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Abstract 

 

Rhetoric and politics have been interrelated through time. Major political leaders have tried to 

influence their followers through well-organized and well-written political speeches since the 

Roman Empire and Byzantium. As one of the original writers of rhetoric, Aristotle referred to it 

as the art of finding the best aspect of an argument that tends to convince the audience. In my 

thesis, I analyze and compare the rhetoric of President George W. Bush with that of President 

Barack Obama. Specifically, I compare and contrast their respective State of the Union 

Addresses. The questions that I want to answer lay upon the methods both Presidents use during 

their respective speeches. My thesis also discusses their respective prioritized topics. I give a 

short presentation of the importance of rhetoric, ranging from the Roman Empire to today‟s 

American politics. I also comment on the meaning of rhetoric in the modern age. In order to 

perform my analysis, I use the five stage method of rhetorical analysis: Context, Disposition, 

Means to convince, Argumentation Analysis and Style. The different argument styles of 

President Bush and President Obama are discussed. 
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1. Introduction 

 

When I first started thinking about this thesis, I was interested in analyzing the different 

communication strategies put forth by influential leaders and large-scale companies. My 

intention was to discuss these strategies instead of discussing rhetoric. However, due to the page 

limitation, I focus on rhetoric, which may be considered a part of the communication strategies. 

 

Throughout my thesis, I focus on two United States Presidents who have been capable of 

generating different emotions from the public. The reason I chose American Presidents and their 

rhetoric lies in the fact that politics in America, more than in any other country, is based on 

communication strategies and rhetoric, thus making it more interesting to analyze the core 

foundation of the speeches. The Presidents who I decided to study are George W. Bush and 

Barack Obama. The analysis is based on their respective State of the Union Addresses. Since 

President Bush was in the executive office for eight years, thus having given seven State of the 

Union Addresses, I chose to study his final State of the Union Address given in 2008, and since 

President Obama has only been in office for one year, I will look into his first State of the Union 

address given in 2010.   

 

I have chosen Presidents Bush and Obama, because I find both Presidents to be fairly charismatic 

and popular amongst their followers. I am interested in analyzing the similarities and differences 

in their rhetoric. I have chosen to analyze their respective State of the Union Address, because it 

is their sole opportunity to speak before the joint session of Congress and before the entire nation 

to explain the choices made during the prior year and to deliver the plans that they hold for the 

future. 

 

I chose to study this topic, because I am fascinated by the use of rhetoric not only in politics but 

also in other industries such as media. However, due to time limitation, I plan to concentrate only 

on these two State of the Union Addresses. 
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1.1. Aim 

The aim of this thesis is to analyze and compare the rhetoric behind President George W. Bush‟s 

final State of the Union speech with the rhetoric behind President Barack Obama‟s first State of 

the Union speech. 

 

1.2. Research questions 

The main question of the thesis is: 

- Given that there are different rhetorical stages, how does each President make use of these 

methods to transfer his message? 

 

Other questions that I will answer throughout this thesis are: 

- What are the topics that the Presidents concentrate on? What do they consider important? 

- In what ways do the speeches differ? 

 

2. Material 

 

President George W. Bush delivered his final State of the Union speech on January 28, 2008, 

while Barack Obama delivered his first on January 27, 2010. Throughout this thesis, I dive into 

these speeches delivered by the current and prior Presidents of the United States. I solely 

concentrate on the textual analysis and do not include visual analysis. The performance of the 

speakers will not be included in the thesis.  

 

In order to analyze the text, I use the speech transcripts from the websites of the White House 

and of C-SPAN, a “private, non-profit company, created in 1979 by the cable television industry 

to provide public access to the political process” (http://www.cspan.org/About/Default.aspx). 

This way, I analyze each President‟s verbiage, arguments, and tone of speech. I do not conduct 

any visual analysis due to the length of the essay. 

 

The final Address by President Bush was well-suited for this thesis, because I assume the crises 

and problems dealt by the world in 2008 are similar to those which the world is attempting to 
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overcome today. Thus it is fascinating to see whether or not both Presidents bring the same 

issues to hand. 

 

3. Background 

 

3.1. The 43rd President 

It can be argued that President George W. Bush was one of the most unpopular Presidents in 

American history. During his two-term presidency, he ran a “permanent campaign” polity. The 

book Assessing the George W. Bush Presidency – a Tale of Two Terms, edited by Andrew Wroe 

and Jon Herbert, includes a chapter, written by John Anthony Maltese, devoted solely to the 

communication strategies during the Bush era. In this chapter, Maltese explains the goal of 

permanent campaign which is “to rally public support that can then be used to pressure members 

of Congress to implement presidential policy” (Maltese 2009:216). While in office, President 

Bush used this method to wage the War on Terror against two different nations (Iraq and 

Afghanistan), brought forth the beginning of a recession, and isolated his country from the rest of 

the world. However I find the most interesting aspect of his presidency to be the communication 

strategy that he embarked. He felt that the only way to overcome the media was to rule its 

agenda, “controlling the agenda and using symbolism to promote that agenda are core elements 

of the permanent campaign” (Maltese 2009:218). Part of this advocacy operation also “included 

coordinating rhetoric and stagecraft” (Maltese 2009:222), thus the end result of the “Mission 

Accomplished” speech that was criticized heavily due to the absurdity of the production and the 

misjudgment of the War on Terror against Iraq. During the Bush era, journalists were portrayed 

as interest groups, which lead to the media‟s failure to be a watchdog.  

  

3.2. The 44th President 

President Barack Obama has only been in office a little more than one year. As a result, there are 

no studies about the communication strategies being used in an Obama White House, and 

therefore I have chosen to touch upon how the media has viewed President Obama since his 

candidacy. In the book President Barack Obama – a More Perfect Union, John K. Wilson talks 

about President Obama‟s different policies and the issues raised by opponents regarding his 

presidency. To describe President Obama, Wilson writes that “inexperienced is a word used in 
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every media outlet,” but he thinks that that is due to the fact that there is little to cover about 

President Obama‟s personal life.  

 

Since President Obama has written two books that cover his background and policies, Wilson 

adds “so they needed to find something new,” referring to the media (Wilson 2009:25, 26). There 

is little doubt surrounding his public speaking skills, however, President Obama does receive 

criticism on his lack of specification of policies. Wilson quotes an MSNBC anchor, “the 

conventional wisdom of Barack Obama is that he‟s a great speaker, a terrific orator, but hasn‟t 

really been all that specific about policy,” to which Wilson disagrees (Wilson 2009:27).  

  

3.3. The State of the Union 

The State of the Union address is a speech that all American Presidents must deliver. The White 

House website writes quoting the Constitution: “…With these powers come several 

responsibilities, among them a constitutional requirement to „from time to time give to the 

Congress Information of the State of the Union, and recommend to their Consideration such 

Measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient.‟ Although the President may fulfill this 

requirement in any way he or she chooses, Presidents have traditionally given a State of the 

Union address to a joint session of Congress each January (except in inaugural years) outlining 

their agenda for the coming year” (http://www.whitehouse.gov/our-government/executive-

branch). In other words, the President is required to inform the Congress of his future plans and 

to address the issues he has tackled in the previous year. He is also free to mention his concerns 

surrounding current legislation and he may discuss any troubling issues. The Address is held in 

the House of Representatives Chamber at the United States Capitol.  

 

4. Theory 

 

4.1. Prior research 

Julian Menz from the Department of Media and Communications at Uppsala University has 

written his Master‟s thesis (2009) titled, Obama in his Own Words: the Candidate and the 

President. It is an analysis that studies the change in President Obama‟s rhetoric as his political 

http://www.whitehouse.gov/our-government/executive-branch
http://www.whitehouse.gov/our-government/executive-branch
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career advanced.  He concludes that there are changes, but those changes depend on the 

circumstances, the audience, and the context in which language is used. 

 

Ingela Andersson from the Department of Language and Culture of Luleå University has written 

her thesis (2005) titled, American Political Rhetoric: A study of selected speeches by George W. 

Bush. The thesis deals with analyzing few of the speeches made by then President Bush and 

seeing if they follow the tradition of American political rhetoric. She concludes that President 

Bush uses devices that follow the American political rhetoric. 

 

Brigitte Mral from the Department of Humanities, Education and the Social Sciences of the 

Örebro University has written her dissertation (2006) titled, The Rhetorical State of Alert before 

the Iraqi War 2003. She discusses the manipulative words and strategies used by then President 

Bush to convince the American public to initiate a war against Iraq. 

 

4.2. Theoretical research 

Rhetoric has had major importance in the lives of politicians, because no matter how good or bad 

a politician might be, they will not be elected unless they have captured the people‟s attention. 

Atkinson, in his book Our Masters‟ Voices, writes “for the speaker who proves himself to be 

incapable of holding the attention of live audiences stands little chance of winning their 

approval. And without the approval of others the most essential part of a politician‟s life-support 

system is missing” (Atkinson 1984:9). Atkinson continues “many of the techniques deployed by 

effective public speakers thus appear to be designed to attract, sustain or upgrade the 

attentiveness of audience members who might otherwise be inclined to go to sleep” (Atkinson 

1984:11). Good public speaking may secure the politician‟s seat in an upcoming election, 

because good public speakers emotionally move their audience while sending their message. 

 

Rhetoric has shaped the destiny of many politicians and it goes back to the ancient Roman 

Empire. However, the idea of rhetoric was very different then, compared to what it is today. The 

origins of rhetoric lay upon the different writings about the strength of the emperors and leaders. 

For instance, the first Roman Emperor, Augustus, manipulated the writings to secure his 

leadership and to show his strength to his people. In his book, The Construction of Authority in 
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Ancient Rome and Byzantium: the Rhetoric of Empire, Sarota A. Takacs writes “he [Augustus] 

was a skillful creator of memory and commemoration and rhetoric was his vehicle. Throughout 

his principate, Augustus manipulated the way he was perceived and eventually remembered. He 

became Rome‟s sole ruler as he simultaneously claimed the „republic restored.‟ He was a master 

of employing the familiar while changing its original content. Augustus saw to it that Rome and 

its monuments became mnemonic devices pointing to him and his accomplishments, which he 

insisted were carried out on behalf of the „republic‟” (Takacs 2009:41). This was common during 

the Roman Empire, because as Takacs writes “the past was made present through words, telling 

and re-telling extraordinary deeds, and the display of masks. In other words, rhetoric was at 

work. The past intersected with the present and thus informed the future” (Takacs 2009:21). An 

emperor was considered the Father of the Empire due to the rhetoric of the writings. The rhetoric 

of the Roman Empire was built on those principles; one had to talk about the past in order to 

secure the future. 

 

This leads me to ask, what is considered rhetoric in the modern age? According to Webster‟s 

Online Dictionary, Rhetoric is “using language effectively to please or persuade.” It is taught in 

schools and universities as its own course. The art of speaking is not only crucial for politicians, 

but also to the recent graduate who is about to interview for their first job or to the attorney who 

has to convince the jury of his client‟s innocence. Recently, the media has also acknowledged 

rhetoric by interviewing experts on the level of rhetoric used by an orator (Johannesson 2005:7). 

 

Since my thesis highlights two American Presidents and their respective rhetoric, it is important 

to stress the importance of rhetoric in American politics. In his book, The Rhetorical Presidency, 

Jeffrey K. Tulis explains that “this presidential „function‟ [rhetoric] is not one duty among many, 

but rather the heart of the presidency – its essential taste” (Tulis 1987:5), but now Presidents 

“need to build their own campaign organizations and to regularly appeal to the people for at least 

two years in order to secure nomination” (Tulis 1987:14) and President Obama did exactly that. 

However, “it is true that modern presidents are schooled in contemporary rhetorical techniques 

before they reach office, and that recent Presidents tend to understand governing as a 

continuation and reduplication of campaigning” (Tulis 1987:14). Tulis suggests that “mere 

rhetoric could be of consequence to the development of American political institutions,” (Tulis 
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1987:13) that is to be constantly on guard to communicate with different political institutions 

with differing agendas.  

 

He also talks about “the changes in the presidential selection system, the institutionalization of 

the White House speechwriting staff, and the development of the mass media all contribute to the 

blessings and burdens of rhetorical governance” (Tulis 1987:182). It is important to stress the 

value of rhetoric in campaigns. For example, Tulis writes “in the nineteenth century, the tone of 

campaigns was set by that of governance. Candidates did not issue statements in their own 

behalf, much less give speeches” (Tulis 1987:183). During that era, the ideology was that the 

people who campaigned were not suited for governance, however, today “in a striking reversal, 

campaigns are becoming the model for governing,” (Tulis 1987:183) and of course campaigning 

means giving speeches throughout the country to secure votes. Tulis mentions that “the demands 

of the rhetorical presidency have heightened the importance of speechwriters and expanded the 

number in recent administrations,” (Tulis 1987:184) so is the case in not only administrations, 

but also the Congress. According to Tulis, “speechwriters report that the one-sentence 

paragraphs so common to presidential messages are consciously designed to accommodate 

television news. With short aphorisms rather than developed arguments, Presidents are more 

likely to get a snappy quotation on the brief segments of the evening news, and are less likely to 

be quoted out of context” (Tulis 1987:187). Tulis also talks about the importance of the modern 

mass media which “provides presidents the means to speak to millions of people throughout the 

world, giving them considerable aid to accomplish the worthwhile needs and purposes of the 

rhetorical presidency” (Tulis 1987:188).    

 

It is also crucial to note that rhetoric is a tool of a much larger concept - political communication. 

In order to understand political communication, Swedish researcher, Jesper Srömbäck, writes in 

his book Makt och Medier: En bok om samspelet mellan medborgarna och de politiska 

makthavarna (English translation: Power and Media: A book about the Cooperation between the 

Citizens, Media and Political Leaders) his understanding of the concept. While studying other 

researchers, he finds that the primary actors of political communication are citizens, political 

leaders, and the media (Strömbäck 2000:43); however since both citizens and political leaders 

are dependent on the media to send/receive information, the latter becomes the link between the 
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two “institutions” (Strömbäck 2000:44). As Tulis, Strömbäck also stresses upon the importance 

of the mass media in politics, especially after the invention of TV (Strömbäck 2000:88) and I 

would argue the invention of the internet in the 20th century. Politicians are now present in our 

homes 24/7 and are attracting the audience‟s attention through their rhetoric. In other words, 

whoever controls the media controls the masses. 

 

5. Method 

 

In order to analyze both State of the Union Addresses, I have decided to use Birgitte Mral and 

Maria Karlberg‟s book Heder och påverkan: Att analysera modern retorik (English translation: 

Honor and Influence: Analyzing Modern Rhetoric) with the assistance of Kurt Johannesson‟s 

book Retorik eller konsten att övertyga (English translation: Rhetoric or the Art of Convincing). 

In their book, Mral and Karlberg have set a guideline of five stages of rhetorical analysis to help 

the researcher.  

 

In order to carry out this analysis, I will first go through both transcripts, reading each in detail. 

After doing so, I will start my textual analysis by breaking down the transcripts according to 

Mral and Karlbergs‟ stages of rhetorical analysis and draw a conclusion accordingly. A video 

analysis will not be conducted. 

 

The five stages must be incorporated in the speeches for them to be considered rhetorical. A 

detailed explanation and definition of the stages and the divisions are conducted below. 

 

5.1. Context  

The first stage of rhetorical analysis is called Context. The context is the link between the 

speaker and the public, the speaker knowing his public and recognizing its needs and the public 

understanding its speaker. 

 

In order to analyze the context of the text, one must attempt to find 1) the rhetorical genre of the 

text 2) the rhetorical situation 3) the speaker with respect to the writer (Mral & Karlberg 

1998:21). 
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5.1.1. The Rhetorical Genre of the Text 

After deciding the piece type of the text (article, news segment, speech etc.), one must choose the 

rhetorical genre. This segment is divided into three parts (Mral & Karlberg 1998:22): Genus 

Deliberativum, Genus Demonstrativum and Genus Judiciale. Genus Deliberativum is the 

political genre, where the speaker advises or warns actions during decision-making and also 

“considers different ways to solve a specific problem and advises the listeners to choose one of 

the alternatives” (Johannesson 1998:36). The speaker has to “lobby” for his thoughts. Genus 

Demonstrativum is used during ceremonial events. It is when the speaker “praises or condemns a 

specific person or a phenomenon” (Johannesson 1998:36). Genus Judiciale can be explained as 

the lawyer‟s defense or the prosecutor‟s accusation. This is also observed in politics when 

politicians defend themselves. In short genus judiciale is to “accuse or defend someone or 

something” (Johannesson 1998:36). 

 

It is crucial to point out that more than one genre can be used in speech, making it difficult for 

the researcher sometimes to conclude the genre of the text. 

 

5.1.2. The Rhetorical Situation 

Rhetorical situation is the so called “facts” or the background of the text. Mral and Karlberg 

mention that more information of the situation leads to a more interesting and well-organized 

analysis (Mral & Karlberg 1998:23). It is when the orator is aware of the facts and takes it into 

consideration while preparing the speech.  

 

Another important feature that Mral and Karlberg discuss is the orators‟ knowledge of their 

audience. Since the audience‟s knowledge and interests affect the speaker‟s preparation of the 

speech, the speaker must take the public into consideration and prepare the speech accordingly. 

The speech should be appropriate for the intended audience so that the audience clearly 

understands the message. In other words, it is important to “know your public” (Mral & Karlberg 

1998:25). To know the audience, the orator may factor in the education level, personal interests, 

and age range of the crowd. 
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Public speakers must also take into consideration the rhetorical problems they will face while 

delivering the speech. An example of a rhetorical problem might be the difficulty of convincing 

an idea to a group of people with different ideologies.  

 

5.1.3. The Speaker with Respect to the Writer 

The third and final component of context is the speaker with respect to the writer. It is common, 

especially in politics, for the orator and speech writer to not be the same individual (Mral & 

Karlberg 1998:26). Politicians are surrounded by advisors, writers, and media experts who 

manufacture the performance of the speaker. Even if the writer and the speaker are the same 

individual, there are others involved in the process. It is important to understand and to know the 

speaker (education, background, etc.).  

 

5.2. Disposition 

The second stage in analyzing rhetoric of a speech is disposition and it “is not only organizing a 

material, it also is a model to gradually lead the audience to a firm belief” (Mral & Karlberg 

1998:28) or as Kurt Johannesson writes “disposition is a design that leads the listeners step by 

step to convincing” (Johannesson 1998:65). The five parts of disposition are 1) Exordium 2) 

Narratio 3) Propositio 4) Argumentatio and 5) Conclusio.  The order of the disposition may 

sometimes change, however this change is usually noticeable in commercials rather than 

speeches. 

 

5.2.1. Exordium 

Exordium, commonly referred to as the introduction, is the first part of the disposition. The aim 

of the exordium is to make the audience attentive, benevolent, and keen on learning (Mral & 

Karlberg 1998:28). In order to draw the audience‟s attention, the speaker may start with “listen 

to me now!” or “welcome my friends.” After the speaker has captured the audience‟s attention, 

he/she will then display knowledge, credibility, and liability in order to engage. Finally the 

speaker will ensure that the audience is aware of his/her discussion topic.  
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5.2.2. Narratio  

Narratio is the second part of the disposition. It is the story behind the ideas in the text. A good 

narratio leads to the main point of the speech and is short and concrete in order to captivate the 

audience. A bored audience is not desired by speakers, since the audience‟s mood plays a 

powerful role in determining the content of the speech. However, if the audience is not aware of 

the topics then narratio should be longer (Mral & Karlberg 1998:29).  

 

5.2.3. Propositio 

The third part of the disposition is the propositio - the level on which the argumentation begins. 

Propositio is the proposal of the argument‟s central idea. This is where the speaker expresses 

his/her stance on an issue. More on propositio will be explained under the Argumentation 

Analysis. 

 

5.2.4. Argumentatio  

The fourth part of disposition, argumentatio, follows propositio and points out all the arguments 

for or against a standpoint. It helps understand what argumentation methods the speaker uses 

during the speech. I will discuss the different types of argumentation under the Argumentation 

Analysis. 

 

5.2.5. Conclusio 

This is the last part of the disposition, and generally the last paragraph of the speech. It is a 

summary and a sum up, known as recapitulation, of the ideas and the arguments presented. The 

epilogue can be done in different ways according to the topic, aim, and so on (Mral & Karlberg 

1998:29-30). 

 

5.3. Means to Convince 

The third stage in analyzing rhetoric explains the different means used to convince the audience. 

The three basic means are: Ethos, Logos and Pathos. It is important to mention that during my 

analysis, I will combine the „Means to Convince‟ with the „Argumentation Analysis,‟ since they 

cover similar areas. 
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5.3.1. Ethos  

Ethos, the first means to convince, refers to the speaker‟s use of personality to convince the 

audience. In other words, the speaker prepares the speech in such a way that his/her personality 

and credibility shines in order to win the audience‟s trust. Delectare is the rhetorical term for 

ethos. A strong ethos can sometimes be more effective than the truth (Mral & Karlberg 1998:31).  

 

Creating confidence in ethos is done in several ways, but the most effective that Mral and 

Karlberg discuss are through authority and affinity. Speakers whose education or experience 

qualifies them to speak on a topic may use the ethos of authority.   

 

5.3.2. Logos  

Logos refers to the speaker‟s use of facts or logical argumentation methods in order to enlighten 

and inform the audience (Mral & Karlberg 1998:34). The speaker has to be well aware of the 

rhetorical situation. The information he/she desires to spread needs to be thoroughly explained 

by facts, so that everyone understands. In rhetorical terms, this is called Docere (Mral & 

Karlberg 1998:34). 

 

5.3.3. Pathos  

Pathos, known as Movere in rhetorical terms, refers to the speaker‟s ability to emotionally move 

the audience. Depending on the aim of the speech, the speaker can engage effect and sadden the 

audience and generate his/her intended feeling. In politics, generating fear and hope are the two 

key aspects in moving and convincing the audience. For example, a politician might say that 

there are terrorists among us in order to create fear in the audience. The politicians will then offer 

a solution in order to give the audience hope.  

 

5.4. Argumentation Analysis 

The fourth, and arguably the most complicated stage of rhetorical analysis, is argumentation 

analysis. Argumentation analysis consists of the thesis, which is the main point of the speech, 

and the argument, which is the defense of the thesis. 
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5.4.1. Thesis  

The thesis is the absolute argument. It is the main point of the speech, and the reason the speech 

is delivered. A short speech usually has one thesis, but as the speech grows longer the possibility 

of it having more than one thesis increases. It can be located in the exordium of the text, but it is 

usually found after the narratio. It is important to mention that the thesis is often hard to find, 

because it may act as a hidden message. An antithesis occurs when the speaker‟s thesis is in 

direct contrast to that of his opponent. 

 

5.4.2. The Argument 

The thesis is defended by the argument. The speaker provides various amounts of argument to 

secure the thesis and to pass along the message of the speech. Probatio is the rhetorical term for 

the arguments supporting the thesis (Mral & Karlberg 1998:37). Mral and Karlberg suggest 

dividing the arguments in two groups: the first one is the primary argument, and the second one 

is the support argument (Mral & Karlberg 1998:37). Writing the primary argument first, then 

following it with the supporting arguments breaks down the speech into parts that are easier to 

analyze.  

 

There are three classical argumentation methods: 

Ethos-argument – As previously mentioned, confidence of the speaker is gained through ethos. 

In the same manner, the ethos-argument gives the thesis credibility and authority. This type of 

argument is usually made with the help of well-known quotes. Other ways of exercising 

authority are through the public opinion. This is done by only using arguments that support the 

thesis. Bringing up previous experiences, called praxis, is also a way of exercising credibility. 

 

Logos-argument – This type of argument relies on and includes facts. It includes the use of 

materials such as statistics, pictures and numbers to defend the thesis. Manipulating the audience 

is a part of this argument; the speaker indirectly uses facts, known as premises, to make the 

argument more effective (Mral & Karlberg 1998:41). 

 



18 
 

Pathos-argument –This argument appeals to the audience‟s feelings (Mral & Karlberg 1998:43). 

The speaker discusses opportunities and consequences when using the pathos argument. More on 

pathos is discussed under the Means to Convince section. 

 

5.5. Style 

The fifth stage of rhetorical analysis is style. In ancient times, teachers of rhetoric had an ideal of 

what the text style should look like. They said “text should be grammatically correct, clear, and 

also beautifully accessorized” (Mral & Karlberg 1998:45). In short, style can be defined by the 

relationship among the content, form, and effect of the text. In order to verify the style one 

should consider 1) the level of style 2) figure of style and 3) Performance. Since I will solely 

concentrate on the transcripts, the explanation of performance has no relevance to my thesis and 

will not be included in this section.  

 

5.5.1. Level of Style 

The level of style consists of the higher, medium, and lower levels and analyzes the linguistic 

aspect of the text. The higher level is correct and rich in advanced vocabulary. The medium or 

normal level is seen mostly in the news and is characterized by an easy but correct and polished 

use of language. The lower level is characterized by the use of slang or other inappropriate 

words. Another aspect to take into consideration while analyzing the different levels is 

homogeneity. Moreover, the context plays an important role in studying the levels of style as 

both are interrelated (Mral & Karlberg 1998:45).   

 

5.5.2. Figure of Style 

The second aspect to take into consideration while studying the style is the figure of style. It is 

used to give color and variation to the speech and to attract the public on an emotional level 

(Mral & Karlberg 1998:46). It is a means to explain, clarify and exploit arguments. Trope and 

ornament are two types of figures of style. The use of metaphors, irony, personification and 

quotes are only a few of the several methods that define trope. Thus trope is used when the 

literary meaning of a word is not strong enough to portray the message of the speech (Mral & 

Karlberg 1998:47).  
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Unlike trope, ornament keeps the literary meaning, and the words used have a powerful effect. 

However that effect is reached by organizing and structuring sentences in such a way that the 

speech has variation and rhythm (Mral & Karlberg 1998:47). Types of ornament are alliteration, 

repetition of words and figures, climax, and so forth.  

 

Although both ornament and trope exploit the important parts of the speech, the excessive use of 

figures tends to overwhelm the public and the message is destroyed. Conversely, the lack of use 

of figures makes the speech boring (Mral & Karlberg 1998:48). 

 

6. Result and Analysis 

 

I will write the analysis in the order of the five stages of rhetorical analysis as explained by Mral 

and Karlberg. Each transcript is approximately fifteen pages. However, I will try to analyze 

almost all the elements discussed in the speech.  

 

6.1. Analysis of George W. Bush 

In order to analyze President George W. Bush, I use the transcript from his final State of the 

Union Address located on the CSPAN website. 

 

6.1.1. Context 

President George W. Bush‟s final State of the Union Address follows the political, rhetorical 

genre of Genus Deliberativum. President Bush attempts to convince his audience, the United 

States Congress, of his ideas and discusses various arguments to accomplish his goal. For 

example, when talking about health care, he states “we share a common goal: making health 

care more affordable and accessible for all Americans.” He includes himself as a member of the 

group and provides the argument that health care should be more affordable. This is a perfect 

example of Tulis‟s suggestion of using short statements that could be included in a news 

segment. He then introduces a solution by stating that “the best way to achieve that goal is by 

expanding consumer choice, not government control. So I propose ending the bias in the tax 

code against those who do not get their health insurance through their employer. This one 

reform would put private coverage within reach for millions, and I call on the Congress to pass 



20 
 

it this year.” His well crafted political genre is followed by his careful placement of 

responsibility on the US Congress.  He continues to authoritatively say that, “this one reform 

would put private coverage within reach for millions, and I call on the Congress to pass it on 

this year.” By using a type of ornament known as an isocolon - an equal number of words prior 

to and after a comma, – he strengthens his message and reinforces his executive power as the 

President. 

 

It is clear that President Bush understands the rhetorical situation by knowing the facts, his 

audience, and the rhetorical problems. His speech is a very important and formal executive 

address whose audience is the Representatives and the Senators of the United States. The topics 

that he discusses are the economy, tax cuts, earmarks, housing, health care, education, trade, 

energy, scientific research, immigration, entitlement spending, homeland security and global 

hunger, however he dedicates almost half of his speech to the topic of foreign policy. Even 

within the topic of foreign policy, he makes his priorities clear. He mentions Afghanistan with a 

very positive tone and does not speak much on the topic. His rhetoric was so successful that 

during his administration, Afghanistan was referred to as the “forgotten war” by the media and 

other news outlets. Moreover, he states that, “In Afghanistan, America, our 25 NATO allies and 

15 partner nations are helping the Afghan people defend their freedom and rebuild their 

country.” He uses the verb “help” and says the word “America” after “Afghanistan.” Meanwhile, 

in his lengthy talk of Iraq, he states that “In Iraq, the terrorists and extremists are fighting to 

deny a proud people their liberty and fighting to establish safe havens for attacks across the 

world.” He gives Iraq a negative connotation and associates them with terrorists and extremists. 

 

Knowledge of the audience, as mentioned before, plays a crucial role in the implementation of 

the speech. President Bush knows that the US congress, the American soldiers oversees, and the 

American public watching the news from their homes are the direct audience, while the indirect 

audience includes the guests who are present in the Chamber, the media, and foreign leaders. The 

topics presented in the address are well-suited for the audience, taking into consideration that the 

US Congress consists of people who are going to act on his suggestions.  
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President Bush knows very well that 2008 was an election year. Therefore, aside from delivering 

the State of the Union address, he attempts to sell his ideas and policies. Herein lays the 

rhetorical problem. He is aware that the Chamber is filled with Democrats who are seated on the 

left and with Republicans who are seated on the right.  

 

Writing State of the Union speeches tends to be complicated and difficult. It is not easy to 

include everything that the President wishes to address and accomplish. Thus, a group of 

speechwriters is needed to help the President shape a good address. Speechwriters Mike 

Thiessen, Bill McGurn, and Christopher Michel helped the President with his last address 

(http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2008/01/27/AR2008012701867.html). 

 

6.1.2. Disposition 

Since the State of the Union is an expected speech, President Bush does not need to begin his 

speech with an attention grabbing exordium. A traditional “Madam Speaker, Vice President 

Cheney, Members of Congress, distinguished guests and fellow citizens” completes this task. A 

quick background, narratio, follows setting the tone of the speech and prepares the audience. He 

briefly mentions that during his seven-year presidency “we [the Congress and the White House] 

faced hard decisions about peace and war, rising competition in the world economy, and the 

health and welfare of our citizens.” After that statement, the audience understands the 

President‟s areas of interest that will be discussed during the speech. The President covers 

fourteen prioritized topics in the speech. Each topic is argued for and against, thus making the 

fourth stage of the disposition known as argumentatio. It was quite difficult to find the main 

argument or the theme of the speech, but after thoroughly reading the transcript several times, I 

realized that there is a common denominator in all of the arguments which is to strive to “trust 

the free people to make wise decisions.” President Bush also discusses this in the beginning of 

the speech when he states “…and so, in all we do, we must trust in the ability of free peoples to 

make wise decisions and empower them to improve their lives for their futures” emphasizing on 

“trust,” “make,” and “empower.” In his conclusio he stresses “trusting the people” and ends 

the speech with “so tonight, with confidence in freedom´s power and trust in the people, let us 

set the faith to do their business. God Bless America.”  
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Throughout his address, he mentions “trust the people” (meaning trust the free people) 

approximately twenty times. American people were also mentioned, but in the context of free. In 

other words, he associates America and Americans with freedom and free people. He mentions 

this in the beginning of every argument, except for health care reform. 

 

6.1.3. Means to Convince and Argumentation Analysis 

During his hour-long address, President Bush uses all three means to argue in order to deliver an 

effective speech. He predominantly uses ethos and occasionally logos to argue all topics except 

foreign affairs, for which he uses pathos. The dominance of ethos could be the result of his 

audience and the executive role he needs to play for the State of the Union Address. I will go 

through a few select topics discussed and mention the means used. 

 

He uses ethos when discussing earmarks, immigration, health care and tax relief. During his 

section on tax relief, President Bush uses ethos and mediates a sense of authority. An example of 

this occurs when he states “the temptation will be to load up the bill. That would delay it or 

derail it, and neither option is acceptable.” With a sarcastic tone, he goes on to tease and mock 

those who do not mind paying more taxes. He says “I welcome their enthusiasm. I am pleased to 

report that the IRS accepts both checks and money orders.”  

 

While talking about housing and education, President Bush uses logos. He starts by mentioning 

the positives of the „No Child Left Behind Act‟ and leads into a new bill which would “open the 

doors of these schools to more children, I ask you to support a new $300 million program called 

Pell Grants for Kids. We have seen how Pell Grants help low-income college students to realize 

their full potential.” He uses premise – a means to manipulate the facts. “No Child Left Behind 

Act is legislation that helps thousands of students in need (premise). Pell Grants for Kids is set to 

also help students in need (under premise). Then Pell Grants for Kids legislation should be 

passed.” 

 

While discussing trade, President Bush provides a background of the situation and continues the 

argument with pathos by stating that, “Many products from these nations now enter America 

duty-free. Yet many of our products face steep tariffs in their markets. These agreements will 
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level the playing field. They will give us better access to nearly 100 million customers. They will 

support good jobs for the finest workers in the world, those whose products say, „Made in the 

USA.‟ These agreements also promote America‟s strategic interests. The first agreement that will 

come before you is with Colombia, a friend of America that is confronting violence and terror 

and fighting drug traffickers. If we fail to pass this agreement, we will embolden the purveyors of 

false populism in our hemisphere. So we must come together, pass this agreement, and show our 

neighbors in the region that democracy leads to a better life.” He is subtly painting the image of 

good Americans helping good people in the world to fight against bad people. People react 

emotionally to bad perpetrators, and therefore pathos makes this argument more powerful. The 

purpose of this paragraph is to introduce the argument of passing a bill that supports free trade 

with the mentioned countries.  

 

He uses pathos while talking about energy, research, and the entitlement programs (Medicare, 

Medicaid and Social Security). While talking about the latter, he uses pathos to frighten. The use 

of pleonasm such as “sudden and drastic cuts in benefits” shapes his argument. The image of 

fear is strengthened especially when he says, “Now I ask members of Congress to offer your 

proposals and come up with a bipartisan solution to save these vital programs for our children 

and our grandchildren.” This can be translated into, „if we do not act now, our children and 

grandchildren are going to face hard times.‟  

 

While discussing foreign policies, President Bush mostly uses pathos to create emotion, but he 

uses ethos and logos to convince people that his policies are correct. I will now go through a few 

of the areas of argument in this topic. 

 

President Bush mentions “War on Terror” only once, but while discussing matters regarding the 

issue, he uses pathos arguments to reinforce his message. By giving examples of Lebanon, 

Georgia, Ukraine, London, Madrid, Afghanistan and Iraq, he is attempting to unify the world 

against terrorists. He states that “these horrific images serve as a grim reminder. The advance of 

liberty is opposed by terrorists and extremists-evil men, who despise freedom, despise America 

and aim to subject millions to their violent rule,” and draws the conclusion that America equals 

freedom. He uses pathos to convince the US Congress and the American people that the surge 
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should continue, because good-hearted Americans should help free the Iraqi people. The use of 

“terrorists” and “extremists” as a pleonasm, a type of ornament, makes the generation of fear 

more effective and stressing the words “despise” makes a stronger pathos. To add emotion to his 

speech, President Bush uses an apostrophe (changing his direct audience to the American 

soldiers), trope, “this evening, I want to speak directly to our men and women on the front lines, 

soldiers and sailors, airmen, Marines and Coast you and more. Our nation is grateful for your 

courage. We are proud of your accomplishments. And tonight, in this hallowed chamber with the 

American people as our witness, we make you a solemn pledge: in the fight ahead, you will have 

all you need to protect our nation. And I ask Congress to meet its responsibilities to these brave 

men and women by fully funding our troops.” His intention is to communicate his message to 

funding troops. He uses pathos in order to receive compassion from the audience and secure his 

argument to increase funding for the war.  

 

He takes an emotional, movere approach while talking about a free Iraq. He says “a free Iraq 

will deny al Qaeda a safe haven. A free Iraq will show millions across the Middle East that a 

future of liberty is possible. A free Iraq will be a friend of America, a partner in fighting terror 

and a source of stability in a dangerous part of the world. By contrast, a failed Iraq would 

embolden the extremists, strengthen Iran and give terrorists a base from which to launch new 

attacks on our friends, our allies and our homeland.” The anaphor of a “free Iraq” and the 

anticlimax, a type of ornament, in the end, strengthens the pathos. Iraq is portrayed as evil, and, 

if liberated, will help add to the good in the world. 

 

In order to dramatize the speech, President Bush says “in the past six years, we´ve stopped 

numerous attacks, including a plot to fly a plane into the tallest building in Los Angeles, and 

another to blow up passenger jets bound for America over the Atlantic.” Through this statement, 

he is trying to generate fear on a national and international front to realize his goal of convincing 

Congress to elongate the timeframe of the legislation on monitoring terrorist communications.  

 

He uses premise, a logos argument, while repeating the motive of his speech. He says, “As 

Americans, we believe in the power of individuals to determine their destiny and shape the 

course of history. We believe that the most reliable guide for our country is the collective wisdom 
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of the ordinary citizens. And so, in all we do, we must trust in the ability of free peoples to make 

wise decisions and empower them to improve their lives for their futures.” He is subtly 

mentioning that America is destined to help the people of Iraq and Afghanistan, because he 

believes America is the leader of the free world.  He explains that the surge in Iraq is working, 

because the Iraqi people have taken matters into their own hands and have stood up against the 

terrorism. 

 

President Bush‟s first quote references General Patraeus, then Commanding General of Multi-

National force in Iraq. Quotes, a type of trope, are usually used in ethos arguments to mark and 

strengthen the argument. He states “General Patraeus has warned that too fast a drawdown 

could result in, quote, „the disintegration of the Iraqi security forces, al Qaeda-Iraq regaining 

lost ground, and a marked increase in violence.‟ Members of Congress, having come so far and 

achieved so much, we must not allow this to happen.” He mentions this while discussing the 

withdrawal of troops from Iraq. Since 2008 was an election year, during which time Hillary 

Clinton and Barack Obama were Democratic Presidential candidates, President Bush attempts to 

warn Democrats of the danger of withdrawal with a quote from General Patraeus, who is a liable 

source. 

 

6.1.4. Style 

The State of the Union Address is prepared for an audience who is aware of the topics and 

problems that President Bush addresses. However, it is important for the President to address 

every issue in a clear and comprehensible manner. He uses the normal level, which is formal and 

grammatically correct, to communicate his message.  

 

In order to make his speech effective and colorful, he uses different types of ornament and trope 

(a few of these techniques have already been addressed in the Argumentation Analysis). He uses 

metonymy, a type of trope, in the beginning of his speech when he says that, “America´s added 

jobs for a record 52 straight months”, to refer to the entire nation and not just the idea of the 

country. This gives a sense of belonging and unity; one that demonstrates how everyone has 

worked together for one cause. 
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Changing your direct public is a common step in rhetoric and keeps the speech interesting. The 

speaker does so by changing his tone and direction. President Bush uses the apostrophe method a 

few times when directing his speech to the public. He says, “With all these steps, we will ensure 

that decisions about your medical care are made in the privacy of your doctor´s office, not in the 

halls of Congress.” The use of the second person “you” hints to the switch in direction, since 

throughout his speech he uses pronouns such as “I”, “they” and “we.” This statement is also a 

repetition of what President Bush said in the beginning of his health care argument “we must 

trust patients and doctors to make medical decisions and empower them with better information 

and better choices.”  

 

President Bush frequently uses the personification trope. For example, when he says “The 

United States is committed,” “to keep America competitive,” and “America needs to secure our 

borders,” he gives America human qualities and establishes a sense of unity. Proverbs are also 

used during the speech. When he says, “Will rule by the letter of law, and not the whim of the 

gavel” he means they will do their jobs and not abuse their gavel. Similar to proverbs, sentences 

strengthen to the speech. A sentence used by President Bush is, “The time to act is now” with 

which he tries to be authoritative and express concern. Sentences are great examples of 

statements used during news coverage of the speeches.  

 

The types of ornaments that President Bush uses are mostly anaphors and climax. Here is a 

statement that combines the two to have a stronger effect: “Let us increase the use of renewable 

power and emissions-free nuclear power. Let us continue investing in advanced battery 

technology and renewable fuels to power the cars and trucks of the future. Let us create a new 

international clean technology fund which will help developing nations like India and China 

make greater use of clean energy sources. And let us complete an international agreement that 

has the potential to slow, stop, and eventually reverse the growth of greenhouse gases.”  

 

Here is an example of climax that strengthens his pathos arguments on foreign affairs: “the past 

seven years, we´ve also seen the images that have sobered us. We´ve watched throngs of 

mourners in Lebanon and Pakistan carrying the caskets of beloved leaders taken by the 

assassins‟ hands. We´ve seen wedding guests in blood-soaked finery staggering from a hotel in 
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Jordan, Afghans and Iraqis blown up in mosques and markets, and trains in London and Madrid 

ripped apart by bombs. On a clear September day, we saw thousands of our fellow citizens taken 

from us in an instant.”  While describing the hazardous world, he uses visual verbs to 

acknowledge the severity of the situation. He also uses the present perfect tense, and when he 

reaches the climax, September 11, he uses the past tense. He does so to assure the public that the 

attacks against America are in the past and that America will never witness such terrorist acts.  

 

The use of anaphor in the Address is frequent, but he uses epiphor only once when he states that 

“a year later, high profile attacks are down; civilian deaths are down; sectarian killings are 

down,” stressing on “down” to ease the people. Another ornament used by President Bush is 

pleonasm. When he says “sudden and drastic cuts in benefits,” he is attempting to shock the 

audience and add a strong effect.  

 

Finally, he summarizes his speech with a climax that touches upon his main argument “by 

trusting the people, our founders wagered that a great and noble nation could be built on the 

liberty that resides in the hearts of all men and women. By trusting the people, succeeding 

generations transformed our fragile young democracy into the most powerful nation on earth 

and a beacon of hope for millions. And so long as we continue to trust the people, our nation will 

prosper, our liberty will be secure and the state of our union will remain strong.” He leaves the 

audience on a point of great intensity. 

 

6. 2. Analysis of Barack Obama 

In order to analyze President Barack Obama, I use the transcript of his State of the Union 

Address located on the White House website. 

 

6.2.1. Context 

President Barack Obama‟s State of the Union address belongs to the rhetorical genre of Genus 

Deliberativum. He presents an agenda to his audience, the US Congress, and encourages them to 

unite in order to make effective decisions. He further strengthens his agenda by taking the time 

to lecture his audience on the importance of unity.  
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It is clear that President Obama is aware of the rhetorical situation when delivering the State of 

the Union Address.  He took office one year prior to his speech and had been in the public eye 

for at least two years prior to announcing his candidacy. He was very well aware that when he 

took office in 2009, the United States was running a large budget deficit and was in a recession. 

 

Since America‟s hard times continued through 2010, President Obama concentrates on economic 

recovery when delivering his State of the Union Address. He is also very well aware that the 

majority of the US Congress is made up of Democrats. Moreover, since 2010 is a Congressional 

election year, President Obama is aware that the Republican Party will attempt to find flaws in 

his Address. He chooses his words carefully and attempts to win the support of the moderate 

conservatives. 

 

President Obama‟s direct „target‟ audience includes the US Congress, the American troops 

listening abroad, and the American people watching at home. Since the focus of his speech is on 

domestic issues, his indirect audience consists mostly of world leaders. He also knows very well 

that the media plays a crucial role; it will not only deliver his message across the world, but it 

will also critique the speech‟s very last detail.  

 

President Obama has a small group of speechwriters. Adam Franken, Sarah Hurwitz (Clinton´s 

former speechwriter), and Ben Rhodes are led by a 28-year-old Jon Favreau, who has been 

working with Obama for the past 5 years (http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/story/2008/12/17/ST2008121704047.html). President Obama provides the input and 

Favreau executes. They have used this method to write almost every speech together. The staff 

of speechwriters is a result of the development of the political institutions as Tulis discusses.  

 

6.2.2. Disposition 

President Obama begins his speech with the traditional “Madam Speaker, Vice President Biden, 

Members of Congress, distinguished guests, and fellow Americans”. He continues his exordium 

by mentioning that many leaders have addressed the State of the Union during hard times and 

good times. This sets the tone of the speech. He also includes his thesis in the exordium when he 

says, “… despite all our divisions and disagreements, our hesitations and our fears, America 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/story/2008/12/17/ST2008121704047.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/story/2008/12/17/ST2008121704047.html
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prevailed because we chose to move forward as one nation, as one people.” Concentrating on 

“one nation” and “one people,” Obama wants the tone of the speech to be unity and cooperation.  

 

In the narratio, the President gives a background of the problems that await him as a President. 

He makes it very simple and comprehensible, giving examples from ordinary families. He does 

not pin point the topics to be discussed, but the exemplum helps suggest that his priorities lay 

upon economy and unity of the government.  

 

President Obama divides his arguments into numerous parts. His strategy is not to deliver a 

laundry list of arguments but to provide his stance on each argument. He starts by talking about 

the economy and the importance of bailing out the banks. He suggests that the money paid by the 

banks will be spent on small business to create jobs. He continues to talk about the „Recovery 

Act‟ he implemented to decrease unemployment and save small businesses. Here, he uses 

another exemplum, a type of an ornament, to make the „Recovery Act‟ more credible. He says 

“talk to the window manufacturer in Philadelphia who said he used to be skeptical about the 

Recovery Act, until he had to add two more shifts just because of the business it created.” Next, 

he argues for advancement in innovative fields that would not only create new jobs, but also 

strengthen America‟s leadership in the world, providing clean energy as an example of an 

innovative field. He then discusses America‟s exports by saying, “because the more products we 

make and sell to other countries, the more jobs we support right here in America.” His 

suggestion is to launch a new legislation, called National Export Initiative.  

 

His next move is to “invest in the skills and education of our [American] people” by launching 

the “Elementary and Secondary Education Act.” He then talks about government spending, and 

argues that the solution for the budget deficit is to “freeze government spending for 3 years.” 

However, he does not want to interfere with the spending plans for national security, Medicare, 

Medicaid, and Social Security. He mentions eliminating unnecessary programs and wishes to 

abolish tax cuts for big companies and for individuals who make more than $250 000 a year. He 

urges Democrats and Republicans to cooperate and hopes to limit lobbyists‟ power on the Hill. 

By mentioning security, he once again prioritizes unity. He briefly touches upon Iraq and 

Afghanistan and reaches out to world leaders in order to not isolate America, because he feels 
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that “America‟s greatest source of strength has always been our ideals.” Again, he ties it back to 

unity. I will further explain the argumentatio under the Argumentation Analysis section. 

 

President Obama concludes his speech by re-wording the exordium and narratio. He provides 

another exemplum to show that Americans are united and hopeful, and that the US Congress 

needs to follow suit.  

 

6.2.3. Means to Convince and Argumentation Analysis 

Through his persona, President Obama tries to communicate his plans and ideas to his audience. 

As I previously mentioned, he introduces his thesis in the exordium and adds support with main 

and secondary arguments. He attempts to sound credible by consistently referring to the main 

point of his thesis - unity. 

President Obama predominantly conveys his message through his ethos. Similar to President 

Bush, I assume he uses ethos because of his audience and the executive role that he has to play 

during the Address. However, he occasionally uses pathos. It is important to note that on the 

surface, he may appear to use the pathos approach by emotionally moving the audience, however 

when looking more closely into his argument, it is clear that he uses ethos as a means to argue. I 

have come to realize that he combines ethos with pathos. In other words, he uses his praxis and 

persona with an emotional statement to seek the attention of his audience. He tends to begin most 

arguments by mentioning the problem and immediately offers a solution to that problem. He 

ends his speech with pathos, giving hope and encouragement to the people by saying “A new 

decade stretches before us. We don‟t quit. I don‟t quit. Let‟s seize this moment – to start anew, to 

carry the dream forward and to strengthen our union once more.”  

 

In order to draw conclusions of the entire rhetoric, I study the individual parts. Below is my 

analysis of the argumentation methods used by President Obama.  

 

When discussing the bank bailout, the use of “I” and “we” strengthens his thesis on unity. He 

also asserts his authority and demands credibility by offering decisions. Although, one can see 

the ethos and pathos when he says “But when I ran for President, I promised I wouldn‟t just do 

what was popular – I would do what was necessary. And if we had allowed the meltdown of the 
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financial system, unemployment might be double what it is today. More businesses would 

certainly have closed. More homes would have surely been lost,” his decision making 

overpowers the pathos.  

 

President Obama provides his secondary arguments one immediately after another. For example, 

he says “So tonight, I‟m proposing that we take $30 billion of the money Wall Street banks have 

repaid and use it to help community banks give small businesses the credit they need to stay 

afloat. I‟m also proposing a new small business tax credit – one that will go to over one million 

small businesses who hire new workers or raise wages. While we‟re at it, let‟s also eliminate all 

capital gains taxes on small business investment, and provide a tax incentive for all large 

businesses and all small business to invest in new plants and equipment.” He introduced three 

different proposals in a just a few short seconds and uses this method several times to add to the 

effectiveness of his speech and to build his ethos. Moreover, President Obama mentions his 

predecessor President George W. Bush‟s failed policies in between each new proposal as a 

means to convince his audience of his policies.  

 

While arguing for exporting goods, he makes use of the first person plural “we” as a sign of 

unity. He urges everyone to work together to reach a solution, and since the solution is his 

suggestion, he places himself in a position of leadership. By telling jokes and generating 

laughter, he builds up to one of his primary policies, health care. He says “now, let‟s clear a few 

things up. I didn‟t choose to tackle this issue to get some legislative victory under my belt. And 

by now it should be fairly obvious that I didn‟t take on health care because it was good politics. I 

took on health care because of the stories I‟ve heard from Americans with preexisting conditions 

whose lives depend on getting coverage; patients who‟ve been denied coverage; families – even 

those with insurance – who are just one illness away from financial ruin.” The use of peoples‟ 

stories makes him human and adds to his credibility. He demonstrates to his audience that he 

understands the individual, and thus communicates his message through ethos. He goes on to 

mention First Lady Michelle Obama. This shows that the Father and the Mother of the family are 

working together for their children, the American people. This also reminds me of the traditional 

rhetoric used in Ancient Rome, where the Empire is presented as the father of the State. 
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President Obama uses pathos to introduce the new job bill. He starts by mentioning that there are 

individuals who have no work and ends with hope. He says, “but I realize that for every success 

story, there are other stories, of men and women who wake up with the anguish of not knowing 

where their next pay check will come from; who send out resumes week after week and hear 

nothing in response, that is why jobs must be our number-one focus in 2010, and that‟s why I‟m 

calling for a new jobs bill tonight.”  He continues to provide examples of what the new bill will 

entail. These examples oppose his predecessor‟s ideas and help strengthen his argument. 

 

President Obama uses pathos for a few of his arguments. For instance, in discussing financial 

reform, he says “You see, Washington has been telling us to wait for decades, even as the 

problems have grown worse. Meanwhile, China is not waiting to revamp its economy. Germany 

is not waiting. India is not waiting. These nations – they‟re not standing still. These nations 

aren‟t playing for second place. (…) Well, I do not accept second place for the United States of 

America.” President Obama takes advantage of America‟s position as a world leader and 

emotionally influences his audience. 

 

President Obama continues to support his thesis on unity by dedicating an entire section to the 

importance of cooperation.  He uses ethos in his speech, since he is generating credibility. He 

says, “we face a deficit of trust – deep and corrosive doubts about how Washington works that 

have been growing for years. To close that credibility gap we have to take action on both ends of 

Pennsylvania Avenue – to end the outsized influence of lobbyists; to do our work openly; to give 

our people the government they deserve.” After this paragraph, he talks about Democrats and 

Republicans working together.  He remembers to mention „Democrats‟ before „Republicans.‟ 

There are two reasons for this strategy.  First, his allegiance is for the Democratic Party, since he 

is a Democrat himself. Second, in an attempt to receive as much support as possible, he may be 

reaching out to the majority of the US Congress – the Democratic Party.   

 

President Obama begins the discussion on security by mentioning the unity of both parties 

directly after 9/11. This adds to his theme of “togetherness” and he can now freely discuss 

terrorists, Afghanistan, and Iraq. He uses a logos argument to describe his plans for Afghanistan 

and uses an ethos argument to discuss his plans for Iraq. When discussing nuclear power, he 
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strengthens his ethos when he mentions two popular former leaders who were faced with nuclear 

crises. His use of Presidents John F. Kennedy and Ronald Regan is crucial to his ethos argument, 

because he sets his agenda through their praxis. 

 

President Obama starts his argument on America‟s destiny to help other nations by stating 

collaborations with other countries, instead of concentrating on war. He goes on to talk about 

equality among everyone. He wants girls in Afghanistan to have the opportunity to attend school, 

gay Americans to have the right to serve their country, equal pay for men and women, because 

“in the end, it is our ideals, our values that built America – values that allowed us to forge a 

nation made up of immigrants from every corner of the globe; values that drive our citizens 

still.” He continues to say “these aren‟t Republican values or Democratic values that they‟re 

living by, business values or labor values. They‟re American values.” He uses pathos to spread 

his message. 

 

6.2.4. Style 

The linguistic elements are just as important as the arguments chosen for the speech. These are 

the elements that make a speech unforgettable. The issues and the topics of the speech are no 

news to the audience. President Obama uses the normal level of style to engage his audience. He 

does not need to impress people with complicated language, and therefore, his correct grammar 

and comprehensible vocabulary makes for the perfect combination.  

 

State of the Union Addresses are typically referred to as a laundry list of proposals. President 

Obama uses figures of speech and style to make his Address more interesting. He uses trope and 

ornament to hold on to his audience‟s attention.   

 

One trope President Obama loves to use is metaphors to send his message. For instance, he says 

“to shore up the banks,” to imply helping the banks. Or he uses “root canal” to describe his 

dislike of bailing out the banks. Another example is when he says “true engine of job creations” 

to refer to a means to create jobs. He uses the metaphor “the lost decade” referring to the eight 

years President Bush was in office. Metaphor gives color to the speech and makes it more 

intense. 
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President Obama uses rhetorical questions, another type of trope, such as “How long should we 

wait?” or “how long should America put its future on hold?” to make the speech more credible. 

This invites the listener to generate a thought and eventually leads to a more attentive listener. 

 

The President also uses exemplum, another type of trope, to increase his credibility and to show 

the people that he cares about the problems in his country. He says, “It lives on in the 8-year-old 

boy in Louisiana, who just sent me his allowance and asked if I would give it to the people of 

Haiti.” Exemplum is usually used in pathos arguments and that is how he combines both, ethos 

and pathos. 

 

Another trope used is carefully placed sentences after most paragraph throughout the speech. The 

sentence seems to summarize the paragraph and makes it more effective. Some examples are: 

“we‟ve got to get it right,” “America must be that nation,” “Yes, we do” (resemblance to his 

campaign slogan “Yes, we can”), “let‟s get it done” and countless others. These sentences stress 

the important aspects of the argumentations.  

Metonymy is another trope used in the speech. President Obama uses Washington to refer to the 

politicians and Wall Street to refer to major investors and bankers on Wall Street.  

 

President Obama‟s use of different ornaments brings posture to his speech. His most commonly 

used ornament is the isocolon, which helps the rhythm of the argument and facilitates the 

communication of a clear message. An isocolon is used with his most important arguments. 

Some examples are “the courage of out convictions, and the strength of our union,” “securing 

all vulnerable nuclear materials around the world in four years, so that they never fall into the 

hands of terrorists,” “that is why the international community is more united, and the Islamic 

Republic of Iran more isolated,” “I will not walk away from the Americans, and neither should 

the people in this Chamber” and many more. These can be regarded to as summaries of the 

speech. They also strengthen the ethos arguments. 

 

Climax is another type of ornament that is regularly used in the Address. For example, when 

discussing the importance of unity between both parties, President Obama says, “to democrats, I 
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would remind you that we still have the largest majority in decades, and the people expect us to 

solve problems, not run for the hills. And if the Republican leadership is going to insist that 60 

votes in the Senate are required to do any business at all in this town – a supermajority – then 

the responsibility to govern is now yours as well. Just saying no to everything may be good 

short-term politics, but it‟s not leadership. We were sent here to serve our citizens, not our 

ambitions. So let‟s show the American people that we can do it together.” One should note how 

he creates intensity in his argument to establish cooperation between the parties. 

 

He uses anaphor, another ornament, to strengthen his ethos. For example, he says “where jobs 

grew more slowly during any prior expansion; where the income of the average American 

household declined while the cost of health care and tuition reached record highs; where 

prosperity was built on a housing bubble and financial speculation.” to tackle the problems of 

unemployment, housing, health care, education and financial reform - all issues related to 

economy.  

 

President Obama uses asyndeton, another ornament, in his thesis when he says, “as one nation, 

as one people.” He also uses it further along in the Address when he says, “that they have our 

respect, our gratitude, our full support.” This implies that all these issues are important to tackle. 

His lack of use of “and” to combine the sentences strengthens the effect. 

 

Although not used frequently, pleonasm is another ornament used by President Obama. When he 

says, “can be noisy and messy and complicated” he is using the word “and” in between every 

word to make each sound complex and difficult. The listener will draw parallels between the 

complexity of the words and the subject to which the words are referring.  This use of different 

words referring to the same point makes his argument more effective. 
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7. Discussion and Conclusion 

 

President Bush and President Obama touch upon issues talked about by Mral and Karlberg. 

Therefore I was able to conduct their five stages of rhetorical analysis. Both Presidents use genus 

deliberativum as a rhetorical genre, which is well-suited for a State of the Union Address. They 

include exordium, argumentatio and conclusio. However President Obama was able to fit 

narratio as well.  

 

President Bush and President Obama use ethos for their arguments. It was interesting for me to 

see the last two Presidents of the United States predominantly use ethos to convince the public of 

their policies. However, President Obama does occasionally make some use of pathos arguments 

to strengthen his authority and credibility– ethos. The use of ethos, I conclude, is due to the 

audience.  The Presidents need to show their leadership skills through this address. Although 

both use language effectively to please or persuade, President Obama tends to use more figures 

of style to add color to his language than President Bush.  

 

The difference in the content of the speeches is due to opposing ideologies. The overpowering of 

Foreign Affairs being discussed in President Bush‟s speech is not seen in President Obama‟s. 

Meanwhile, President Obama concentrates on the economy and the unity of Americans more so 

than President Bush. 

 

This thesis can be used as part of a broader analysis, discussing the trend in State of the Union 

Addresses. It can also be used to analyze both Presidents‟ other speeches and to see whether or 

not ethos is the main means to convince. Julien Menz‟s dissertation concluded that President 

Obama‟s rhetoric depends on the circumstances and the audience. I concur. President Obama‟s 

use of ethos and the other methods are due to the circumstances that a State of the Union speech 

entails. Moreover, President Bush‟s ethos dominance would have shifted if the speech were 

solely on Foreign Affairs.  

 

Overall, I can conclude that both Presidents understand the importance of rhetoric in American 

politics. They understand that, in order to reach your audience, they must prepare the speech in 
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such a way that sends the message without offending the masses. After all, rhetoric is to beautify 

an idea rather than to express one. 
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STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT GEORGE W. BUSH TO THE 
JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS 

 

Madam Speaker, Vice President Cheney, Members of Congress, distinguished guests, 
and fellow citizens: 
 
Seven years have passed since I first stood before you at this rostrum. In that time, our 
country has been tested in ways none of us could have imagined. We faced hard decisions 
about peace and war, rising competition in the world economy, and the health and 
welfare of our citizens. 
 
These issues call for vigorous debate, and I think it's fair to say we've answered the call. 
 
(LAUGHTER) 
 
Yet history will record that amid our differences we acted with purpose, and together we 
showed the world the power and resilience of American self-government. 
 
All of us were sent to Washington to carry out the people's business. That is the purpose 
of this body. It is the meaning of our oath. It remains our charge to keep. 
 
The actions of the 110th Congress will affect the security and prosperity of our nation 
long after this session has ended. In this election year, let us show our fellow Americans 
that we recognize our responsibilities and are determined to meet them. 
 
Let us show them that Republicans and Democrats can compete for votes and cooperate 
for results at the same time. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
From expanding opportunity to protecting our country, we've made good progress. Yet 
we have unfinished business before us, and the American people expect us to get it done. 
 
In the work ahead, we must be guided by the philosophy that made our nation great. As 
Americans, we believe in the power of individuals to determine their destiny and shape 
the course of history. We believe that the most reliable guide for our country is the 
collective wisdom of ordinary citizens. 
 
And so, in all we do, we must trust in the ability of free peoples to make wise decisions 
and empower them to improve their lives for their futures. 
 
To build a prosperous future, we must trust people with their own money and empower 
them to grow our economy. As we meet tonight, our economy is undergoing a period of 
uncertainty. America's added jobs for a record 52 straight months. 
 
But jobs are now growing at a slower pace. Wages are up, but so are prices for food and 



gas. Exports are rising, but the housing market has declined. 
 
At kitchen tables across our country, there is a concern about our economic future. In the 
long run, Americans can be confident about our economic growth, but in the short run, 
we can all see that that growth is slowing. 
 
So, last week, my administration reached agreement with Speaker Pelosi and Republican 
Leader Boehner on a robust growth package that includes tax relief for individuals and 
families and incentives for business investment. 
 
The temptation will be to load up the bill. That would delay it or derail it, and neither 
option is acceptable. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
This is a good agreement that will keep our economy growing and our people working. 
And this Congress must pass it as soon as possible. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We have other work to do on taxes. Unless Congress acts, most of the tax relief we've 
delivered over the past seven years will be taken away. 
 
Some in Washington argue that letting tax relief expire is not a tax increase. 
 
Try explaining that to 116 million American taxpayers who will see their taxes rise by an 
average of $1,800. Others have said they would personally be happy to pay higher taxes. 
I welcome their enthusiasm. I am pleased to report that the IRS accepts both checks and 
money orders. 
 
(LAUGHTER) 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Most Americans think their taxes are high enough. With all the other pressures on their 
finances, American families should not have to worry about the federal government 
taking a bigger bite out of their paychecks. There is only one way to eliminate this 
uncertainty: Make the tax relief permanent. 
 
Members of the Congress should know, if any bill -- raises taxes reach -- reaches my 
desk, I will veto it. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Just as we trust Americans with their own money, we need to earn their trust by spending 
their tax dollars wisely. 



 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Next week, I'll send you a budget that terminates or substantially reduces 151 wasteful or 
bloated programs, totaling more than $18 billion. The budget that I'll submit will keep 
America on track for a surplus in 2012. 
 
American families have to balance their budgets; so should their government. 
 
The people's trust in their government is undermined by congressional earmarks, special 
interest projects that are often snuck in at the last minute, without discussion or debate. 
committee reports that never even come to a vote. 
 
Unfortunately, neither goal was met. 
 
So, this time, if you send me an appropriations bill that does not cut the number and cost 
of earmarks in half, I'll send it back to you with my veto. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
And tomorrow I will issue an executive order that directs federal agencies to ignore any 
future earmark that is not voted on by Congress. 
 
If these items are truly worth funding, Congress should debate them in the open and hold 
a public vote. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Our shared responsibilities extend beyond matters of taxes and spending. On housing, we 
must trust Americans with the responsibility of home ownership and empower them to 
weather turbulent times in the housing market. 
 
My administration brought together the Hope Now alliance, which is helping many 
struggling homeowners avoid foreclosure. 
 
And Congress can help even more. 
 
Tonight I ask you to pass legislation to reform Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, modernize 
the Federal Housing Administration, and allow state housing agencies to issue tax-free 
bonds to help homeowners refinance their mortgages. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
It's been a difficult time for many American families and, by taking these steps, we can 
help more of them keep their homes. 
 



To build a future of quality health care, we must trust patients and doctors to make 
medical decisions and empower them with better information and better options. 
 
We share a common goal: making health care more affordable and accessible for all 
Americans. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
The best way to achieve that goal is by expanding consumer choice, not government 
control. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
BUSH: So I propose ending the bias in the tax code against those who do not get their 
health insurance through their employer. This one reform would put private coverage 
within reach for millions, and I call on the Congress to pass it this year. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Congress must also expand health savings accounts, create association health plans for 
small businesses, promote health information technology and confront the epidemic of 
junk medical lawsuits. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
With all these steps, we will ensure that decisions about your medical care are made in 
the privacy of your doctor's office, not in the halls of Congress. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
On education, we must trust students to learn, if given the chance, and empower parents 
to demand results from our schools. 
 
In neighborhoods across our country, there are boys and girls with dreams. And a decent 
education is their only hope of achieving them. 
 
Six years ago, we came together to pass the No Child Left Behind Act, and today no one 
can deny its results. 
 
Last year, 4th and 8th graders achieved the highest math scores on record. Reading scores 
are on the rise. African-American and Hispanic students posted all-time highs. Now we 
must... 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Now we must work together to increase accountability, add flexibilities for states and 



districts, reduce the number of high school dropouts, provide extra help for struggling 
schools. 
 
Members of Congress, the No Child Left Behind Act is a bipartisan achievement. It is 
succeeding. And we owe it to America's children, their parents and their teachers to 
strengthen this good law. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We must also do more to help children when their schools do not measure up. Thanks to 
the D.C. Opportunity Scholarships you approved, more than 2,600 of the poorest children 
in our nation's capital have found new hope at a faith-based or other nonpublic schools. 
 
Sadly, these schools are disappearing at an alarming rate in many of America's inner 
cities. So I will convene a White House summit aimed at strengthening these lifelines of 
learning. 
 
And to open the doors of these schools to more children, I ask you to support a new $300 
million program called Pell Grants for Kids. We have seen how Pell Grants help low-
income college students realize their full potential. 
 
Together, we've expanded the size and reach of these grants. Now let us apply the same 
spirit to help liberate poor children trapped in failing public schools. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
On trade, we must trust American workers to compete with anyone in the world and 
empower them by opening up new markets overseas. 
 
Today, our economic growth increasingly depends on our ability to sell American goods 
and crops and services all over the world. 
 
So we're working to break down barriers to trade and investment, wherever we can. 
 
We're working for a successful Doha round of trade talks. And we must complete a good 
agreement this year. 
 
At the same time, we're pursuing opportunities to open up new markets by passing free 
trade agreements. 
 
I thank the Congress for approving a good agreement with Peru. And now I ask you to 
approve agreements with Colombia and Panama and South Korea. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Many products from these nations now enter America duty-free. 



 
Yet many of our products face steep tariffs in their markets. These agreements will level 
the playing field. They will give us better access to nearly 100 million customers. 
 
They will support good jobs for the finest workers in the world, those whose products 
say, "Made in the USA." 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
These agreements also promote America's strategic interests. The first agreement that 
will come before you is with Colombia, a friend of America that is confronting violence 
and terror and fighting drug traffickers. If we fail to pass this agreement, we will 
embolden the purveyors of false populism in our hemisphere. 
 
So we must come together, pass this agreement, and show our neighbors in the region 
that democracy leads to a better life. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Trade brings better jobs and better choices and better prices. Yet, for some Americans, 
trade can mean losing a job. And the federal government has a responsibility to help. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
I ask Congress to reauthorize and reform Trade Adjustment Assistance, so we can help 
these displaced workers learn new skills and find new jobs. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
BUSH: And I ask Congress to reauthorize the Reform Trade Adjustment Assistance so 
we can help these displaced workers learn new skills and find new jobs. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
To build a future of energy security, we must trust in the creative genius of American 
researchers and entrepreneurs and empower them to pioneer a new generation of clean 
energy technology. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Our security, our prosperity and our environment all require reducing our dependence on 
oil. consumption over the next decade, and you responded. Together, we should take the 
next steps. Let us fund new technologies that can generate coal power while capturing 
carbon emissions. 
 
Let us increase the use of renewable power and emissions- free nuclear power. 



 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Let us continue investing in advanced battery technology and renewable fuels to power 
the cars and trucks of the future. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Let us create a new international clean technology fund which will help developing 
nations like India and China make greater use of clean energy sources. 
 
And let us complete an international agreement that has the potential to slow, stop, and 
eventually reverse the growth of greenhouse gases. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
This agreement will be effective only if it includes commitments by every major 
economy and gives none a free ride. 
 
The United States is committed to strengthening our energy security and confronting 
global climate change, and the best way to meet these goals is for America to continue 
leading the way toward the development of cleaner and more energy-efficient 
technology. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
To keep America competitive into the future, we must trust in the skill of our scientists 
and engineers and empower them to pursue the breakthroughs of tomorrow. 
 
Last year, Congress passed legislation supporting the American Competitiveness 
Initiative, but never followed through with the funding. This funding is essential to 
keeping our scientific edge. 
 
So I ask Congress to double federal support for critical basic research in the physical 
sciences and ensure America remains the most dynamic nation on earth. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
On matters of life and science, we must trust in the innovative spirit of medical 
researchers and empower them to discover new treatments while respecting moral 
boundaries. 
 
In November, we witnessed a landmark achievement when scientists discovered a way to 
reprogram adult skin cells to act like embryonic stem cells. 
 
This breakthrough has the potential to move us beyond the divisive debates of the past by 



extending the frontiers of medicine without the destruction of human life. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
So we're expanding funding for this type of ethical medical research. And, as we explore 
promising avenues of research, we must also ensure that all life treated with the dignity it 
deserves. 
 
And so I call on Congress to pass legislation that bans unethical practices such as the 
buying, selling, patenting or cloning of human life. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
On matters of justice, we must trust in the wisdom of our founders and empower judges 
who understand that the Constitution means what it says. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
I've submitted judicial nominees who will rule by the letter of the law, not the whim of 
the gavel. Many of these nominees are being unfairly delayed. They are worthy of 
confirmation, and the Senate should give each of them a prompt up-or-down vote. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
In communities across our land, we must trust in the good heart of the American people 
and empower them to serve their neighbors in need. 
 
Over the past seven years, more of our fellow citizens have discovered that the pursuit of 
happiness leads to the path of service. Americans have volunteered in record numbers. 
Charitable donations are higher than ever. Faith-based groups are bringing hope to 
pockets of despair with newfound support from the federal government. 
 
And, to help guarantee equal treatment of faith-based organizations when they compete 
for federal funds, I ask you to permanently extend Charitable Choice. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Tonight, the armies of compassion continue the march to a new day in the Gulf Coast. 
America honors the strength and resilience of the people of this region. We reaffirm our 
pledge to help them build stronger and better than before. 
 
And tonight I'm pleased to announce that, in April, we will host this year's North 
American Summit of Canada, Mexico, and the United States in the great city of New 
Orleans. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 



 
There are two other pressing challenges that I've raised repeatedly before this body, and 
that this body has failed to address: entitlement spending and immigration. 
 
Every member in this chamber knows that spending on entitlement programs -- like 
Social Security, Medicare and Medicaid -- is growing faster than we can afford. 
 
We all know the painful choices ahead if American stays on this path: massive tax 
increases, sudden and drastic cuts in benefits, and crippling deficits. 
 
I've laid out proposals to reform these programs. Now I ask members of Congress to offer 
your proposals and come up with a bipartisan solution to save these vital programs for 
our children and our grandchildren. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
The other pressing challenge is immigration. America needs to secure our borders. And, 
with your help, my administration is taking steps to do so. We're increasing work site 
enforcement, deploying fences and advanced technologies to stop illegal crossings. 
 
We've effectively ended the policy of "catch and release" at the border. And by the end of 
this year, we will have doubled the number of border patrol agents. 
 
Yet we also need to acknowledge that we will never fully secure our border until we 
create a lawful way for foreign workers to come here and support our economy. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
This will take pressure off the border and allow law enforcement to concentrate on those 
who mean us harm. 
 
We must also find a sensible and humane way to deal with people here illegally. Illegal 
immigration is complicated, but it can be resolved, and it must be resolved in a way that 
upholds both our laws and our highest ideals. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
This is the business of our nation here at home. Yet building a prosperous future for our 
citizens also depends on confronting enemies abroad and advancing liberty in troubled 
regions of the world. 
 
Our foreign policy is based on a clear premise: We trust that people, when given the 
chance, will choose a future of freedom and peace. 
 
In the last seven years, we have witnessed stirring moments in the history of liberty. 
We've seen citizens in Georgia and Ukraine stand up for their right to free and fair 



elections. We've seen people in Lebanon take to the streets to demand their 
independence. We've seen Afghans emerge from the tyranny of the Taliban and choose a 
new president and a new parliament. 
 
We've seen jubilant Iraqis holding up ink-stained fingers and celebrating their freedom. 
 
These images of liberty have inspired us. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
In the past seven years, we've also seen the images that have sobered us. We've watched 
throngs of mourners in Lebanon and Pakistan carrying the caskets of beloved leaders 
taken by the assassins' hands. 
 
We've seen wedding guests in blood-soaked finery staggering from a hotel in Jordan, 
Afghans and Iraqis blown up in mosques and markets, and trains in London and Madrid 
ripped apart by bombs. 
 
On a clear September day, we saw thousands of our fellow citizens taken from us in an 
instant. 
 
These horrific images serve as a grim reminder. The advance of liberty is opposed by 
terrorists and extremists -- evil men who despise freedom, despise America and aim to 
subject millions to their violent rule. 
 
Since 9/11, we have taken the fight to these terrorists and extremists. We will stay on the 
offense. We will keep up the pressure, and we will deliver justice to our enemies. 
 
We are engaged in the defining ideological struggle of the 21st century. The terrorists 
oppose every principle of humanity and decency that we hold dear. 
 
Yet, in this war on terror, there is one thing we and our enemies agree on. In the long run, 
men and women who are free to determine their own destinies will reject terror and 
refuse to live in tyranny. 
 
And that is why the terrorists are fighting to deny this choice to the people in Lebanon, 
Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan and the Palestinian territories. 
 
And that is why, for the security of America and the peace of the world, we are spreading 
the hope of freedom. 
 
Let us show them that Republicans and Democrats can compete for votes and cooperate 
for results at the same time. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 



From expanding opportunity to protecting our country, we've made good progress. Yet 
we have unfinished business before us, and the American people expect us to get it done. 
 
In the work ahead, we must be guided by the philosophy that made our nation great. As 
Americans, we believe in the power of individuals to determine their destiny and shape 
the course of history. We believe that the most reliable guide for our country is the 
collective wisdom of ordinary citizens. 
 
And so, in all we do, we must trust in the ability of free peoples to make wise decisions 
and empower them to improve their lives for their futures. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
In Afghanistan, America, our 25 NATO allies and 15 partner nations are helping the 
Afghan people defend their freedom and rebuild their country. 
 
Thanks to the courage of these military and civilian personnel, a nation that was once a 
safe haven for al Qaeda is now a young democracy where boys and girls are going to 
school. New roads and hospitals are being built. And people are looking to the future 
with new hope. 
 
These successes must continue. So we're adding 3,200 Marines to our forces in 
Afghanistan, where they will fight the terrorists and train the Afghan army and police. 
 
Defeating the Taliban and al Qaeda is critical to our security, and I thank the Congress 
for supporting America's vital mission in Afghanistan. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
In Iraq, the terrorists and extremists are fighting to deny a proud people their liberty and 
fighting to establish safe havens for attacks across the world. 
 
One year ago, our enemies were succeeding in their efforts to plunge Iraq into chaos, so 
we reviewed our strategy and changed course. 
 
We launched a surge of American forces into Iraq. We gave our troops a new mission: 
Work with the Iraqi forces to protect the Iraqi people, pursue the enemy in his 
strongholds, and deny the terrorists sanctuary anywhere in the country. 
 
The Iraqi people quickly realized that something dramatic had happened. 
 
Those who had worried that America was preparing to abandon them instead saw tens of 
thousands of American forces flowing into their country. They saw our forces moving 
into neighborhoods, clearing out the terrorists and staying behind to ensure the enemy did 
not return. And they saw our troops, along with provincial reconstruction teams that 
include Foreign Service officers and other skilled public servants, coming in to ensure 



that improved security was followed by improvements in daily life. 
 
Our military and civilians in Iraq are performing with courage and distinction, and they 
have the gratitude of our whole nation. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
The Iraqis launched a surge of their own. 
 
In the fall of 2006, Sunni tribal leaders grew tired of al Qaeda's brutality and started a 
popular uprising called the Anbar Awakening. Over the past year, similar movements 
have spread across the country. 
 
Today, the grassroots surge includes more than 80,000 Iraqi citizens who are fighting the 
terrorists. 
 
The government in Baghdad has stepped forward as well, adding more than 100,000 new 
Iraqi soldiers and police during the past year. 
 
While the enemy is still dangerous and more work remains, the American and Iraqi 
surges have achieved results few of us could have imagined just one year ago. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
When we met last year, many said that containing the violence was impossible. A year 
later, high-profile terrorist attacks are down; civilian deaths are down; sectarian killings 
are down. 
 
When we met last year, militia extremists, some armed and trained by Iran, were 
wreaking havoc in large areas of Iraq. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
When we met last year our troop levels in Iraq were on the rise. Today, because of the 
progress just described, we are implementing a policy of return on success, and the surge 
forces we sent to Iraq are beginning to come home. 
 
This progress is a credit to the valor of our troops and the brilliance of their commanders. 
 
This evening, I want to speak directly to our men and women on the front lines, soldiers 
and sailors, airmen, Marines and Coast you and more. 
 
Our nation is grateful for your courage. We are proud of your accomplishments. 
 
And tonight, in this hallowed chamber with the American people as our witness, we make 
you a solemn pledge: In the fight ahead, you will have all you need to protect our nation. 



 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
And I ask Congress to meet its responsibilities to these brave men and women by fully 
funding our troops. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Our enemies in Iraq have been hit hard. They are not yet defeated and we can still expect 
tough fighting ahead. 
 
Our objective in the coming year is to sustain and build on the gains we made in 2007, 
while transitioning to the next phase of our strategy. American troops are shifting from 
leading operations to partnering with Iraqi forces and eventually to a protective over-
watch mission. 
 
As part of this transition, one Army Brigade Combat team and one Marine Expeditionary 
Unit have already come home and will not be replaced. In the coming months, four 
additional brigades and two Marine battalions will follow suit. 
 
Taken together, this means more than 20,000 of our troops are coming home. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Any further drawdown of U.S. troops will be based on conditions in Iraq and the 
recommendations of our commanders. 
 
General Petraeus has warned that too fast a drawdown could result in, quote, "the 
disintegration of the Iraqi security forces, al Qaeda- Iraq regaining lost ground, and a 
marked increase in violence." 
 
Members of Congress, having come so far and achieved so much, we must not allow this 
to happen. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
In the coming year, we will work with Iraqi leaders as they build on the progress they're 
making toward political reconciliation. 
 
At the local levels, Sunnis, Shiite and Kurds are beginning to come together to reclaim 
their communities and rebuild their lives. Progress in the provinces must be matched by 
progress in Baghdad. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We're seeing some encouraging signs. The national government is sharing oil revenues 



with the provinces. The parliament recently passed both a pension law and de-
Baathification reform. They're now debating a provincial powers law. 
 
The Iraqis still have a distance to travel. But, after decades of dictatorship and the pain of 
sectarian violence, reconciliation is taking place and the Iraqi people are taking control of 
their future. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
The mission in Iraq has been difficult and trying for our nation, but it is in the vital 
interest of the United States that we succeed. 
A free Iraq will deny al Qaeda a safe haven. A free Iraq will show millions across the 
Middle East that a future of liberty is possible. A free Iraq will be a friend of America, a 
partner in fighting terror and a source of stability in a dangerous part of the world. 
 
By contrast, a failed Iraq would embolden the extremists, strengthen Iran and give 
terrorists a base from which to launch new attacks on our friends, our allies and our 
homeland. 
 
The enemy has made its intentions clear. 
 
At a time when the momentum seemed to favor them, al Qaeda's top commander in Iraq 
declared that they will not rest until they have attacked us here in Washington. 
 
My fellow Americans, we will not rest either. We will not rest until this enemy has been 
defeated. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We must do the difficult work today so that, years from now, people will look back and 
say that this generation rose to the moment, prevailed in a tough fight and left behind a 
more hopeful region and a safer America. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We're also standing against the forces of extremism in the Holy Land, where we have 
new cause for hope. Palestinians have elected a president who recognizes that 
confronting terror is essential to achieving a state where his people can live in dignity and 
at peace with Israel. 
 
Israelis have leaders who recognize that a peaceful, democratic Palestinian state will be a 
source of lasting security. 
 
This month in Ramallah and Jerusalem, I assured leaders from both sides that America 
will do and I will do everything we can to help them achieve a peace agreement that 
defines a Palestinian state by the end of this year. 



 
The time has come for a Holy Land where a democratic Israel and a democratic Palestine 
live side by side in peace. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We're also standing against the forces of extremism embodied by the regime in Tehran. 
 
Iran's rulers oppress a good and talented people. And wherever freedom advances in the 
Middle East, it seems the Iranian regime is there to oppose it. 
 
Iran is funding and training militia groups in Iraq, supporting Hezbollah terrorists in 
Lebanon, and backing Hamas' efforts to undermine peace in the Holy Land. 
 
Tehran is also developing ballistic missiles of increasing range and continues to develop 
its capability to enrich uranium, which could be used to create a nuclear weapon. 
 
Our message to the people of Iran is clear. We have no quarrel with you. We have respect 
your traditions and your history. We look forward to the day when you have your 
freedom. 
 
Our message to the leaders of Iran is also clear. Verifiably suspend your nuclear 
enrichment so negotiations can begin. And to rejoin the community of nations, come 
clean about your nuclear intentions and past actions. Stop your oppression at home. 
Cease your support for terror abroad. 
 
But above all, know this: America will confront those who threaten our troops; we will 
stand by our allies; and we will defend our vital interests in the Persian Gulf. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
On the homefront, we will continue to take every lawful and effective measure to protect 
our country. This is our most solemn duty. 
 
We are grateful that there has not been another attack on our soil since 9/11. But this is 
not for the lack of desire or effort on the part of the enemy. 
 
In the past six years, we've stopped numerous attacks, including a plot to fly a plane into 
the tallest building in Los Angeles, and another to blow up passenger jets bound for 
America over the Atlantic. 
 
Dedicated men and women in our government toil day and night to stop the terrorists 
from carrying out their plans. These good citizens are saving American lives, and 
everyone in this chamber owes them our thanks. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 



 
And we owe them something more. We owe them the tools they need to keep our people 
safe. And one of the most important tools we can give them is the ability to monitor 
terrorist communications. 
 
To protect America, we need to know who the terrorists are talking to, what they are 
saying and what they're planning. 
 
Last year, Congress passed legislation to help us do that. 
 
Unfortunately, Congress set the legislation to expire on February 1st. That means, if you 
don't act by Friday, our ability to track terrorist threats would be weakened and our 
citizens will be in greater danger. 
 
Congress must ensure the flow of vital intelligence is not disrupted. Congress must pass 
liability protection for companies believed to have assisted in the efforts to defend 
America. We've had ample time for debate. The time to act is now. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Protecting our nation from the dangers of a new century requires more than good 
intelligence and a strong military. It also requires changing the conditions that breed 
resentment and allow extremists to prey on despair. So America is using its influence to 
build a freer, more hopeful and more compassionate world. 
 
This is a reflection of our national interests. It is the calling of our conscience. America 
opposes genocide in Sudan. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
We support freedom in countries from Cuba and Zimbabwe to Belarus and Burma. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
America's leading the fight against global poverty with strong education initiatives and 
humanitarian assistance. We've also changed the way we deliver aid by launching the 
Millennium Challenge Account. 
 
This program strengthens democracy, transparency and the rule of law in developing 
nations, and I ask you to fully fund this important initiative. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
America is leading the fight against global hunger. Today, more than half the world's 
food aid comes from the United States. 
 



(APPLAUSE) 
 
And tonight, I ask Congress to support an innovative proposal to provide food assistance 
by purchasing crops directly from farmers in the developing world, so we can build up 
local agriculture and help break the cycle of famine. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
America is leading the fight against disease. With your help, we're working to cut, by 
half, the number of malaria-related deaths in 15 African nations. And our emergency plan 
for AIDS relief is treating 1.4 million people. 
 
We can bring healing and hope to many more. So I ask you to maintain the principles that 
have changed behavior and made this program a success. And I call on you to double our 
initial commitment to fighting HIV/AIDS by approving an additional $30 billion over the 
next five years. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
America is a force for hope in the world because we are a compassionate people. And 
some of the most compassionate Americans are those who have stepped forward to 
protect us. we might live in freedom and peace. 
 
Over the past seven years, we've increased funding for veterans by more than 95 percent. 
And as we increase funding... 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
And as we increase funding, we must also reform our veterans' system to meet the needs 
of a new war and a new generation. 
 
And, as we increase funding, we must also reform our veterans system to meet the needs 
of a new war and a new generation. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
I call on Congress to enact the reforms recommended by Senator Bob Dole and Secretary 
Donna Shalala so we can improve the system of care for our wounded warriors and help 
them build lives of hope and promise and dignity. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
Our military families also sacrifice for America. They endure sleepless nights and the 
daily struggle of providing for children while a loved one is serving far from home. 
 
We have a responsibility to provide for them. So I ask you to join me in expanding their 



access to child care, creating new hiring preferences for military spouses across the 
federal government, and allowing our troops to transfer their unused education benefits to 
their spouses or children. 
 
Our military families serve our nation. They inspire our nation, and tonight our nation 
honors them. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
The secret of our strength, the miracle of America, is that our greatness lies not in our 
government, but in the spirit and determination of our people. When the federal 
convention met in Philadelphia in 1787, our nation was bound by the Articles of 
Confederation which began with the words, "We the undersigned delegates." 
Constitution, he offered an important revision, and opened with words that changed the 
course of our nation and the history of the world: "We the people." 
 
By trusting the people, our founders wagered that a great and noble nation could be built 
on the liberty that resides in the hearts of all men and women. By trusting the people, 
succeeding generations transformed our fragile young democracy into the most powerful 
nation on earth and a beacon of hope for millions. 
 
And so long as we continue to trust the people, our nation will prosper, our liberty will be 
secure and the state of our union will remain strong. 
 
(APPLAUSE) 
 
BUSH: So tonight, with confidence in freedom's power and trust in the people, let us set 
forth to do their business. God bless America.  
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STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT BARACK OBAMA TO THE 
JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS 

THE PRESIDENT:  Madam Speaker, Vice President Biden, members of Congress, distinguished 
guests, and fellow Americans: 

Our Constitution declares that from time to time, the President shall give to Congress 
information about the state of our union.  For 220 years, our leaders have fulfilled this duty. 
They've done so during periods of prosperity and tranquility.  And they've done so in the midst 
of war and depression; at moments of great strife and great struggle. 

It's tempting to look back on these moments and assume that our progress was inevitable -– that 
America was always destined to succeed.  But when the Union was turned back at Bull Run, and 
the Allies first landed at Omaha Beach, victory was very much in doubt.  When the market 
crashed on Black Tuesday, and civil rights marchers were beaten on Bloody Sunday, the future 
was anything but certain.  These were the times that tested the courage of our convictions, and 
the strength of our union.  And despite all our divisions and disagreements, our hesitations and 
our fears, America prevailed because we chose to move forward as one nation, as one people.  

Again, we are tested.  And again, we must answer history's call. 

One year ago, I took office amid two wars, an economy rocked by a severe recession, a financial 
system on the verge of collapse, and a government deeply in debt.  Experts from across the 
political spectrum warned that if we did not act, we might face a second depression.  So we acted 
-– immediately and aggressively.  And one year later, the worst of the storm has passed. 

But the devastation remains.  One in 10 Americans still cannot find work.  Many businesses have 
shuttered.  Home values have declined.  Small towns and rural communities have been hit 
especially hard.  And for those who'd already known poverty, life has become that much harder. 

This recession has also compounded the burdens that America's families have been dealing with 
for decades –- the burden of working harder and longer for less; of being unable to save enough 
to retire or help kids with college.  

So I know the anxieties that are out there right now.  They're not new.  These struggles are the 
reason I ran for President.  These struggles are what I've witnessed for years in places like 
Elkhart, Indiana; Galesburg, Illinois.  I hear about them in the letters that I read each night.  The 
toughest to read are those written by children -– asking why they have to move from their home, 
asking when their mom or dad will be able to go back to work. 

For these Americans and so many others, change has not come fast enough.  Some are frustrated; 
some are angry.  They don't understand why it seems like bad behavior on Wall Street is 
rewarded, but hard work on Main Street isn't; or why Washington has been unable or unwilling 
to solve any of our problems.  They're tired of the partisanship and the shouting and the 
pettiness.  They know we can't afford it.  Not now.   



So we face big and difficult challenges.  And what the American people hope -– what they 
deserve -– is for all of us, Democrats and Republicans, to work through our differences; to 
overcome the numbing weight of our politics.  For while the people who sent us here have 
different backgrounds, different stories, different beliefs, the anxieties they face are the same. 
The aspirations they hold are shared:  a job that pays the bills; a chance to get ahead; most of all, 
the ability to give their children a better life.  

You know what else they share?  They share a stubborn resilience in the face of adversity.  After 
one of the most difficult years in our history, they remain busy building cars and teaching kids, 
starting businesses and going back to school. They're coaching Little League and helping their 
neighbors.  One woman wrote to me and said, "We are strained but hopeful, struggling but 
encouraged."  

It's because of this spirit -– this great decency and great strength -– that I have never been more 
hopeful about America's future than I am tonight.  (Applause.)  Despite our hardships, our union 
is strong.  We do not give up.  We do not quit.  We do not allow fear or division to break our 
spirit.  In this new decade, it's time the American people get a government that matches their 
decency; that embodies their strength.  (Applause.)     
And tonight, tonight I'd like to talk about how together we can deliver on that promise.    

It begins with our economy.  

Our most urgent task upon taking office was to shore up the same banks that helped cause this 
crisis.  It was not easy to do. And if there's one thing that has unified Democrats and 
Republicans, and everybody in between, it's that we all hated the bank bailout.  I hated it -- 
(applause.)  I hated it.  You hated it.  It was about as popular as a root canal.  (Laughter.)   

But when I ran for President, I promised I wouldn't just do what was popular -– I would do what 
was necessary.  And if we had allowed the meltdown of the financial system, unemployment 
might be double what it is today.  More businesses would certainly have closed.  More homes 
would have surely been lost.  

So I supported the last administration's efforts to create the financial rescue program.  And when 
we took that program over, we made it more transparent and more accountable.  And as a result, 
the markets are now stabilized, and we've recovered most of the money we spent on the banks.  
(Applause.)  Most but not all. 

To recover the rest, I've proposed a fee on the biggest banks.  (Applause.)  Now, I know Wall 
Street isn't keen on this idea.  But if these firms can afford to hand out big bonuses again, they 
can afford a modest fee to pay back the taxpayers who rescued them in their time of need.  
(Applause.) 

Now, as we stabilized the financial system, we also took steps to get our economy growing 
again, save as many jobs as possible, and help Americans who had become unemployed.  



That's why we extended or increased unemployment benefits for more than 18 million 
Americans; made health insurance 65 percent cheaper for families who get their coverage 
through COBRA; and passed 25 different tax cuts. 

Now, let me repeat:  We cut taxes.  We cut taxes for 95 percent of working families.  
(Applause.)  We cut taxes for small businesses.  We cut taxes for first-time homebuyers.  We cut 
taxes for parents trying to care for their children.  We cut taxes for 8 million Americans paying 
for college.  (Applause.) 

I thought I'd get some applause on that one.  (Laughter and applause.) 

As a result, millions of Americans had more to spend on gas and food and other necessities, all 
of which helped businesses keep more workers.  And we haven't raised income taxes by a single 
dime on a single person.  Not a single dime.  (Applause.) 

Because of the steps we took, there are about two million Americans working right now who 
would otherwise be unemployed.  (Applause.)  Two hundred thousand work in construction and 
clean energy; 300,000 are teachers and other education workers.  Tens of thousands are cops, 
firefighters, correctional officers, first responders.  (Applause.)  And we're on track to add 
another one and a half million jobs to this total by the end of the year. 

The plan that has made all of this possible, from the tax cuts to the jobs, is the Recovery Act.  
(Applause.)  That's right -– the Recovery Act, also known as the stimulus bill.  (Applause.)  
Economists on the left and the right say this bill has helped save jobs and avert disaster.  But you 
don't have to take their word for it.  Talk to the small business in Phoenix that will triple its 
workforce because of the Recovery Act.  Talk to the window manufacturer in Philadelphia who 
said he used to be skeptical about the Recovery Act, until he had to add two more work shifts 
just because of the business it created.  Talk to the single teacher raising two kids who was told 
by her principal in the last week of school that because of the Recovery Act, she wouldn't be laid 
off after all.  

There are stories like this all across America.  And after two years of recession, the economy is 
growing again.  Retirement funds have started to gain back some of their value.  Businesses are 
beginning to invest again, and slowly some are starting to hire again.    

But I realize that for every success story, there are other stories, of men and women who wake up 
with the anguish of not knowing where their next paycheck will come from; who send out 
resumes week after week and hear nothing in response.  That is why jobs must be our number-
one focus in 2010, and that's why I'm calling for a new jobs bill tonight.  (Applause.)   

Now, the true engine of job creation in this country will always be America's businesses.  
(Applause.)  But government can create the conditions necessary for businesses to expand and 
hire more workers.  

We should start where most new jobs do –- in small businesses, companies that begin when -- 
(applause) -- companies that begin when an entrepreneur -- when an entrepreneur takes a chance 



on a dream, or a worker decides it's time she became her own boss.  Through sheer grit and 
determination, these companies have weathered the recession and they're ready to grow.  But 
when you talk to small businessowners in places like Allentown, Pennsylvania, or Elyria, Ohio, 
you find out that even though banks on Wall Street are lending again, they're mostly lending to 
bigger companies.  Financing remains difficult for small businessowners across the country, even 
those that are making a profit. 

So tonight, I'm proposing that we take $30 billion of the money Wall Street banks have repaid 
and use it to help community banks give small businesses the credit they need to stay afloat. 
(Applause.)  I'm also proposing a new small business tax credit  
-– one that will go to over one million small businesses who hire new workers or raise wages.  
(Applause.)  While we're at it, let's also eliminate all capital gains taxes on small business 
investment, and provide a tax incentive for all large businesses and all small businesses to invest 
in new plants and equipment.  (Applause.)  

Next, we can put Americans to work today building the infrastructure of tomorrow.  (Applause.)  
From the first railroads to the Interstate Highway System, our nation has always been built to 
compete.  There's no reason Europe or China should have the fastest trains, or the new factories 
that manufacture clean energy products. 

Tomorrow, I'll visit Tampa, Florida, where workers will soon break ground on a new high-speed 
railroad funded by the Recovery Act.  (Applause.)  There are projects like that all across this 
country that will create jobs and help move our nation's goods, services, and information.  
(Applause.)  

We should put more Americans to work building clean energy facilities -- (applause) -- and give 
rebates to Americans who make their homes more energy-efficient, which supports clean energy 
jobs.  (Applause.)  And to encourage these and other businesses to stay within our borders, it is 
time to finally slash the tax breaks for companies that ship our jobs overseas, and give those tax 
breaks to companies that create jobs right here in the United States of America.  (Applause.) 

Now, the House has passed a jobs bill that includes some of these steps.  (Applause.)  As the first 
order of business this year, I urge the Senate to do the same, and I know they will.  (Applause.)  
They will.  (Applause.)  People are out of work.  They're hurting.  They need our help.  And I 
want a jobs bill on my desk without delay.  (Applause.) 

But the truth is, these steps won't make up for the seven million jobs that we've lost over the last 
two years.  The only way to move to full employment is to lay a new foundation for long-term 
economic growth, and finally address the problems that America's families have confronted for 
years.   

We can't afford another so-called economic "expansion" like the one from the last decade –- 
what some call the "lost decade" -– where jobs grew more slowly than during any prior 
expansion; where the income of the average American household declined while the cost of 
health care and tuition reached record highs; where prosperity was built on a housing bubble and 
financial speculation.  



From the day I took office, I've been told that addressing our larger challenges is too ambitious; 
such an effort would be too contentious.  I've been told that our political system is too 
gridlocked, and that we should just put things on hold for a while.  

For those who make these claims, I have one simple question: How long should we wait?  How 
long should America put its future on hold?  (Applause.) 

You see, Washington has been telling us to wait for decades, even as the problems have grown 
worse.  Meanwhile, China is not waiting to revamp its economy.  Germany is not waiting.  India 
is not waiting.  These nations -- they're not standing still.  These nations aren't playing for second 
place.  They're putting more emphasis on math and science.  They're rebuilding their 
infrastructure.  They're making serious investments in clean energy because they want those 
jobs.  Well, I do not accept second place for the United States of America.  (Applause.)  

As hard as it may be, as uncomfortable and contentious as the debates may become, it's time to 
get serious about fixing the problems that are hampering our growth. 

Now, one place to start is serious financial reform.  Look, I am not interested in punishing 
banks.  I'm interested in protecting our economy.  A strong, healthy financial market makes it 
possible for businesses to access credit and create new jobs. It channels the savings of families 
into investments that raise incomes.  But that can only happen if we guard against the same 
recklessness that nearly brought down our entire economy.  

We need to make sure consumers and middle-class families have the information they need to 
make financial decisions.  (Applause.)  We can't allow financial institutions, including those that 
take your deposits, to take risks that threaten the whole economy.   

Now, the House has already passed financial reform with many of these changes.  (Applause.)  
And the lobbyists are trying to kill it.  But we cannot let them win this fight.  (Applause.)  And if 
the bill that ends up on my desk does not meet the test of real reform, I will send it back until we 
get it right.  We've got to get it right.  (Applause.) 

Next, we need to encourage American innovation.  Last year, we made the largest investment in 
basic research funding in history -– (applause) -- an investment that could lead to the world's 
cheapest solar cells or treatment that kills cancer cells but leaves healthy ones untouched.  And 
no area is more ripe for such innovation than energy.  You can see the results of last year's 
investments in clean energy -– in the North Carolina company that will create 1,200 jobs 
nationwide helping to make advanced batteries; or in the California business that will put a 
thousand people to work making solar panels. 

But to create more of these clean energy jobs, we need more production, more efficiency, more 
incentives.  And that means building a new generation of safe, clean nuclear power plants in this 
country.  (Applause.)  It means making tough decisions about opening new offshore areas for oil 
and gas development.  (Applause.)  It means continued investment in advanced biofuels and 
clean coal technologies.  (Applause.)  And, yes, it means passing a comprehensive energy and 



climate bill with incentives that will finally make clean energy the profitable kind of energy in 
America.  (Applause.) 

I am grateful to the House for passing such a bill last year.  (Applause.)  And this year I'm eager 
to help advance the bipartisan effort in the Senate.  (Applause.)  

I know there have been questions about whether we can afford such changes in a tough 
economy.  I know that there are those who disagree with the overwhelming scientific evidence 
on climate change.  But here's the thing -- even if you doubt the evidence, providing incentives 
for energy-efficiency and clean energy are the right thing to do for our future -– because the 
nation that leads the clean energy economy will be the nation that leads the global economy.  
And America must be that nation.  (Applause.) 

Third, we need to export more of our goods.  (Applause.)  Because the more products we make 
and sell to other countries, the more jobs we support right here in America.  (Applause.)  So 
tonight, we set a new goal:  We will double our exports over the next five years, an increase that 
will support two million jobs in America.  (Applause.)  To help meet this goal, we're launching a 
National Export Initiative that will help farmers and small businesses increase their exports, and 
reform export controls consistent with national security.  (Applause.) 

We have to seek new markets aggressively, just as our competitors are.  If America sits on the 
sidelines while other nations sign trade deals, we will lose the chance to create jobs on our 
shores.  (Applause.)  But realizing those benefits also means enforcing those agreements so our 
trading partners play by the rules.  (Applause.)  And that's why we'll continue to shape a Doha 
trade agreement that opens global markets, and why we will strengthen our trade relations in 
Asia and with key partners like South Korea and Panama and Colombia.  (Applause.) 

Fourth, we need to invest in the skills and education of our people.  (Applause.) 

Now, this year, we've broken through the stalemate between left and right by launching a 
national competition to improve our schools.  And the idea here is simple:  Instead of rewarding 
failure, we only reward success.  Instead of funding the status quo, we only invest in reform -- 
reform that raises student achievement; inspires students to excel in math and science; and turns 
around failing schools that steal the future of too many young Americans, from rural 
communities to the inner city.  In the 21st century, the best anti-poverty program around is a 
world-class education.  (Applause.)  And in this country, the success of our children cannot 
depend more on where they live than on their potential.  

When we renew the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, we will work with Congress to 
expand these reforms to all 50 states.  Still, in this economy, a high school diploma no longer 
guarantees a good job.  That's why I urge the Senate to follow the House and pass a bill that will 
revitalize our community colleges, which are a career pathway to the children of so many 
working families.  (Applause.)  

To make college more affordable, this bill will finally end the unwarranted taxpayer subsidies 
that go to banks for student loans.  (Applause.)  Instead, let's take that money and give families a 



$10,000 tax credit for four years of college and increase Pell Grants.  (Applause.)  And let's tell 
another one million students that when they graduate, they will be required to pay only 10 
percent of their income on student loans, and all of their debt will be forgiven after 20 years –- 
and forgiven after 10 years if they choose a career in public service, because in the United States 
of America, no one should go broke because they chose to go to college.  (Applause.)  

And by the way, it's time for colleges and universities to get serious about cutting their own costs 
-– (applause) -- because they, too, have a responsibility to help solve this problem.  

Now, the price of college tuition is just one of the burdens facing the middle class.  That's why 
last year I asked Vice President Biden to chair a task force on middle-class families.  That's why 
we're nearly doubling the child care tax credit, and making it easier to save for retirement by 
giving access to every worker a retirement account and expanding the tax credit for those who 
start a nest egg.  That's why we're working to lift the value of a family's single largest investment 
–- their home.  The steps we took last year to shore up the housing market have allowed millions 
of Americans to take out new loans and save an average of $1,500 on mortgage payments.      

This year, we will step up refinancing so that homeowners can move into more affordable 
mortgages.  (Applause.)  And it is precisely to relieve the burden on middle-class families that 
we still need health insurance reform.  (Applause.)  Yes, we do.  (Applause.) 

Now, let's clear a few things up.  (Laughter.)  I didn't choose to tackle this issue to get some 
legislative victory under my belt.  And by now it should be fairly obvious that I didn't take on 
health care because it was good politics.  (Laughter.)  I took on health care because of the stories 
I've heard from Americans with preexisting conditions whose lives depend on getting coverage; 
patients who've been denied coverage; families –- even those with insurance -– who are just one 
illness away from financial ruin. 

After nearly a century of trying -- Democratic administrations, Republican administrations -- we 
are closer than ever to bringing more security to the lives of so many Americans.  The approach 
we've taken would protect every American from the worst practices of the insurance industry.  It 
would give small businesses and uninsured Americans a chance to choose an affordable health 
care plan in a competitive market.  It would require every insurance plan to cover preventive 
care.  

And by the way, I want to acknowledge our First Lady, Michelle Obama, who this year is 
creating a national movement to tackle the epidemic of childhood obesity and make kids 
healthier. (Applause.)  Thank you.  She gets embarrassed.  (Laughter.) 

Our approach would preserve the right of Americans who have insurance to keep their doctor 
and their plan.  It would reduce costs and premiums for millions of families and businesses.  And 
according to the Congressional Budget Office -– the independent organization that both parties 
have cited as the official scorekeeper for Congress –- our approach would bring down the deficit 
by as much as $1 trillion over the next two decades.  (Applause.) 



Still, this is a complex issue, and the longer it was debated, the more skeptical people became.  I 
take my share of the blame for not explaining it more clearly to the American people.  And I 
know that with all the lobbying and horse-trading, the process left most Americans wondering, 
"What's in it for me?" 

But I also know this problem is not going away.  By the time I'm finished speaking tonight, more 
Americans will have lost their health insurance.  Millions will lose it this year.  Our deficit will 
grow.  Premiums will go up.  Patients will be denied the care they need.  Small business owners 
will continue to drop coverage altogether.  I will not walk away from these Americans, and 
neither should the people in this chamber.  (Applause.) 

So, as temperatures cool, I want everyone to take another look at the plan we've proposed.  
There's a reason why many doctors, nurses, and health care experts who know our system best 
consider this approach a vast improvement over the status quo.  But if anyone from either party 
has a better approach that will bring down premiums, bring down the deficit, cover the 
uninsured, strengthen Medicare for seniors, and stop insurance company abuses, let me know.  
(Applause.)  Let me know.  Let me know.  (Applause.)  I'm eager to see it.  

Here's what I ask Congress, though:  Don't walk away from reform.  Not now.  Not when we are 
so close.  Let us find a way to come together and finish the job for the American people.  
(Applause.)  Let's get it done.  Let's get it done.  (Applause.) 

Now, even as health care reform would reduce our deficit, it's not enough to dig us out of a 
massive fiscal hole in which we find ourselves.  It's a challenge that makes all others that much 
harder to solve, and one that's been subject to a lot of political posturing.  So let me start the 
discussion of government spending by setting the record straight.  

At the beginning of the last decade, the year 2000, America had a budget surplus of over $200 
billion.  (Applause.)  By the time I took office, we had a one-year deficit of over $1 trillion and 
projected deficits of $8 trillion over the next decade.  Most of this was the result of not paying 
for two wars, two tax cuts, and an expensive prescription drug program.  On top of that, the 
effects of the recession put a $3 trillion hole in our budget.  All this was before I walked in the 
door.  (Laughter and applause.) 

Now -- just stating the facts.  Now, if we had taken office in ordinary times, I would have liked 
nothing more than to start bringing down the deficit.  But we took office amid a crisis.  And our 
efforts to prevent a second depression have added another $1 trillion to our national debt.  That, 
too, is a fact. 

I'm absolutely convinced that was the right thing to do.  But families across the country are 
tightening their belts and making tough decisions.  The federal government should do the same.  
(Applause.)  So tonight, I'm proposing specific steps to pay for the trillion dollars that it took to 
rescue the economy last year. 

Starting in 2011, we are prepared to freeze government spending for three years.  (Applause.)  
Spending related to our national security, Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Security will not be 



affected.  But all other discretionary government programs will.  Like any cash-strapped family, 
we will work within a budget to invest in what we need and sacrifice what we don't.  And if I 
have to enforce this discipline by veto, I will.  (Applause.)   

We will continue to go through the budget, line by line, page by page, to eliminate programs that 
we can't afford and don't work.  We've already identified $20 billion in savings for next year.  To 
help working families, we'll extend our middle-class tax cuts.  But at a time of record deficits, we 
will not continue tax cuts for oil companies, for investment fund managers, and for those making 
over $250,000 a year.  We just can't afford it.  (Applause.)  

Now, even after paying for what we spent on my watch, we'll still face the massive deficit we 
had when I took office.  More importantly, the cost of Medicare, Medicaid, and Social Security 
will continue to skyrocket.  That's why I've called for a bipartisan fiscal commission, modeled on 
a proposal by Republican Judd Gregg and Democrat Kent Conrad.  (Applause.)  This can't be 
one of those Washington gimmicks that lets us pretend we solved a problem.  The commission 
will have to provide a specific set of solutions by a certain deadline.  

Now, yesterday, the Senate blocked a bill that would have created this commission.  So I'll issue 
an executive order that will allow us to go forward, because I refuse to pass this problem on to 
another generation of Americans.  (Applause.)  And when the vote comes tomorrow, the Senate 
should restore the pay-as-you-go law that was a big reason for why we had record surpluses in 
the 1990s.  (Applause.)   
  
Now, I know that some in my own party will argue that we can't address the deficit or freeze 
government spending when so many are still hurting.  And I agree -- which is why this freeze 
won't take effect until next year -- (laughter) -- when the economy is stronger.  That's how 
budgeting works.  (Laughter and applause.)  But understand –- understand if we don't take 
meaningful steps to rein in our debt, it could damage our markets, increase the cost of borrowing, 
and jeopardize our recovery -– all of which would have an even worse effect on our job growth 
and family incomes.  

From some on the right, I expect we'll hear a different argument -– that if we just make fewer 
investments in our people, extend tax cuts including those for the wealthier Americans, eliminate 
more regulations, maintain the status quo on health care, our deficits will go away.  The problem 
is that's what we did for eight years.  (Applause.)  That's what helped us into this crisis.  It's what 
helped lead to these deficits.  We can't do it again. 

Rather than fight the same tired battles that have dominated Washington for decades, it's time to 
try something new.  Let's invest in our people without leaving them a mountain of debt.  Let's 
meet our responsibility to the citizens who sent us here.  Let's try common sense.  (Laughter.)  A 
novel concept. 

To do that, we have to recognize that we face more than a deficit of dollars right now.  We face a 
deficit of trust -– deep and corrosive doubts about how Washington works that have been 
growing for years.  To close that credibility gap we have to take action on both ends of 



Pennsylvania Avenue -- to end the outsized influence of lobbyists; to do our work openly; to give 
our people the government they deserve.  (Applause.) 

That's what I came to Washington to do.  That's why -– for the first time in history –- my 
administration posts on our White House visitors online.  That's why we've excluded lobbyists 
from policymaking jobs, or seats on federal boards and commissions. 

But we can't stop there.  It's time to require lobbyists to disclose each contact they make on 
behalf of a client with my administration or with Congress.  It's time to put strict limits on the 
contributions that lobbyists give to candidates for federal office.  

With all due deference to separation of powers, last week the Supreme Court reversed a century 
of law that I believe will open the floodgates for special interests –- including foreign 
corporations –- to spend without limit in our elections.  (Applause.)  I don't think American 
elections should be bankrolled by America's most powerful interests, or worse, by foreign 
entities.  (Applause.)  They should be decided by the American people.  And I'd urge Democrats 
and Republicans to pass a bill that helps to correct some of these problems. 

I'm also calling on Congress to continue down the path of earmark reform.  Applause.)  
Democrats and Republicans.  (Applause.)  Democrats and Republicans.  You've trimmed some 
of this spending, you've embraced some meaningful change.  But restoring the public trust 
demands more.  For example, some members of Congress post some earmark requests online.  
(Applause.)  Tonight, I'm calling on Congress to publish all earmark requests on a single Web 
site before there's a vote, so that the American people can see how their money is being spent. 
(Applause.) 

Of course, none of these reforms will even happen if we don't also reform how we work with one 
another.  Now, I'm not naïve.  I never thought that the mere fact of my election would usher in 
peace and harmony -- (laughter) -- and some post-partisan era.  I knew that both parties have fed 
divisions that are deeply entrenched.  And on some issues, there are simply philosophical 
differences that will always cause us to part ways. These disagreements, about the role of 
government in our lives, about our national priorities and our national security, they've been 
taking place for over 200 years.  They're the very essence of our democracy. 

But what frustrates the American people is a Washington where every day is Election Day.  We 
can't wage a perpetual campaign where the only goal is to see who can get the most embarrassing 
headlines about the other side -– a belief that if you lose, I win.  Neither party should delay or 
obstruct every single bill just because they can.  The confirmation of -- (applause) -- I'm 
speaking to both parties now.  The confirmation of well-qualified public servants shouldn't be 
held hostage to the pet projects or grudges of a few individual senators.  (Applause.)  

Washington may think that saying anything about the other side, no matter how false, no matter 
how malicious, is just part of the game.  But it's precisely such politics that has stopped either 
party from helping the American people.  Worse yet, it's sowing further division among our 
citizens, further distrust in our government. 



So, no, I will not give up on trying to change the tone of our politics.  I know it's an election 
year.  And after last week, it's clear that campaign fever has come even earlier than usual.  But 
we still need to govern.  

To Democrats, I would remind you that we still have the largest majority in decades, and the 
people expect us to solve problems, not run for the hills.  (Applause.)  And if the Republican 
leadership is going to insist that 60 votes in the Senate are required to do any business at all in 
this town -- a supermajority -- then the responsibility to govern is now yours as well.  
(Applause.)  Just saying no to everything may be good short-term politics, but it's not leadership.  
We were sent here to serve our citizens, not our ambitions.  (Applause.)  So let's show the 
American people that we can do it together.  (Applause.) 

This week, I'll be addressing a meeting of the House Republicans.  I'd like to begin monthly 
meetings with both Democratic and Republican leadership.  I know you can't wait.  (Laughter.) 

Throughout our history, no issue has united this country more than our security.  Sadly, some of 
the unity we felt after 9/11 has dissipated.  We can argue all we want about who's to blame for 
this, but I'm not interested in re-litigating the past. I know that all of us love this country.  All of 
us are committed to its defense.  So let's put aside the schoolyard taunts about who's tough.  Let's 
reject the false choice between protecting our people and upholding our values.  Let's leave 
behind the fear and division, and do what it takes to defend our nation and forge a more hopeful 
future -- for America and for the world.  (Applause.) 

That's the work we began last year.  Since the day I took office, we've renewed our focus on the 
terrorists who threaten our nation.  We've made substantial investments in our homeland security 
and disrupted plots that threatened to take American lives.  We are filling unacceptable gaps 
revealed by the failed Christmas attack, with better airline security and swifter action on our 
intelligence.  We've prohibited torture and strengthened partnerships from the Pacific to South 
Asia to the Arabian Peninsula.  And in the last year, hundreds of al Qaeda's fighters and 
affiliates, including many senior leaders, have been captured or killed -- far more than in 2008. 

And in Afghanistan, we're increasing our troops and training Afghan security forces so they can 
begin to take the lead in July of 2011, and our troops can begin to come home.  (Applause.)  We 
will reward good governance, work to reduce corruption, and support the rights of all Afghans -- 
men and women alike.  (Applause.)  We're joined by allies and partners who have increased their 
own commitments, and who will come together tomorrow in London to reaffirm our common 
purpose.  There will be difficult days ahead.  But I am absolutely confident we will succeed. 

As we take the fight to al Qaeda, we are responsibly leaving Iraq to its people.  As a candidate, I 
promised that I would end this war, and that is what I am doing as President.  We will have all of 
our combat troops out of Iraq by the end of this August.  (Applause.)  We will support the Iraqi 
government -- we will support the Iraqi government as they hold elections, and we will continue 
to partner with the Iraqi people to promote regional peace and prosperity.  But make no mistake:  
This war is ending, and all of our troops are coming home.  (Applause.)    



Tonight, all of our men and women in uniform -- in Iraq, in Afghanistan, and around the world –
- they have to know that we -- that they have our respect, our gratitude, our full support.  And 
just as they must have the resources they need in war, we all have a responsibility to support 
them when they come home.  (Applause.)  That's why we made the largest increase in 
investments for veterans in decades -- last year.  (Applause.)   That's why we're building a 21st 
century VA.  And that's why Michelle has joined with Jill Biden to forge a national commitment 
to support military families.  (Applause.) 

Now, even as we prosecute two wars, we're also confronting perhaps the greatest danger to the 
American people -– the threat of nuclear weapons.  I've embraced the vision of John F. Kennedy 
and Ronald Reagan through a strategy that reverses the spread of these weapons and seeks a 
world without them.  To reduce our stockpiles and launchers, while ensuring our deterrent, the 
United States and Russia are completing negotiations on the farthest-reaching arms control treaty 
in nearly two decades.  (Applause.)  And at April's Nuclear Security Summit, we will bring 44 
nations together here in Washington, D.C. behind a clear goal:  securing all vulnerable nuclear 
materials around the world in four years, so that they never fall into the hands of terrorists.  
(Applause.) 

Now, these diplomatic efforts have also strengthened our hand in dealing with those nations that 
insist on violating international agreements in pursuit of nuclear weapons.  That's why North 
Korea now faces increased isolation, and stronger sanctions –- sanctions that are being 
vigorously enforced.  That's why the international community is more united, and the Islamic 
Republic of Iran is more isolated.  And as Iran's leaders continue to ignore their obligations, 
there should be no doubt:  They, too, will face growing consequences.  That is a promise.  
(Applause.) 

That's the leadership that we are providing –- engagement that advances the common security 
and prosperity of all people. We're working through the G20 to sustain a lasting global recovery.  
We're working with Muslim communities around the world to promote science and education 
and innovation.  We have gone from a bystander to a leader in the fight against climate change. 
We're helping developing countries to feed themselves, and continuing the fight against 
HIV/AIDS.  And we are launching a new initiative that will give us the capacity to respond faster 
and more effectively to bioterrorism or an infectious disease -– a plan that will counter threats at 
home and strengthen public health abroad. 

As we have for over 60 years, America takes these actions because our destiny is connected to 
those beyond our shores.  But we also do it because it is right.  That's why, as we meet here 
tonight, over 10,000 Americans are working with many nations to help the people of Haiti 
recover and rebuild.  (Applause.)  That's why we stand with the girl who yearns to go to school 
in Afghanistan; why we support the human rights of the women marching through the streets of 
Iran; why we advocate for the young man denied a job by corruption in Guinea.  For America 
must always stand on the side of freedom and human dignity.  (Applause.)  Always.  (Applause.) 

Abroad, America's greatest source of strength has always been our ideals.  The same is true at 
home.  We find unity in our incredible diversity, drawing on the promise enshrined in our 
Constitution:  the notion that we're all created equal; that no matter who you are or what you 



look like, if you abide by the law you should be protected by it; if you adhere to our common 
values you should be treated no different than anyone else.     

We must continually renew this promise.  My administration has a Civil Rights Division that is 
once again prosecuting civil rights violations and employment discrimination.  (Applause.)  We 
finally strengthened our laws to protect against crimes driven by hate.  (Applause.)  This year, I 
will work with Congress and our military to finally repeal the law that denies gay Americans the 
right to serve the country they love because of who they are.  (Applause.)  It's the right thing to 
do.  (Applause.)   

We're going to crack down on violations of equal pay laws -– so that women get equal pay for an 
equal day's work.  (Applause.) And we should continue the work of fixing our broken 
immigration system -– to secure our borders and enforce our laws, and ensure that everyone who 
plays by the rules can contribute to our economy and enrich our nation.  (Applause.) 

In the end, it's our ideals, our values that built America  -- values that allowed us to forge a 
nation made up of immigrants from every corner of the globe; values that drive our citizens still.  
Every day, Americans meet their responsibilities to their families and their employers.  Time and 
again, they lend a hand to their neighbors and give back to their country.  They take pride in their 
labor, and are generous in spirit.  These aren't Republican values or Democratic values that 
they're living by; business values or labor values.  They're American values.   

Unfortunately, too many of our citizens have lost faith that our biggest institutions -– our 
corporations, our media, and, yes, our government –- still reflect these same values.  Each of 
these institutions are full of honorable men and women doing important work that helps our 
country prosper.  But each time a CEO rewards himself for failure, or a banker puts the rest of us 
at risk for his own selfish gain, people's doubts grow.  Each time lobbyists game the system or 
politicians tear each other down instead of lifting this country up, we lose faith.  The more that 
TV pundits reduce serious debates to silly arguments, big issues into sound bites, our citizens 
turn away.   

No wonder there's so much cynicism out there.  No wonder there's so much disappointment.  

I campaigned on the promise of change –- change we can believe in, the slogan went.  And right 
now, I know there are many Americans who aren't sure if they still believe we can change –- or 
that I can deliver it.  

But remember this –- I never suggested that change would be easy, or that I could do it alone.  
Democracy in a nation of 300 million people can be noisy and messy and complicated.  And 
when you try to do big things and make big changes, it stirs passions and controversy.  That's 
just how it is. 

Those of us in public office can respond to this reality by playing it safe and avoid telling hard 
truths and pointing fingers.  We can do what's necessary to keep our poll numbers high, and get 
through the next election instead of doing what's best for the next generation.  



But I also know this:  If people had made that decision 50 years ago, or 100 years ago, or 200 
years ago, we wouldn't be here tonight.  The only reason we are here is because generations of 
Americans were unafraid to do what was hard; to do what was needed even when success was 
uncertain; to do what it took to keep the dream of this nation alive for their children and their 
grandchildren. 

Our administration has had some political setbacks this year, and some of them were deserved.  
But I wake up every day knowing that they are nothing compared to the setbacks that families all 
across this country have faced this year.  And what keeps me going -– what keeps me fighting -– 
is that despite all these setbacks, that spirit of determination and optimism, that fundamental 
decency that has always been at the core of the American people, that lives on.    

It lives on in the struggling small business owner who wrote to me of his company, "None of us," 
he said, "…are willing to consider, even slightly, that we might fail." 

It lives on in the woman who said that even though she and her neighbors have felt the pain of 
recession, "We are strong.  We are resilient.  We are American." 

It lives on in the 8-year-old boy in Louisiana, who just sent me his allowance and asked if I 
would give it to the people of Haiti.  

And it lives on in all the Americans who've dropped everything to go someplace they've never 
been and pull people they've never known from the rubble, prompting chants of "U.S.A.! 
U.S.A.!  U.S.A!" when another life was saved.  

The spirit that has sustained this nation for more than two centuries lives on in you, its people.  
We have finished a difficult year.  We have come through a difficult decade.  But a new year has 
come.  A new decade stretches before us.  We don't quit.  I don't quit.  (Applause.)  Let's seize 
this moment -- to start anew, to carry the dream forward, and to strengthen our union once more.  
(Applause.) 

Thank you.  God bless you.  And God bless the United States of America.  (Applause.) 

                                         END                   10:20 P.M. EST 
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