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Grade:

1.___0_____ Elevate the “National Self” (0, .5, 1); 

2.___0_____Defend against “National Others” (0, .5, 1)

   ___0_____ Final Grade (add scores on above two components)

A score of 1 on either element means all or most of that element of nationalism is present in the speech; a score of 0 means none or almost none of that element is present in the speech; .5 implies a mix of the two.

	Nationalism
	Cosmopolitanism/ Multiculturalism/No Nationalism

	ELEVATE OR PROTECT THE “NATIONAL SELF’

The discourse of nationalism or dominant nationhood extolls the virtues and distinctiveness of the core nation and proclaims their past triumphs and victories, and/or prioritizes its health and future well-being. There may be considerable sentimentality associated with these claims. 

Nationalist discourse is often peppered with family metaphors like “brothers,” “motherland,” “homeland” or “founding fathers.” References may be made to the historical pain and trauma caused by national defeats. There may be references to national heroes or key turning points in national history.

Calls for restoring the nation to its rightful position, at home and abroad (ethnic kin).

May be references to importance of national sovereignty and self-determination.



	


No references to pain or trauma of the nation, nor to lost glory. No elevation of the special virtues and importance of the nation. No calls for status reversal.

Minimal references to national heroes or legacy. 

There may be a complete absence of “nation talk” except insofar as “nations” are taken to mean states. If the “we” or “self” is the global community, this is particularly non-nationalist. 

Little focus on sovereignty concerns. 

How do we move to a global community…
…the United States must seek partnerships not just between governments, but between peoples. A sensible and effective foreign policy recognizes that our safety and welfare is bound up with the safety and welfare of others around the world, with “all the homes and families of all the men and women in all the lands,” as Churchill said right here, 70 years ago.


	DEFEND AGAINST “NATIONAL OTHERS”

This discourse is focused on the purported threat posed by minorities or “national others” outside or inside the state

Externally, threats may take the form of foreign (sometimes “enemy”) nations, international organizations (UN or EU) or anti-national elites perceived to be aligned against the nation. Anti-colonialist rhetoric (“colony,” “empire,” “subjugation”) may feature here, but the perceived threat must be framed in national terms.

Nations and groups may be stereotyped.

In more extreme versions, the discourse may focus on threat to the nation posed by migrants, immigrants or refugees or on
threats posed by historical minorities with a long history in the state. Some minorities may be framed as potential fifth columns or Trojan Horses for hostile outside actors. “National others” may also include disloyal citizens or traitors, who serve as a conduit for the influence of hostile outside forces.
 
	


Few if any negative references to national others. 


Problems in foreign affairs are rarely framed as conflicts between antagonistic nations. Problems can be solved by capitalizing on common interests, possibly through international organizations.
At a time when climate change is causing devastating problems here in America and around the world, foreign policy is about whether we work with the international community – with China, Russia, India and countries around the world - to transform our energy systems away from fossil fuel to energy efficiency and sustainable energy. Sensible foreign policy understands that climate change is a real threat to every country on earth, that it is not a hoax, and that no country alone can effectively combat it. It is an issue for the entire international community, and an issue that the United States should be leading in, not ignoring or denying.
At a time of exploding technology and wealth, how do we move away from a world of war, terrorism and massive levels of poverty into a world of peace and economic security for all. How do we move toward a global community in which people have the decent jobs, food, clean water, education, health care and housing they need?

In fact, our goal is to not only strengthen American democracy, but to work in solidarity with supporters of democracy around the globe, including in Russia.

we have got to help lead the struggle to defend and expand a rules-based international order in which law, not might, makes right.

Ethnic and national stereotyping should be low.

No dominant nation with subordinate status for minorities. No identification of threats to national integrity. Particularly non-nationalist discourse may include calls to integrate minorities, accept deserving immigrants and/or work together with nations around the world.

What foreign policy also means is that if we are going to expound the virtues of democracy and justice abroad, and be taken seriously, we need to practice those values here at home. That means continuing the struggle to end racism, sexism, xenophobia and homophobia here in the United States and making it clear that when people in America march on our streets as neo-Nazis or white supremacists, we have no ambiguity in condemning everything they stand for. There are no two sides on that issue.
We must reject the divisive attacks based on a person's religion, race, gender, sexual orientation or identity, country of origin, or class. And when we see demonstrations of neo-Nazism and white supremacism as we recently did in Charlottesville, Virginia, we must be unequivocal in our condemnation, as our president shamefully was not.



Overall Comments (just a few sentences): This speech has neither positive nor negative elements of nationalism. On elevating the “self,” there isn’t any emphasis on making America “great again,” in fact he explicitly denounces any America First agenda. He claims repeatedly that American welfare is bound up in the welfare of the world, calling for a move to a global community. Non-existent national sovereignty concerns. On defending against “national others,” he says that nations should not compete on the international stage, but work together, governments to governments and people to people. He explicitly denounces any exclusivist racial discourse. It is meaningful that he gave the speech at Westminster College, site of Winston Churchill’s Iron Curtain speech. Referencing Churchill, he explicitly called instead for an inclusivist and cooperative approach to what he sees as global problems.




