Eleanor Roosevelt – “On the Adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights”
Mr. President, fellow delegates:
The long and meticulous study and debate of which this Universal Declaration of Human Rights
is the product means that it reflects the composite views of the many men and governments who
have contributed to its formulation. Not every man nor every government can have what he
wants in a document of this kind. There are of course particular provisions in the Declaration
before us with which we are not fully satisfied. I have no doubt this is true of other delegations,
and it would still be true if we continued our labors over many years. Taken as a whole the
Delegation of the United States believes that this is a good document -- even a great document -and we propose to give it our full support. The position of the United States on the various parts
of the Declaration is a matter of record in the Third Committee. I shall not burden the Assembly,
and particularly my colleagues of the Third Committee, with a restatement of that position here.
I should like to comment briefly on the amendments proposed by the Soviet delegation. The
language of these amendments has been dressed up somewhat, but the substance is the same as
the amendments which were offered by the Soviet delegation in committee and rejected after
exhaustive discussion. Substantially the same amendments have been previously considered and
rejected in the Human Rights Commission. We in the United States admire those who fight for
their convictions, and the Soviet delegation has fought for their convictions. But in the older
democracies we have learned that sometimes we bow to the will of the majority. In doing that,
we do not give up our convictions. We continue sometimes to persuade, and eventually we may
be successful. But we know that we have to work together and we have to progress. So, we
believe that when we have made a good fight, and the majority is against us, it is perhaps better
tactics to try to cooperate.
I feel bound to say that I think perhaps it is somewhat of an imposition on this Assembly to have
these amendments offered again here, and I am confident that they will be rejected without
debate.
The first two paragraphs of the amendment to article 3 deal with the question of minorities,
which committee 3 decided required further study, and has recommended, in a separate
resolution, their reference to the Economic and Social Council and the Human Rights
Commission. As set out in the Soviet amendment, this provision clearly states "group," and not
"individual," rights.
The Soviet amendment to article 20 is obviously a very restrictive statement of the right to
freedom of opinion and expression. It sets up standards which would enable any state practically
to deny all freedom of opinion and expression without violating the article. It introduces the
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terms "democratic view," "democratic systems," "democratic state," and "fascism," which we
know all too well from debates in this Assembly over the past two years on warmongering and
related subjects are liable to the most flagrant abuse and diverse interpretations.
The statement of the Soviet delegate here tonight is a very good case in point on this. The Soviet
amendment of article 22 introduces new elements into the article without improving the
committed text and again introduces specific reference to "discrimination." As was repeatedly
pointed out in committee 3, the question of discrimination is comprehensively covered in article
2 of the Declaration, so that its restatement elsewhere is completely unnecessary and also has the
effect of weakening the comprehensive principles stated in article 2. The new article proposed by
the Soviet delegation is but a restatement of State obligation, which the Soviet delegation
attempted to introduce into practically every article in the Declaration. It would convert the
Declaration into a document stating obligations on states, thereby changing completely its
character as a statement of principles to serve as a common standard of achievement for the
members of the United Nations.
The Soviet proposal for deferring consideration of the Declaration to the 4th session of the
Assembly requires no comment. An identical text was rejected in committee 3 by a vote of 6 in
favor and 26 against. We are all agreed, I am sure, that the Declaration, which has been worked
on with such great effort and devotion, and over such a long period of time, must be approved by
this Assembly at this session.
Certain provisions of the Declaration are stated in such broad terms as to be acceptable only
because of the provisions in article 30 providing for limitation on the exercise of the rights for
the purpose of meeting the requirements of morality, public order, and the general welfare. An
example of this is the provision that everyone has the right to equal access to the public service
in his country. The basic principle of equality and of nondiscrimination as to public employment
is sound, but it cannot be accepted without limitation. My government, for example, would
consider that this is unquestionably subject to limitation in the interest of public order and the
general welfare. It would not consider that the exclusion from public employment of persons
holding subversive political beliefs and not loyal to the basic principles and practices of the
constitution and laws of the country would in any way infringe upon this right.
Likewise, my government has made it clear in the course of the development of the Declaration
that it does not consider that the economic and social and cultural rights stated in the Declaration
imply an obligation on governments to assure the enjoyment of these rights by direct
governmental action. This was made quite clear in the Human Rights Commission text of article
23 which served as a so-called "umbrella" article to the articles on economic and social rights.
We consider that the principle has not been affected by the fact that this article no longer
contains a reference to the articles which follow it. This in no way affects our whole-hearted
support for the basic principles of economic, social, and cultural rights set forth in these articles.
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In giving our approval to the Declaration today it is of primary importance that we keep clearly
in mind the basic character of the document. It is not a treaty; it is not an international agreement.
It is not and does not purport to be a statement of law or of legal obligation. It is a Declaration of
basic principles of human rights and freedoms, to be stamped with the approval of the General
Assembly by formal vote of its members, and to serve as a common standard of achievement for
all peoples of all nations.
We stand today at the threshold of a great event both in the life of the United Nations and in the
life of mankind. This Universal Declaration of Human Rights may well become the
international Magna Carta of all men everywhere. We hope its proclamation by the General
Assembly will be an event comparable to the proclamation of the Declaration of the Rights of
Man by the French people in 1789, the adoption of the Bill of Rights by the people of the United
States, and the adoption of comparable declarations at different times in other countries.
At a time when there are so many issues on which we find it difficult to reach a common basis of
agreement, it is a significant fact that 58 states have found such a large measure of agreement in
the complex field of human rights. This must be taken as testimony of our common aspiration
first voiced in the Charter of the United Nations to lift men everywhere to a higher standard of
life and to a greater enjoyment of freedom. Man’s desire for peace lies behind this Declaration.
The realization that the flagrant violation of human rights by Nazi and Fascist countries sowed
the seeds of the last world war has supplied the impetus for the work which brings us to the
moment of achievement here today.
In a recent speech in Canada, Gladstone Murray said:
The central fact is that man is fundamentally a moral being, that the light we have is imperfect
does not matter so long as we are always trying to improve it … we are equal in sharing the
moral freedom that distinguishes us as men. Man’s status makes each individual an end in
himself. No man is by nature simply the servant of the state or of another man … the ideal and
fact of freedom -- and not technology -- are the true distinguishing marks of our civilization.
This Declaration is based upon the spiritual fact that man must have freedom in which to develop
his full stature and through common effort to raise the level of human dignity. We have much to
do to fully achieve and to assure the rights set forth in this Declaration. But having them put
before us with the moral backing of 58 nations will be a great step forward.
As we here bring to fruition our labors on this Declaration of Human Rights, we must at the
same time rededicate ourselves to the unfinished task which lies before us. We can now move on
with new courage and inspiration to the completion of an international covenant on human rights
and of measures for the implementation of human rights.
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In conclusion, I feel that I cannot do better than to repeat the call to action by Secretary Marshall
in his opening statement to this Assembly:
Let this third regular session of the General Assembly approve by an overwhelming majority the
Declaration of Human Rights as a standard of conduct for all; and let us, as Members of the
United Nations, conscious of our own short-comings and imperfections, join our effort in good
faith to live up to this high standard.
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Winston Churchill - 4 June 1940
Winston Churchill’s speech ‘we shall fight them on the beaches’ is one of the defining speeches
during the second world war.
“I have, myself, full confidence that if all do their duty, if nothing is neglected, and if the best
arrangements are made, as they are being made, we shall prove ourselves once again able to
defend our Island home, to ride out the storm of war, and to outlive the menace of tyranny, if
necessary for years, if necessary alone.
At any rate, that is what we are going to try to do. That is the resolve of His Majesty’s
Government-every man of them. That is the will of Parliament and the nation.
The British Empire and the French Republic, linked together in their cause and in their need, will
defend to the death their native soil, aiding each other like good comrades to the utmost of their
strength.
Even though large tracts of Europe and many old and famous States have fallen or may fall into
the grip of the Gestapo and all the odious apparatus of Nazi rule, we shall not flag or fail.
We shall go on to the end, we shall fight in France,
we shall fight on the seas and oceans,
we shall fight with growing confidence and growing strength in the air, we shall defend our
Island, whatever the cost may be,
we shall fight on the beaches,
we shall fight on the landing grounds,
we shall fight in the fields and in the streets,
we shall fight in the hills;
we shall never surrender, and even if, which I do not for a moment believe, this Island or a large
part of it were subjugated and starving, then our Empire beyond the seas, armed and guarded by
the British Fleet, would carry on the struggle, until, in God’s good time, the New World, with all
its power and might, steps forth to the rescue and the liberation of the old.”
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Barrack Obama
Acceptance Speech at the Democratic Convention
August 28, 2008
To Chairman Dean and my great friend Dick Durbin; and to all my fellow citizens of this great
nation;
With profound gratitude and great humility, I accept your nomination for the presidency of the
United States.
Let me express my thanks to the historic slate of candidates who accompanied me on this
journey, and especially the one who traveled the farthest - a champion for working Americans
and an inspiration to my daughters and to yours -- Hillary Rodham Clinton. To President
Clinton, who last night made the case for change as only he can make it; to Ted Kennedy, who
embodies the spirit of service; and to the next Vice President of the United States, Joe Biden, I
thank you. I am grateful to finish this journey with one of the finest statesmen of our time, a man
at ease with everyone from world leaders to the conductors on the Amtrak train he still takes
home every night.
To the love of my life, our next First Lady, Michelle Obama, and to Sasha and Malia - I love you
so much, and I'm so proud of all of you.
Four years ago, I stood before you and told you my story - of the brief union between a young
man from Kenya and a young woman from Kansas who weren't well-off or well-known, but
shared a belief that in America, their son could achieve whatever he put his mind to.
It is that promise that has always set this country apart - that through hard work and sacrifice,
each of us can pursue our individual dreams but still come together as one American family, to
ensure that the next generation can pursue their dreams as well.
That's why I stand here tonight. Because for two hundred and thirty two years, at each moment
when that promise was in jeopardy, ordinary men and women - students and soldiers, farmers
and teachers, nurses and janitors -- found the courage to keep it alive.
We meet at one of those defining moments - a moment when our nation is at war, our economy
is in turmoil, and the American promise has been threatened once more.
Tonight, more Americans are out of work and more are working harder for less. More of you
have lost your homes and even more are watching your home values plummet. More of you have
cars you can't afford to drive, credit card bills you can't afford to pay, and tuition that's beyond
your reach.
These challenges are not all of government's making. But the failure to respond is a direct result
of a broken politics in Washington and the failed policies of George W. Bush.
America, we are better than these last eight years. We are a better country than this.
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This country is more decent than one where a woman in Ohio, on the brink of retirement, finds
herself one illness away from disaster after a lifetime of hard work.
This country is more generous than one where a man in Indiana has to pack up the equipment
he's worked on for twenty years and watch it shipped off to China, and then chokes up as he
explains how he felt like a failure when he went home to tell his family the news.
We are more compassionate than a government that lets veterans sleep on our streets and
families slide into poverty; that sits on its hands while a major American city drowns before our
eyes.
Tonight, I say to the American people, to Democrats and Republicans and Independents across
this great land - enough! This moment - this election - is our chance to keep, in the 21st century,
the American promise alive. Because next week, in Minnesota, the same party that brought you
two terms of George Bush and Dick Cheney will ask this country for a third. And we are here
because we love this country too much to let the next four years look like the last eight. On
November 4th, we must stand up and say: "Eight is enough."
Now let there be no doubt. The Republican nominee, John McCain, has worn the uniform of our
country with bravery and distinction, and for that we owe him our gratitude and respect. And
next week, we'll also hear about those occasions when he's broken with his party as evidence that
he can deliver the change that we need.
But the record's clear: John McCain has voted with George Bush ninety percent of the time.
Senator McCain likes to talk about judgment, but really, what does it say about your judgment
when you think George Bush has been right more than ninety percent of the time? I don't know
about you, but I'm not ready to take a ten percent chance on change.
The truth is, on issue after issue that would make a difference in your lives - on health care and
education and the economy - Senator McCain has been anything but independent. He said that
our economy has made "great progress" under this President. He said that the fundamentals of
the economy are strong. And when one of his chief advisors - the man who wrote his economic
plan - was talking about the anxiety Americans are feeling, he said that we were just suffering
from a "mental recession," and that we've become, and I quote, "a nation of whiners."
A nation of whiners? Tell that to the proud auto workers at a Michigan plant who, after they
found out it was closing, kept showing up every day and working as hard as ever, because they
knew there were people who counted on the brakes that they made. Tell that to the military
families who shoulder their burdens silently as they watch their loved ones leave for their third or
fourth or fifth tour of duty. These are not whiners. They work hard and give back and keep going
without complaint. These are the Americans that I know.
Now, I don't believe that Senator McCain doesn't care what's going on in the lives of Americans.
I just think he doesn't know. Why else would he define middle-class as someone making under
five million dollars a year? How else could he propose hundreds of billions in tax breaks for big
corporations and oil companies but not one penny of tax relief to more than one hundred million
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Americans? How else could he offer a health care plan that would actually tax people's benefits,
or an education plan that would do nothing to help families pay for college, or a plan that would
privatize Social Security and gamble your retirement?
It's not because John McCain doesn't care. It's because John McCain doesn't get it.
For over two decades, he's subscribed to that old, discredited Republican philosophy - give more
and more to those with the most and hope that prosperity trickles down to everyone else. In
Washington, they call this the Ownership Society, but what it really means is - you're on your
own. Out of work? Tough luck. No health care? The market will fix it. Born into poverty? Pull
yourself up by your own bootstraps - even if you don't have boots. You're on your own.
Well it's time for them to own their failure. It's time for us to change America.
You see, we Democrats have a very different measure of what constitutes progress in this
country.
We measure progress by how many people can find a job that pays the mortgage; whether you
can put a little extra money away at the end of each month so you can someday watch your child
receive her college diploma. We measure progress in the 23 million new jobs that were created
when Bill Clinton was President - when the average American family saw its income go up
$7,500 instead of down $2,000 like it has under George Bush.
We measure the strength of our economy not by the number of billionaires we have or the profits
of the Fortune 500, but by whether someone with a good idea can take a risk and start a new
business, or whether the waitress who lives on tips can take a day off to look after a sick kid
without losing her job - an economy that honors the dignity of work.
The fundamentals we use to measure economic strength are whether we are living up to that
fundamental promise that has made this country great - a promise that is the only reason I am
standing here tonight.
Because in the faces of those young veterans who come back from Iraq and Afghanistan, I see
my grandfather, who signed up after Pearl Harbor, marched in Patton's Army, and was rewarded
by a grateful nation with the chance to go to college on the GI Bill.
In the face of that young student who sleeps just three hours before working the night shift, I
think about my mom, who raised my sister and me on her own while she worked and earned her
degree; who once turned to food stamps but was still able to send us to the best schools in the
country with the help of student loans and scholarships.
When I listen to another worker tell me that his factory has shut down, I remember all those men
and women on the South Side of Chicago who I stood by and fought for two decades ago after
the local steel plant closed.
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And when I hear a woman talk about the difficulties of starting her own business, I think about
my grandmother, who worked her way up from the secretarial pool to middle-management,
despite years of being passed over for promotions because she was a woman. She's the one who
taught me about hard work. She's the one who put off buying a new car or a new dress for herself
so that I could have a better life. She poured everything she had into me. And although she can
no longer travel, I know that she's watching tonight, and that tonight is her night as well.
I don't know what kind of lives John McCain thinks that celebrities lead, but this has been mine.
These are my heroes. Theirs are the stories that shaped me. And it is on their behalf that I intend
to win this election and keep our promise alive as President of the United States.
What is that promise?
It's a promise that says each of us has the freedom to make of our own lives what we will, but
that we also have the obligation to treat each other with dignity and respect.
It's a promise that says the market should reward drive and innovation and generate growth, but
that businesses should live up to their responsibilities to create American jobs, look out for
American workers, and play by the rules of the road.
Ours is a promise that says government cannot solve all our problems, but what it should do is
that which we cannot do for ourselves - protect us from harm and provide every child a decent
education; keep our water clean and our toys safe; invest in new schools and new roads and new
science and technology.
Our government should work for us, not against us. It should help us, not hurt us. It should
ensure opportunity not just for those with the most money and influence, but for every American
who's willing to work.
That's the promise of America - the idea that we are responsible for ourselves, but that we also
rise or fall as one nation; the fundamental belief that I am my brother's keeper; I am my sister's
keeper.
That's the promise we need to keep. That's the change we need right now. So let me spell out
exactly what that change would mean if I am President.
Change means a tax code that doesn't reward the lobbyists who wrote it, but the American
workers and small businesses who deserve it.
Unlike John McCain, I will stop giving tax breaks to corporations that ship jobs overseas, and I
will start giving them to companies that create good jobs right here in America.
I will eliminate capital gains taxes for the small businesses and the start-ups that will create the
high-wage, high-tech jobs of tomorrow.
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I will cut taxes - cut taxes - for 95% of all working families. Because in an economy like this, the
last thing we should do is raise taxes on the middle-class.
And for the sake of our economy, our security, and the future of our planet, I will set a clear goal
as President: in ten years, we will finally end our dependence on oil from the Middle East.
Washington's been talking about our oil addiction for the last thirty years, and John McCain has
been there for twenty-six of them. In that time, he's said no to higher fuel-efficiency standards
for cars, no to investments in renewable energy, no to renewable fuels. And today, we import
triple the amount of oil as the day that Senator McCain took office.
Now is the time to end this addiction, and to understand that drilling is a stop-gap measure, not a
long-term solution. Not even close.
As President, I will tap our natural gas reserves, invest in clean coal technology, and find ways to
safely harness nuclear power. I'll help our auto companies re-tool, so that the fuel-efficient cars
of the future are built right here in America. I'll make it easier for the American people to afford
these new cars. And I'll invest 150 billion dollars over the next decade in affordable, renewable
sources of energy - wind power and solar power and the next generation of biofuels; an
investment that will lead to new industries and five million new jobs that pay well and can't ever
be outsourced.
America, now is not the time for small plans.
Now is the time to finally meet our moral obligation to provide every child a world-class
education, because it will take nothing less to compete in the global economy. Michelle and I are
only here tonight because we were given a chance at an education. And I will not settle for an
America where some kids don't have that chance. I'll invest in early childhood education. I'll
recruit an army of new teachers, and pay them higher salaries and give them more support. And
in exchange, I'll ask for higher standards and more accountability. And we will keep our promise
to every young American - if you commit to serving your community or your country, we will
make sure you can afford a college education.
Now is the time to finally keep the promise of affordable, accessible health care for every single
American. If you have health care, my plan will lower your premiums. If you don't, you'll be able
to get the same kind of coverage that members of Congress give themselves. And as someone
who watched my mother argue with insurance companies while she lay in bed dying of cancer, I
will make certain those companies stop discriminating against those who are sick and need care
the most.
Now is the time to help families with paid sick days and better family leave, because nobody in
America should have to choose between keeping their jobs and caring for a sick child or ailing
parent.
Now is the time to change our bankruptcy laws, so that your pensions are protected ahead of
CEO bonuses; and the time to protect Social Security for future generations.
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And now is the time to keep the promise of equal pay for an equal day's work, because I want my
daughters to have exactly the same opportunities as your sons.
Now, many of these plans will cost money, which is why I've laid out how I'll pay for every dime
- by closing corporate loopholes and tax havens that don't help America grow. But I will also go
through the federal budget, line by line, eliminating programs that no longer work and making
the ones we do need work better and cost less - because we cannot meet twenty-first century
challenges with a twentieth century bureaucracy.
And Democrats, we must also admit that fulfilling America's promise will require more than just
money. It will require a renewed sense of responsibility from each of us to recover what John F.
Kennedy called our "intellectual and moral strength." Yes, government must lead on energy
independence, but each of us must do our part to make our homes and businesses more efficient.
Yes, we must provide more ladders to success for young men who fall into lives of crime and
despair. But we must also admit that programs alone can't replace parents; that government can't
turn off the television and make a child do her homework; that fathers must take more
responsibility for providing the love and guidance their children need.
Individual responsibility and mutual responsibility - that's the essence of America's promise.
And just as we keep our keep our promise to the next generation here at home, so must we keep
America's promise abroad. If John McCain wants to have a debate about who has the
temperament, and judgment, to serve as the next Commander-in-Chief, that's a debate I'm ready
to have.
For while Senator McCain was turning his sights to Iraq just days after 9/11, I stood up and
opposed this war, knowing that it would distract us from the real threats we face. When John
McCain said we could just "muddle through" in Afghanistan, I argued for more resources and
more troops to finish the fight against the terrorists who actually attacked us on 9/11, and made
clear that we must take out Osama bin Laden and his lieutenants if we have them in our sights.
John McCain likes to say that he'll follow bin Laden to the Gates of Hell - but he won't even go
to the cave where he lives.
And today, as my call for a time frame to remove our troops from Iraq has been echoed by the
Iraqi government and even the Bush Administration, even after we learned that Iraq has a $79
billion surplus while we're wallowing in deficits, John McCain stands alone in his stubborn
refusal to end a misguided war.
That's not the judgment we need. That won't keep America safe. We need a President who can
face the threats of the future, not keep grasping at the ideas of the past.
You don't defeat a terrorist network that operates in eighty countries by occupying Iraq. You
don't protect Israel and deter Iran just by talking tough in Washington. You can't truly stand up
for Georgia when you've strained our oldest alliances. If John McCain wants to follow George
Bush with more tough talk and bad strategy, that is his choice - but it is not the change we need.
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We are the party of Roosevelt. We are the party of Kennedy. So don't tell me that Democrats
won't defend this country. Don't tell me that Democrats won't keep us safe. The Bush-McCain
foreign policy has squandered the legacy that generations of Americans -- Democrats and
Republicans - have built, and we are here to restore that legacy.
As Commander-in-Chief, I will never hesitate to defend this nation, but I will only send our
troops into harm's way with a clear mission and a sacred commitment to give them the
equipment they need in battle and the care and benefits they deserve when they come home.
I will end this war in Iraq responsibly, and finish the fight against al Qaeda and the Taliban in
Afghanistan. I will rebuild our military to meet future conflicts. But I will also renew the tough,
direct diplomacy that can prevent Iran from obtaining nuclear weapons and curb Russian
aggression. I will build new partnerships to defeat the threats of the 21st century: terrorism and
nuclear proliferation; poverty and genocide; climate change and disease. And I will restore our
moral standing, so that America is once again that last, best hope for all who are called to the
cause of freedom, who long for lives of peace, and who yearn for a better future.
These are the policies I will pursue. And in the weeks ahead, I look forward to debating them
with John McCain.
But what I will not do is suggest that the Senator takes his positions for political purposes.
Because one of the things that we have to change in our politics is the idea that people cannot
disagree without challenging each other's character and patriotism.
The times are too serious, the stakes are too high for this same partisan playbook. So let us agree
that patriotism has no party. I love this country, and so do you, and so does John McCain. The
men and women who serve in our battlefields may be Democrats and Republicans and
Independents, but they have fought together and bled together and some died together under the
same proud flag. They have not served a Red America or a Blue America - they have served the
United States of America.
So I've got news for you, John McCain. We all put our country first.
America, our work will not be easy. The challenges we face require tough choices, and
Democrats as well as Republicans will need to cast off the worn-out ideas and politics of the
past. For part of what has been lost these past eight years can't just be measured by lost wages or
bigger trade deficits. What has also been lost is our sense of common purpose - our sense of
higher purpose. And that's what we have to restore.
We may not agree on abortion, but surely we can agree on reducing the number of unwanted
pregnancies in this country. The reality of gun ownership may be different for hunters in rural
Ohio than for those plagued by gang-violence in Cleveland, but don't tell me we can't uphold the
Second Amendment while keeping AK-47s out of the hands of criminals. I know there are
differences on same-sex marriage, but surely we can agree that our gay and lesbian brothers and
sisters deserve to visit the person they love in the hospital and to live lives free of discrimination.
Passions fly on immigration, but I don't know anyone who benefits when a mother is separated
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from her infant child or an employer undercuts American wages by hiring illegal workers. This
too is part of America's promise - the promise of a democracy where we can find the strength and
grace to bridge divides and unite in common effort.
I know there are those who dismiss such beliefs as happy talk. They claim that our insistence on
something larger, something firmer and more honest in our public life is just a Trojan Horse for
higher taxes and the abandonment of traditional values. And that's to be expected. Because if you
don't have any fresh ideas, then you use stale tactics to scare the voters. If you don't have a
record to run on, then you paint your opponent as someone people should run from.
You make a big election about small things.
And you know what - it's worked before. Because it feeds into the cynicism we all have about
government. When Washington doesn't work, all its promises seem empty. If your hopes have
been dashed again and again, then it's best to stop hoping, and settle for what you already know.
I get it. I realize that I am not the likeliest candidate for this office. I don't fit the typical pedigree,
and I haven't spent my career in the halls of Washington.
But I stand before you tonight because all across America something is stirring. What the naysayers don't understand is that this election has never been about me. It's been about you.
For eighteen long months, you have stood up, one by one, and said enough to the politics of the
past. You understand that in this election, the greatest risk we can take is to try the same old
politics with the same old players and expect a different result. You have shown what history
teaches us - that at defining moments like this one, the change we need doesn't come from
Washington. Change comes to Washington. Change happens because the American people
demand it - because they rise up and insist on new ideas and new leadership, a new politics for a
new time.
America, this is one of those moments.
I believe that as hard as it will be, the change we need is coming. Because I've seen it. Because
I've lived it. I've seen it in Illinois, when we provided health care to more children and moved
more families from welfare to work. I've seen it in Washington, when we worked across party
lines to open up government and hold lobbyists more accountable, to give better care for our
veterans and keep nuclear weapons out of terrorist hands.
And I've seen it in this campaign. In the young people who voted for the first time, and in those
who got involved again after a very long time. In the Republicans who never thought they'd pick
up a Democratic ballot, but did. I've seen it in the workers who would rather cut their hours back
a day than see their friends lose their jobs, in the soldiers who re-enlist after losing a limb, in the
good neighbors who take a stranger in when a hurricane strikes and the floodwaters rise.
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This country of ours has more wealth than any nation, but that's not what makes us rich. We have
the most powerful military on Earth, but that's not what makes us strong. Our universities and
our culture are the envy of the world, but that's not what keeps the world coming to our shores.
Instead, it is that American spirit - that American promise - that pushes us forward even when the
path is uncertain; that binds us together in spite of our differences; that makes us fix our eye not
on what is seen, but what is unseen, that better place around the bend.
That promise is our greatest inheritance. It's a promise I make to my daughters when I tuck them
in at night, and a promise that you make to yours - a promise that has led immigrants to cross
oceans and pioneers to travel west; a promise that led workers to picket lines, and women to
reach for the ballot.
And it is that promise that forty five years ago today, brought Americans from every corner of
this land to stand together on a Mall in Washington, before Lincoln's Memorial, and hear a
young preacher from Georgia speak of his dream.
The men and women who gathered there could've heard many things. They could've heard words
of anger and discord. They could've been told to succumb to the fear and frustration of so many
dreams deferred.
But what the people heard instead - people of every creed and color, from every walk of life - is
that in America, our destiny is inextricably linked. That together, our dreams can be one.
"We cannot walk alone," the preacher cried. "And as we walk, we must make the pledge that we
shall always march ahead. We cannot turn back."
America, we cannot turn back. Not with so much work to be done. Not with so many children to
educate, and so many veterans to care for. Not with an economy to fix and cities to rebuild and
farms to save. Not with so many families to protect and so many lives to mend. America, we
cannot turn back. We cannot walk alone. At this moment, in this election, we must pledge once
more to march into the future. Let us keep that promise - that American promise - and in the
words of Scripture hold firmly, without wavering, to the hope that we confess.
Thank you, and God Bless the United States of America.
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Nelson Mandela's address to a rally in Cape Town on his release from prison,
1990
The first public speech by Nelson Mandela in 27 years, after his release from prison. Mandela
ends this address with a quote from the words of his trial in 1964.
Friends, Comrades and Fellow South Africans, I greet you all in the name of peace, democracy
and freedom for all. I stand here before you not as a prophet, but as a humble servant of you, the
people. Your tireless and heroic sacrifices have made it possible for me to be here today. I
therefore place the remaining years of my life in your hands. On this day of my release I extend
my sincere and warmest gratitude to the millions of my compatriots and those in every comer of
the globe who have campaigned tirelessly for my release...
Today the majority of South Africans, black and white, recognise that apartheid has no future. It
has to be ended by our own decisive mass action in order to build peace and security. The mass
campaigns of defiance and other actions of our organisation and people can only culminate in the
establishment of democracy. The apartheid destruction on our sub-continent is incalculable. The
fabric of family life of millions of my people has been shattered. Millions are homeless and
unemployed, our economy lies in ruins and our people are embroiled in political strife...

The need to unite the people of our country is as important a task now as it always has been. No
individual leader is able to take on this enormous task on his own. It is our task as leaders to
place our views before our organisation and to allow the democratic structures to decide on the
way forward. On the question of democratic practice, I feel duty bound to make the point that a
leader of the movement is a person who has been democratically elected at a national conference.

This is a principle which must be upheld without any exceptions...
The people need to be consulted on who will negotiate and on the content of such negotiations.
Negotiations cannot take a place above the heads or behind the backs of our people. It is our
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belief that the future of our country can only be determined by a body which is democratically
elected on a non-racial basis...

We have waited too long for our freedom. We can no longer wait. Now is the time to intensify
the struggle on all fronts. To relax our efforts now would be a mistake which generations to
come will not be able to forgive. The sight of freedom looming on the horizon should encourage
us to redouble our efforts. It is only through disciplined mass action that our victory can be
assured. We call on our white compatriots to join us in the shaping of a new South Africa. The
freedom movement is a political home for you too. We call on the international community to
continue the campaign to isolate the apartheid regime...

In conclusion, I wish to quote my own words during my trial in 1964. They are as true today as
they were then. I quote: "I have fought against white domination and I have fought against black
domination. I have carried the ideal of a democratic and free society in which all persons live
together in harmony and with equal opportunities. It is an ideal which I hope to live for and to
achieve. But, if needs be, it is an ideal for which I am prepared to die."
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Jan 19, 1976
Margaret Thatcher
Speech at Kensington Town Hall ("Britain Awake") (The Iron Lady)
BRITAIN AWAKE
The first duty of any Government is to safeguard its people against external aggression. To
guarantee the survival of our way of life.
The question we must now ask ourselves is whether the present Government is fulfilling that
duty. It is dismantling our defences at a moment when the strategic threat to Britain and her allies
from an expansionist power is graver than at any moment since the end of the last war.
Military men are always warning us that the strategic balance is tilting against NATO and the
west.
But the Socialists never listen. Beginning of section checked against BBC Radio News Report
2200 19 January 1976
They don't seem to realise that the submarines and missiles that the Russians are building could
be destined to be used against us.
Perhaps some people in the Labour Party think we are on the same side as the Russians!
But just let's look at what the Russians are doing.
She's ruled by a dictatorship of patient, far-sighted determined men who are rapidly making their
country the foremost naval and military power in the world. End of section checked against BBC
Radio News Report 2200 19 January 1976.
They are not doing this solely for the sake of self-defence.
A huge, largely land-locked country like Russia does not need to build the most powerful navy in
the world just to guard its own frontiers.
No. The Russians are bent on world dominance, and they are rapidly acquiring the means to
become the most powerful imperial nation the world has seen.
The men in the Soviet politburo don't have to worry about the ebb and flow of public opinion.
They put guns before butter, while we put just about everything before guns.
They know that they are a super power in only one sense—the military sense.
They are a failure in human and economic terms.
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But let us make no mistake. The Russians calculate that their military strength will more than
make up for their economic and social weakness. They are determined to use it in order to get
what they want from us.
Last year on the eve of the Helsinki Conference, I warned that the Soviet Union is spending 20
per cent more each year than the United States on military research and development. 25 per cent
more on weapons and equipment. 60 per cent more on strategic nuclear forces.
In the past ten years Russia has spent 50 per cent more than the United States on naval
shipbuilding.
Some military experts believe that Russia has already achieved strategic superiority over
America.
But it is the balance of conventional forces which poses the most immediate dangers for NATO.
I am going to visit our troops in Germany on Thursday. I am going at a moment when the
Warsaw Pact forces—that is, the forces of Russia and her allies—in Central Europe outnumber
NATOs by 150,000 men nearly 10,000 tanks and 2,600 aircraft. We cannot afford to let that gap
get bigger.
Still more serious gaps have opened up elsewhere—especially in the troubled area of Southern
Europe and the Mediterranean.
The rise of Russia as a world-wide naval power, threatens our oil rigs and our traditional lifelines, the sea routes.
Over the past ten years, the Russians have quadrupled their force of nuclear submarines. They
are now building one nuclear submarine a month.
They are searching for new naval base facilities all over the world, while we are giving up our
few remaining bases.
They have moved into the Indian Ocean. They pose a rising threat to our northern waters and,
farther east to Japan's vital sea routes.
The Soviet navy is not designed for self-defence. We do not have to imagine an all-out nuclear
war or even a conventional war in order to see how it could be used for political purposes.
I would be the first to welcome any evidence that the Russians are ready to enter into a genuine
detente. But I am afraid that the evidence points the other way.
I warned before Helsinki of the dangers of falling for an illusory detente. Some people were
sceptical at the time, but we now see that my warning was fully justified.
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Has detente induced the Russians to cut back on their defence programme?
Has it dissuaded them from brazen intervention in Angola?
Has it led to any improvement in the conditions of Soviet citizens, or the subject populations of
Eastern Europe?
We know the answers.
At Helsinki we endorsed the status quo in Eastern Europe. In return we had hoped for the freer
movement of people and ideas across the Iron Curtain. So far we have got nothing of substance.
We are devoted, as we always have been, to the maintenance of peace.
We will welcome any initiative from the Soviet Union that would contribute to that goal.
But we must also heed the warnings of those, like Alexander Solzhenitsyn, who remind us that
we have been fighting a kind of ‘Third World War’ over the entire period since 1945—and that
we have been steadily losing ground.
As we look back over the battles of the past year, over the list of countries that have been lost to
freedom or are imperilled by Soviet expansion can we deny that Solzhenitsyn is right?
We have seen Vietnam and all of Indochina swallowed up by Communist aggression. We have
seen the Communists make an open grab for power in Portugal, our oldest ally—a sign that
many of the battles in the Third World War are being fought inside Western countries.
And now the Soviet Union and its satellites are pouring money, arms and front-line troops into
Angola in the hope of dragging it into the Communist bloc.
We must remember that there are no Queensbury rules in the contest that is now going on. And
the Russians are playing to win.
They have one great advantage over us—the battles are being fought on our territory, not theirs.
Within a week of the Helsinki conference, Mr Zarodov , a leading Soviet ideologue, was writing
in Pravda about the need for the Communist Parties of Western Europe to forget about tactical
compromises with Social Democrats, and take the offensive in order to bring about proletarian
revolution.
Later Mr Brezhnev made a statement in which he gave this article his personal endorsement.
If this is the line that the Soviet leadership adopts at its Party Congress next month, then we must
heed their warning. It undoubtedly applies to us too.
We in Britain cannot opt out of the world.
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If we cannot understand why the Russians are rapidly becoming the greatest naval and military
power the world has ever seen if we cannot draw the lesson of what they tried to do in Portugal
and are now trying to do in Angola then we are destined—in their words—to end up on ‘the
scrap heap of history’.
We look to our alliance with American and NATO as the main guarantee of our own security
and, in the world beyond Europe, the United States is still the prime champion of freedom.
But we are all aware of how the bitter experience of Vietnam has changed the public mood in
America. We are also aware of the circumstances that inhibit action by an American president in
an election year.
So it is more vital then ever that each and every one of us within NATO should contribute his
proper share to the defence of freedom.
Britain, with her world-wide experience of diplomacy and defence, has a special role to play. We
in the Conservative Party are determined that Britain should fulfil that role. Beginning of section
checked against BBC Radio News Report 0700 20 January 1976
We're not harking back to some nostalgic illusion about Britain's role in the past.
We're saying—Britain has a part to play now, a part to play for the future.
The advance of Communist power threatens our whole way of life. That advance is not
irreversible, providing that we take the necessary measures now. But the longer that we go on
running down our means of survival, the harder it will be to catch up.
In other words: the longer Labour remains in Government, the more vulnerable this country will
be. (Applause.) End of section checked against BBC Radio News Report 0700 20 January 1976
What has this Government been doing with our defences?
Under the last defence review, the Government said it would cut defence spending by £4,700
million over the next nine years.
Then they said they would cut a further £110 million.
It now seems that we will see further cuts.
If there are further cuts, perhaps the [ Roy Mason ] Defence Secretary should change his title, for
the sake of accuracy, to the Secretary for Insecurity.
On defence, we are now spending less per head of the population than any of our major allies.
Britain spends only £90 per head on defence. West Germany spends £130, France spends £115.
The United States spends £215. Even neutral Sweden spends £60 more per head than we do.
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Of course, we are poorer than most of our NATO allies. This is part of the disastrous economic
legacy of Socialism.
But let us be clear about one thing.
This is not a moment when anyone with the interests of this country at heart should be talking
about cutting our defences.
It is a time when we urgently need to strengthen our defences.
Of course this places a burden on us. But it is one that we must be willing to bear if we want our
freedom to survive.
Throughout our history, we have carried the torch for freedom. Now, as I travel the world, I find
people asking again and again, "What has happened to Britain?" They want to know why we are
hiding our heads in the sand, why with all our experience, we are not giving a lead.
Many people may not be aware, even now, of the full extent of the threat.
We expect our Governments to take a more far-sighted view.
To give them their due, the Government spelled out the extent of the peril in their Defence White
Paper last year, But, having done so, they drew the absurd conclusion that our defence efforts
should be reduced.
The Socialists, in fact, seem to regard defence as almost infinitely cuttable. They are much more
cautious when it comes to cutting other types of public expenditure.
They seem to think that we can afford to go deeper into debt so that the Government can prop up
a loss-making company. And waste our money on the profligate extension of nationalisation and
measures such as the Community Land Act.
Apparently, we can even afford to lend money to the Russians, at a lower rate of interest that we
have to pay on our own borrowings.
But we cannot afford, in Labour's view, to maintain our defences at the necessary level—not
even at a time when on top of our NATO commitments, we are fighting a major internal war
against terrorism in Northern Ireland, and need more troops in order to win it.
There are crises farther from home that could affect us deeply. Angola is the most immediate.
In Angola, the Soviet-backed guerrilla movement, the MPLA, is making rapid headway in its
current offensive, despite the fact that it controls only a third of the population, and is supported
by even less.
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The MPLA is gaining ground because the Soviet Union and its satellites are pouring money,
guns and front-line troops into the battle.
Six thousand Cuban regular soldiers are still there.
But it is obvious that an acceptable solution for Angola is only possible if all outside powers
withdraw their military support.
You might well ask: why on earth should we think twice about what is happening in a far-away
place like Angola?
There are four important reasons.
The first is that Angola occupies a vital strategic position. If the pro-Soviet faction wins, one of
the immediate consequences will almost certainly be the setting up of Soviet air and naval bases
on the South Atlantic.
The second reason is that the presence of Communist forces in this area will make it much more
difficult to settle the Rhodesian problem and achieve an understanding between South Africa and
black Africa.
The third reason is even more far-reaching.
If the Russians have their way in Angola, they may well conclude that they can repeat the
performance elsewhere. Similarly, uncommitted nations would be left to conclude that NATO is
a spent force and that their best policy is to pursue an accommodation with Russia.
Fourthly, what the Russians are doing in Angola is against detente.
They seem to believe that their intervention is consistent with detente.
Indeed, Izvestiya recently argued that Soviet support for the Communist MPLA is "an
investment in detente"—which gives us a good idea of what they really mean by the word.
We should make it plain to the Russians that we do not believe that what they are doing in
Angola is consistent with detente.
It is usually said that NATO policy ends in North Africa at the Tropic of Cancer. But the
situation in Angola brings home the fact that NATOs supplylines need to be protected much
further south.
In the Conservative Party we believe that our foreign policy should continue to be based on a
close understanding with our traditional ally, America.
This is part of our Anglo-Saxon tradition as well as part of our NATO commitment, and it adds
to our contribution to the European Community.
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Our Anglo-Saxon heritage embraces the countries of the Old Commonwealth that have too often
been neglected by politicians in this country, but are always close to the hearts of British people.
We believe that we should build on our traditional bonds with Australia, New Zealand and
Canada, as well as on our new ties with Europe.
I am delighted to see that the Australians and the New Zealanders have concluded—as I believe
that most people in this country are coming to conclude—that Socialism has failed.
In their two electoral avalanches at the end of last year, they brought back Governments
committed to freedom of choice, governments that will roll back the frontiers of state
intervention in the economy and will restore incentives for people to work and save.
Our congratulations go to Mr Fraser and Mr Muldoon .
I know that our countries will be able to learn from each other.
What has happened in Australasia is part of a wider reawakening to the need to provide a more
positive defence of the values and traditions on which Western civilisation, and prosperity, are
based.
We stand with that select body of nations that believe in democracy and social and economic
freedom.
Part of Britain's world role should be to provide, through its spokesmen, a reasoned and vigorous
defence of the Western concept of rights and liberties: The kind that America's Ambassador to
the UN, Mr Moynihan , has recently provided in his powerfully argued speeches.
But our role reaches beyond this. We have abundant experience and expertise in this country in
the art of diplomacy in its broadest sense.
It should be used, within Europe, in the efforts to achieve effective foreign policy initiatives.
Within the EEC, the interests of individual nations are not identical and our separate identities
must be seen as a strength rather than a weakness.
Any steps towards closer European union must be carefully considered.
We are committed to direct elections within the Community, but the timing needs to be carefully
calculated.
But new problems are looming up.
Among them is the possibility that the Communists will come to power through a coalition in
Italy. This is a good reason why we should aim for closer links between those political groups in
the European Parliament that reject Socialism.
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We have a difficult year ahead in 1976.
I hope it will not result in a further decline of Western power and influence of the kind that we
saw in 1975.
It is clear that internal violence—and above all political terrorism—will continue to pose a major
challenge to all Western societies, and that it may be exploited as an instrument by the
Communists.
We should seek close co-ordination between the police and security services of the Community,
and of Nato, in the battle against terrorism.
The way that our own police have coped with recent terrorist incidents provides a splendid
model for other forces.
The message of the Conservative Party is that Britain has an important role to play on the world
stage. It is based on the remarkable qualities of the British people. Labour has neglected that
role. MT apparently omitted the following passage in delivery. She noted, "If short of time go to
top of page 32 (We are often told)." Pages 29–31 of the text are clipped together.
Our capacity to play a constructive role in world affairs is of course related to our economic and
military strength.
Socialism has weakened us on both counts. This puts at risk not just our chance to play a useful
role in the councils of the world, but the Survival of our way of life.
Caught up in the problems and hardships that Socialism has brought to Britain, we are sometimes
in danger of failing to see the vast transformations taking place in the world that dwarf our own
problems, great though they are.
But we have to wake up to those developments, and find the political will to respond to them.
Soviet military power will not disappear just because we refuse to look at it.
And we must assume that it is there to be used—as threat or as force—unless we maintain the
necessary deterrents.
We are under no illusions about the limits of British influence. End of passage probably omitted
in delivery.
We are often told how this country that once ruled a quarter of the world is today just a group of
offshore islands.
Well, we in the Conservative Party believe that Britain is still great.
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The decline of our relative power in the world was partly inevitable—with the rise of the super
powers with their vast reserves of manpower and resources.
But it was partly avoidable too—the result of our economic decline accelerated by Socialism.
We must reverse that decline when we are returned to Government.
In the meantime, the Conservative Party has the vital task of shaking the British public out of a
long sleep.
Sedatives have been prescribed by people, in and out of Government, telling us that there is no
external threat to Britain, that all is sweetness and light in Moscow, and that a squadron of
fighter planes or a company of marine commandos is less important than some new subsidy.
The Conservative Party must now sound the warning.
There are moments in our history when we have to make a fundamental choice.
This is one such moment—a moment when our choice will determine the life or death of our
kind of society,—and the future of our children.
Let's ensure that our children will have cause to rejoice that we did not forsake their freedom.
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“Address to Nation on the Challenger” by Ronald Regan
Ladies and Gentlemen, I’d planned to speak to you tonight to report on the state of the Union,
but the events of earlier today have led me to change those plans. Today is a day for mourning
and remembering. Nancy and I are pained to the core by the tragedy of the shuttle Challenger.
We know we share this pain with all of the people of our country. This is truly a national loss.
Nineteen years ago, almost to the day, we lost three astronauts in a terrible accident on the
ground. But, we’ve never lost an astronaut in flight; we’ve never had a tragedy like this. And
perhaps we’ve forgotten the courage it took for the crew of the shuttle; but they, the Challenger
Seven, were aware of the dangers, but overcame them and did their jobs brilliantly. We mourn
seven heroes: Michael Smith, Dick Scobee, Judith Resnik, Ronald McNair, Ellison Onizuka,
Gregory Jarvis, and Christa McAuliffe. We mourn their loss as a nation together.
For the families of the seven, we cannot bear, as you do, the full impact of this tragedy. But we
feel the loss, and we’re thinking about you so very much. Your loved ones were daring and
brave, and they had that special grace, that special spirit that says, ‘Give me a challenge and I’ll
meet it with joy.’ They had a hunger to explore the universe and discover its truths. They wished
to serve, and they did. They served all of us.
We’ve grown used to wonders in this century. It’s hard to dazzle us. But for twenty-five years
the United States space program has been doing just that. We’ve grown used to the idea of space,
and perhaps we forget that we’ve only just begun. We’re still pioneers. They, the members of the
Challenger crew, were pioneers.
And I want to say something to the schoolchildren of America who were watching the live
coverage of the shuttle’s takeoff. I know it is hard to understand, but sometimes painful things
like this happen. It’s all part of the process of exploration and discovery. It’s all part of taking a
chance and expanding man’s horizons. The future doesn’t belong to the fainthearted; it belongs
to the brave. The Challenger crew was pulling us into the future, and we’ll continue to follow
them.
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I’ve always had great faith in and respect for our space program, and what happened today does
nothing to diminish it. We don’t hide our space program. We don’t keep secrets and cover things
up. We do it all up front and in public. That’s the way freedom is, and we wouldn’t change it for
a minute. We’ll continue our quest in space. There will be more shuttle flights and more shuttle
crews and, yes, more volunteers, more civilians, more teachers in space. Nothing ends here; our
hopes and our journeys continue. I want to add that I wish I could talk to every man and woman
who works for NASA or who worked on this mission and tell them: “Your dedication and
professionalism have moved and impressed us for decades. And we know of your anguish. We
share it.”
There’s a coincidence today. On this day 390 years ago, the great explorer Sir Francis Drake died
aboard ship off the coast of Panama. In his lifetime the great frontiers were the oceans, and a
historian later said, ‘He lived by the sea, died on it, and was buried in it.’ Well, today we can say
of the Challenger crew: Their dedication was, like Drake’s, complete.
The crew of the space shuttle Challenger honoured us by the manner in which they lived their
lives. We will never forget them, nor the last time we saw them, this morning, as they prepared
for the journey and waved goodbye and ‘slipped the surly bonds of earth’ to ‘touch the face of
God.’
Thank you.
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Dwight Eisenhower’s Farewell Speech
January 17, 1961
Good evening, my fellow Americans.
First, I should like to express my gratitude to the radio and television networks for the
opportunities they have given me over the years to bring reports and messages to our nation. My
special thanks go to them for the opportunity of addressing you this evening.
Three days from now, after half century in the service of our country, I shall lay down the
responsibilities of office as, in traditional and solemn ceremony, the authority of the Presidency
is vested in my successor. This evening, I come to you with a message of leave-taking and
farewell, and to share a few final thoughts with you, my countrymen.
Like every other — Like every other citizen, I wish the new President, and all who will labor
with him, Godspeed. I pray that the coming years will be blessed with peace and prosperity for
all.
Our people expect their President and the Congress to find essential agreement on issues of great
moment, the wise resolution of which will better shape the future of the nation. My own relations
with the Congress, which began on a remote and tenuous basis when, long ago, a member of the
Senate appointed me to West Point, have since ranged to the intimate during the war and
immediate post-war period, and finally to the mutually interdependent during these past eight
years. In this final relationship, the Congress and the Administration have, on most vital issues,
cooperated well, to serve the nation good, rather than mere partisanship, and so have assured that
the business of the nation should go forward. So, my official relationship with the Congress ends
in a feeling — on my part — of gratitude that we have been able to do so much together.
We now stand ten years past the midpoint of a century that has witnessed four major wars among
great nations. Three of these involved our own country. Despite these holocausts, America is
today the strongest, the most influential, and most productive nation in the world.
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Understandably proud of this pre-eminence, we yet realize that America’s leadership and
prestige depend, not merely upon our unmatched material progress, riches, and military strength,
but on how we use our power in the interests of world peace and human betterment.
Throughout America’s adventure in free government, our basic purposes have been to keep the
peace, to foster progress in human achievement, and to enhance liberty, dignity, and integrity
among peoples and among nations. To strive for less would be unworthy of a free and religious
people. Any failure traceable to arrogance, or our lack of comprehension, or readiness to
sacrifice would inflict upon us grievous hurt, both at home and abroad.
Progress toward these noble goals is persistently threatened by the conflict now engulfing the
world. It commands our whole attention, absorbs our very beings. We face a hostile ideology
global in scope, atheistic in character, ruthless in purpose, and insiduous [insidious] in method.
Unhappily, the danger it poses promises to be of indefinite duration. To meet it successfully,
there is called for, not so much the emotional and transitory sacrifices of crisis, but rather those
which enable us to carry forward steadily, surely, and without complaint the burdens of a
prolonged and complex struggle with liberty the stake. Only thus shall we remain, despite every
provocation, on our charted course toward permanent peace and human betterment.
Crises there will continue to be. In meeting them, whether foreign or domestic, great or small,
there is a recurring temptation to feel that some spectacular and costly action could become the
miraculous solution to all current difficulties. A huge increase in newer elements of our defenses;
development of unrealistic programs to cure every ill in agriculture; a dramatic expansion in
basic and applied research — these and many other possibilities, each possibly promising in
itself, may be suggested as the only way to the road we wish to travel.
But each proposal must be weighed in the light of a broader consideration: the need to maintain
balance in and among national programs, balance between the private and the public economy,
balance between the cost and hoped for advantages, balance between the clearly necessary and
the comfortably desirable, balance between our essential requirements as a nation and the duties
imposed by the nation upon the individual, balance between actions of the moment and the
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national welfare of the future. Good judgment seeks balance and progress. Lack of it eventually
finds imbalance and frustration. The record of many decades stands as proof that our people and
their Government have, in the main, understood these truths and have responded to them well, in
the face of threat and stress.
But threats, new in kind or degree, constantly arise. Of these, I mention two only.
A vital element in keeping the peace is our military establishment. Our arms must be mighty,
ready for instant action, so that no potential aggressor may be tempted to risk his own
destruction. Our military organization today bears little relation to that known of any of my
predecessors in peacetime, or, indeed, by the fighting men of World War II or Korea.
Until the latest of our world conflicts, the United States had no armaments industry. American
makers of plowshares could, with time and as required, make swords as well. But we can no
longer risk emergency improvisation of national defense. We have been compelled to create a
permanent armaments industry of vast proportions. Added to this, three and a half million men
and women are directly engaged in the defense establishment. We annually spend on military
security alone more than the net income of all United States cooperations — corporations.
Now this conjunction of an immense military establishment and a large arms industry is new in
the American experience. The total influence — economic, political, even spiritual — is felt in
every city, every Statehouse, every office of the Federal government. We recognize the
imperative need for this development. Yet, we must not fail to comprehend its grave
implications. Our toil, resources, and livelihood are all involved. So is the very structure of our
society.
In the councils of government, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence,
whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous
rise of misplaced power exists and will persist. We must never let the weight of this combination
endanger our liberties or democratic processes. We should take nothing for granted. Only an alert
and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial and military
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machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may
prosper together.
Akin to, and largely responsible for the sweeping changes in our industrial-military posture, has
been the technological revolution during recent decades. In this revolution, research has become
central; it also becomes more formalized, complex, and costly. A steadily increasing share is
conducted for, by, or at the direction of, the Federal government.
Today, the solitary inventor, tinkering in his shop, has been overshadowed by task forces of
scientists in laboratories and testing fields. In the same fashion, the free university, historically
the fountainhead of free ideas and scientific discovery, has experienced a revolution in the
conduct of research. Partly because of the huge costs involved, a government contract becomes
virtually a substitute for intellectual curiosity. For every old blackboard there are now hundreds
of new electronic computers. The prospect of domination of the nation’s scholars by Federal
employment, project allocations, and the power of money is ever present — and is gravely to be
regarded.
Yet, in holding scientific research and discovery in respect, as we should, we must also be alert
to the equal and opposite danger that public policy could itself become the captive of a scientifictechnological elite.
It is the task of statesmanship to mold, to balance, and to integrate these and other forces, new
and old, within the principles of our democratic system — ever aiming toward the supreme goals
of our free society.
Another factor in maintaining balance involves the element of time. As we peer into society’s
future, we — you and I, and our government — must avoid the impulse to live only for today,
plundering for our own ease and convenience the precious resources of tomorrow. We cannot
mortgage the material assets of our grandchildren without risking the loss also of their political
and spiritual heritage. We want democracy to survive for all generations to come, not to become
the insolvent phantom of tomorrow.
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During the long lane of the history yet to be written, America knows that this world of ours, ever
growing smaller, must avoid becoming a community of dreadful fear and hate, and be, instead, a
proud confederation of mutual trust and respect. Such a confederation must be one of equals. The
weakest must come to the conference table with the same confidence as do we, protected as we
are by our moral, economic, and military strength. That table, though scarred by many fast
frustrations — past frustrations, cannot be abandoned for the certain agony of disarmament — of
the battlefield.
Disarmament, with mutual honor and confidence, is a continuing imperative. Together we must
learn how to compose differences, not with arms, but with intellect and decent purpose. Because
this need is so sharp and apparent, I confess that I lay down my official responsibilities in this
field with a definite sense of disappointment. As one who has witnessed the horror and the
lingering sadness of war, as one who knows that another war could utterly destroy this
civilization which has been so slowly and painfully built over thousands of years, I wish I could
say tonight that a lasting peace is in sight.
Happily, I can say that war has been avoided. Steady progress toward our ultimate goal has been
made. But so much remains to be done. As a private citizen, I shall never cease to do what little I
can to help the world advance along that road.
So, in this, my last good night to you as your President, I thank you for the many opportunities
you have given me for public service in war and in peace. I trust in that — in that — in that
service you find some things worthy. As for the rest of it, I know you will find ways to improve
performance in the future.
You and I, my fellow citizens, need to be strong in our faith that all nations, under God, will
reach the goal of peace with justice. May we be ever unswerving in devotion to principle,
confident but humble with power, diligent in pursuit of the Nations’ great goals.
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To all the peoples of the world, I once more give expression to America’s prayerful and
continuing aspiration: We pray that peoples of all faiths, all races, all nations, may have their
great human needs satisfied; that those now denied opportunity shall come to enjoy it to the full;
that all who yearn for freedom may experience its few spiritual blessings. Those who have
freedom will understand, also, its heavy responsibility; that all who are insensitive to the needs
of others will learn charity; and that the sources — scourges of poverty, disease, and ignorance
will be made [to] disappear from the earth; and that in the goodness of time, all peoples will
come to live together in a peace guaranteed by the binding force of mutual respect and love.
Now, on Friday noon, I am to become a private citizen. I am proud to do so. I look forward to it.
Thank you, and good night.
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Inaugural address: Trump
Chief Justice Roberts, President Carter, President Clinton, President Bush, President Obama,
fellow Americans, and people of the world: Thank you.
We, the citizens of America, are now joined in a great national effort to rebuild our country and
to restore its promise for all of our people.
Together, we will determine the course of America and the world for years to come.
We will face challenges. We will confront hardships. But we will get the job done.
Every four years, we gather on these steps to carry out the orderly and peaceful transfer of
power, and we are grateful to President Obama and First Lady Michelle Obama for their gracious
aid throughout this transition. They have been magnificent.
Today's ceremony, however, has very special meaning. Because today we are not merely
transferring power from one administration to another, or from one party to another -- but we are
transferring power from Washington, D.C. and giving it back to you, the American People.
Words from the past: Inauguration speech library.
For too long, a small group in our nation's Capital has reaped the rewards of government while
the people have borne the cost. Washington flourished -- but the people did not share in its
wealth. Politicians prospered -- but the jobs left, and the factories closed.
The establishment protected itself, but not the citizens of our country. Their victories have not
been your victories; their triumphs have not been your triumphs; and while they celebrated in our
nation's capital, there was little to celebrate for struggling families all across our land.
That all changes -- starting right here, and right now, because this moment is your moment: it
belongs to you.
It belongs to everyone gathered here today and everyone watching all across America. This is
your day. This is your celebration. And this, the United States of America, is your country.
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What truly matters is not which party controls our government, but whether our government is
controlled by the people. January 20th 2017, will be remembered as the day the people became
the rulers of this nation again. The forgotten men and women of our country will be forgotten no
longer.
Everyone is listening to you now.
You came by the tens of millions to become part of a historic movement the likes of which the
world has never seen before. At the center of this movement is a crucial conviction: that a nation
exists to serve its citizens.
Americans want great schools for their children, safe neighborhoods for their families, and good
jobs for themselves. These are the just and reasonable demands of a righteous public.
But for too many of our citizens, a different reality exists: Mothers and children trapped in
poverty in our inner cities; rusted-out factories scattered like tombstones across the landscape of
our nation; an education system flush with cash, but which leaves our young and beautiful
students deprived of knowledge; and the crime and gangs and drugs that have stolen too many
lives and robbed our country of so much unrealized potential.
This American carnage stops right here and stops right now.
We are one nation -- and their pain is our pain. Their dreams are our dreams; and their success
will be our success. We share one heart, one home, and one glorious destiny.
The oath of office I take today is an oath of allegiance to all Americans.
For many decades, we've enriched foreign industry at the expense of American industry;
subsidized the armies of other countries while allowing for the very sad depletion of our military;
we've defended other nation's borders while refusing to defend our own; and spent trillions of
dollars overseas while America's infrastructure has fallen into disrepair and decay.
We've made other countries rich while the wealth, strength, and confidence of our country has
disappeared over the horizon.
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One by one, the factories shuttered and left our shores, with not even a thought about the
millions upon millions of American workers left behind.
The wealth of our middle class has been ripped from their homes and then redistributed across
the entire world.
But that is the past. And now we are looking only to the future. We assembled here today are
issuing a new decree to be heard in every city, in every foreign capital, and in every hall of
power.
From this day forward, a new vision will govern our land.
From this moment on, it's going to be America First.
Every decision on trade, on taxes, on immigration, on foreign affairs, will be made to benefit
American workers and American families. We must protect our borders from the ravages of
other countries making our products, stealing our companies, and destroying our jobs. Protection
will lead to great prosperity and strength.
I will fight for you with every breath in my body -- and I will never, ever let you down.
America will start winning again, winning like never before.
We will bring back our jobs. We will bring back our borders. We will bring back our wealth.
And we will bring back our dreams.
We will build new roads, and highways, and bridges, and airports, and tunnels, and railways all
across our wonderful nation.
We will get our people off of welfare and back to work -- rebuilding our country with American
hands and American labor.
We will follow two simple rules: Buy American and hire American.
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We will seek friendship and goodwill with the nations of the world -- but we do so with the
understanding that it is the right of all nations to put their own interests first.
We do not seek to impose our way of life on anyone, but rather to let it shine as an example for
everyone to follow.
We will reinforce old alliances and form new ones -- and unite the civilized world against radical
Islamic terrorism, which we will eradicate completely from the face of the Earth.
At the bedrock of our politics will be a total allegiance to the United States of America, and
through our loyalty to our country, we will rediscover our loyalty to each other.
When you open your heart to patriotism, there is no room for prejudice. The Bible tells us, "How
good and pleasant it is when God's people live together in unity."
We must speak our minds openly, debate our disagreements honestly, but always pursue
solidarity.
When America is united, America is totally unstoppable.
There should be no fear -- we are protected, and we will always be protected.
We will be protected by the great men and women of our military and law enforcement and,
most importantly, we are protected by God.
Finally, we must think big and dream even bigger.
In America, we understand that a nation is only living as long as it is striving.
We will no longer accept politicians who are all talk and no action -- constantly complaining but
never doing anything about it.
The time for empty talk is over. Now arrives the hour of action.
Do not let anyone tell you it cannot be done. No challenge can match the heart and fight and
spirit of America.
We will not fail. Our country will thrive and prosper again.
We stand at the birth of a new millennium, ready to unlock the mysteries of space, to free the
Earth from the miseries of disease, and to harness the energies, industries and technologies of
tomorrow.
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A new national pride will stir our souls, lift our sights, and heal our divisions.
It is time to remember that old wisdom our soldiers will never forget: that whether we are black
or brown or white, we all bleed the same red blood of patriots, we all enjoy the same glorious
freedoms, and we all salute the same great American Flag.
And whether a child is born in the urban sprawl of Detroit or the windswept plains of Nebraska,
they look up at the same night sky, they fill their heart with the same dreams, and they are
infused with the breath of life by the same almighty Creator.
So to all Americans, in every city near and far, small and large, from mountain to mountain, and
from ocean to ocean, hear these words:
You will never be ignored again.
Your voice, your hopes, and your dreams will define our American destiny. And your courage
and goodness and love will forever guide us along the way.
Together, We will make America strong again.
We will make wealthy again.
We will make America proud again.
We will make America safe again.
And yes, together, we will make America great again. Thank you. God bless you. And God bless
America.
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Sojourner Truth “Arn’t I a Woman?”
Sojourner Truth (c. 1797-1883) was arguably the most famous of the 19th Century black women
orators. Born into slavery in New York and freed in 1827 under the state’s gradual emancipation
law, she dedicated her life to abolition and equal rights for women and men. Scholars agree that
the speech was given at the Women’s Rights Convention in Akron, Ohio, on May 29, 1851.
Well, children, where there is so much racket there must be something out of kilter. I think that
‘twixt the negroes of the South and the women at the North, all talking about rights, the white
men will be in a fix pretty soon. But what’s all this here talking about?
That man over there says women need to be helped into carriages, and lifted over ditches, and to
have the best place everywhere. Nobody ever helps me into carriages, or over mud-puddles, or
gives me any best place! And arn’t I a woman? Look at me! Look at my arm! I have ploughed,
and planted , and gathered into barns, and no man could head me! And arn’t I woman? I could
work as much and eat as much as a man—when I could get it—and bear the lash as well! And
arn’t I a woman? I have borne thirteen children, and seen them most all sold off to slavery, and
when I cried out with my mother’s grief, none but Jesus heard me! And aren’t I a woman?
Then they talk about this thing in the head; what’s this they call it? [“Intellect,” whispered
someone near.] That’s it, honey. What’s that got to do with women’s rights or negro rights? If
my cup won’t hold but a pint, and yours holds a quart, wouldn’t you be mean not to let me have
my little half-measure full? Then that little man in black there, he says women can’t have as
much rights as men, because Christ wasn’t a woman! Where did your Christ come from? From
God and a woman! Man had nothing to do with Him….
If the first woman God ever made was strong enough to turn the world upside down all alone,
these women together ought to be able to turn it back, and get it right side up again! And now
they are asking to do it, the men better let them.
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Inaugural Address of President John F. Kennedy - January 20, 1961
Vice President Johnson, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Chief Justice, President Eisenhower, Vice President
Nixon, President Truman, Reverend Clergy, fellow citizens:
We observe today not a victory of party but a celebration of freedom--symbolizing an end as
well as a beginning--signifying renewal as well as change. For I have sworn before you and
Almighty God the same solemn oath our forbears prescribed nearly a century and three-quarters
ago.
The world is very different now. For man holds in his mortal hands the power to abolish all
forms of human poverty and all forms of human life. And yet the same revolutionary beliefs for
which our forebears fought are still at issue around the globe--the belief that the rights of man
come not from the generosity of the state but from the hand of God.
We dare not forget today that we are the heirs of that first revolution. Let the word go forth from
this time and place, to friend and foe alike, that the torch has been passed to a new generation of
Americans--born in this century, tempered by war, disciplined by a hard and bitter peace, proud
of our ancient heritage--and unwilling to witness or permit the slow undoing of those human
rights to which this nation has always been committed, and to which we are committed today at
home and around the world.
Let every nation know, whether it wishes us well or ill, that we shall pay any price, bear any
burden, meet any hardship, support any friend, oppose any foe to assure the survival and the
success of liberty.
This much we pledge--and more.
To those old allies whose cultural and spiritual origins we share, we pledge the loyalty of faithful
friends. United there is little we cannot do in a host of cooperative ventures. Divided there is
little we can do--for we dare not meet a powerful challenge at odds and split asunder.
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To those new states whom we welcome to the ranks of the free, we pledge our word that one
form of colonial control shall not have passed away merely to be replaced by a far more iron
tyranny. We shall not always expect to find them supporting our view. But we shall always hope
to find them strongly supporting their own freedom--and to remember that, in the past, those who
foolishly sought power by riding the back of the tiger ended up inside.
To those people in the huts and villages of half the globe struggling to break the bonds of mass
misery, we pledge our best efforts to help them help themselves, for whatever period is required-not because the communists may be doing it, not because we seek their votes, but because it is
right. If a free society cannot help the many who are poor, it cannot save the few who are rich.
To our sister republics south of our border, we offer a special pledge--to convert our good words
into good deeds--in a new alliance for progress--to assist free men and free governments in
casting off the chains of poverty. But this peaceful revolution of hope cannot become the prey of
hostile powers. Let all our neighbors know that we shall join with them to oppose aggression or
subversion anywhere in the Americas. And let every other power know that this Hemisphere
intends to remain the master of its own house.
To that world assembly of sovereign states, the United Nations, our last best hope in an age
where the instruments of war have far outpaced the instruments of peace, we renew our pledge of
support--to prevent it from becoming merely a forum for invective--to strengthen its shield of the
new and the weak--and to enlarge the area in which its writ may run.
Finally, to those nations who would make themselves our adversary, we offer not a pledge but a
request: that both sides begin anew the quest for peace, before the dark powers of destruction
unleashed by science engulf all humanity in planned or accidental self-destruction.
We dare not tempt them with weakness. For only when our arms are sufficient beyond doubt can
we be certain beyond doubt that they will never be employed.
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But neither can two great and powerful groups of nations take comfort from our present course-both sides overburdened by the cost of modern weapons, both rightly alarmed by the steady
spread of the deadly atom, yet both racing to alter that uncertain balance of terror that stays the
hand of mankind's final war.
So let us begin anew--remembering on both sides that civility is not a sign of weakness, and
sincerity is always subject to proof. Let us never negotiate out of fear. But let us never fear to
negotiate.
Let both sides explore what problems unite us instead of belaboring those problems which divide
us.
Let both sides, for the first time, formulate serious and precise proposals for the inspection and
control of arms--and bring the absolute power to destroy other nations under the absolute control
of all nations.
Let both sides seek to invoke the wonders of science instead of its terrors. Together let us explore
the stars, conquer the deserts, eradicate disease, tap the ocean depths and encourage the arts and
commerce.
Let both sides unite to heed in all corners of the earth the command of Isaiah--to "undo the heavy
burdens . . . (and) let the oppressed go free."
And if a beachhead of cooperation may push back the jungle of suspicion, let both sides join in
creating a new endeavor, not a new balance of power, but a new world of law, where the strong
are just and the weak secure and the peace preserved.
All this will not be finished in the first one hundred days. Nor will it be finished in the first one
thousand days, nor in the life of this Administration, nor even perhaps in our lifetime on this
planet. But let us begin.
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In your hands, my fellow citizens, more than mine, will rest the final success or failure of our
course. Since this country was founded, each generation of Americans has been summoned to
give testimony to its national loyalty. The graves of young Americans who answered the call to
service surround the globe.
Now the trumpet summons us again--not as a call to bear arms, though arms we need--not as a
call to battle, though embattled we are-- but a call to bear the burden of a long twilight struggle,
year in and year out, "rejoicing in hope, patient in tribulation"--a struggle against the common
enemies of man: tyranny, poverty, disease and war itself.
Can we forge against these enemies a grand and global alliance, North and South, East and West,
that can assure a more fruitful life for all mankind? Will you join in that historic effort?
In the long history of the world, only a few generations have been granted the role of defending
freedom in its hour of maximum danger. I do not shrink from this responsibility--I welcome it. I
do not believe that any of us would exchange places with any other people or any other
generation. The energy, the faith, the devotion which we bring to this endeavor will light our
country and all who serve it--and the glow from that fire can truly light the world.
And so, my fellow Americans: ask not what your country can do for you--ask what you can do
for your country.
My fellow citizens of the world: ask not what America will do for you, but what together we can
do for the freedom of man.
Finally, whether you are citizens of America or citizens of the world, ask of us here the same
high standards of strength and sacrifice which we ask of you. With a good conscience our only
sure reward, with history the final judge of our deeds, let us go forth to lead the land we love,
asking His blessing and His help, but knowing that here on earth God's work must truly be our
own.
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Choose 8 of the 10 speeches and answer the following questions in paragraph form for each
of your chosen speeches.
1. What is the purpose of this speech?
2. Who is the intended audience? (infer if it is stated directly)
3. How does the speaker persuade the audience?
4. What are some literary, or rhetorical devices that you notice? (metaphor, repetition, imagery,
figurative language, alliteration, etc).
5. Why does the speaker use the devices you have listed in number 4?
6. Was this speech effective? Why or why not?

44

