founded on 

the values of self-reliance, individual liberty, and national unity. Those are values we all 

share, and while the Democratic Party has won a great victory tonight, we do so with a 

measure of humility and determination to heal the divides that have held back our progress. 

As Lincoln said to a nation far more divided than ours, “We are not enemies, but 

friends…though passion may have strained it must not break our bonds of affection.” And to 
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those Americans whose support I have yet to earn – I may not have won your vote, but I hear 

your voices, I need your help, and I will be your President too. 

And to all those watching tonight from beyond our shores, from parliaments and palaces to 

those who are huddled around radios in the forgotten corners of our world – our stories are 

singular, but our destiny is shared, and a new dawn of American leadership is at hand. To 

those who would tear this world down – we will defeat you. To those who seek peace and 

security – we support you. And to all those who have wondered if America’s beacon still 

burns as bright – tonight we proved once more that the true strength of our nation comes not 

from our the might of our arms or the scale of our wealth, but from the enduring power of our 

ideals: democracy, liberty, opportunity, and unyielding hope. 

For that is the true genius of America – that America can change. Our union can be perfected. 

And what we have already achieved gives us hope for what we can and must achieve 

tomorrow. 

This election had many firsts and many stories that will be told for generations. But one that’s 

on my mind tonight is about a woman who cast her ballot in Atlanta. She’s a lot like the 

millions of others who stood in line to make their voice heard in this election except for one 

thing – Ann Nixon Cooper is 106 years old. 

She was born just a generation past slavery; a time when there were no cars on the road or 

planes in the sky; when someone like her couldn’t vote for two reasons – because she was a 

woman and because of the colour of her skin. 

And tonight, I think about all that she’s seen throughout her century in America – the 

heartache and the hope; the struggle and the progress; the times we were told that we can’t, 

and the people who pressed on with that American creed: Yes we can. 

At a time when women’s voices were silenced and their hopes dismissed, she lived to see 

them stand up and speak out and reach for the ballot. Yes we can. 

When there was despair in the dust bowl and depression across the land, she saw a nation 

conquer fear itself with a New Deal, new jobs and a new sense of common purpose. Yes we 

can. 

When the bombs fell on our harbour and tyranny threatened the world, she was there to 

witness a generation rise to greatness and a democracy was saved. Yes we can. 

She was there for the buses in Montgomery, the hoses in Birmingham, a bridge in Selma, and 

a preacher from Atlanta who told a people that “We Shall Overcome.” Yes we can. 

A man touched down on the moon, a wall came down in Berlin, a world was connected by 

our own science and imagination. And this year, in this election, she touched her finger to a 

screen, and cast her vote, because after 106 years in America, through the best of times and 

the darkest of hours, she knows how America can change. Yes we can. 

America, we have come so far. We have seen so much. But there is so much more to do. So 

tonight, let us ask ourselves – if our children should live to see the next century; if my 

daughters should be so lucky to live as long as Ann Nixon Cooper, what change will they see? 

What progress will we have made? 
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This is our chance to answer that call. This is our moment. This is our time – to put our people 

back to work and open doors of opportunity for our kids; to restore prosperity and promote 

the cause of peace; to reclaim the American Dream and reaffirm that fundamental truth – that 

out of many, we are one; that while we breathe, we hope, and where we are met with 

cynicism, and doubt, and those who tell us that we can’t, we will respond with that timeless 

creed that sums up the spirit of a people: 

Yes We Can. Thank you, God bless you, and may God Bless the United States of America. 

 

2. Trump Victory speech. 

Thank you. Thank you very much, everyone. Sorry to keep you waiting; complicated 

business; complicated. Thank you very much. 

I've just received a call from Secretary Clinton. She congratulated us, it's about us, on our 

victory, and I congratulated her and her family on a very, very hard-fought campaign. I mean, 

she fought very hard. Hillary has worked very long and very hard over a long period of time, 

and we owe her a major debt of gratitude for her service to our country. I mean that very 

sincerely. 

Now it's time for America to bind the wounds of division, have to get together. To all 

Republicans and Democrats and independents across this nation, I say it is time for us to 

come together as one united people. It's time. I pledge to every citizen of our land that I will 

be president for all Americans, and this is so important to me. 

For those who have chosen not to support me in the past, of which there were a few people, 

I'm reaching out to you for your guidance and your help so that we can work together and 

unify our great country. 

As I've said from the beginning, ours was not a campaign, but rather an incredible and great 

movement made up of millions of hard-working men and women, who love their country and 

want a better, brighter future for themselves and for their families. It's a movement comprised 

of Americans from all races, religions, backgrounds and beliefs who want and expect our 

government to serve the people - and serve the people it will. 

Working together, we will begin the urgent task of rebuilding our nation and renewing the 

American dream. I've spent my entire life and business looking at the untapped potential in 

projects and in people all over the world. That is now what I want to do for our country. 

Tremendous potential. I've gotten to know our country so well, tremendous potential. It's 

going to be a beautiful thing. Every single American will have the opportunity to realise his or 

her fullest potential. The forgotten men and women of our country will be forgotten no 

longer. 

We are going to fix our inner cities and rebuild our highways, bridges, tunnels, airports, 

schools, hospitals. We're going to rebuild our infrastructure, which will become, by the way, 

second to none. And we will put millions of our people to work as we rebuild it. 

We will also finally take care of our great veterans. They've been so loyal, and I've gotten to 

know so many over this 18-month journey. The time I've spent with them during this 

campaign has been among my greatest honours. Our veterans are incredible people. We will 
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embark upon a project of national growth and renewal. I will harness the creative talents of 

our people and we will call upon the best and brightest to leverage their tremendous talent for 

the benefit of all. It's going to happen. 

We have a great economic plan. We will double our growth and have the strongest economy 

anywhere in the world. At the same time, we will get along with all other nations willing to 

get along with us. We will be. We'll have great relationships. We expect to have great, great 

relationships. No dream is too big, no challenge is too great. 

Nothing we want for our future is beyond our reach. America will no longer settle for 

anything less than the best. 

We must reclaim our country's destiny and dream big and bold and daring. We have to do 

that. We're going to dream of things for our country and beautiful things and successful things 

once again. 

I want to tell the world community that while we will always put America's interests first, we 

will deal fairly with everyone, with everyone -- all people and all other nations. We will seek 

common ground, not hostility. Partnership, not conflict. 

And now I'd like to take this moment to thank some of the people who really helped me with 

this, what they are calling tonight, very, very historic victory. First, I want to thank my 

parents, who I know are looking down on me right now. Great people. I've learned so much 

from them. They were wonderful in every regard. I had truly great parents. 

I also want to thank my sisters, Mary Anne and Elizabeth, who are here with us tonight. And, 

where are they? They're here some place. They're very shy, actually. And my brother Robert, 

my great friend. Where is Robert? Where is Robert? My brother Robert. And they should all 

be on this stage, but that's OK. They're great. And also my late brother, Fred. Great guy. 

Fantastic guy. Fantastic family. I was very lucky. Great brothers, sisters; great, unbelievable 

parents. 

To Melania and Don, and Ivanka, and Eric and Tiffany and Baron, I love you and I thank you, 

and especially for putting up with all of those hours. This was tough. This was tough. This 

political stuff is nasty and it's tough. So I want to thank my family very much. Really 

fantastic. Thank you all. Thank you all." 

(Mr Trump goes on to thank some political allies, such as Rudy Giuliani and Chris Christie, 

as well as praising the work of police and the secret services.) 

We're going to get to work immediately for the American people. And we're going to be 

doing a job that hopefully you will be so proud of your president. You'll be so proud. Again, 

it's my honour. It was an amazing evening. It's been an amazing two-year period. And I love 

this country. Thank you. Thank you very much. 

 

3. Obama inaugural speech. 

My fellow citizens: 

I stand here today humbled by the task before us, grateful for the trust you have bestowed, 

mindful of the sacrifices borne by our ancestors. I thank President Bush for his service to our 

nation, as well as the generosity and cooperation he has shown throughout this transition. 



56 

 

 

Forty-four Americans have now taken the presidential oath. The words have been spoken 

during rising tides of prosperity and the still waters of peace. Yet, every so often the oath is 

taken amidst gathering clouds and raging storms. At these moments, America has carried on 

not simply because of the skill or vision of those in high office, but because We the People 

have remained faithful to the ideals of our forbearers, and true to our founding documents. 

 So it has been. So it must be with this generation of Americans. 

 That we are in the midst of crisis is now well understood. Our nation is at war, against a far-

reaching network of violence and hatred. Our economy is badly weakened, a consequence of 

greed and irresponsibility on the part of some, but also our collective failure to make hard 

choices and prepare the nation for a new age. Homes have been lost; jobs shed; businesses 

shuttered. Our health care is too costly; our schools fail too many; and each day brings further 

evidence that the ways we use energy strengthen our adversaries and threaten our planet. 

 

These are the indicators of crisis, subject to data and statistics. Less measurable but no less 

profound is a sapping of confidence across our land - a nagging fear that America's decline is 

inevitable, and that the next generation must lower its sights. 

 

Today I say to you that the challenges we face are real. They are serious and they are many. 

They will not be met easily or in a short span of time. But know this, America - they will be 

met.  

On this day, we gather because we have chosen hope over fear, unity of purpose over conflict 

and discord.  

On this day, we come to proclaim an end to the petty grievances and false promises, the 

recriminations and worn out dogmas, that for far too long have strangled our politics. 

 

We remain a young nation, but in the words of Scripture, the time has come to set aside 

childish things. The time has come to reaffirm our enduring spirit; to choose our better 

history; to carry forward that precious gift, that noble idea, passed on from generation to 

generation: the God-given promise that all are equal, all are free, and all deserve a chance to 

pursue their full measure of happiness. 

  

In reaffirming the greatness of our nation, we understand that greatness is never a given. It 

must be earned. Our journey has never been one of short-cuts or settling for less. It has not 

been the path for the faint-hearted - for those who prefer leisure over work, or seek only the 

pleasures of riches and fame. Rather, it has been the risk-takers, the doers, the makers of 

things - some celebrated but more often men and women obscure in their labour, who have 

carried us up the long, rugged path towards prosperity and freedom. 

  

For us, they packed up their few worldly possessions and travelled across oceans in search of 

a new life. 

  

For us, they toiled in sweatshops and settled the West; endured the lash of the whip and 

plowed the hard earth. 
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For us, they fought and died, in places like Concord and Gettysburg; Normandy and Khe 

Sahn. 

 

Time and again these men and women struggled and sacrificed and worked till their hands 

were raw so that we might live a better life. They saw America as bigger than the sum of our 

individual ambitions; greater than all the differences of birth or wealth or faction. 

 

This is the journey we continue today. We remain the most prosperous, powerful nation on 

Earth. Our workers are no less productive than when this crisis began. Our minds are no less 

inventive, our goods and services no less needed than they were last week or last month or 

last year. Our capacity remains undiminished. But our time of standing pat, of protecting 

narrow interests and putting off unpleasant decisions - that time has surely passed. Starting 

today, we must pick ourselves up, dust ourselves off, and begin again the work of remaking 

America. 

 

For everywhere we look, there is work to be done. The state of the economy calls for action, 

bold and swift, and we will act - not only to create new jobs, but to lay a new foundation for 

growth. We will build the roads and bridges, the electric grids and digital lines that feed our 

commerce and bind us together. We will restore science to its rightful place, and wield 

technology's wonders to raise health care's quality and lower its cost. We will harness the sun 

and the winds and the soil to fuel our cars and run our factories. And we will transform our 

schools and colleges and universities to meet the demands of a new age. All this we can do. 

And all this we will do. 

 

Now, there are some who question the scale of our ambitions - who suggest that our system 

cannot tolerate too many big plans. Their memories are short. For they have forgotten what 

this country has already done; what free men and women can achieve when imagination is 

joined to common purpose, and necessity to courage. 

  

What the cynics fail to understand is that the ground has shifted beneath them - that the stale 

political arguments that have consumed us for so long no longer apply. The question we ask 

today is not whether our government is too big or too small, but whether it works - whether it 

helps families find jobs at a decent wage, care they can afford, a retirement that is dignified. 

Where the answer is yes, we intend to move forward. Where the answer is no, programs will 

end. And those of us who manage the public's dollars will be held to account - to spend 

wisely, reform bad habits, and do our business in the light of day - because only then can we 

restore the vital trust between a people and their government.  Nor is the question before us 

whether the market is a force for good or ill. Its power to generate wealth and expand freedom 

is unmatched, but this crisis has reminded us that without a watchful eye, the market can spin 

out of control - and that a nation cannot prosper long when it favours only the prosperous. The 

success of our economy has always depended not just on the size of our Gross Domestic 

Product, but on the reach of our prosperity; on the ability to extend opportunity to every 

willing heart - not out of charity, but because it is the surest route to our common good. 

 

As for our common defence, we reject as false the choice between our safety and our ideals. 

Our Founding Fathers, faced with perils we can scarcely imagine, drafted a charter to assure 

the rule of law and the rights of man, a charter expanded by the blood of generations. Those 
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ideals still light the world, and we will not give them up for expedience's sake. And so to all 

other peoples and governments who are watching today, from the grandest capitals to the 

small village where my father was born: know that America is a friend of each nation and 

every man, woman, and child who seeks a future of peace and dignity, and we are ready to 

lead once more . 

Recall that earlier generations faced down fascism and communism not just with missiles and 

tanks, but with the sturdy alliances and enduring convictions. They understood that our power 

alone cannot protect us, nor does it entitle us to do as we please. Instead, they knew that our 

power grows through its prudent use; our security emanates from the justness of our cause, 

the force of our example, the tempering qualities of humility and restraint. 

  

We are the keepers of this legacy. Guided by these principles once more, we can meet those 

new threats that demand even greater effort - even greater cooperation and understanding 

between nations. We will begin to responsibly leave Iraq to its people, and forge a hard-

earned peace in Afghanistan. With old friends and former foes, we’ll work tirelessly to lessen 

the nuclear threat, and roll back the spectre of a warming planet. We will not apologize for 

our way of life, nor will we waver in its defence, and for those who seek to advance their aims 

by inducing terror and slaughtering innocents, we say to you now that our spirit is stronger 

and cannot be broken; you cannot outlast us, and we will defeat you. 

  

For we know that our patchwork heritage is a strength, not a weakness. We are a nation of 

Christians and Muslims, Jews and Hindus - and non-believers. We are shaped by every 

language and culture, drawn from every end of this Earth; and because we have tasted the 

bitter swill of civil war and segregation, and emerged from that dark chapter stronger and 

more united, we cannot help but believe that the old hatreds shall someday pass; that the lines 

of tribe shall soon dissolve; that as the world grows smaller, our common humanity shall 

reveal itself; and that America must play its role in ushering in a new era of peace. 

  

To the Muslim world, we seek a new way forward, based on mutual interest and mutual 

respect. To those leaders around the globe who seek to sow conflict, or blame their society's 

ills on the West - know that your people will judge you on what you can build, not what you 

destroy. To those who cling to power through corruption and deceit and the silencing of 

dissent, know that you are on the wrong side of history; but that we will extend a hand if you 

are willing to unclench your fist. 

  

To the people of poor nations, we pledge to work alongside you to make your farms flourish 

and let clean waters flow; to nourish starved bodies and feed hungry minds. And to those 

nations like ours that enjoy relative plenty, we say we can no longer afford indifference to the 

suffering outside our borders; nor can we consume the world's resources without regard to 

effect. For the world has changed, and we must change with it. 

  

As we consider the road that unfolds before us, we remember with humble gratitude those 

brave Americans who, at this very hour, patrol far-off deserts and distant mountains. They 

have something to tell us, just as the fallen heroes who lie in Arlington whisper through the 

ages. We honour them not only because they are guardians of our liberty, but because they 
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embody the spirit of service; a willingness to find meaning in something greater than 

themselves. And yet, at this moment - a moment that will define a generation - it is precisely 

this spirit that must inhabit us all. 

  

For as much as government can do and must do, it is ultimately the faith and determination of 

the American people upon which this nation relies. It is the kindness to take in a stranger 

when the levees break, the selflessness of workers who would rather cut their hours than see a 

friend lose their job which sees us through our darkest hours. It is the fire-fighter’s courage to 

storm a stairway filled with smoke, but also a parent's willingness to nurture a child, that 

finally decides our fate. 

  

Our challenges may be new. The instruments with which we meet them may be new. But 

those values upon which our success depends - honesty and hard work, courage and fair play, 

tolerance and curiosity, loyalty and patriotism - these things are old. These things are true. 

They have been the quiet force of progress throughout our history. What is demanded then is 

a return to these truths. What is required of us now is a new era of responsibility - a 

recognition, on the part of every American, that we have duties to ourselves, our nation, and 

the world, duties that we do not grudgingly accept but rather seize gladly, firm in the 

knowledge that there is nothing so satisfying to the spirit, so defining of our character, than 

giving our all to a difficult task. 

  

This is the price and the promise of citizenship. 

  

This is the source of our confidence - the knowledge that God calls on us to shape an 

uncertain destiny. 

  

This is the meaning of our liberty and our creed - why men and women and children of every 

race and every faith can join in celebration across this magnificent mall, and why a man 

whose father less than sixty years ago might not have been served at a local restaurant can 

now stand before you to take a most sacred oath. 

  

So let us mark this day with remembrance, of who we are and how far we have travelled. In 

the year of America's birth, in the coldest of months, a small band of patriots huddled by 

dying campfires on the shores of an icy river. The capital was abandoned. The enemy was 

advancing. The snow was stained with blood. At a moment when the outcome of our 

revolution was most in doubt, the father of our nation ordered these words be read to the 

people: 

"Let it be told to the future world...that in the depth of winter, when nothing but hope and 

virtue could survive...that the city and the country, alarmed at one common danger, came 

forth to meet [it]." 

  

America. In the face of our common dangers, in this winter of our hardship, let us remember 

these timeless words. With hope and virtue, let us brave once more the icy currents, and 

endure what storms may come. Let it be said by our children's children that when we were 
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tested we refused to let this journey end, that we did not turn back nor did we falter; and with 

eyes fixed on the horizon and God's grace upon us, we carried forth that great gift of freedom 

and delivered it safely to future generations. 

  

Thank you. God bless you and God bless the United States of America. 

 

4. Trump Inaugural speech. 

We, the citizens of America, are now joined in a great national effort to rebuild our country 

and to restore its promise for all of our people. 

Together, we will determine the course of America and the world for years to come. 

We will face challenges. We will confront hardships. But we will get the job done. 

Every four years, we gather on these steps to carry out the orderly and peaceful transfer of 

power, and we are grateful to President Obama and First Lady Michelle Obama for their 

gracious aid throughout this transition. They have been magnificent. 

Today’s ceremony, however, has very special meaning. Because today we are not merely 

transferring power from one Administration to another, or from one party to another – but we 

are transferring power from Washington, D.C. and giving it back to you, the American 

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 – but the 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 your triumphs; 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 moment is your moment: it 

belongs to you. 

It belongs to everyone gathered here today and everyone watching all across America.  

This is your day. This is your celebration. 

And this, the United States of America, is your country. 

What truly matters is not which party controls our government, but whether our government 

is controlled by the people. 

January 20th 2017, will be remembered as the day the people became the rulers of this nation 

again.  
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The forgotten men and women of our country will be forgotten no longer. 

Everyone is 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 never seen before. 

At the centre of this movement is a crucial conviction: that a nation exists to serve its citizens. 

Americans want great schools for their children, safe neighbourhoods for their families, and 

good jobs for themselves. 

These are the just and reasonable demands of a righteous public. 

But for too many of our citizens, a different reality exists: Mothers and children trapped in 

poverty in 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 stolen too 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 I take today is an oath of allegiance to all Americans. 

For many decades, we’ve enriched foreign industry at the expense of American industry; 

Subsidized the armies of other countries while allowing for the very sad depletion of our 

military; 

We've defended other nation’s borders while refusing to defend our own; 

And spent 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 over the 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 their homes and then redistributed across 

the entire world. 

But that is the past. And now we are looking only to the future. 

We assembled here today are issuing a 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 moment on, it’s going to be America First. 
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Every decision on trade, on taxes, on immigration, on foreign affairs, will be made to benefit 

American workers and American families. 

We must protect our borders from the ravages of other countries making our products, 

stealing our companies, and destroying our jobs.  Protection will lead to great prosperity and 

strength. 

I will fight for you with every breath in my body – and I will never, ever let you 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.  

And we 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 labour. 

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 

understanding that it is the right of all nations to put their own interests first. 

We do not seek to impose our way of life on anyone, but rather to let it shine as an example 

for everyone to follow. 

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. 

When you open your heart to patriotism, there is no room for prejudice. 

The Bible tells us, “How good and pleasant it is when God’s people live together in unity.” 

We must speak our minds openly, debate our disagreements honestly, but always pursue 

solidarity. 

When America is united, America is totally unstoppable. 

There should be no fear – we are protected, and we will always be protected. 

We will be protected by the great men and women of our military and law enforcement and, 

most importantly, we are protected by God. 

Finally, we must think big and dream even bigger. 

In America, we understand that a 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 never doing anything about it. 
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The time for empty talk is over. 

Now arrives the hour of action. 

Do not let anyone tell you it cannot be done.  No challenge can match the heart and fight and 

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 remember that old wisdom our soldiers will never forget: that whether we 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. 

And whether a child is born in the urban sprawl of Detroit or the windswept plains of 

Nebraska, they look up at the same night sky, they fill 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 near and far, small and large, from mountain to mountain, 

and from ocean to ocean, hear these words: 

You will never be 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. 

 

5. Obama Economy speech. 

Thank you. Everybody is seated. Thank you very much. (Applause continues.) Thank you. 

Thank you very much. Thank you. (Applause continues.) Thank you very much. Thank you, 

everybody. Thank you. Please be seated. Thank you so much. 

Let me begin by thanking George Mason University for their extraordinary hospitality and to 

thank all the great friends, the governors, the mayors, who are in attendance here today. 

Throughout America's history, there have been some years that simply rolled into the next 

without much notice or fanfare, and then there are the years that come along once in a 
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generation, the kind that mark a clean break from a troubled past and set a new course for our 

nation. This is one of those years. 

We start 2009 in the midst of a crisis unlike any we have seen in our lifetime, a crisis that has 

only deepened over the last few weeks. Nearly 2 million jobs have been now lost, and on 

Friday we're likely to learn that we lost more jobs last year than at any time since World War 

II. Just in the past year, another 2.8 million Americans who want and need full-time work 

have had to settle for part-time jobs. Manufacturing has hit a 28-year low. Many businesses 

cannot borrow or make payroll. Many families cannot pay their bills or their mortgage. Many 

workers are watching their life savings disappear. And many, many Americans are both 

anxious and uncertain of what the future will hold. 

Now, I don't believe it's too late to change course, but it will be if we don't take dramatic 

action as soon as possible. If nothing is done, this recession could linger for years. The 

unemployment rate could reach double digits. Our economy could fall $1 trillion short of its 

full capacity, which translates into more than $12,000 in lost income for a family of four. We 

could lose a generation of potential and promise, as more young Americans are forced to 

forgo dreams of college or the chance to train for the jobs of the future. And our nation could 

lose the competitive edge that has served as a foundation for our strength and our standing in 

the world. 

In short, a bad situation could become dramatically worse. 

This crisis did not happen solely by some accident of history or normal turn of the business 

cycle, and we won't get out of it by simply waiting for a better day to come or relying on the 

worn-out dogmas of the past. We arrived at this point due to an era of profound 

irresponsibility that stretched from corporate boardrooms to the halls of power in Washington, 

D.C. 

For years, too many Wall Street executives made imprudent and dangerous decisions, seeking 

profits with too little regard for risk, too little regulatory scrutiny, and too little accountability. 

Banks made loans without concern for whether borrowers could repay them, and some 

borrowers took advantage of cheap credit to take on debt they couldn't afford. Politicians 

spent taxpayer money without wisdom or discipline and too often focused on scoring political 

points instead of problems they were sent here to solve. The result has been a devastating loss 

of trust and confidence in our economy, our financial markets and our government. 

Now, the very fact that this crisis is largely of our own making means that it's not beyond our 

ability to solve. Our problems are rooted in past mistakes, not our capacity for future 

greatness. It will take time, perhaps many years, but we can rebuild that lost trust and 

confidence. We can restore opportunity and prosperity. 

We should never forget that our workers are still more productive than any on Earth. Our 

universities are still the envy of the world. We are still home to the most brilliant minds, the 

most creative entrepreneurs and the most advanced technology and innovation that history has 

ever known. And we are still the nation that has overcome great fears and improbable odds. 

If we act with the urgency and seriousness that this moment requires, I know that we can do it 

again. That is why I have moved quickly to work with my economic team and leaders of both 

parties on an American Recovery and Reinvestment Plan that will immediately jump- start 

job creation and long-term growth. It's a plan that represents not just new policy, but a whole 
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new approach to meeting our most urgent challenges. For if we hope to end this crisis, we 

must end the culture of "anything goes" that helped create it. And this change must begin in 

Washington. It's time to trade old habits for a new spirit of responsibility. It is time to finally 

change the ways of Washington so that we can set a new and better course for America. 

There is no doubt that the cost of this plan will be considerable. It will certainly add to the 

budget deficit in the short term. But equally certain are the consequences of doing too little or 

nothing at all, for that will lead to an even greater deficit of jobs, incomes and confidence in 

our economy. 

It is true that we cannot depend on government alone to create jobs or long-term growth, but 

at this particular moment, only government can provide the short-term boost necessary to lift 

us from a recession this deep and severe. 

Only government can break the cycle that are crippling our economy -- where a lack of 

spending leads to lost jobs which leads to even less spending; where an inability to lend and 

borrow stops growth and leads to even less credit. 

That's why we need to act boldly and act now to reverse these cycles. That's why we need to 

put money in the pockets of the American people, create new jobs, and invest in our future. 

That's why we need to restart the flow of credit and restore the rules of the road that will 

ensure a crisis like this never happens again. 

And this plan begins with -- this plan must begin today, a plan I am confident will save or 

create at least 3 million jobs over the next few years. It is not just another public-works 

program; it's a plan that recognizes both the paradox and the promise of this moment -- the 

fact that there are millions of Americans trying to find work even as, all around the country, 

there's so much work to be done. And that's why we'll invest in priorities like energy and 

education; health care and a new infrastructure that are necessary to keep us strong and 

competitive in the 21st century. That's why the overwhelming majority of the jobs created 

will be in the private sector, while our plan will save the public sector jobs of teachers, police 

officers, fire-fighters and others who provide vital services. 

To finally spark the creation of a clean-energy economy, we will double the production of 

alternative energy in the next three years. We will modernize more than 75 percent of federal 

buildings and improve the energy efficiency of 2 million American homes, saving consumers 

and taxpayers billions on our energy bills. In the process, we will put Americans to work in 

new jobs that pay well and can't be outsourced -- jobs building solar panels and wind turbines, 

constructing fuel-efficient cars and buildings, and developing the new energy technologies 

that will lead to even more jobs, more savings, and a cleaner, safer planet in the bargain. 

To improve the quality of our health care while lowering its cost, we will make the immediate 

investments necessary to ensure that within five years all of America's medical records are 

computerized. This will cut waste, eliminate red tape, and reduce the need to repeat expensive 

medical tests. But it just won't save billions of dollars and thousands of jobs, it will save lives 

by reducing the deadly but preventable medical errors that pervade our health care system. 

To give our children the chance to live out their dreams in a world that's never been more 

competitive, we will equip tens of thousands of schools, community colleges and public 

universities with 21st-century classrooms, labs and libraries. We'll provide new computers, 
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new technology, and new training for teachers so that students in Chicago and Boston can 

compete with kids in Beijing for the high-tech, high-wage jobs of the future. 

To build an economy that can lead this future, we will begin to rebuild America. Yes, we'll 

put people to work repairing crumbling roads, bridges and schools by eliminating the backlog 

of well-planned, worthy and needed infrastructure projects, but we'll also do more to retrofit 

America for a global economy. That means updating the way we get our electricity by starting 

to build a new smart grid that will save us money, protect our power sources from blackout or 

attack, and deliver clean, alternative forms of energy to every corner of our nation. It means 

expanding broadband lines across America so that a small business in a rural town can 

connect and compete with their counterparts anywhere in the world. And it means investing in 

the science, research and technology that will lead to new medical breakthroughs, new 

discoveries, and entire new industries. 

And finally, this recovery and reinvestment plan will provide immediate relief to states, 

workers and families who are bearing the brunt of this recession. To get people spending 

again, 95 percent of working families will receive a thousand-dollar tax cut, the first stage of a 

middle-class tax cut that I promised during the campaign and will include in our next budget. 

To help Americans who have lost their jobs and can't find new ones, we'll continue the 

bipartisan extension of unemployment insurance and health-care coverage to help them 

through this crisis. Government at every level will have to tighten its belt, but we'll help 

struggling states avoid harmful budget cuts, as long as they take responsibility and use the 

money to maintain essential services like police, fire, education and health care. 

Now, I understand that some might be sceptical of this plan. Our government has already 

spent a good deal of money, but we haven't yet seen that translate into more jobs or higher 

incomes or renewed confidence in our economy. And that's why the American Recovery and 

Reinvestment Plan won't just throw money at our problems; we'll invest in what works. The 

true test of the policies we'll pursue won't be whether they're Democratic or Republican ideas, 

whether they're conservative or liberal ideas, but whether they create jobs, grow our economy, 

and put the American Dream within reach of the American people. 

Instead of politicians doling out money behind a veil of secrecy, decisions about where we 

invest will be made transparently, and informed by independent experts wherever possible. 

Every American will be able to hold Washington accountable for these decisions by going 

online to see how and where their taxpayer dollars are being spent. And as I announced 

yesterday, we will launch an unprecedented effort to eliminate unwise and unnecessary 

spending that has never been more unaffordable for our nation and our children's future than it 

is right now. 

We have to make tough choices and smart investments today so that as the economy recovers, 

the deficits start coming down. We cannot have a solid recovery if our people and our 

businesses don't have confidence that we're getting our fiscal house in order. And that's why 

our goal is not to create a slew of new government programs, but a foundation for long-term 

economic growth. 

That also means an economic recovery plan that is free from earmarks and pet projects. I 

understand that every member of Congress has ideas about how to spend money, and many of 

these projects are worthy. They benefit local communities. But this emergency legislation 

must not be the vehicle for those aspirations. This must be a time when leaders in both parties 

put the urgent needs of our nation above our own narrow interests. 
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Now, this recovery plan alone will not solve all the problems that led us into this crisis. We 

must also work with the same sense of urgency to stabilize and repair the financial system we 

all depend on. That means using our full arsenal of tools to get credit flowing again to 

families and business, while restoring confidence in our markets. It means launching a 

sweeping effort to address the foreclosure crisis so that we can keep responsible families in 

their homes. It means preventing the catastrophic failure of financial institutions whose 

collapse could endanger the entire economy, but only with maximum protections for 

taxpayers and a clear understanding that government support for any company is an 

extraordinary action that must come with significant restrictions on the firms that receive 

support. And it means reforming a weak and outdated regulatory system so that we can better 

withstand financial shocks and better protect consumers, investors and businesses from the 

reckless greed and risk- taking that must never endanger our prosperity again. 

No longer can we allow Wall Street wrongdoers to slip through regulatory cracks. No longer 

can we allow special interests to put their thumbs on the economic scales. No longer can we 

allow the unscrupulous lending and borrowing that leads only to destructive cycles of bubble 

and bust. 

It is time to set a new course for this economy, and that change must begin now. We should 

have an open and honest discussion about this recovery plan in the days ahead, but I urge 

Congress to move as quickly as possible on behalf of the American people. For every day we 

wait or point fingers or drag our feet, more Americans will lose their jobs; more families will 

lose their savings; more dreams will be deferred and denied; and our nation will sink deeper 

into a crisis that, at some point, we may not be able to reverse. 

That is not the country I know. It is not a future I accept as president of the United States. A 

world that depends on the strength of our economy is now watching and waiting for America 

to lead once more, and that is what we will do. 

It will not come easy or happen overnight, and it is altogether likely that things may get worse 

before they get better. But that is all the more reason for Congress to act without delay. I 

know the scale of this plan is unprecedented, but so is the severity of our situation. We have 

already tried the wait-and-see approach to our problems, and it is the same approach that 

helped lead us to this day of reckoning. 

And that is why the time has come to build a 21st-century economy in which hard work and 

responsibility are once again rewarded. That's why I'm asking Congress to work with me and 

my team day and night, on weekends if necessary, to get the plan passed in the next few 

weeks. That's why I'm calling on all Americans -- Democrats and Republicans and 

independents -- to cut -- to put good ideas ahead of the old ideological battles, a sense of 

common purpose above the same narrow partisanship, and insist that the first question each of 

us asks isn't "What's good for me?" but "What's good for the country my children will 

inherit?" 

More than any program or policy, it is this spirit that will enable us to confront these 

challenges with the same spirit that has led previous generations to face down war and 

depression and fear itself. And if we do -- if we are able to summon that spirit again; if are 

able to look out for one another and listen to one another, and do our part for our nation and 

for posterity -- then I have no doubt that, years from now, we will look back on 2009 as one 

of those years that marked another new and hopeful beginning for the United States of 

America. 
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Thank you, God blesses you, and may God bless the United States of America. Thank you. 

6. Trump Economy and Job speech. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak with you. 

Today, I’m going to outline a plan for American economic revival – it is a bold, ambitious, 

forward-looking plan to massively increase jobs, wages, incomes and opportunities for the 

people of our country. 

My plan will embrace the truth that people flourish under a minimum government burden, 

and it will tap into the incredible unrealized potential of our workers and their dreams. 

Right now, 92 million Americans are on the sidelines, outside the workforce, and not part of 

our economy. It’s a silent nation of jobless Americans. 

Look no further than the city of Flint, where I just visited. The jobs have stripped from this 

community, and its infrastructure has collapsed. In 1970, there were more than 80,000 people 

in Flint working for GM – today it is less than 8,000. Now Ford has announced it is moving 

all small car production to Mexico. 

It used to be cars were made in Flint and you couldn’t drink the water in Mexico. Now, the 

cars are made in Mexico and you can’t drink the water in Flint. 

We are going to turn this around. 

My economic plan rejects the cynicism that says our labour force will keep declining, that our 

jobs will keep leaving, and that our economy can never grow as it did once before. 

We reject the pessimism that says our standard of living can no longer rise, and that all that’s 

left to do is divide up and redistribute our shrinking resources. 

Everything that is broken today can be fixed, and every failure can be turned into a great 

success. 

Jobs can stop leaving our country, and start pouring in. Failing schools can become 

flourishing schools. Crumbling roads and bridges can become gleaming new infrastructure. 

Inner cities can experience a flood of new jobs and investment. And rising crime can give 

way to safe and prosperous communities. 

All of these things, and so much more, are possible. But to accomplish them, we must replace 

the present policy of globalism – which has moved so many jobs and so much wealth out of 

our country – and replace it with a new policy of Americanism. 

Under this American System, every policy decision we make must pass a simple test: does it 

create more jobs and better wages for Americans? 

If we lower our taxes, remove destructive regulations, unleash the vast treasure of American 

energy, and negotiate trade deals that put America First, then there is no limit to the number 

of jobs we can create and the amount of prosperity we can unleash. 

America will truly be the greatest place in the world to invest, hire, grow and to create new 

jobs, new technologies, and entire new industries. 

http://fortune.com/fortune500/general-motors-8/
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Instead of driving jobs and wealth away, America will become the world’s great magnet for 

innovation and job creation. 

My opponent’s plan rejects this optimism. She offers only more taxing, regulating, more 

spending and more wealth redistribution – a future of slow growth, declining incomes, and 

dwindling prosperity. 

The only people who get rich under Hillary Clinton’s scheme are the donors and the special 

interests. 

In Hillary Clinton’s America, we have surrendered our status as the world’s great economy, 

and we have surrendered our middle class to the whims of foreign countries. 

Not one single idea she has will create one net American job, or create one new dollar of 

American wealth for our workers. The only thing she can ever offer is a welfare check. Our 

plan will produce pay checks, and they’re going to be great pay checks for millions of people 

now unemployed. 

In the course of this campaign, I have travelled all across this country and I’ve met the most 

amazing people. Every day, I’ve seen the goodness and character of our country, and brave 

citizens proudly fighting through hard times and difficult circumstances. 

In many parts of our country, the hard times never seem to end. I’ve visited cities and towns 

in upstate New York where half the jobs have left and moved to other countries. 

Politicians have abandoned these places all over our country and the people who live there. 

Worse still, politicians have heaped scorn and disdain on these wonderful Americans. My 

opponent described tens of millions of American citizens as deplorable and irredeemable – 

how can Hillary Clinton seek to lead this country when she considers its citizens beyond 

redemption? 

The hardworking people she calls deplorable are the most admirable people I know: they are 

cops and soldiers, teachers and fire-fighters, young and old, moms and dads, blacks, whites 

and Latinos – but above everything else, they are all American. They love their families, they 

love their country, and they want a better future. 

These are the forgotten men and women of America. People who work hard but don’t have a 

voice. 

I am running to be their voice, and to fight to bring prosperity to every part of this country. 

Too many of our leaders have forgotten that it’s their duty to protect the jobs, wages and well-

being of American workers before any other consideration. 

I’m not running to be President of the world. I’m running to be President of the United States 

– and as your President, I will fight for every last American job. 

We are the nation that tamed the West, dug out the Panama Canal, won two World Wars, and 

put a man on the moon. 

It’s time to start thinking big once again. 

That’s why I believe it is time to establish a national goal of reaching 4% economic growth. 
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In working with my economic team, we’ve put together a plan that puts us on track to achieve 

that goal. Over the next ten years, our economic team estimates that under our plan the 

economy will average 3.5% growth and create a total of 25 million new jobs. You can visit 

our website to see the math. 

This growth means that our jobs plan, including our childcare reforms, will be completely 

paid-for in combination with proposed budget savings. 

It will be deficit neutral. If we reach 4% growth, it will reduce the deficit. 

It will be accomplished through a complete overhaul of our tax, regulatory, energy and trade 

policies. 

Right now, under Obama-Clinton policies, the economy grew only 1.1 percent last quarter – 

that translates to millions of lost jobs. 

This is the weakest so-called recovery since the Great Depression. 

Over the last 7 years, the economy grew only 2.1 percent, the slowest period in seventy years. 

Had the economy grown under Obama at the same rate as Reagan, it would have meant 10 

million more jobs. 

Perhaps most shockingly, 1 in 6 men aged 18-34 are either in jail or out of work. 

Meanwhile, another 2 million Hispanic-Americans have been added to the ranks of those in 

poverty. 

On top of it all, the Obama-Clinton policies have doubled the national debt. It took more than 

230 years for the United States to accumulate it’s first $10 trillion dollars in debt – it took 

President Obama only eight years to add another $10 trillion. 

Now, it would be one thing if that money had been used to completely rebuild our nation, our 

military, and our infrastructure. 

Instead, the opposite happened. We doubled our debt and, in return, we have dilapidated 

infrastructure, failing schools, a badly depleted military, and another 14 million people who 

have left the workforce. 

Never has so much money been spent so poorly. 

But we’re going to turn that all around. Here’s how. 

It begins with bold new tax reform. 

As outlined in Detroit, our tax plan will greatly simplify the code and reduce the number of 

brackets from 7 to 3. The 3 new brackets will be 12, 25 and 33, but low-income Americans 

will pay no income tax at all – in fact, our plan will remove millions and millions of workers 

from the income tax rolls entirely. 

By lowering rates, streamlining deductions, and simplifying the process, we will add millions 

of new jobs. 
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In addition, because we have strongly capped deductions for the wealthy and closed special 

interest loopholes, the tax relief will be concentrated on the working and middle class 

taxpayer. They will receive the biggest benefit – it won’t even be close. 

This is a working and middle class tax relief proposal. 

The tax relief for these workers will be expanded by my childcare proposals that I have 

worked on with my daughter, Ivanka. 

These proposals are a central element of our comprehensive tax reform and economic growth 

plan. 

Families will be able to fully deduct the average cost of childcare from their taxes, including 

stay-at-home parents. Because this deduction is capped, it will disproportionately benefit 

working and middle class families. The less you make, the larger a share of your income you 

can exclude from taxation. 

Parents will also be able to enrol in tax-free dependent care savings accounts for their children 

or elderly relatives. Low-income households will benefit from both an Expanded Earned 

Income Tax Credit – in the form a Childcare rebate – and a matching $500 contribution for 

their savings accounts. 

A married couples earning $50,000 per year with two children and $8,000 in child care 

expenses will save 35% from their current tax bill. 

A married couples earning $75,000 per year with two children and $10,000 in child care 

expenses will receive a 30% reduction in their tax bill. 

By contrast, someone earning $5 million will receive virtually no change in their tax bill at 

all. 

One of our greatest job creation measures is going to be our 15% business tax rate – down 

from the current 35% rate, a reduction of more than 40 percent. An explosion of new business 

and new jobs will be created. It will be amazing to watch. 

We will also allow U.S.-based manufacturers to fully expense the cost of new plants and 

equipment. 

On top of that, we will bring back trillions in business wealth parked overseas and tax it at a 

10% rate. Some people say there are $2 trillion dollars overseas, I think it’s $5 trillion. By 

taxing it at 10% instead of 35%, all of this money will come back into our country. 

We will turn America into a magnet for new jobs – and that means jobs in our poorest 

communities. 

Next, comes regulations. 

One of the keys to unlocking growth is scaling-back years of disastrous regulations 

unilaterally imposed by our out-of-control bureaucracy. 

Regulations have grown into a massive, job-killing industry – and the regulation industry is 

one business I will put an end to. 
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In 2015 alone, federal agencies issued over 3,300 final rules and regulations, up from 2,400 

the prior year. Every year, overregulation costs our economy $2 trillion dollars a year and 

reduces household wealth by almost $15,000 dollars. 

I’ve proposed a moratorium on new federal regulations that are not compelled by Congress or 

public safety, and I will eliminate all needless and job-killing regulations now on the books. 

This includes eliminating some of our most intrusive regulations, like the Waters of The U.S. 

Rule. It also means scrapping the EPA’s so-called Clean Power Plan which the government 

itself estimates will cost $7.2 billion a year. This Obama-Clinton directive will shut down 

most, if not all, coal-powered electricity plans in America. Remember what Hillary Clinton 

said? She wants to shut down the miners, just like she wants to shut down the steel mills. 

We’re going to put our great miners and steel workers back to work. 

Energy reform is central to our plan as well 

According to the Heritage Foundation, by 2030, President Obama’s energy restrictions will 

eliminate another half a million manufacturing jobs, reduce economic output by $2.5 trillion 

dollars, and reduce incomes by $7,000 dollars per person. 

Hillary Clinton wants to go even further, and her plan could cost the economy $5 trillion 

dollars. 

A Trump Administration will lift restrictions on all sources of American energy production. 

According to the Institute for American Energy Resources this will: 

increase GDP by more than $100 billion annually 

add over 500,000 new jobs annually 

increase annual wages by more than $30 billion over the next 7 years 

increase federal, state, and local tax revenues by almost $6 trillion over 4 decades 

increase total economic activity by more than $20 trillion over the next 40 years. 

In addition, we will streamline the permitting process for all energy infrastructure projects, 

including the billions of dollars in projects held up by President Obama – creating countless 

more jobs in the process. 

Finally, comes trade – the foundation for everything 

America’s annual trade deficit with the world is now nearly $800 a billion a year – an 

enormous drag on growth. 

Between World War II and the year 2000, the United States averaged a 3.5% growth rate. 

But, after China joined the World Trade Organization, our average growth rate has been 

reduced to only 2 percent. 

Predatory trade practices, product dumping, currency manipulation and intellectual property 

theft have taken millions of jobs and trillions in wealth from our country. 
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It is no great secret that many of the special interests funding my opponent’s campaign are the 

same people profiting from these terrible trade deals. The same so-called experts advising 

Hillary Clinton are the same people who gave us NAFTA, China’s entry into the World Trade 

Organization, the job-killing trade deal with South Korea, and now the Trans-Pacific 

Partnership. 

The verdict is in. All of the special interests that the media race to for comment have been 

proven wrong about every single deal they’ve promoted – every lie and every prediction has 

crashed upon the rocks of reality. 

Our manufacturing base has crumbled, communities have been hollowed out, wages have 

declined, and households are making less today than they were in the year 2000. 

I have proposed a detailed plan to reform our trade policies and bring vast new jobs and 

wealth to America. This includes the following steps: 

I'm going to direct the Secretary of Commerce to identify every violation of trade agreements 

a foreign country is currently using to harm our workers. I will use every tool under American 

and international law to end these abuses, and I will use our greatest business leaders and 

finest negotiators – and I know who you are, many of you are in the room. 

We are going to start with NAFTA, which is causing so much damage to our country. We will 

entirely renegotiate NAFTA into a deal that will either be good for us or will be terminated 

until a brand new and productive deal can be signed. 

We are also going to keep America out of the Trans-Pacific Partnership. 

Next, I am going to instruct my Treasury Secretary to label China a currency manipulator, and 

to apply tariffs to any country that devalues its currency to gain an unfair advantage over the 

United States. 

I am going to instruct the U.S. Trade Representative to bring trade cases against China. 

China's unfair subsidy behaviour is prohibited by the terms of its entrance to the WTO, and I 

intend to enforce those rules. 

If China does not stop its illegal activities, including its theft of American trade secrets and 

intellectual property, I will apply countervailing duties until China ceases and desists. 

Just the single action of enforcing intellectual property rules alone would add millions of new 

American jobs. According to the U.S. International Trade Commission, improved protection 

of America’s intellectual property in China would add 2 million jobs a year to the United 

States every single year. 

We are going to stop the outflow of jobs from our country, and open a new highway of jobs 

back into our country. 

Here is how the plan adds up 

We are proposing a $4.4 trillion tax cut that will score as $2.6 trillion under a dynamic growth 

model, which is how taxes should be scored. This includes the childcare plan. 

Our economic team has further modelled that the growth-induced savings from trade, energy 

and regulation reform will shave at least another $1.8 trillion off of the remaining cost. 
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That leaves around $800 billion dollars. This money can all be saved through simple, 

common sense reforms. If we save just one penny of each federal dollar spent on non-defense, 

and non-entitlement programs, we can save almost $1 trillion over the next decade – again 

this is spending that does not touch defence, and that does not touch entitlements. 

If our plan exceeds the 3.5% ten-year growth average, then our jobs proposal will actually 

reduce the deficit. Savings will be compounded by the fact that people who are currently 

receiving unemployment or welfare will finally be able to find jobs. 

This is the most pro-growth, pro-jobs, pro-family plan put forth perhaps in the history of our 

country. 

This is what our new future will look like 

I am going to lower you taxes; I am going to get rid of massive amounts of unnecessary 

regulations, on business and in your life; I’m going to unleash American energy; I’m going to 

repeal and replace Obamacare; I’m going to appoint Justices to the Supreme Court who will 

follow the Constitution; I’m going rebuild our depleted military and take care of our vets; I’m 

going to save your 2nd amendment; I’m going to stop illegal immigration and drugs coming 

into our country, and yes, we will build the wall [Mexico will pay]; and I’m going to 

renegotiate our disastrous trade deals, especially NAFTA – and we will only make great trade 

deals that put the American worker first. 

And we are going to put our miners and our steelworkers back to work. 

We will rebuild our roads, bridges, tunnels, highways, airports, schools and hospitals. 

American cars will travel the roads, American planes will soar in the skies, and American 

ships will patrol the seas. 

American steel will send new skyscrapers into the clouds. 

American hands will rebuild this nation – and American energy, harvested from American 

sources, will power this nation. American workers will be hired to do the job. 

We will put new American metal into the spine of this country. 

Jobs will return, incomes will rise, and new factories will come rushing back to our shores. 

We Will Make America Wealthy Again. 

We Will Make America Strong Again. 

And Will Make America Great Again. 

Thank you, and God Bless! 
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