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Grade:

1.__1______ Elevate the “National Self” (0, .5, 1); 

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

___1.2_____ 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. 

And I am more confident than ever that despite our troubles, we have it within our power to make our time another American Century.

And the 20th century became the American Century. Now, the time has come for our generation to lead the way toward a new American Century.

…we will have a strong people and a strong nation

now is the opportunity to author the greatest chapter yet in the amazing story of America
But I live in an exceptional country
I believe our very identity as an exceptional nation is at stake.

Because we did [make the right choice], the American miracle lived on.

And because we did, our children and theirs lived in a new American Century.

Thank you, God bless you, and God bless the United States of America.


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. 




	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.

And if America accepts the mantle of global leadership, by abandoning this administration’s dangerous concessions to Iran, and its hostility to Israel… by no longer being passive in the face of Chinese and Russian aggression… then our nation will be safer, the world more stable, and our people more prosperous.


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.




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.

In this very room five decades ago, tens of thousands of Cuban exiles began their new lives in America.

…a collection of immigrants and exiles, former slaves and refugees, became one people, and together built the freest and most prosperous nation ever.

That journey, from behind that bar to behind this podium, is the essence of the American Dream. Whether or not we remain a special country will depend on whether that journey is still possible for those [immigrants and poor people] trying to make it now:




Overall Comments (just a few sentences): This speech is heavy on the need for maintaining and uplifting the American country as the exceptional and indispensable nation. The speech is replete with references to American century, how it was great in the past and needs to remain great in the future. So, it is high on the positive form of nationalism, but low on the defense against “national others,” as he asks the audience to think of the American nation as an immigrant nation and as something that should remain so. There is a little bit of defense against national others in the references to Chinese and Russian aggression, but this is mostly offset by an inclusive framing of the nation. Significant symbolically that this, his campaign announcement, was made at the Freedom Tower in Miami, FL, the “Ellis Island of the South,” known for processing immigrants from Cuba in the twentieth century.




