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      I am honored to write the foreword for Bad Language: Decoding Donald Trump. A foreword is written by someone other than the author and is intended to tell members of the public why they should read the book. In these few words, I will make such a case for this book. In his newest book, Andy Curtis has tackled one of the thorniest problems of current US politics. Better known for his work on Peace Linguistics and the teaching and learning of English to speakers of other languages (TESOL), in this volume, Curtis addresses issues of frequent and repeated untruths in the speechifying of a current US presidential candidate.

      Curtis uses his decades of training and experience as an applied linguist and teacher educator to analyze selected speeches of Donald J. Trump, beginning with Trump’s announcement in late 2022 that he would be running for the office of US president in the 2024 election. The analysis progresses through to the speeches of mid-2024, when Trump accepted the nomination of the US Republican Party. The five speeches analyzed, given over a period of approximately 21 months, represent more than six hours of Trump’s speechifying, consisting of nearly 60,000 words, making this database the largest corpus of its kind that has been analyzed in this way.

      Although Curtis draws extensively on the work of political analysts, investigative reporters, psychologists, and fact-checkers, he also brings a new approach to understanding Trump’s surprising appeal to millions of US voters. Curtis decodes and deconstructs not just what the candidate says but how and why he says it. Making connections with well-known movies (from Invasion of the Body Snatchers to Kingdom of the Planet of the Apes), Curtis points out repeated themes and images the candidate uses to woo his audiences.

      Trump’s simplistic language often reveals a twisted and limited intelligence, even as he asserts his own brilliance. For example, the candidate (apparently proudly) often compares himself favorably to Al Capone, an American gangster who was imprisoned for income tax evasion in 1931. Earlier this year (2024), Trump became the first US president in history to be convicted of felony crimes.

      Curtis cites many examples of exaggeration, confusion, and even outright falsification in the candidate’s speeches, and compares Trump’s presentation style to that of his host persona in The Apprentice, a reality TV program in which applicants competed for a lucrative contract to publicize one of Trump’s commercial properties. (Trump was fired by the television network in 2015, for derogatory comments he made about Mexican immigrants to the US.)

      Curtis’s analyses of Trump’s speeches reveal an increasingly bizarre series of claims about “making America great again.” Unfortunately, a close look at Trump’s language and his opinions reveals patterns of racism, bigotry, and misogyny – not ideal characteristics for someone who aspires to the position of US president.

      Throughout the book, Curtis does give his own opinions. However, his views are supported by ample data from the texts of the publicly available recordings of the five major speeches, from the announcement to the acceptance.

      For years, I had been aware of Trump’s limited understanding of many issues, including research. (For instance, he asked, during a presidential briefing in 2020, if injecting disinfectant would be a good way to treat COVID.) Nevertheless, I read this new book with an increasing sense of concern (even alarm) as Curtis scrutinized the candidate’s public comments about immigration, crime, the economy, taxation, and a number of other recurring themes, and how – as the next president – Trump claims he would improve people’s lives.

      To return to the purpose of a foreword: Who should read this book? Anyone with curiosity about US politics (and a strong constitution in the face of distortion) will find it fascinating. But in particular I want to encourage three sorts of people to read Bad Language: Decoding Donald Trump:

      
        	US voters who are opposed to the idea of re-electing former President Trump;

        	voters who are unsure or undecided about who is the better candidate for the presidency in the 2024 election;

        	particularly those voters who support Donald Trump as their choice, for whatever reasons.

      

      

      Curtis provides a compelling dissection of the candidate’s discourse and the opinions and confusion it conveys. I strongly recommend this book to anyone who cares about democracy, the future of the USA, and even the rest of the world.

      
        
        Kathleen M. Bailey, Professor Emerita, Middlebury Institute of International Studies, Monterey, California, USA

        August 2024
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            CHAPTER 1

          

          
            INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

          

        

      

    

    
      WHAT IS THIS BOOK ABOUT?

      In spite of the title of this book, it is not about Donald J. Trump (DJT) but about his language. It is about how he, his speech writers, and his supporters use language not to communicate but to manipulate. To falsify, to mislead and to misinform. To spread fear and anger and hate. To sow deep divisions in US society and to open wounds that may or may not ever be fully healed. To damage democracy in the US on a scale and scope that may exceed anything ever done by any previous president in the history of the US. To use language for personal, political, and financial gain, regardless of the consequences or of who gets hurt, and to do as much damage as possible to whatever or whoever gets in the way.

      Nor is this a book about politics, in the sense of “the activities of the government, members of law-making organizations, or people who try to influence the way a country is governed” (Cambridge Advanced Learner’s Dictionary). Building on that definition, this book is about the language some people use to “try to influence the way a country is governed,” in this case, by influencing the outcome of the 2024 US presidential election. The same dictionary gives a dozen different definitions of “politics,” including: “the relationships within a group or organization that allow particular people to have power over others.” As before, that definition could be tweaked to apply to what this book is about, which is the language used by “a group or organization that allows particular people to have power over others”; in this case, the power to influence who an electorate will support and who they will vote for.

      According to that same dictionary, “politics” also refers to the “activities of people who are trying to obtain an advantage within a group or organization,” and the idiom “to play politics” is defined as “to use a situation or the relationships between people for your own advantage.” However, while this book is not about “politics” in its most general sense, it is very much about how one particular politician – who has been what many people still refer to as “the leader of the free world,” and who believes he should be again – and those who support him use language to do all those nefarious activities listed above.

      The six main chapters present a systematic, in-depth deconstruction and analysis of five of DJT’s campaign rally speeches given between November 2022, when DJT announced that he would be seeking the US Republican Party nomination to run for a second term as president, and July 2024, when DJT accepted his party’s nomination.

      The five speeches, given over a period of about 21 months, represent approximately 6½ hours of DJT’s spoken text, comprising nearly 60,000 words. This appears to be the first time that a corpus of DJT’s spoken words over this recent period of time has been gathered and analyzed in the ways that they are in this book.

      In Chapter 2, “The Announcement,” DJT’s 64-minute, 9,000-word speech, which he gave from his resort home in Palm Beach, Florida, is deconstructed and decoded. In this book, ‘decode’ means to look beyond the surface features at what is being said, past the meanings usually associated with such words and phrases, and to go deeper than anyone else has gone before (again, as far as I know – but please let us know if that is not the case). For example, in Chapter 5, a 100-word rant from DJT forms the basis of a nearly 2,000-word analysis of those 100 words. To use the analogy of the submersible, this is as deep as anyone has gone within the speeches of DJT and returned to the surface still breathing.

      One year after the Announcement, in November 2023, DJT gave a 90-minute, 16,000-word speech at a campaign rally in Houston Texas. Because the speech was so long, the analysis of it is divided into two parts, and presented in Chapters 3 and 4, titled “Oil, Gas, and Guns: Part 1” and “Part 2.”

      In January 2024, DJT gave a 78-minute, 12,400- word speech to an audience in Las Vegas, Nevada, so Chapter 5 is titled “Gambling on A Win in Vegas.” And in April 2024, in Green Bay, Wisconsin – which happens to be the toilet paper capital of the world – DJT gave a 59-minute, 9,500-word election campaign speech.

      Chapter 6 is, then, titled, “Toilet Paper and (More) Bulls##t.” The seventh and last main chapter of this book is titled “The Acceptance,” as it is a detailed analysis of DJT’s 93-minute, 12,400-word speech in which he accepted the US Republican Party’s nomination to run for a second term as president in the election to be held in November 2024.

      A key feature of these analyses is that they are cumulative, in the sense that, for example, the patterns and strategies of false and misleading statements made by DJT in the Announcement are also used in the Oil, Gas, and Guns speech. And the patterns and strategies used in those two DJT speeches are also used in the other three DJT speeches. Therefore, although each chapter focuses on particular aspects of each of the five speeches given by DJT, all of the patterns and strategies identified are used in all of his speeches. However, in-depth analyses of each of the speeches reveals additional layers of manipulative and misleading language use. All of DJT’s speech patterns and strategies are briefly itemized and summarized in the Conclusion chapter.

      WHO WAS THIS BOOK WRITTEN FOR?

      A question that was put to me several times during the painful and painstaking writing of this book was: Who is your intended readership? Some of those who asked the question also answered it, with replies along the lines of, Well, there is no way Trump supporters are going to read this. I agree, especially as it appears that DJT himself does not read much. For example, the title of David Graham’s 2018 piece for The Atlantic was “The President Who Doesn’t Read.” Graham started by stating that “Trump’s allergy to the written word and his reliance on oral communication have proven liabilities in office,” and he quoted extensively from a book that had recently been published and which was attracting a great deal of attention at that time, Michael Wolff’s Fire and Fury: Inside the Trump White House (2018). Graham quoted Wolff, who wrote that DJT “didn’t process information in any conventional sense. He didn’t read. He didn’t really even skim. Some believed that for all practical purposes he was no more than semi-literate.” So, as far as potential readers for this book goes, DJT is unlikely to read this (or, apparently, any other) book.

      What about DJT’s supporters as potential readers of this book? Maybe; but as Scott Bland wrote for Politico, in 2016: “voters without a college education are Trump’s core base of support. More non-college-educated voters than ones with college degrees have supported Trump in every single primary and caucus so far, according to exit polls. In those states, voters without degrees were over 11 percentage points more likely to support Trump, on average.” This lack of interest in reading and lower levels of literacy may be one of the things that DJT and his supporters have in common and how they connect with each other. So, if we can rule out the man himself and many/most of his followers, then who will be our readers?

      Perhaps surprisingly, this book was not written for people who are especially interested in the day-to-day politics of the kind saturating much (but not all) of the mainstream media news coverage, or the political texting that only serves to further poison the already toxic domain of social media. There is already too much of that out there, so nobody should be deliberately adding to those steaming piles of self-serving, attention-seeking verbiage. Instead, this book was written for intelligent people who already know a lot about the world around them but who are interested in knowing more – especially how our relationships with ourselves and others are shaped by and reflected in the different kinds of language we use.

      This book was written with people in mind who already have some understanding of the power of language but who want to know more about how those in power, or those craving power, use language to get what they want – usually, more money, more votes, and more power. How do those people in power use language to get other people to do things that most reasonable, rational people would not usually do, like storm the US Capitol, resulting in death, just because someone told them to do that?

      So, if you have come to learn more about all of that, then you have come to the right place. Welcome – but buckle up, as it could be one helluva ride!

      WHO WAS THIS BOOK WRITTEN BY?

      Like most of the children of poor immigrants who came to England from the colonies of the British Empire in the 1950s, my siblings and I were funneled towards the sciences in school and college. For children like us, there was none of this “follow your heart” or “do what you love” nonsense, as such advice was seen by our immigrant parents as tantamount to a form of child abuse, ruining our chances of having successful futures!

      The job of good immigrant parents was to steer their children in vocationally relevant directions from an early age, and a job in science was seen as a “good job.” In those days, the proudest boast of many immigrant parents was to be able to say, “My son/daughter is a doctor.” But perhaps therein lay the beginnings of the “immigrant problem” that right-wing politicians in the USA, the UK, and elsewhere have been complaining about and campaigning on for years.

      The first one or two generations of immigrants do all the jobs that the natives do not want to do, which is why my mother was a cleaning lady and my dad was a low-level factory worker. And while the natives are fine with immigrants doing those kinds of jobs, within one or two more generations, the immigrant offspring are becoming medical doctors, university professors, and other well-respected and well-paid professionals. Many of the natives are not OK with that.

      My siblings and I all left the sciences, but I stayed longer because I was awarded a prestigious paramedical scholarship to study clinical biochemistry. But when my professors started to notice and point out that, whereas the assignments completed by my peers were about the methods of science, my papers were about the language of science, I realized it was time for me to go.

      Eventually, I stopped working in laboratories in hospitals around the UK and started re-training as a high school science teacher. The phrase “career suicide” came up a lot in those days, as giving up a well-paid paramedical scholarship to become a high school teacher was seen as a sign of madness, especially among the first-generation immigrant parent community. Other immigrant parents tried to console my mother and father, but my mind was made up.

      After obtaining a teaching degree and getting some teaching experience, I completed a Master’s and then a Ph.D. in applied linguistics and language education at the University of York in England. Since then, I have taught different courses at universities around the world, but always with a focus on the ways in which we use language to express ourselves, to understand others, and to build relationships between ourselves and the world around us.

      During my decades of experience working as a clinical biochemist and as an applied linguist, I have seen countless examples of the power of language — to hurt or to heal, to communicate or to manipulate, to build up or to tear down. And while it might seem somewhat obvious to state, I shall do so anyway: Language Is Powerful. Because we are surrounded by language all the time, immersed in it from cradle to grave, we tend to take it for granted, like the air we breathe, even though without that air we would quickly suffocate and expire. The same may be true if we had to live without language. Therefore, for the last 30 years or so, my research, writing, publishing, and presenting have focused on different aspects of language teaching and learning, and language uses and abuses.

      My personal/professional journey eventually led me to the field of Peace Linguistics, which has been around for decades, even though most people, including most applied linguists, have never heard of it. Although Peace Linguistics had long encouraged people to use more peaceful, conflict-avoiding and conflict-resolving language, there had been little in-depth, systematic, language analysis. As a result, it became necessary for me to establish a New Peace Linguistics, looking at the power of language by analyzing the language of the powerful. By applying linguistics to decode and deconstruct how powerful people use language, the New Peace Linguistics has enabled us to have a deeper understanding of the influence and the impact of words on the world.

      WHY WAS THIS BOOK WRITTEN?

      In my 2022 book, The New Peace Linguistics and the Role of Language in Conflict, I wrote that “the toll that book-writing can take on your health and your relationships … can be considerable. If you are fortunate, some of that damage can be undone, but some may be permanent. For writers like myself, when you write a book like this, a little piece of you dies” (p. 18). Re-reading that statement a couple of years later, that does seem somewhat over-dramatic. But the toll that is taken from spending a couple of hundred hours researching and writing a book like this is real and can be long-term. Therefore, to quote the 1997 song, “We Are the Champions” by Queen, this book was not written for “fame and fortune, and everything that goes with it.” It is just that writing this book became unavoidable; partly because, to my knowledge, this is the first book of its kind to be published in which such in-depth, systematic analyses of DJT’s speeches has been carried out.

      At the end of each of the chapters in this book, there are lists of sources and resources, a total of more than 200, which readers can refer to if they would like to know more and/or if they want to fact-check me or my writing. Included in those lists are details of other books written about the language of DJT; for example, Michele Lockhart’s 2019 book, President Donald Trump and His Political Discourse: Ramifications of Rhetoric via Twitter. In her book, Lockhart presents what she describes as “a snapshot and an early look at the man, the message, and the medium that this president uses to communicate with both friends and foes” (p. 1).

      Based on her research and that of the others in her book, she found that DJT’s actions “remind us of … nasty campaigns, and presidential acts of the past [but] it is his use of social media – to tweet publicly – to declare, defend, or demean, as necessary, based on his agenda” (p. 11) that distinguishes him from previous US presidents. When Lockhart’s book was published, DJT was in his second year of office as president of the US, tweeting up a storm several times a day. According to Lockhart: “Trump’s tweets and the research surrounding them serve as an energizer and motivator for women, among others, to seek positions in leadership and politics: Trump’s language via Twitter [now “X”] has encouraged the Other to organize and resist” (p. 12).

      Looking back five or more years from now, to when Lockhart was researching and writing, it is debatable whether DJT’s words have been “an energizer and motivator” (especially for women). Or if that is the case, then DJT’s words appear to have been as much of “an energizer and motivator” for tens of millions of Americans who vigorously oppose “the Other.”

      At the end of this chapter, details are given of a number of studies of DJT’s tweets, which do help to understand some aspects of his communication, but those studies are usually written by professional university academics writing for each other rather than for a wider readership. Therefore, in addition to taking the deepest of deep dives into DJT’s speeches, this book was also written to focus on his spoken texts rather than his written ones, and written for a much wider readership than the smaller, more specialized academic community – although we hope that they too will be interested in this work and find it of some use in their studies.

      HOW IS THIS BOOK DIFFERENT FROM OTHER BOOKS ON THE SAME TOPIC?

      As mentioned above, there appear to be more studies published on DJT’s written communication, mostly in the form of tweets, than on his spoken texts in the form of speeches. That may be because the written word is generally more stable and static than the spoken word, in the sense that there are a limited number of ways in which a word can be written but there are so many ways in which a word can be said. In addition, when analyzing oral speeches, all of the non-verbal behavior of the speaker is also at play, such as their facial expressions and their body language. However, at the end of this chapter, details of some published studies of DJT’s speeches are given; although again, they are mostly written by university professors writing for one another rather than readership in the outside world. As well as being different from books that focus on DJT’s written communication, this book is also more concise than the usual texts, which often run to hundreds of pages. And while those books do serve an important, scholarly purpose, the readership envisaged for this book does not usually have the time to plow through such tomes.

      One of the only other books that I know of that has gone into DJT’s speeches in the kind of detail that I do in this book is my 2022 book, The New Peace Linguistics and the Role of Language in Conflict. That 280-page book was the first to be published on the topic of a new version of Peace Linguistics, which focuses not on how we can and should use language that is more “peaceful” and “peace-making” but on how some of the most powerful people in the world use language to get what they want, in ways that make more or less conflict more or less likely. As such, that book is more typically academic, situated in the field of Applied Linguistics, drawing on some 700 sources to investigate the speeches of, for example, Colin Powell (1937-2021), who served as the 65th US Secretary of State, from 2001 to 2005. The speeches of US past Presidents George W. Bush and Barack Obama were also analyzed, as was the inaugural speech given by President Joe Biden in 2021.

      Four of the chapters in The New Peace Linguistics were given over to DJT, two of his spoken and two of his written texts. The first spoken text analysis was based on a line delivered by DJT in South Carolina in the summer of 2015. Linguistically speaking, the nearly-300-word text was, technically, a single sentence, about which much was written in the media after it came out. The second speech was given by DJT in the Rose Garden of the White House in the winter of 2019, which ran to approximately two hours, including question-and-answer time with the journalists there that day. The first of the two written texts was a letter from DJT to Chairman Kim Jung-un, sent in the spring of 2018, canceling a high-profile and highly anticipated meeting between the two leaders. The second written text from DJT was the US government’s official Foreign Policy Statement on Standing with Saudi Arabia, issued in the winter of 2018. The statement was made by DJT in response to an investigation into the pre-meditated murder of journalist Jamal Khashoggi, which investigations by the US government showed may have involved the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia. The New Peace Linguistics book concluded with a tentative look at the future of the field – which is in some ways where we are now, with this book.

      Another way in which this book is different from others on this topic is the collection of 200-plus sources and resources mentioned above, which includes links to recordings of all of the DJT speeches deconstructed and decoded in this book, so that readers can see for themselves what he said and did during those speeches. The end-of-chapter lists of sources and resources are divided into five parts, with details of the re/sources that are drawn on in each chapter. The re/sources listed include recordings of DJT’s speeches; reports in newspapers and magazines; books; published academic papers; movies; television shows; and a miscellaneous section at the end of some of the lists. Where possible, URL links are also given. All URL links were functional at the time we went to press (fall 2024).

      Each section of each list is arranged alphabetically, based on, for example, the family name of the reporters or authors or the titles of the movies. Having so many re/sources listed is unusual, especially for a book of this size, but one reason for listing so many is to show that all of the claims and statements made in this book regarding DJT have already been made, by other people in other places, and are in the public domain. However, in this book, all of those reports from all of those sources, reported by others, have been brought together in ways they have not been before, and used to help with the deconstruction and decoding of DJT’s speeches.

      WHAT IS THE HOLLYWOOD/MOVIE CONNECTION?

      An earlier version of the title for this book was: Bad Language: Decoding Donald Trump with a Little Help from Hollywood, but after giving it some thought, we decided that such a title might give the wrong impression – “wrong” in the sense that, even though it would be hard to be frivolous or light-hearted about such a topic, we did not want to risk giving the impression that this book was in any way not completely serious about its focus, which is the language of DJT and his supporters. However, after decades of my researching, writing, presenting, and publishing on the use of film in the (second/foreign) language classroom, and on using film to teach and learn about the connections between languages, cultures and identities, there did seem to be a connection between the language of DJT and the language of movies.

      How many times have you seen a scene from a movie and thought to yourself or said out loud, “Well, that’s just silly. Ridiculous! Nobody would say that or do that in real life, right?” My guess is that you will read more than one line from DJT’s speeches in this book and find yourself thinking/saying the same thing. And how about when you hear a line or see a scene from a low-budget movie, made on a shoestring, without the funds to pay for talented actors or experienced scriptwriters? If you are a regular movie-watcher, your reaction to such movies may well be to quickly recognize them as that kind of movie, not least because of the poor dialog and stilted delivery. That may again ring a number of bells (some more loudly than others) when you read one or more lines from DJT’s speeches.

      There is a long history of connections between Hollywood movies and US presidents, starting in 1951 with Bedtime for Bonzo, starring none other than the future 40th President of the US, Ronald Wilson Reagan. And in the original 1985 Back to the Future movie, when the Doc Brown character mockingly asks the Marty character (played by Christopher Lloyd and Michael J. Fox, respectively): “Tell me, Future Boy, who’s president of the United States in 1985?” Marty replies “Ronald Reagan,” to which the Doc responds: “Ronald Reagan! The actor? Then who’s vice-president, Jerry Lewis?” Crazy, right? There is also the fact that DJT has made cameo appearances in a number of movies, playing himself, including Home Alone 2: Lost in New York, Zoolander (2001), and the remake of the original 1987 Wall Street, Wall Street: Money Never Sleeps (2010). However, this appears to be the first book to make connections between the language of the movies and the language of DJT.

      There are many US presidential movies, such as the 1998 Primary Colors (starring John Travolta) and movies made after Barack Obama became the 44th and first Black President of the US, from Danny Glover, who played President Thomas Wilson in the 2009 movie 2012 and Jamie Foxx, who played President James William Sawyer in the 2013 movie White House Down up to 2019, when Morgan Freeman played fictional US President Allan Trumbull in Angel Has Fallen. There are also many television shows about US presidents, such as The West Wing, which ran from 1999 to 2006, and more recently the US version of House of Cards, which ran from 2013 to 2018.

      The television show that has been most compared to day-to-day life in the White House before, during and after DJT’s presidency is “Veep” (in US politics, that is short for “vice president”). The political, satirical award-winning comedy, starring Julia Louis-Dreyfus as fictional veep Selina Meyer ran from 2012 to 2019, but experienced a resurgence of interest during the 2024 US presidential elections. In 2016, writing for the UK newspaper The Guardian, Brian Moylan asked as the title of his piece: “What would a Trump presidency look like? Just ask Veep's Selina Meyer.” Comparing art and life, Moylan wrote that “The masses have called out for a president known for duplicity, covering up inappropriate and even racist comments, and an obsession with the media’s opinion about certain anatomical shortcomings. No, not Donald Trump, as he steadily marches toward the White House – Selina Meyer, the woman who’s already there.” In 2020, reporting for Politico, Matthew Choi and Daniel Lippman summarized “The Veepiest moments of the Trump era,” and in July 2024, Lily Ford, writing for Vanity Fair, reported that: “When [US VP Kamala] Harris’ presidential campaign was announced, Veep’s viewership surged 350 percent, according to entertainment data company Luminate.”

      Lastly, in terms of the potential readership for a book like this, although big fans of DJT and those who are the opposite may have very little, if anything, in common, they all watch movies, especially now, with the explosive global growth of streaming services such as Netflix and Amazon Prime during the COVID years. It is possible that those two groups – pro-DJT and anti-DJT – may watch very different movies. But it is our hope that not only will a shared interest in movie-watching apply and appeal to everyone, but that the movies briefly mentioned at the start of each chapter will also help ease us more gently into the analyses of DJT’s speeches that follow.

      A NOTE ON LANGUAGE AND THE LAW: FROM M&MS TO F&MS

      It is an unfortunate aspect of the litigious nature of countries such as the US that it is, for example, possible for someone to tell a lie with every breath they take, to tell those lies publicly and repeatedly, and for those lies to do great damage, up to and including loss of life. However, if someone else calls that liar a liar, or writes down that claim, prints and publishes that fact, then the legal consequences can be severe. To avoid such potential consequences, major news agencies in the US have come to rely on the phrase “false and misleading statements and claims” (or some variation thereof). Therefore, that phrase was used throughout an early version of this book. However, due to the very high number of such statements from DJT decoded and deconstructed in this book, the phrase “false and misleading statements and claims” appeared more than 100 times. For those of us who do language for a living, when the same phrase appears that many times, especially in a book of this size, it is time for a little linguistic creativity – and maybe some candy too, to help sweeten the bitter pill of US political rhetoric.

      Writing for Forbes, in early 2023, Dani Di Placido reported that right-wing television presenter Tucker Carlson, a devoted fan of DJT, was getting upset again about the multicolored, hard-shell, soft-center M&Ms candies that have been sold in more than 100 countries over the last 20 years: “Around this time last year [January 2022] Tucker Carlson devoted a segment on his show to a bizarre rant about how the cartoon M&Ms used to advertise their candy had been redesigned to be ‘less sexy,’ with the Green M&M swapping her boots for sneakers.” One year later, Placido (and many others) saw that Carlson was “once again, mad at M&Ms,” mainly because “there is no louder, cheaper megaphone than a right-wing culture warrior yelling about ‘wokeness.’”

      For those unfamiliar with the concept, the Cambridge Advanced Learner's Dictionary defines “woke” as: “aware, especially of social problems such as racism and inequality.” Such awareness appears to have deeply offended the US Republican Party, who have weaponized the word, as reported on by Domenico Montanaro for CNN, Clay Cane for NPR, Jordan Wolman and Jasper Goodman for Politico, and many others. Looking into the origins of Carlson’s candy-land obsession, Placido found that “Carlson’s speculation about the sexuality of the Green M&M (clearly his favorite), is based on an old, viral tweet from 2015 that depicted Green and Brown holding hands, with the caption, ‘It’s rare Ms. Brown and I get to spend time together without some colorful characters barging in.’” It may be a coincidence (but it is probably not) that 2015 is also the year that DJT announced he would be running for the presidency.

      Also in early 2023, Steve Benen, author of the 2020 book, The Impostors: How Republicans Quit Governing and Seized American Politics, reporting for CNN wrote about “Why Republicans’ interest in the M&M’s ‘controversy’ matters,” and asked the question: “In the last Congress, it was Dr. Seuss and Potato Head dolls. Now, it’s gas stoves and M&M’s. Shouldn’t Republicans at least pretend to be serious?” In answer to his own question, Benen concluded that “[t]oday’s GOP remains a post-policy party, preoccupied with cultural grievances and cynical ploys, and wholly indifferent toward governing. Worse, it’s only a matter of time before Republicans unveil a new manufactured outrage the party knows to be absurd.”

      Combining those two ideas – the (iI)legalities of calling a liar a liar and the weaponizing of candy by DJT’s Republican Party and its supporters – took us from “M&Ms” to “F&Ms,” as an abbreviation of the phrase “false and misleading claims.” The abbreviation “F&M” can be pronounced “fam,” as in the first part of the word “family” (or like the candy, “f-and-ms” as in “m-and-ms”). The plural noun is, then, “F&Ms” (“fams”) and the collocation is based on the verb “to make” (for example, “to make false and misleading statements”) rather than “to tell” (for example, “to tell lies”). As you can see, we have given this a lot of thought (quite possibly, too much!), but we did want to avoid repeating the same phrase again and again (and again), as DJT does, and to do what little we can to have a bit of fun before tackling such a difficult and daunting topic as the F&Ms of DJT.

      Another note on language is also needed here, partly because pronouns have become weaponized by the Republican Party as part of their “war on woke” (as reported by, for example, Adrienne Varkiani in The New Republic in 2023). The pronoun in question, in this book, is the use of “we.” As I wrote in my 2022 Peace Linguistics book: “Nothing worth reading was ever really written by just one author, but in reality, co-constructed and co-created by all the people who help each author along the way, with feedback, words of encouragement, cups of tea and sympathy” (p. xv.). The use of “we,” then, refers to those people, who are thanked in the acknowledgments section.

      “We” also refers to the relationship between a reader and a writer (see, for example, the study by Myhill, Ahmed & Rezk, 2023), as expressed through the use of pronouns, especially “we.” I always write with a reader in mind, and I write as though I am having a conversation with the reader, one-on-one and face-to-face, as we travel through the text together. That is another reason why the word “we” comes up so often in this book—because I see you and I as being in this together, and I am deeply grateful to have your company as we walk along this long and difficult road.
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            THE ANNOUNCEMENT

          

        

      

    

    
      INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

      In this chapter, we will look at the speech given by Donald J. Trump (DJT) in November 2022, which marked the official start of his attempt to be the president of the USA for a second time, after his first term in office, from 2017 to 2021. The 9,000-word speech lasted approximately 64 minutes, and although the next day, several news agencies published careful analyses of that speech, notably CNN, with special attention to fact-checking, none of those reports were able to go into the speech in enough depth. “Enough” here means that, although some of the media reporting of DJT’s speeches can be important in highlighting certain features to which close attention needs to be paid, it is necessary to go beyond – for example, the listing, counting, and countering of DJT’s F&Ms.

      The documenting of those F&Ms has kept professional fact-checkers busy for at least nine years – since 2015, when DJT announced that he would be running to be the 45th US president. However, in spite of the important work of those fact-checkers and investigative reporters, it is necessary to gain a deeper understanding of the language being used to create these F&Ms, by deconstructing and decoding that language and analyzing it in ways that it does not appear to have been analyzed before. Such analyses can then help us to understand why millions of Americans, who might otherwise seem normal and even quite nice, continue to support someone who appears to be such a fundamentally flawed individual.

      In the first part of this chapter, we look at some movies that are all about lies and liars, after which a fact-checking of DJT’s Announcement carried out by journalists is discussed (see Curtis, 2022, pp.184-187 for discussion of journalistic linguistics, which I refer to as “journolistics”), together with a review of four years of DJT’s F&Ms, also carried out by journalists. We then take a detailed look at the opening minutes of DJT’s November 2022 announcement. From an analysis of that opening, we will see a number of important language strategies which DJT and his speech writers use to make F&Ms that:

      
        	Take time to definitively disprove

        	Are likely to be either immediately embraced or instantly dismissed

        	Are piled up on top of each other as quickly as possible

        	Use large, made-up numbers, for which there is no support

        	Implicate and accuse others rather than take any responsibility for failures

      

      In the second part of this chapter, the remainder of the November 2022 announcement is looked at in detail, from which several more F&M language strategies will be identified:

      
        	Use language that appeals to particularly supportive populations, even if that alienates other populations

        	Use overly-dramatic language that taps into and feeds off people’s deep-seated fears – the deeper, the better

        	Disregard verifiable facts and figures, and rely instead on ‘fake data’

        	Claim that the country – in this case, the US – is being disrespected by other countries

        	Claim that you – and only you – can return the country to its former glory, feared and revered by the rest of the world

      

      LIAR, LIAR, PANTS ON FIRE!

      On November 15, 2022, DJT announced that he would be running for the Republican US presidential nomination in 2024. In this chapter, we will refer to that speech simply as the Announcement, and we will look closely at the start of that speech, for a number of reasons.

      First, as with all opening lines, they are important in getting the audience’s attention and in setting the tone for the rest of what is to come. Secondly, many of the language strategies used early on by speakers (especially those with a limited linguistic repertoire) are recycled and repeated throughout the remainder of their speeches. Thirdly, and perhaps most importantly for us, the Announcement triggered a series of events that we are still living with today, and which we may be living with for a long time to come. But first, let us consider a few movies and documentaries about lies and liars that are far more relevant to this discussion than they should be.

      An early example of that kind of movie is Liar Liar, which was released in 1997. Jim Carey played a Los Angeles lawyer, Fletcher Reede, who is a pathological liar, but whose son, Max, makes a birthday wish that his dad would stop telling lies for one day. During those 24 hours, Reede is compelled to tell the truth, no matter how much he wants to lie and regardless of the personal and professional consequences. His forced truth-telling becomes a major problem when Reede is in court, representing shady clients trying to avoid justice, who normally benefited from Reede’s lies. The movie received generally positive reviews and did well at the box office.

      The 2009 movie The Invention of Lying was not as well received by reviewers and did not do as well at the box office as Liar, Liar, but it is nonetheless relevant to this chapter and the topic of people in power, especially politicians, constantly lying. The Invention of Lying is set in a world in which lying does not exist – nobody knows how to tell a lie, and nobody has ever heard a lie. That is, until one day, when the main character, played by Ricky Gervais, discovers that the nice lady behind the counter in his local bank will give him however much money he says is in his account, because the banking system is down – and nobody lies about that; or about anything else, for that matter. The life of the Gervais character then goes from rags to riches, as everybody around him believes everything he says without question. However, after some time, having everybody believe everything he says gets him into trouble, in the same way that lying politicians eventually get caught up in their own lies when people start to question what they are being told.

      Writing for the British Film Institute in 2023, Georgina Guthrie described “10 great films about catastrophic lies … The kind of lies that start small but have a corrupting, destructive effect.” According to Guthrie, “White lies, black lies, fibs, fraud, hoaxes and cover-ups – lies come with a complex grading system, largely instigated to assuage the guilt of the deceiver or condemn the perpetrator.” Guthrie illustrates her point starting with Billy Wilder’s 1944 Double Indemnity and ending with the 2019 Korean film Parasite, directed by Bong Joon Ho, which became the first non-English-language film to win an Oscar (Academy Award) for the most highly coveted Oscar of all, Best Picture. But what do these movies have to do with a president of the USA? Well, if you listen closely and carefully to the words that come falling out of the mouth of the 45th President of the USA (aka DJT) – everything!

      The phrase “to trip off the tongue” began its life with the word “trip” way back in the 14th century, when it appears to have had an initially positive connotation, as in “to trip the light fantastic,” meaning to dance with great skill. By the following century, the definition had moved on to the more stumble-and-fall type meanings (a hundred years will do that to you). Therefore, it is possible that DJT may be an exemplar embodiment of English-speaking, modern-day, US political rhetoric in which the words do not so much trip off the tongue as they come free-flowing out of an orifice wherein lies an endless supply of F&Ms that makes the Ricky Gervais, Jim Carey, and other such characters pale in comparison, in terms of their ability and capacity to lie. So, let us look at how DJT dwarfs those characters, and everybody else, when it comes to behaving like a Liar Liar.

      FACT-CHECKING THE ANNOUNCEMENT AND FOUR YEARS OF DJT’S F&MS

      The Announcement was full of F&Ms, some of which were discussed in-depth to reveal different aspects of such statements. However, thanks to the good work of journalists and investigative reporters, running tallies of DJT’s claims are also being kept, identifying, counting, and countering his F&Ms. For example, shortly after the Announcement, Daniel Dale and Paul LeBlanc, reporting for CNN, found that “[f]ormer President Donald Trump began his 2024 presidential campaign just as he ended his presidency in 2021: with a whole lot of inaccuracy” (emphasis added). They went on to report that “[l]ike many of Trump’s speeches as president, his announcement speech … was filled with false claims about a variety of topics – from his record in office to his Democratic opponents to the economy, the environment and foreign policy.”

      In the equivalent of an 18-page report, Dale and LeBlanc then presented “a fact check of 20 false or misleading things” DJT said during the Announcement. They added the telling caveat that “This is not a comprehensive list,” since such a list may be – by design – (almost) impossible to complete. Here is the list of the 20 F&Ms that Dale and LeBlanc identified and challenged:

      
        	Afghanistan withdrawal

        	Strategic Petroleum Reserve

        	Tariffs on China

        	Sea level rise

        	Drug use and punishment in China

        	Presidential records (document storage)

        	Gas prices

        	Deportations under Obama

        	Missile landing in Poland

        	Finishing the border wall

        	Democratic leaders and the National Guard

        	Biden’s acuity

        	Illegal immigration

        	Inflation in turkey prices

        	Trump and wars

        	Trump and ISIS

        	Terrorism under Trump

        	The military’s use of old bombers

        	Trump’s popularity along the border

        	Inflation

      

      In some ways, when DJT’s F&Ms are listed like this, and analyzed in the way they are in this book, the lack of originality can be striking. But the simple act of saying something again and again, over and over, appears be at least somewhat effective in making F&Ms seems less untrue. In addition to the potential effect of making F&Ms seem less untrue through repetition, there are also medically related possible causes, one of which is referred to by clinicians as “Echolalia,” described by Dr. Jabeen Begum (in 2023) as “the repetition or echoing of words or sounds that you hear someone else say. It is an important step for language development in children. Echolalia can also be a sign of autism or developmental disability in children or neurological problems in adults.”

      Dr. Begum, a consultant based in India, added that, if adults find themselves constantly repeating the same word or words, they may have “echolalia with neurological or psychiatric problems.” Those problems include “Language disorders like aphasia; Head injury or trauma; Neurodegenerative disorders; Confusion or delirium; Memory loss or dementia; Brain tissue inflammation or encephalitis; Tourette’s syndrome; Learning disability; Paralysis; Schizophrenia; Stroke; Epilepsy.” With so many disorders ringing so many bells for those of us so deeply immersed in the language of DJT, it will be interesting to see just how many of those diagnoses may eventually be used to describe the last days of DJT.

      The only person in the mainstream media that I know of who may have looked at the language of DJT in as much detail as I have done in this book (and in my 2022 Peace Linguistics book) appears to be the CNN reporter, Daniel Dale. For example, at the end of DJT’s presidential term, in January 2021, Dale wrote a report entitled “The 15 most notable lies of Donald Trump’s presidency.” Appropriately, Dale started his report with a garbage dump analogy: “Trying to pick the most notable lies from Donald Trump’s presidency is like trying to pick the most notable pieces of junk from the town dump. There’s just so much ugly garbage to sift through before you can make a decision.”

      In relation to the intestinal fortitude required to do what we do, Dale continued: “But I’m qualified for the dirty job. I fact checked every word uttered by this President from his inauguration day in January 2017 until September 2020 – when the daily number of lies got so unmanageably high that I had to start taking a pass on some of his remarks to preserve my health” (emphases added). And it is true that being immersed in such toxic linguistic environments for prolonged periods of time takes its toll on your health. That may be another strategic design built into the decade or more of DJT’s political F&Ms, in which anybody who is brave and/or foolish enough to try to hold such an individual accountable for their words and actions will eventually collapse under the sheer weight of the garbage heaps of verbiage.

      According to Dale: “Trump got even worse after November 3 [2020],” after the results of the elections were announced, and after which DJT “spent the final months of what has been a wildly dishonest presidency on a relentless and dangerous lying spree about the election he lost.” As the US tried to cope with “the deadly consequences” of that particular set of F&Ms, Dale “selected the 15 Trump lies that stand out to me from his four years in power – for their importance, for their egregiousness, for their absurdity, or for what they say about the man.”

      As we saw above, when dealing with this volume of verbiage, it becomes necessary to find creative ways of analyzing the data; in this case, the linguistic data. For example, Dale created a category for each of the top 15 F&Ms over the four years of DJT’s presidency, starting with “The most telling lie,” which was that: “It didn’t rain on his inauguration.” As Dale pointed out: “Trump began his presidency by lying about the weather. The President would say things that we could see with our own eyes were not true. And he would often do this brazen lying for no apparent strategic reason.”

      However, there is a small but potentially important difference between there being “no apparent strategic reason” (emphasis added) and “no strategic reason.” The difference between those two is that the reasons for saying “things that we could see with our own eyes were not true” appear to be based on a deliberate “flood the zone with s##t” strategy, articulated and operationalized by DJT’s former chief strategist, Steve Bannon. According to Sean Illing, reporting for Vox Politics in 2020, Bannon, who was convicted of charges of contempt of Congress and sent to prison in July 2024, told DJT in 2018: “The Democrats don’t matter … The real opposition is the media. And the way to deal with them is to flood the zone with s##t” (emphasis added).

      As Illing correctly observed: “We live in a media ecosystem that overwhelms people with information. Some of that information is accurate, some of it is bogus, and much of it is intentionally misleading,” which had led to “a growing weariness over the process of finding the truth at all. And that weariness leads more and more people to abandon the idea that the truth is knowable.” And once any political party has managed to convince half (or more) of an electorate that there is no longer such a thing as an objective, provable, factual, evidence-based, data-supported truth, then the members of that political party can say and do whatever they want, not only with minimal consequences, but with results that encourage them to keep flooding the zone with ever more bulls##t.

      It is worth remembering that Illing’s report for Vox Politics was published more than 4½ years ago by now (in February 2020). And yet the “flood the zone” strategy has, if anything, been accelerated and amplified, and still appears, if opinion polls are to be believed, to be working—and still working in spite of the alarm calls raised by investigative reporters like Illing years ago: “The core challenge we’re facing today is information saturation and a hackable media system. If you follow politics at all, you know how exhausting the environment is. The sheer volume of content, the dizzying number of narratives and counternarratives, and the pace of the news cycle are too much for anyone to process” (emphases added).

      All of those statements appear to be as true – if not truer – today than they were years ago. And yet, it is essential that we keep trying – flying, as it were, in the face of the seemingly inexhaustible supply of bulls##t F&Ms. Whatever damage may be done to our physical and mental health, we must not give the bulls##t merchants what they want – for us to give up.

      To return to Dale’s list of the “15 most notable lies” of DJT’s presidency, second on his list was this: “The most dangerous lie: The coronavirus was under control.” In this book, we have looked not only at individual free-standing F&Ms but also at the patterns that connect them and at the strategies that may govern them. Similarly, regarding the COVID-19 F&Ms, Dale stated that “[t]his was more like a family of lies than a single lie. But each one – the lie that the virus was equivalent to the flu; the lie that the situation was ‘totally under control’; the lie that the virus was ‘disappearing’ – suggested to Americans that they didn’t have to change much about their usual behavior.” Unfortunately, none of those F&Ms were true, resulting in an unthinkable and unimaginable death toll in a country like the USA due to a disease like COVID-19.

      For example, reporting for the AP in 2021, Adam Geller and Janie Har wrote that, as DJT “entered the final year of his term last January, the U.S. recorded its first confirmed case of COVID-19. Not to worry, Trump insisted, his administration had the virus ‘totally under control.’ Now, in his final hours in office, after a year of presidential denials of reality and responsibility, the pandemic’s U.S. death toll has eclipsed 400,000.” Four hundred thousand lives lost, and as Dale commented, in his list of the top 15 F&Ms over DJT’s four years: “We can’t say with precision how the crisis would have unfolded differently if Trump had been more truthful. But it’s reasonable to venture that his dishonesty led to a significant number of deaths.”

      The last of the top 15 F&Ms over the four-year DJT presidency listed by Dale was also potentially one of the most damaging in terms of influencing not only how some people vote but how some people react to the result: “The most depressing lie: Trump won the election.” Dale went on to explain that “Trump’s long White House campaign against verifiable reality has culminated with his lie that he is the true winner of the 2020 presidential election he clearly, certifiably and fairly lost. To many of us, it’s ludicrous nonsense. But to millions of deluded Americans, it’s the truth. And it has now gotten people killed” (emphases added).

      The “people killed” that Dale was referring to were the five people who died during the attack on the US Capitol on January 6, 2021, when violent rioters objected to the results of the 2020 US presidential election, which showed that DJT had lost, in free and fair elections, to Joe Biden. However, in spite of all that, as Illing concluded, in his 2020 “Flood the zone” piece: “Trump can dictate an entire news cycle with a few unhinged tweets or an absurd press conference. The media cycle is easily commandeered by misinformation, innuendo, and outrageous content. These are problems because of the norms that govern journalism and because the political economy of media makes it very hard to ignore or dispel bullshit stories.”

      GREAT, GREATER, GREATEST

      Back to that fateful day in November 2022. After letting the fist-pumping crowd chant “USA, USA, USA” for a while, DJT started – arms by his side, elbows tucked in, and hands wide open, like someone trying to catch an elongated American football – by describing the US as “the greatest country in the history of the world, it’s very simple” (emphasis added). Not so simple, but a good example of unchecked and uncheckable hyperbole, as there are few widely accepted measures against which to assess the “greatness” of a country; or for that matter, the greatness of anything in particular.

      Writing for BBC Futures in 2018, Amanda Ruggeri asked, as the title of her piece: “How can you measure what makes a country great?” Ruggeri started by pointing out that “For almost a hundred years, two measurements have been used to get a sense of how well a country is doing. One is GDP, or gross domestic product, the amount a country earns. The other is its unemployment rate.” But Ruggeri also reported that “when it comes to figuring out how well a country is serving its citizens, these tools … may not in fact be that helpful at all.”

      There are many other measures of how well (or not) a country is doing; for example, the general population’s access to healthy food, good education, and affordable housing, which is sometimes referred to as representing the social progress of a country. And even though, in 2022, the US was in the top five countries for GDP, it was 18th in social progress, making it “closer to Estonia than to Canada.” With up to nearly 200 countries in the world, making it into the top 20 is pretty good – but it is still far away from being “the greatest.”

      A key point here is that – when it comes to wannabe presidential hyperbole of this kind – none of this kind of consideration of greatness and what that means matters as much as it should. Thanks in large part to social media, together with manipulation of and by the mainstream media, facts, figures, truth, and evidence can now be misrepresented to present personal and highly biased opinions as incontrovertible “truths.” It is also important to note that so-called “social media” can be dangerously anti-social, as recent research studies have shown (for example, as reported by Amina Zafar in 2023). This misrepresentation of F&Ms as being truthful will be one of the most commonly recurring themes in the analyses that follow, especially regarding those untruths that are potentially most damaging, that are repeated over and over again, and that may even be deliberate, calculated misrepresentations.

      One small but telling example of untruths masquerading as truths is the fact that the same year DJT was elected, during the 2016 US presidential elections, the Oxford Dictionaries Word of the Year was “post-truth.” As they explained on their website: “Post-truth is an adjective defined as ‘relating to or denoting circumstances in which objective facts are less influential in shaping public opinion than appeals to emotion and personal belief.’” And in explaining why “post-truth” was chosen, they also state that: “The concept of post-truth has been in existence for the past decade, but Oxford Dictionaries has seen a spike in frequency this year in the context of the EU referendum in the United Kingdom and the presidential election in the United States. It has also become associated with a particular noun, in the phrase post-truth politics” (emphasis added).

      What matters is telling your adoring crowd what they want to hear – what they need to hear, to be reassured that they are still “Number One” in the world, even if that is, by most meaningful measures, clearly not the case. For example, according to Professor David Reibstein, at the Wharton School of the University of Pennsylvania – which DJT is very fond of telling his audiences that he attended – in 2023, the US, “hit the highest marks for agility, entrepreneurship, and power, but it ranked 23rd for quality of life” (emphasis added). Therefore, to claim that the US is “the greatest country in the history of the world” is clearly not true – but it is hard to definitively disprove, as it all depends on how you define the “greatness” of a country.

      But DJT and his followers do not care about such fundamentals as definitions, or even general descriptions, and because of that lack of care, we can see one strategy used by DJT and his speech writers when engaging in making this kind of F&M: Make F&Ms that take time to disprove, that are hard to disprove quickly and easily. Also, our world has a long history – not compared to dinosaurs, woolly mammoths and whales, of course – but any reference to “the history of the world” will cover millennia of humanity. And as we have shown, “greatness,” like “beauty,” is in the eye of the beholder. So, if spending more money than any other country on military hardware and software and on weapons of mass destruction makes a country “number one,” then those who embrace the end of the world (for others, not for themselves) will see that as greatness.

      A second strategy when making this kind of F&M: Make F&Ms that elicit two kinds of immediate and opposing reactions. The first is an unquestioning acceptance by an audience of ardent believers, which builds on the basis of something like a religious-like faith. In that case, asking for proof of existence is tantamount to denying the existence of supreme beings, far beyond our minuscule Earth-bound understanding of the universe. The other reaction to this kind of F&M may be instant dismissal of what sounds to the critical listener to be complete nonsense, on the understandable grounds of not paying attention to this kind self-aggrandizing, fact-free nonsense. And that polarizing response may be by design – not to win over those who are doubtful about the truthfulness of the speaker, but to build fervor in those who are already believers, to make their faith increasingly unshakable, regardless of the truth.

      However, what most people do not do is to take the time, as we are doing here, to consider what makes something a F&M, what kind of F&M it is, the potential effects of such F&Ms on the listeners, and what makes it possible for people to repeat such F&Ms, again and again (and again) and to keep getting away with it, with few if any negative consequences of such behavior. To use these F&Ms to deeply divide, in order to conquer. To spread fear, then to feed off that fear. To make people angry enough to hurt others, and even themselves.

      We will also look at how to unpack the kind of language used by DJT in ways in which his words have not been examined before, to understand why he talks like that, and how his words influence those who listen to him, follow him, and believe (in) him. By doing this kind of analysis, we can better understand the responses of millions of Americans – citizens with the right to vote and to shape, for better and for worse, one of the world’s most influential countries. And we can know more about why millions of Americans seem either completely OK with the kind of language DJT uses and the F&Ms he makes, or even actively embrace every word he says as though it were the gospel truth.

      THE ANNOUNCEMENT BEGINS

      An important third strategy used by DJT and his speech writers is to make as many F&Ms as you can, as quickly as you can, piling them up on top of each other at such a speed as to make it almost impossible to untangle them, to isolate them, or even to fully understand them. But that is exactly what we will do here. For example, in a 30-second period (from around 1 minute, 10 seconds into the Announcement, up to around 1 minute, 40 seconds), DJT rolled out more than half a dozen F&Ms – that is one F&M every few seconds! Here they are, laid bare, so we can see them more clearly (F = F&M):

      
        
        F1: two years ago when I left office the United States stood ready for its golden age

        F2: our nation was at the pinnacle of power, prosperity and prestige

        F3: towering above all rivals,

        F4: vanquishing all enemies,

        F5: and striding into the future, confident and so strong

        F6: in four short years, everybody was doing great

        F7: men, women, African Americans, Asian Americans, Hispanic Americans, everybody was thriving like never before [this is counting all of the groups referred to here as just one, single F&M, though it could be counted as multiple F&Ms, applied to several groups]

      

      

      Here we should ask a series of questions, including: What “golden age”? Or “golden age” of what, exactly? We should notice DJT’s use of alliteration, with his three Ps of “power, prosperity, and prestige,” giving a rhythm to the statement that helps to carry it forward. But apart from the momentum created by the three-P alliteration, none of those three P-words can be clearly or concisely defined or described. The power to do what to whom, with what, and why? Perhaps “power” is being defined in relation to military spending, in which case, the US does indeed appear to outspend everyone else, but that has nothing to do with prosperity or prestige. How are prosperity and prestige being measured? If they are being quantified in the same way that “greatness” is being defined and described, then the US was not then and is not now at the pinnacle of anything. As for “towering above all rivals, vanquishing all enemies, and striding into the future, confident and so strong,” anybody could say that about themselves, their country, or any other country – as long as no mention is made of who all those rivals and all those enemies are.

      What about “everybody doing great … everybody thriving like never before”? The “four short years” that DJT is referring to, from January 2017 to January 2021, seemed like a lot longer for many people, within and outside the US, one reason for which is the damage that he and his administration did to the US economy and to its people.

      ProPublica describes itself as “an independent, non-profit newsroom that produces investigative journalism with moral force,” whose mission is to “expose abuses of power and betrayals of the public trust by government, business, and other institutions, using the moral force of investigative journalism.” Like many organizations, ProPublica reviewed how the US economy had performed during DJT’s four years in charge, and like most organizations who carried out such reviews, concluded that the US economy had, in fact, done very badly indeed during those four years.

      ProPublica reporters Allan Sloan and Cezary Podkul wrote, in 2021, that one of DJT’s “lesser known but profoundly damaging legacies will be the explosive rise in the national debt that occurred on his watch [which] has risen by almost $7.8 trillion during Trump’s time in office [which] amounts to about $23,500 in new federal debt for every person in the country.” Therefore, “everybody doing great … everybody thriving like never before” cannot be true, but it is a different kind of F&M, as it can be objectively measured, in this case, using economic data that is public record. However, in spite of the mountains of economic and medical data showing the devastating damage done to the financial and human health of the US during those four years, the economic F&Ms continued, with claims by DJT that he and his administration had:

      
        
        F8: lifted millions out of poverty

        F9: and together we built the greatest economy in the history of the world.

        F10: When the virus hit our shores, I took decisive action and saved lives and the U.S economy

        F11: By October of the same year America was roaring back with the number one fastest economic recovery ever recorded. How about that?

        F12: Inflation was non-existent

      

      

      Again, all of the above F&Ms (F8 to F12) were said in around 30 seconds, with the recurring theme of the greatest [whatever] in the history of the world. To return to Guthrie’s comment about “White lies, black lies, fibs, fraud, hoaxes and cover-ups [that] come with a complex grading system,” a whole new rainbow-color-coded grading system would be needed to classify making F&Ms on the scale and scope of DJT and his speech writers.

      THE INVERTED IMPLICATION/ACCUSATION

      At about three minutes into the Announcement, DJT employed yet another kind of F&M:

      
        
        for the first time in memory, China was reeling and back on its heels, you've never seen that … many people think that because of this China played a very active role in the 2020 election … just saying, just saying … sure that didn't happen.

      

      

      The first F&M is the same as the preceding F&Ms in the Announcement that can be fact-checked using publicly available economic data, which is about China “reeling and back on its heels.” For example, in 2021, Michael Pettis, a senior fellow at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, reported that a “study commissioned by the US–China Business Council (USCBC) claims that former President Donald Trump’s trade policies cost the United States 245,000 jobs.” DJT also appeared to be serving up an example of one of the “rivals” that had been towered above and one of the “enemies” that had been vanquished. However, China’s economy appeared to do just fine during DJT’s four years in office, and China continues to be, by far, the second largest economy in the world, after the US, albeit according to GDP and other measures.

      But it is this line that introduces a different kind of F&M, one that may be referred to as an “inverted implication” or an “inverted accusation”:

      
        
        many people think that because of this, China played a very active role in the 2020 election … just saying, just saying … sure that didn't happen.

      

      

      Leaving aside the vague and meaningless “many people think that,” DJT first implied that he did not win the 2020 US presidential election not because more than 81 million Americans voted for Joe Biden (versus DJT’s 74 million votes), but because China interfered – presumably because of how DJT towered above and vanquished them. That thinly veiled accusation is then “inverted” by DJT’s “just saying, just saying … sure that didn't happen,” with his hands far apart, then raised to head height, like people in the movies do when someone points a gun at them. The punchline of “sure that didn't happen” may have been an attempt at irony or sarcasm (assuming the speaker is capable of such verbal dexterity). But the intended purpose is clear: to (strongly) imply that, were it not for foreign interference (probably by China, but whoever is the evil enemy de jour will do), DJT would still be president of the USA, and probably, in his humble estimation, the greatest president in the history of the world.

      It was just six or so minutes from the beginning of the Announcement to the first longer pause, when DJT took a swig of water from a plastic bottle. But in that time, he told at least 20 identifiable, verifiable F&Ms, averaging at least three F&Ms per minute, or one F&M every 20 seconds, culminating in the following (at the end of the first six minutes):

      
        
        F17: the world was at peace,

        F18: America was prospering,

        F19: and our country was on track for an amazing future, because I made big promises to the American people, and unlike other presidents,

        F20: I kept my promises … I kept them.

      

      

      As we can see already, large parts of DJT’s speeches can be characterized as one long, continuous F&M – like an endless piece of discordant but deafening orchestral music, in which none of the instruments is correctly tuned, but with repeating variations on a few central themes and musical motifs. However, if all DJT did was to make F&Ms with every breath he took, then perhaps he would not still have so many followers – more than 74 million, according to the results of the 2020 US presidential elections, which is more than 10 million more votes than the 63 million votes DJT received in the 2016 election. It is worth taking a moment to let those numbers sink in.

      After four years, of saying and doing everything he said and did, every day, for more than 1,400 days, DJT’s electoral base grew by more than ten million, from 63 million to 74 million. To put that into perspective, if 74 million people were the population of a country, that would be one of the 20 largest countries in the world. And in our analysis of the remainder of the Announcement, we will look at what else DJT and his speech writers do with their words and phrases, using language not to communicate but to manipulate, to deceive, and ultimately, to destroy.

      THE END OF THE WORLD IS NIGH!

      End-of-the-world movies have been popular for more than a century, going back to the 1916 Danish movie Verdens Undergang, which translates into English as The End of the World, about a comet that passes too close to Earth, causing destruction and chaos. Released as it was during the middle of World War I (1914 - 1918), the scenes of widespread, large-scale damage must have resonated strongly with the viewing public. Since then, more than two hundred end-of-the-world movies have been released, up to and including 2024 movies such as Kingdom of the Planet of the Apes, keeping the franchise started in 1968 with Planet of the Apes going, as well as the 2024 Furiosa: A Mad Max Saga, building on the original 2015 Mad Max: Fury Road. And just as Hollywood recycles its earlier themes, some politicians do the same.

      Some of those hundreds of movies appear to have been influenced by the Biblical images in the Book of Revelation, for example, at Revelation 5:6-10, we read that: “with your blood you purchased for God persons from every tribe and language and people and nation,” closely followed by, at Revelation 7:13-14: “These are they who have come out of the great tribulation; they have washed their robes and made them white in the blood of the Lamb.” Bloody scenes of hell-fire and brimstone are a recurring theme in the apocalyptic descriptions in the Book of Revelation, which may have influenced DJT’s description, around eight minutes into the Announcement, of “the blood-soaked streets of our once great cities [which are now] cesspools of violent crimes.” And again, about half an hour later, at around the 42-minute mark, he repeats himself: “in the meantime, the cities are rotting, and they are indeed cesspools of blood.”

      If DJT was alluding to the last book of the Bible, that would have been part of his appeal to those White Americans who consider themselves to be Evangelical Christians. For example, in one of many reports on how and why that group continues to support DJT, in January 2024, University of Oklahoma professor of sociology Samuel Perry noted that “By late Fall of 2023, white evangelicals were once again unifying around Trump [because] white evangelicals, and especially the most devout ones, are ride-or-die partisans [and] because they are not only partisans but culture warriors who still feel under attack.”

      As the co-author of the 2020 book Taking America Back for God: Christian Nationalism in the United States (co-authored with Andrew Whitehead) and the 2022 book The Flag and the Cross: White Christian Nationalism and the Threat to American Democracy (co-authored with Philip Gorski), Perry is an expert in this area. As such, he concluded that “Trump has white evangelicals in his pocket. Whatever cognitive dissonance some devout Christians may feel for supporting a twice-impeached serial philandering liar who tried to stage a coup and threatens violence against political opponents is easily dismissed with the conviction that no Republican nominee … could be worse than losing to a Democrat.” By that disturbingly warped logic, no matter how evil someone is, they can still always be considered the lesser of two evils.

      TRUE CRIME, DRUG DEALS, AND BIG NUMBERS

      It is true that the overall violent crime rate in the US, including murder, assault, robbery, and rape, increased by around 5% between 2019 and 2020, as reported by, for example, NPR. For some cities, such as San Francisco, Baltimore, and Minneapolis, the number of murders reached a record high between 2019 and 2020. However, the overall trend is down. Reporting in February 2024 for NPR, Karen Zamora, Ari Shapiro, and Courtney Dorning consulted a number of US crime statistics experts and concluded that “[i]n cities big and small, from both coasts, violence has dropped,” as well as drawing on data from 200 US cities which showed that the murder rate between 2022 and 2023 fell by more than 12%, which is a significant decrease. However, as DJT and his team know, what people believe can often override what the data, facts, and figures tell them. As Zamora, Shapiro, and Dorning found, even though “violent crime is dropping fast in the U.S. … Americans don’t believe it.”

      One reason for such disbelief is the sensationalizing by the media of crime, especially violent crime, creating horrifying and terrifying images in the minds of the public of “blood-soaked streets [and] cesspools of violent crimes” that this kind of language used by DJT feeds into and feeds off of.

      But as I note in my 2022 New Peace Linguistics book, a sound, evolutionary reason for us being hard-wired as a species to pay more attention to bad news than to good news is the perceived threat level. For example, a good-news headline that reads “Another Peaceful Day in Canada” is not going to get read much in any country, including Canada, the US, or anywhere else. Compare that kind of all’s-well, no-worries, non-response to a headline that reads “One Person Killed by Another Person, Somewhere, Sometime, Recently.” Even with the absurd lack of detail, we are still programmed to pay more attention to that kind of headline than to the previous one, in spite of the fact that “Another Peaceful Day in Canada” is reporting on tens of millions of people rather than just two, because the violent (and possibly murderous) death of two people rings more loud alarm bells in our head than the relative safety of many millions of others.

      In his now-famous New York Times best seller, Emotional Intelligence: Why It Can Matter More Than IQ, Daniel Goleman (1995) coined the term “amygdala hijack.” That refers to a state in humans in which the higher cognitive functions of our brain’s frontal cortex, such as reason and logic, are put on hold when we believe we are under attack, triggering our fight-or-flight responses, which may go back to our earliest times as humans. Therefore, it is possible that people like DJT and their speech writers may be especially adept at using language to tap into our ancient, self-protective responses.

      At around 46 minutes into the Announcement, DJT re-invokes these deadly images, referring to “drug dealers and human traffickers … who are responsible for death, carnage and crime all over our country,” to which he added another F&M-making strategy, this time with random numbers, apparently plucked from thin air, with nothing and nobody supporting those numbers: “every drug dealer during his or her life on average will kill 500 people with the drugs they sell.”

      Writing as a fact-checker for The Washington Post, Glenn Kessler reported – just a couple of days before the Announcement – that DJT “presents his idea with a blizzard of statistics and figures [but] the claims he makes as part of this riff are easily debunked or cannot be verified.” Not being able to be verified is important as that could introduce an element of doubt into the fact-checking, which might make these kinds of statements seem less like outright F&Ms and more like “untruths” – even though the distinction between the two is a fine line. But as we have seen, a mark of DJT’s speeches is his constantly crossing and blurring the line between fact and fiction – which may be another deliberate strategy, even if it appears random.

      Kessler fact-checked several numbers thrown out by DJT, including a claim he made at a rally in Ohio about a week before the Announcement, that “Since the end of the Trump administration, the drug cartels have seen their revenue skyrocket by an astounding … 2,500 percent.” Kessler gathered verifiable data from US Customs and Border Protection, the US National Institutes of Health, and other reliable sources, and concluded that the kind of “precise statistics” bandied about by DJT were “very dubious … faux ‘facts’” using numbers that “make little sense.” Kessler also fact-checked DJT’s numerical claims during his time in office and found that, as president, DJT “would routinely say drug dealers would kill thousands of people, such as in 2018, when DJT claimed that: “A drug dealer will kill 2,000, 3,000, 5,000 people, during the course of his or her life.’”

      While we are looking at statistical F&Ms, it is worth noting that, in a single statement by DJT, the number increased by 50%, from 2,000 to 3,000, then jumped another 67%, from 3,000 to 5,000 – more than doubling (from 2,000 to 5,000) in just a couple of seconds. Faster than even the British poet of the Romantic Age, William Blake (1757-1827) could say “Liar, Liar, Pants on Fire,” or as Blake put it in his 1810 poem, “The Liar”: “Deceiver, dissembler; Your trousers are alight; From what pole or gallows; Shall they dangle in the night?” Related to that little ditty, the phrase “There are three kinds of lies – lies, damned lies, and statistics” has been around for well over a century, attributed to the Conservative politician and UK prime minister Benjamin Disraeli (1804-1881), the American humorist and essayist Mark Twain (1835-1910), and others.

      However, in the same way that real-life DJT outdoes characters in movies about liars and lying, DJT may also take these kinds of numerical F&Ms to new heights not seen before in the modern day, English-speaking world of political speeches. Like when Superman leaps tall buildings all in a single bound, here we have a Super F&Mer, with the added power of a random number generator – leaping over facts and figures, truth and evidence effortlessly, F&M-ing and flying to the moon and back.

      HURT PRIDE, AMERICA’S DECLINE, AND THE PROMISED COMEBACK

      Playing on the national pride of a population of a country, then portraying that country as being disrespected, then claiming to re-establish the greatness of that country is a simple three-part strategy that can work well for any populist politician who prefers to stoke the public’s disgruntlement rather than to propose any sound or solid policies to address real and pressing problems. Not only appealing to folks who are so far from gruntled but exacerbating such sentiment is another language strategy used by DJT and his team of advisors (also known, in different court cases against him, as “co-conspirators”).

      For example, at eight to nine minutes into the Announcement, DJT lamented, “how sad, the United States has been embarrassed, humiliated and weakened for all to see,” followed a couple of minutes later by, “America has been mocked, derided and brought to its knees perhaps like never before.” As we saw with his the-end-of-the-world-is-nigh, apocalyptic visions of blood-soaked American cities, it is important to him to keep repeating these same points – regardless of whether or not they are true. Indeed, perhaps, the more untrue they are, the more they are repeated, until the lie can eventually take on the guise of the truth. In this case, towards the end of the Announcement, about 56 to 57 minutes into the 64-minute speech, DJT again claimed that “our country’s a laughing stock right now,” although he neglected to mention who was supposedly laughing at the US or for what reasons. As usual, serious claims are being made by DJT, but with little or no supporting details.

      Northwestern University professor Dan McAdams is known for his work on what is referred to as “personality psychology,” and in 2011, he published George W. Bush and The Redemptive Dream: A Psychological Portrait, a 270-page account of the 43rd President of the USA, George W. Bush, president from 2001 to 2009, and the eldest son of the 41st President of the USA, George H.W. Bush (1924-2018), who was president from 1989 to 1993. McAdams starts The Redemptive Dream by stating, “When it comes to the psychology of George W. Bush, there are two prevailing views. The first is that he was an idiot. The second is that he was a saint” (p. 3). Remind us of anyone we know? Maybe a more recent US president, who is also so polarizing as to be thought of by some as an idiot but by others as a saint?

      With a highly impressive confidence which is usually verboten in regular academic publications, but which can happen in books you write yourself (and even then, you must choose your publisher wisely), McAdams asks, “What makes my psychological explanation of Bush’s decision [to invade Iraq in 2003] and my psychological portrait of his life better than anybody else’s?” In reply to his own rhetorical question, McAdams answers: “One thing that makes my account (much) better is its reliance on psychological science” [original italics], which he vigorously contrasts with “unsubstantiated folk notions or clinical anecdotes” (p. 9). Again, with a self-assuredness rarely seen in print in scholarly writings, McAdams concludes, “If there is a psychological analysis of George W. Bush’s life that calls broadly and systematically upon psychological science, I have not seen it” (p. 9, emphasis added).

      Although my level of confidence in writing Bad Language may not rise to that of McAdams, to the best of my knowledge, this is one of the first published, book-length analysis of DJT’s language, using this kind of systematic, in-depth approach, written for a wider readership. But details of the relatively few other books that have looked at DJT’s language in the past are given at the end of this chapter, although those have been based on DJT’s language from earlier years. Also, those books usually follow the more academic style of long, scholarly books, running to several hundred pages, or else they may take a more surface-level look at his language. Either way, apart from my 2022 New Peace Linguistics book, this appears to be the first book of its kind to do what we are doing here, with some of DJT’s most recent speeches, deconstructing and decoding his language in new ways, and making new connections.

      Returning to McAdams, given his interests, it is no surprise that about ten years after The Redemptive Dream, he turned his attention to DJT, with a 300-page psychological portrait titled, The Strange Case of Donald J. Trump: A Psychological Reckoning (2020). The title comes from the Gothic novella, The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde, published in the 1880s and written by Scottish author Robert Louis Stevenson (1850-1894). McAdams explains to his readers that he will keep his account of DJT as “evidence-based, dispassionate, analytical and fair-minded” as possible, but he also acknowledges that he is “not foolish enough to believe that one can attain a purely objective stance when it comes to a figure as luminously controversial” (p. 6) as DJT.

      Both of those comments by McAdams about his psychological analysis of DJT also apply to this book; i.e., “evidence-based” but not “purely objective,” as that is rarely possible, and especially impossible with someone like DJT. McAdams started by observing that DJT “does not see himself as a person … does not see the different selves that comprise who he is … He does not see a story, for there is no story to see [he] moves through life as we imagine a superhero might, and as he imagines it, too” (2020, p. 4, original italics). And as my analysis of some of the key words, phrases, and lines from the Announcement has shown, McAdams also pointed out that DJT “invokes a powerful narrative, shared by many of his supporters, about the perception of American decline and a promised renewal” (p.4).

      In 2015, in an exhaustive attempt to better understand the “powerful narrative” referred to by McAdams, the Peruvian American journalist and author Carlos Lozada approached an editor at The Washington Post with an idea that must have sounded like the reader-writer equivalent of some sort of “suicide mission” – “to binge-read a selection of books [about DJT] published since the 1980s” (p. 1). Five years – and around 150 books published between 2016 and 2020 – later, Lozada published in 2020 a 250-page book titled, What Were We Thinking: A Brief Intellectual History of the Trump Era (which may one day be looked back on as “the Trump Error”).

      Reading those books gave Lozada a unique insight into “a world where bragging is breathing and insulting is talking, where repetition and contradiction come standard, where vengefulness and insecurity erupt at random” (p. 1), and brought Lozada to the important realization that “[e]lsewhere, such qualities [bragging, insulting etc.] might get in the way of the story. With Trump, they are the story” (p. 1, emphasis added).

      Unfortunately, after slogging through 150 or so books about DJT, Lozada did not feel he had learned as much as he had hoped about DJT, the man himself, but more about the kinds of people who write those kinds of books. For example, in a 2020 interview with Vox reporter Sean Illing, drawing on What Were We Thinking, Lozada was critical of books “that profiled a bunch of Trump voters. That was a common form. Let’s just go out and talk to a bunch of Trump voters and see what they were thinking.” Lozada was also critical of “the books that obsess over Trump,” and of the “cultural intellectual output of this time,” even though spending years reading 150 books all about the same individual may constitute its own kind of obsession.

      MAKE AMERICA HATE AGAIN

      For DJT and his supporters, the “promised renewal” referred to by McAdams rests heavily on one word, “Great,” within one phrase “Make American Great Again.” That tagline turns out to be from more than 40 years ago: it was first used in 1980, by the campaign of the former president of the Screen Actors Guild and 40th President of the US Ronald Reagan (1911-2004), although his tagline started with something a little more inclusive: “Let’s Make America Great Again.” The same phrase was also used during the campaign of the 42nd President, Bill Clinton, who was in office from 1993 to 2001. However, dropping the “Let’s” resulted in the catchier, more pronounceable “MAGA” acronym (as opposed to “LMAGA”), which appears to have taken on a life of its own in US popular culture. Also, the shorter phrase “Make America Great Again” fits nicely onto red-and-white baseball caps, the sales of which may have generated millions of US dollars for the campaign coffers. According to the 2022 memoir by DJT’s son-in-law Jared Kushner, the DJT campaign “made $80,000 per day selling their famous red ‘Make America Great Again’ hats in 2016” (as reported by Alia Shoaib in 2022).

      Some have claimed that “MAGA” may also be code for “Make America White Again.” For example, according to Derald Wing Sue, professor of counseling psychology at Teachers College, Columbia University, the extensive use of the MAGA slogan “conceals a call to return to former days of clearly defined white power and privilege, when women were homemakers instead of in the workforce, when marriage was between a man and a woman, and when homosexuality and other ‘queer’ lifestyles were considered sinful and a mental disorder” (2023).

      In 2016, failed far right Tennessee political wannabe Rick Tyler erected a large billboard saying exactly that: “Make America White Again,” complete with images of dazzlingly White, blonde-haired, blue-eyed children and their parents. And in 2017, reporting for VOA, Melissa Melton asked the question, as the title of her piece: “Is ‘Make America Great Again’ Racist?” After interviewing a number of people, both pro- and anti-DJT, the short answer that Melton arrived at was this: Yes, it probably was/is racist.

      The prominence of the MAGA acronym may be one of the main reasons for the repeated use of the word great throughout the Announcement, from beginning to end, and for great being one of most commonly repeated words in most of DJT’s speeches. In the Announcement, in addition to his opening description of the US as “the greatest country in the history of the world,” his claims that “everybody was doing great” while they built “the greatest economy in the history of the world,” and his lamentations on “the blood-soaked streets of our once-great cities,” DJT managed to get in at least another half-dozen mentions of great, greatest, greatness, etc. before the end of the Announcement. For example, at around 16 minutes into his speech, he referred to “building the greatest economy anytime in the history of the world.”

      The “anytime” phrase was followed a couple of minutes later by DJT saying, “I am tonight announcing my candidacy for president of the United States … in order to make America great and glorious again.” Waiting more than 18 minutes before explicitly stating the purpose of the speech gave DJT time to warm-up the crowd, to ensure the maximum amount of cheering and applause when the purported purpose of his speech was finally clearly stated. At around the 23-minute mark, DJT talked about “our love for this great country, America,” followed about ten minutes later by his claim that the US is “still the best and the biggest country in the world is what we have, we have the best and the biggest.”

      Needless to say, the US is not the biggest country in the world, as its population of around 330 million is dwarfed by the 1.4 billion or so people of India and of China. Likewise, in terms of geographic size, Russia and Canada are bigger than the US. But following on from his biggest/greatest claims, as DJT built up to his conclusion, at about the 57-minute mark, he said that “this is just the beginning of our national greatness agenda, and that’s what we call it, ‘a national greatness agenda’, because our country can be greater than it ever was … our country was great … our country’s not great anymore.”

      DJT ON DJT’S LANGUAGE AND THE RE-MAKING OF AMERICA

      Before we look at the last few minutes of the Announcement, it is revealing to look at how DJT refers to his own use of language. At around 22 minutes, DJT said: “then COVID started coming in from China, we call it ‘the China virus.’ Some people call it other things.” In 2022, a group of researchers at the Ohio State University published a paper titled “Harming and Shaming through Naming: Examining Why Calling the Coronavirus the ‘COVID-19 Virus,’ Not the ‘Chinese Virus,’ Matters.” Lanier Holt, Sophie Kjærvik, and Brad Bushman found that “articles that labeled the coronavirus the ‘Chinese Virus’ (versus the ‘COVID-19 Virus’) were perceived less favorably by Democrats and liberals, in comparison to Republicans and conservatives, who were also more likely to express greater racial prejudice against Chinese- and Asian-Americans and to blame China for the pandemic” (p. 639).

      Whether or not COVID-19 originated in China will continue to be a game of accuse-and-deny between China and the rest of the world. However, as a powerful example of the fact that what we call things matters more than we may realize, changing one word – in this case, from “COVID” to “China” – had large, dramatic, and measurable results. For example, University of California professor Sean Darling-Hammond and his colleagues reported that “[o]n March 8, 2020, there was a 650% increase in Twitter retweets using the term ‘Chinese virus’ and related terms. On March 9, there was an 800% increase in the use of these terms in conservative news media articles” (p. 870). Working with more than 300,000 data points, Darling-Hammond and his team found that “the use of stigmatizing language increased subconscious beliefs that Asian Americans are ‘perpetual foreigners’ [therefore] this research sounds an alarm about the effects of stigmatizing media on the health and welfare of Asian Americans” (p. 870).

      About 25 minutes after swapping “China” for “COVID,” at around 45 minutes into the Announcement, while referring to people from Honduras, Guatemala, and El Salvador trying to enter the US, DJT said: “you sent to us [those people] in the caravans, I love the name, I came up with it, I love the name, the caravans … thousands and thousands of people, and in those caravans, you have some rough, rough people” (emphasis added). As we have already seen, numbers like “thousands and thousands” and claims regarding “rough, rough people” appear to be made up on the spot, with no data, facts, or figures to support such claims. But it is the language-related, self-congratulatory nature of this comment that is noteworthy, not least because it is, of course, not true. As the etymologist Douglas Harper explains, the use of word “caravan” to refer to a “company of travelers, pilgrims, merchants, etc., going together for security” can be traced back over 400 years to the 1590s (and possibly even earlier). What DJT did was to popularize the use of the word “caravan” in the mainstream media and on social media, but he clearly did not come up with it.

      CONCLUDING THE ANNOUNCEMENT

      In the last couple of minutes of the Announcement (63 to 64 minutes), DJT starts his wrap-up by saying: “America's golden age is just ahead, and together we will make America powerful again.” That is followed by a simple but effective five-time repetition of a six-word formula: “We will make America wealthy again; we will make America strong again; we will make America proud again; we will make America safe again; we will make America glorious again,” changing one key word each time: wealthy; strong; proud; safe; glorious. And while it is not possible to know for sure either way, it may be that the five main adjectives were presented in some sort of perceived order of importance or priority, by DJT, his speech writers, and/or his supporters. That five-by-six build-up predictably culminated in DJT’s favorite adjective: “And we will make America great again. Thank you very much. God bless you all.”

      The conclusion of the Announcement was mainly a summative repetition of points made previously, using similar or the same language, reiterating DJT’s chronological F&Ms:

      
        	America used to be great

        	In recent years, before DJT, America was no longer great

        	During the four years of the DJT presidency, America was great again – the greatest

        	During the four years of the non-DJT presidency, America was again not great

        	During another four years of a DJT presidency, America will be great again – even greater, and possibly the greatest ever

      

      This series of claims is so simple as to be understood by a child but to my knowledge, DJT’s presidential claims have not been presented in this way before, perhaps because it may seem to be “too obvious.” Yet the childish simplicity of the claims may be one of their greatest strengths, no matter how counter-intuitive this may seem to intelligent adults.
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            OIL, GAS, AND GUNS: PART 1

          

        

      

    

    
      INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

      One year after the Announcement, DJT gave a speech in Houston, Texas on November 2, 2023. The speech lasted just over 90 minutes and was composed of approximately 16,000 words. Because the speech was so long, in order to complete an in-depth analysis, we have divided the examination into two chapters. Because this speech was given to a Texas audience, one of the recurring themes referred to by DJT was the connection between oil, gas, and guns in relation to that particular state. Therefore, this speech will be referred to as the OGG.

      Based on the decoding and deconstruction of the first part of the OGG, in addition to the language-related strategies revealed in Chapter 2, a number of different strategies will be seen here. First, the importance of patriotic appeals, and the fact that patriotism pays, is highlighted as a powerful introduction to these kinds of campaign rallies. And although factors such as background music are not usually commented on in the analyses of DJT’s speeches carried out by others, we show that attention should be paid to the use of such songs. In relation to the use of patriotism, we also discuss a strategy we refer to as “implication by opposition,” in which “hardworking American patriots” are highlighted as a way of distinguishing supporters of DJT from those who do not support him.

      Another language-related strategy we show in this chapter is the making of what may be referred to as “fake connections” between aspects that are really not all that closely connected. The OGG starts with an oil-gas-guns connection as well as faith-family and God-country connections, with all seven aspects being rolled into one, in spite of fundamental differences between them. We also make use of an old English proverb or saying, “the pot calling the kettle black,” to refer to a blaming strategy used by DJT and his supporters, when DJT is found guilty of doing something he should not have been doing. At that point, DJT claims that others were worse than him for doing more of whatever it is he is accused of doing too much of, from playing golf to becoming a convicted felon.

      Another of the recurring themes in DJT’s campaign rally speeches which we investigate in this chapter is his F&Ms equating immigrants – or as he insists on referring to them, “illegal aliens” – with criminal activity and rising crime rates, even when they are, in fact, falling. Although DJT has not yet publicly used the portmanteau “crimigrants,” the word may appear at some point, as he continues to present the two – immigrants and criminals – as synonymous.

      We also look at language-related examples of cognitive decline, but we also consider the question of whether or not, in addition to such decline, underlying the apparent randomness of DJT’s speech patterns there may be a deliberate system and a structure in place. There are also examples of DJT as an entertaining story-teller, but one whose stories are being used to “demonize differences.”

      PATRIOT GAMES

      In 2022, to celebrate the upcoming Independence Day, the 4th of July, the staff at Entertainment Weekly magazine put together a list of what they considered to be the 25 most patriotic movies – from a US perspective. Ranked as 12th is the oldest movie on the list, Mr. Smith Goes to Washington, which was released in October 1939, just six weeks after the official start of World War II, on September 1 of that year. Mr. Smith was directed by the Italian-American director, producer, and screenwriter Frank Capra, who during WW II worked with the US Army Signal Corps to produce propaganda films, including a series of seven Why We Fight films, produced by the US Department of War from 1942 to 1945, as ordered by the longest-serving US President, Franklin Roosevelt (1882-1945; in office, 1933-1945). Mr. Smith was considered a box-office success and received mostly positive reviews, although a few reviewers did comment on the propagandist nature of the movie.

      The most recent movie on the EW list is the 2016 movie Hidden Figures, based on the non-fiction, biographical book of the same name, written by African American author Margot Lee Shetterly, published under the full title of Hidden Figures: The American Dream and the Untold Story of the Black Women Who Helped Win the Space Race (2016). The book and the movie focus on three female African American mathematicians who helped NASA win the Space Race, which was a competition between the US and the Soviet Union to see who would be the first to be able to send someone to the Earth’s moon. Like Mr. Smith, Hidden Figures was a box-office success, making an estimated net profit of around 100 million USD, and it too was mostly positively reviewed.

      EW’s list also includes such well-known patriotic movies as Independence Day (1996), in which aliens attack the Earth and blow up the White House, and the original Top Gun (1986), full of death-defying fighter-jet maneuvers. A more up-to-date list would include the sequel, Top Gun: Maverick, released in 2022 – a record-breaking 36 years after the original. The EW list did not include the 1992 action thriller Patriot Games, based on the 1987 novel by Tom Clancy. Patriot Games also received mostly positive reviews and did very well at the box office, taking nearly 180 million USD worldwide, and spending six weeks in the top ten of movies seen in the US.

      What we can learn from these movies – and the great many other US-centric patriotic Hollywood movies – is that patriotism pays. This fact is by now all too well known, and has been tirelessly exploited by politicians all over the world, probably throughout human history. But in the modern-day, English-language political world, DJT may once again represent an exemplar of that particular game.

      GOD BLESS AMERICA – AND NOWHERE ELSE

      “I’m proud to be an American, where at least I know I’m free, and I won’t forget the men who died, who gave that right to me. And I'd gladly stand up next to you, and defend her still today, 'cause there ain't no doubt, I love this land, God bless the USA.” And with that rousing opening song (God Bless the USA, recorded and released by American country music singer Melvin Lee Greenwood in 1984), so began the second speech we will look at, the Oil, Gas, and Guns speech, or the OGG. As he was born in 1942, Greenwood should have been conscripted into the US Armed Forces, due to the (then) ongoing military draft. However, he was given what is called a Category 3A deferment on account of his becoming a father at the age of just 17. Similarly, DJT was also exempted from conscription, but in his case, thanks to a New York podiatrist who was a friend of DJT’s father, who wrote DJT a note, excusing him from active military service due to purported bone spurs in the heels of the young and delicate DJT (as widely reported by CNN, in USA Today, and elsewhere).

      So, in spite of Greenwood’s lyrics about standing next to the men who died to defend the USA, both he and DJT were able to avoid all of the horrors of war, such as that fought by the US in Vietnam, which lasted for 20 years, from 1955 to 1975, during which more than one million people were killed, mostly Vietnamese, Cambodians, Laotians, and US soldiers. And in spite of Greenwood’s patriotic lyrics, it was, of course, not just “men who died” but women and children too. Therefore, although it is tempting to dismiss the use of this kind of opening song as jingoistic background music for right-wing politicians, it is worth taking a moment to appreciate the hypocrisy behind such musical introductions. In this case, the misrepresentations had started even before DJT opened his mouth.

      After a few minutes of the Greenwood song came the usual chants of “USA, USA, USA,” followed by the US national anthem, The Star-Spangled Banner, written in 1812 by the American lawyer Francis Scott Key (1779-1843), who was supposedly inspired by seeing the British Royal Navy bombing Baltimore, Maryland in the War of 1812. It is likely that most people who have lived in the US for most of their lives will be familiar with the lyrics of the anthem, which include: “And the rockets’ red glare, the bombs bursting in air, gave proof through the night that our flag was still there.” Again, we can see the militaristic focus of the US national anthem, which is mentioned in the national anthem of many countries, including that of Great Britain, the author of which is unknown, but its origins appear to go all the way back to the 1600s and Shakespearean times.

      Regarding the repeated request for God to please focus His blessings on the USA, in the 2003 movie Head of State, starring Chris Rock as an unwitting political pawn in an upcoming US presidential election, one of the recurring lines is, “God bless America. And no place else.” The line is, of course, meant to be comedic, absurd or even ridiculous, but in the 20-plus years since Head of State was released, especially during the four years of DJT and his administration, that sentiment has become a reality, as a result of the so-called “America First” policy pursued by DJT. That policy has come to be characterized as “American Alone,” as discussed extensively, for example, by Tom McTague and Peter Nicholas writing for The Atlantic in 2020. Like many other commentators, McTague and Nicholas concluded that “[i]n his desperation to restore and showcase American strength, Donald Trump has made the country weaker.”

      GOD’S COUNTRY

      After a few minutes of music and chanting, DJT started the OGG by saying:

      
        
        I love Texas, and it’s big and strong, and the people are big and strong too … it’s great to be back with thousands of proud, hardworking American patriots who believe in faith and family, God and country, oil, gas, and guns.

      

      

      Two large teleprompters can clearly be seen on either side of the lectern where DJT was standing, and like those of most politicians, his speeches are written by others. In the case of DJT, those people may include the far right advisor to DJT, Stephen Miller (see, for example, Josh Harkinson’s 2016 piece on Miller). Given the content of DJT’s speeches, it is perhaps not surprising that his speechwriters appear reluctant to openly identify themselves as such. However, whoever is writing his stuff for him, they know what they are doing with language, and it is openings like the “I love Texas …” line that deserve closer attention than they are usually given. The repeated description of the place and the people as “big and strong” is an obvious appeal to DJT’s adoring fans, who presumably do not notice or care that it is perfectly possible to be big but weak or small but strong. However, by equating the two, and applying it to them, the crowd gets to feel good about themselves and their hero.

      Looking beyond the opening, sycophantic flatteries, it is DJT’s reference to being back with “thousands of proud, hardworking American patriots who believe in faith and family, God and country, oil, gas, and guns” that shows the tangled but effective web of F&Ms being woven by his words. Using a strategy that may be called “implication by opposition,” DJT implies that those who support him are “hardworking American patriots,” thereby implying, or signaling, that those who do not support him are the opposite – lazy foreigners, not “real Americans,” and un-patriotic individuals, harboring evil machinations upon the nice people in the country that has so kindly and so generously allowed them to live there (often as second-class citizens working for minimum wage).

      Following up on those fictitious oil-gas-guns and proud-hardworking-patriot tripartite comparisons and implied contrasts, DJT made a seven-part move, connecting “faith and family” with “God and country” with “oil, gas, and guns.” Each of those seven items could be connected to any/all of the six other items, making a total of at least 36 possible inter-connections – but only one is a valid and clear connection. Any guesses which one?

      Only the oil-gas connection is strong, as they are both non-renewable, fossil-fuel energy sources, the burning of which for many decades has been contributing substantially to the warming of our planet, with the consequent climate disasters. But that has not stopped many global businesses and the politicians who support them (in return for generous rewards) from denying what is happening to our world because of oil and gas (and coal). None of the other connections made by DJT are in the same category as the oil-gas connections, in terms of a clear, strong connection. It is likely that all of the world’s major religions recognize that families are important, but the kind of family being alluded to by DJT is what used to be called the “nuclear” family (no connection to the energy source) in which there is one heterosexual mother, one heterosexual father, and a couple of heterosexual children (ideally, all with light-white skin, very blond hair, and bright blue eyes).

      Regarding “God and country,” while no country can lay exclusive claim to being “God’s country,” a significant number of people in the US who claim to be Christian (but whose treatment of non-Christian people contradict their espoused Biblical beliefs) seem to believe that their country is indeed God’s country. In his recent book Is This God's Country? Religion and Democracy in America (2024), University of Notre Dame professor Robert Audi questions that pervasive notion of nation and looks at where those ideas come from. It is clearly possible for anybody in any country to make the same claim, as due to the supposedly unknowable nature of God, such a claim can never be proved nor disproved.

      According to an exhaustive state-by-state survey of gun ownership in the US, carried out by the CBS news network in 2021 (published in 2022), at one end of the scale, in Rhode Island, fewer than 15% of people there live in homes with guns, compared with the number one state for that same situation (no guesses necessary here), Texas, where the figure was more than 45% in 2021. That explains DJT’s “oil, gas, and guns” reference in the OGG, onto which a logical oil-gas pairing is joined with a spurious connection to guns.

      Outside of DJT and his followers, it is rare to find that particular three-part connection except in cases of extreme violence. For example, in the book Organized Violence: Capitalist Warfare in Latin America (2019), there is a chapter by Guadalupe Correa-Cabrera and Carlos Daniel Gutiérrez-Mannix titled “Oil, Gas, and Guns War, Privatization, and Violence in Tamaulipas, Mexico.”

      In relation to DJT’s constant, recurring references to the causal relationships between criminal activity and the drug trade, the chapters in Organized Violence present compelling evidence that challenges that narrative. Correa-Cabrera and Gutiérrez-Mannix look instead at aspects such as logistics infrastructure and social control, as well as the vested interests of extractive industries such as oil and coal in perpetuating that narrative.

      To highlight the differences between his Republican Party and the Democratic Party, DJT followed his “oil, gas, and, guns” reference with: “Democrats don’t believe in guns, they don’t believe in oil, and they don’t believe in God.” Here, in another three-part kind of bait-and-switch move, DJT grouped together three sets of beliefs, only one of which can be classified as a belief; i.e., believing (or not) in God. However, oil and guns are objects that can be seen and held in the physical world, and as such are not articles of faith that require followers to believe in them, although DJT presents oil, gas, and guns as being in the same category as a divine entity.

      CRIMINAL INTENT

      Over the next half hour of the OGG (from around 6 to 36 minutes), the three main recurring themes in the OGG were: 1) criticizing the current president of the USA, Joe Biden; 2) criticizing the growth of the electric vehicles industry; and 3) promoting the use of fossil fuels, while continuing to push and peddle his trademark MAGA theme. For example, at the 13-minute mark, DJT said that he and his followers will “beat crooked Joe Biden, he’s crooked as hell, he’s also incompetent, he’s crooked and he’s incompetent … that’s a bad combination. But we’re going to beat him in November and we're going to make America great again, greater than ever before.” Regarding DJT’s long-standing and regularly repeated F&Ms that Joe Biden is “crooked,” engaged in illegal and criminal activities, in May 2024, news agencies around the world carried front-page news that DJT had been convicted of dozens of felonies.

      Reporting for ABC News, Peter Charalambous and Ivan Pereira gave this impressively clear and concise summary of the man and his situation: “Donald Trump, the second-generation New York business mogul who led one of the most consequential right-wing populist movements and changed the face of presidential politics [in the USA] was found guilty of 34 felonies in his home city [NYC] Thursday [May 30, 2024], becoming the first president in American history to be criminally convicted.” Of the 46 presidents of the US, over a period of well over 200 years (going back to the first President, George Washington, in office 1789-1797), only one has ever been criminally convicted. Therefore, DJT’s repeated accusations that Biden is “crooked” is a good example of “the pot calling the kettle black,” referring to when someone accuses another person of doing the same thing the accuser is doing themselves. Sometimes the accuser is actually more guilty of doing the same thing than the accused.

      Speaking of black, one of DJT’s repeated accusations leveled at his predecessor, the two-term 44th President, Barack Hussein Obama (BHO), who served in office from 2009 to 2017, was that BHO spent way too much time on the golf course. Again, as noted in Chapter 2, these kinds of F&Ms are easily exposed as such, as they are easily measurable. For example, in 2020, shortly after COVID-19 was declared a global pandemic by the World Health Organization, DJT was criticized for golfing, twice, during the Memorial Day weekend that year. In response to the criticisms, DJT tweeted, “Barack was always playing golf.”

      Enter, once again, the fact-checkers, including Daniel Dale and Holmes Lybrand, reporting for CNN: “Obama played 98 rounds of golf through this point in his presidency, according to data provided to CNN by Mark Knoller, a veteran CBS News White House correspondent who is known for tracking presidential activities. By contrast, Knoller said, “Trump has spent all or part of 248 days at a golf course.” And CNN’s own count was even higher, clocking 266 days that DJT had spent on his golf courses at that point; i.e., more than 2½ times as many days of presidential golf time compared to BHO’s.

      The year before, in 2019, the Sports Illustrated writer Rick Reilly published his book, Commander in Cheat: How Golf Explains Trump, a 250-page summary of the findings from his interviews with more than 100 golf professionals, caddies, and others, based on which he arrived at two conclusions: Trump cheats, and Trump lies.

      Sadly, golf alone cannot explain DJT. And as noted in the previous chapter, while DJT’s followers may try to excuse his inexcusable behavior with their ever-weaker sounding “Oh, well, you know how it is, all politicians cheat and lie. They all do it,” whether or not that is true – and either way the statement is impossible to prove or disprove – it is quite possible that in the modern-day, English-language political world, nobody makes demonstrably, provably false claims like DJT. That much has, over the years, become painfully obvious to anyone who is paying attention.

      However, it is necessary to go deeper, to develop a better understanding of how someone like DJT operates, and in the case of this particular book, how that person uses language to achieve their goals; i.e., to manipulate not communicate. In this pot-kettle move, DJT accuses people of doing things that not only is he doing but which he is doing to a much greater extent. That move may be categorized as an attempt at deflection, to take the spotlight off his own reprehensible behaviors by claiming that someone else behaved the same, only worse. However, when DJT tries to do that, because the F&Ms are so flimsy, they can backfire as soon as anyone checks up on what he has said or done.

      After repeatedly accusing Biden of being “crooked,” DJT accused JRB of “wrecking the energy [industry] … who’s in favor of cars that go very short distances that happen to be all electric?” That jokingly rhetorical question from DJT was met with loud boos from the crowd, who presumably do not know and/or do not care that their own government – in this case, the US Department of Energy’s Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy – is producing documents which clearly state that “[e]lectricity is much cheaper than gasoline or diesel fuel, costing about $6 to drive 200 miles at a nationwide average,” that “EVs are about three times more efficient than conventional vehicles,” and that “[m]ost currently available electric vehicles have ranges between 110 and over 300 miles.”

      STORY-TELLING TO DEMONIZE DIFFERENTNESS

      In addition to those three main recurring themes over that first 30-minute stretch of the OGG, DJT took a minute to once again demonize immigrants and pander to the more racist elements in his audience – bearing in mind that that may be the majority of his supporters. At the 13-minute mark, DJT said:

      
        
        We're going to have to have a massive deportation effort, because we can’t have this. We have them coming in from jails … from mental institutions and insane asylums … because other countries are dumping their people from mental institutions and insane asylums … including a lot of terrorists are coming in.

      

      

      In less than one minute, DJT spouts multiple F&Ms about where the vast majority of those people are coming from – untruths which were met, as usual, which cheers and applause from his audience.

      At around 36 minutes, DJT told two stories, designed to be heart-warming, family-oriented, and aimed at attacking the transgender community. The first story was about a US female weightlifter in a competition who lost to someone who was originally, biologically male but who had had gender transformation surgery to become a woman.

      The second story followed the same pattern, but it was about a US female swimmer who also lost to someone who was originally male, who also had surgery to become a female. The first story took less than two minutes to tell (from around the 36- to 38-minute mark) and the following story took only about one minute tell. Just three minutes in total, but it is the ways in which DJT tells the stories that is (if you will forgive the pun) so telling. First, DJT introduced his story-telling with quite an extraordinary segue:

      
        
        Under the Trump administration, electric hybrid and gasoline powered engines will be allowed all over our country and all over the world. But remember this, very important, that’s allowed, but child sexual mutilation will not be allowed, okay, will not be allowed.

      

      

      What?!

      DJT’s adoring fans cheered at that announcement of what will and will not be allowed, and after some brief rambling, DJT said again:

      
        
        “[W]e will stop child mutilation … we will stop it … we will give back parents their rights in school … they don’t have any rights … we will give back parental rights … or how about this one, we will not allow men in women’s sports.

      

      

      Finally, after about 1½ minutes, the connection between DJT’s initial comment about not allowing “child sexual mutilation” and not allowing “men in women’s sports” is made, albeit under the guise of parental rights in schools.

      If we were to try to map that 90 seconds of spoken text, even though it is so short a period of time, the lines would look like those of a young child with colored crayons, scribbling randomly on a page. But that does raise an important question: What if Trump and his speech writers do this deliberately?

      Some people who look at DJT’s speech patterns wonder if those patterns are a sign of cognitive decline; for example, Boston University neurologist Professor Andrew Budson. In January 2024, Budson was interviewed for the Boston University magazine by Rich Barlow, who reported that DJT had recently “repeatedly confused Nikki Haley for Nancy Pelosi, and also appeared to slur a number of words at a campaign rally. Trump has also referred a number of times recently to former President Barack Obama when it was clear he meant Biden.”

      Many others have expressed similar concerns, based on DJT’s speech patterns. For example, Cornell University psychology professor Harry Segal stated in March 2024 that DJT “has a documented history of lying that is so marked as to be considered ‘pathological.’” And while accepting that “politicians often say untrue things,” Segal concluded that “the frequency of Trump’s lying is so extreme as to meet criteria for sociopathic behavior, since he tells falsehoods across all life domains, from his personal relationships to business dealings and finally to politics” (emphasis added).

      Born in 1946, DJT is now 78 years old, so cognitive decline may well be playing a part in his speech patterns – and maybe those of JRB too, as he was born in 1942 and is now 81 years old. And “cognitive decline” may be, years from now, if DJT ends up in one of those “insane asylums” that he likes to refer to in his speeches, how he and his followers excuse what he said – it wasn’t him, it was his poor brain!

      But in addition to whatever cognitive decline may be at work, analyses like the ones presented in this book (and in my work elsewhere) also show that perhaps such convoluted and plainly illogical lines of reason – or lack of reason – may in fact be deliberate. They may be designed not just to play to the crowd and to fire up DJT’s adoring fans so that they will vote for him, adore him, even love him – but perhaps designed to be beyond rational understanding, so that people just write off such language as nonsensical verbiage.

      This is not to suggest that there is some hidden work of genius at play here, as some of DJT’s most ardent supporters may claim. But a key question that has to be asked at this point is: What if the smoke-and-mirrors, the deflections and reflections, and the myriad F&Ms are deliberate, and even carefully designed? How much of what DJT says and does, and how his followers respond to his words and actions, could be explained by such deliberate design?

      DJT THE ENTERTAINER

      To return to DJT’s story-telling, let’s look at the weightlifting incident, which he began at the 36-minute mark: “Should I tell the one story? Have you heard it before? The one story is a young woman who was a great champion weightlifter, and she was going to break the record.” According to DJT:

      
        
        Her mother, her father, her husband, everybody was there, two kids, and they’re in the front row … and she gets [the barbell] up, and she’s so proud of herself. She gets it up. Oh, she’s got it. The mother's going ‘Go baby, go. You can do it you can do it, baby. I love you so much.’”

      

      

      But then tragedy strikes, as the weightlifter struggles, losing control, saying (according to DJT):

      
        
        “I’m sorry, mom, I didn’t do it … didn’t do it.”

      

      

      DJT then contrasted the poor woman weightlifter with her opponent, saying: “Then a guy comes along. He's next and he transitioned recently (emphasis added). They said, ‘Have you lifted before?’” to which the guy replied (according to DJT), “No I haven't really [and] he goes over the bar” – but then lifts it up like it weighed nothing. DJT concluded the story-telling by saying: “I think they broke the record by 150 pounds that day.” Also, in the middle of his story-telling, DJT broke off, effectively interrupting himself, saying: “I shouldn't do this, ’cause the first lady hates, hates me when I do it. She said ‘Please don't do the weightlifting [story] It’s not presidential [but] I said ‘but the crowds like it.’”

      During the telling of the story, DJT let go of the lectern, which he usually holds onto for most of his speeches, so he could mime the first woman weightlifter picking up the barbell from the ground, bringing it up to her shoulders, trying to raise it above her head, but ultimately failing to hold it up there, dropping it back down to the ground. Watching DJT’s body language during what appears to be such clownish miming, with his arms, hands, and facial gestures, it is tempting to write it off as a display of silly buffoonery. But as he himself said, “the crowds like it,” and they do. They lap it up, which matters because they want to be entertained.

      Most politicians, especially those of the elder statesmen/women kind, are serious, because they are usually talking about serious matters, such as the economy, climate change, the environment, jobs, housing, healthcare, education, etc. But what if some crowds are tired of serious politicians, talking seriously about serious matters? This may be one of the needs that DJT satisfies – for a particular demographic. That demographic may no longer believe what politicians say, claiming that they all lie and that none of them can be trusted. So, from their point of view, why not sit back, relax, and just enjoy the show? The power of that appeal – again, within a particular demographic – should not be dismissed nor underestimated.
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            OIL, GAS, AND GUNS: PART 2

          

        

      

    

    
      INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

      In the previous chapter, we deconstructed and decoded the first part of the 16,000-word, 90-minute OGG campaign rally speech given by DJT in Houston, Texas on November 2, 2023. In this chapter, we will do the same with the second part of the OGG, to uncover and expose additional language-related strategies used by DJT and his speech writers not to communicate but to manipulate, as we have seen in the two previous chapters.

      In the second half of the OGG, DJT used a F&M strategy in which fact and fiction are carefully blended together to create a semblance of the truth. Speaking in what appears to be the oil-gas-guns capital of the USA, DJT focused part of his complaints, criticisms, and attacks on the electric vehicle industry in general and the auto industries in China and India in particular. The strategy was to completely ignore the fact that each of those two countries has a population more than four times than that of the US (around 1.4 billion vs. 330 million). Instead, DJT’s strategy was to blame the government of the US, the Democratic Party and its President, Joe Biden, for the US auto industry not doing well due to electric vehicles, as well as the auto industries in China and in India.

      It is possible that the misattribution of vehicular cause-and-effect was accidental, but it seems more likely that such misattributions were calculated and deliberate.

      It is also possible that DJT’s speech writers were banking on his supporters being all-in on the “America First” policy, in which the US is somehow magically disconnected from the rest of the world’s inter-dependent economy, which it was instrumental in creating. In that case, DJT and his speech writers may have understandably assumed that their supporters would have little or no interest in knowing anything about the great, big world outside of the US. Keeping DJT’s audience from the reality that the US might become less and less important in world affairs compared with, for example, China and India, might also have been part of what DJT’s speech writers were banking on.

      A sizable chunk of this chapter explores what is now widely recognized as the “Victimhood Strategy” of DJT’s team, in which DJT spends half his time telling everyone what a fabulous, amazing, and unbelievably good life he has led, due to his superior intellect and ability, but the other half whining about how victimized he is, and asking people to feel sorry for him. In this chapter, that is referred to as the envy-me-pity-me pattern or cycle, which relates to DJT’s repeated comparing of himself, favorably, with the 1920s and 1930s US criminal Al Capone. In this chapter, we also show how the notion of “common sense” can be harnessed to present almost anything as reasonable, no matter how unreasonable the F&Ms are, and look at some of the F&Ms related to the US economy, in particular income taxes in the US, changes to which have been well-documented as benefitting the people who are already the richest in the USA, at the expense of those who are some of the poorest.

      The chapter concludes by highlighting one of the most shocking statements made by DJT not only in the second part of the OGG, but made anywhere at any time. In this particular F&M, DJT appears to say quite clearly that he did not accept the outcome of the 2020 US presidential elections, because the US had done so well under the DJT administration that it was simply not possible for him not to have won that election.

      However, even if the US had, on the whole, for the majority of people, done well when DJT was president, that would still not have been an acceptable reason to reject the election results so strongly that people died during protests against those results. Unfortunately, it has also been clearly shown that the majority of the population in the US was worse off at the end of the four years of the DJT administration than it was at the beginning.

      FAST AND FURIOUS GANGSTERS

      Many movie-goers are familiar with The Fast and the Furious franchise, as it has stretched over more than 20 years, from the original re-boot, released in 2001, to the tenth movie, Fast X, released in 2023, although the first Fast and Furious was a 1954 American crime drama. The first four movies in the franchise focused on illegal street car racing, after which the action shifted to heist and spy-type movies. The lead character in all the movies, Dominic Toretto, is played by the American actor and producer known as Vin Diesel (born Mark Sinclair), who is one of the highest-grossing actors in the industry, in terms of worldwide box-takings, with a total for his 30 or so movies in the billions of US dollars.

      In the fourth movie, the double-definite article was dropped, to make it just Fast and Furious (2009), in which the Brian O’Conner character gets to deliver a line that helps to make it clear why this book has an underlying movie theme running through it: “I lied to you. I lied to Dom, I lied to everybody. That's what I do best.” Remind us of anyone we know? Likewise, in the ninth movie, The Fast Saga (2021), the Otto character gets to say a now-famous line that also relates to some of the points made in this book: “Oh, man, I am so sorry. No one told you, huh? Spoiled, rich pricks run the world.”

      Another group of movies that closely relate to the analyses presented in this chapter revolve around the famous 1920s Italian-American criminal, Alphonse Gabriel Capone (1899-1947), nicknamed “Scarface,” who was the co-founder and head of the gang known as the “Chicago Outfit,” which became notorious during the Prohibition Era in the US, which lasted from around 1920 to 1933. Capone’s seven-year reign, from 1925 to 1931, as the head of the Outfit ended when he was sent to prison in 1932, aged 33. The original movie, titled simply Al Capone, was a biographical drama released in 1959, and in spite of the glamorizing of Capone’s life, especially after his death, the movie presented a more gritty, realistic picture of Capones’ life while he was in prison.

      In 1975, another movie about his life was made, titled even more simply, Capone, with the tagline: “Now, after 45 years, the true story can be told.” And in 2020, yet another movie, with the same one-word family-name-only title was released, that focused on Capone’s life after his time in prison, by which time, he had been diagnosed with neurosyphilis and dementia. The 2020 remake was not well-reviewed and bombed at the box-office – which may turn out to be the inevitable end of all such gangster movies, and indeed the gangsters themselves.

      THE MONSTERS OF INDIA AND CHINA

      According to a 2023 report by the Department of Commerce within the International Trade Administration, “China continues to be the world’s largest vehicle market by both annual sales and manufacturing output, with domestic production expected to reach 35 million vehicles by 2025 … over 26 million vehicles were sold in 2021, including 21.5 million passenger vehicles, an increase of 7% from 2020.” However, the auto industry in India is catching up to China and may eventually surpass it at some point. For example, the Government of India website, Invest India, reports that between April 2023 and March 2024, nearly 29 million motor vehicles, including passenger and commercial vehicles, three-wheelers, two-wheelers, and quadricycles, were manufactured.

      The Invest India website also states that India is: “the largest tractor manufacturer, second-largest bus manufacturer, and third largest heavy trucks manufacturer in the world.” Some of the reasons for those facts and figures are explained in an April 2024 report in the Indian newspaper The Economic Times: “India's rapidly growing auto market is poised to hit a milestone, with projections indicating it will reach USD 300 billion by 2026. That growth is fueled by various factors, including rising income levels, urbanization, and a burgeoning middle class with increasing purchasing power.”

      For anyone who knows anything about the big picture of our world today, those numbers should not come as a surprise, given that there are now approximately 1.4 billion people in India and 1.4 billion people in China – compared to the US population of around 330 million, which is less than one quarter of either India’s or China’s. Unfortunately, from the point of view of the environmental damage done to our planet by our cars, four times as many people may want four times as many cars.

      Apart from taxes applied to goods imported from another country, there is little or nothing that anybody in the US can do about the populations in India or China, and their desire to own and drive cars. And taxation is exactly what is already happening, and which has been happening for some time now, as noted in the same 2023 Department of Commerce report: “US-made vehicles exported to China face the same 15% tariff China applied to most major trading partners.”

      Given the exponential growth of the auto industries in India and China, DJT was, in some ways, right when, at around the 43-minute mark of the OGG, he described India and China as “monsters” in terms of manufacturing. However, he then misattributed the cause of that monstrousness: “because of our politicians, who were very stupid or corrupt … they destroyed our country, I mean they’ve destroyed the manufacturing base of our country.” Here we can see, then, the misattribution of cause-and-effect as one of the recurring strategies used by DJT and his speech writers. And while DJT himself may know little or nothing about the facts and figures of the auto industries in India or China (or anywhere else for that matter), it is likely that his speech writers are well aware of at least some of those facts and figures.

      However, DJT’s speech writers may also have calculated that the demographic they are courting and the crowds they are playing to are not interested in seeing the big picture and understanding more about the world around them. For those people, knowing more/anything about those countries that already dwarf them in scale and scope and which may well one day eclipse them, if they have not done so already, is a frightening reality.

      An effective and potentially vote-getting way of keeping DJT’s fans and followers away from this reality is to blame “our politicians, who were very stupid or corrupt … they destroyed our country … destroyed the manufacturing base of our country.” And it is important to note here that by “our politicians,” DJT really meant “their politicians” – the politicians of those who oppose us, who oppress us, the politicians of our enemies.

      THE ENVY ME, PITY ME PATTERN

      The China and India “monsters” comment was followed by a few minutes of rambling about boat-building legislation in South Korea – about which it seems unlikely that anyone outside of South Korea would know all that much. After that, DJT pointed to one of his supporters in the crowd and said: “I got more indictments than Al Capone. If I flew my plane right over there, they’d indict me for flying over his property.” As we saw in Chapter 3, in May 2024, approximately six months after the OGG Capone comment, DJT was “found guilty of 34 felonies … becoming the first president in American history to be criminally convicted” (Charalambous & Pereira).

      But six months earlier, in November 2023, the way in which DJT made his Al Capone comment that day, with his flailing hand gestures and half-grinning facial expression, it could have sounded almost like a boast of some kind. Or it may have been part of a pattern we can see in DJT’s speeches in which he presents himself as the victim of great injustices unfairly perpetrated against his poor defenseless self. For example, in the last part of DJT’s Announcement speech (see Chapter 2), he said, at around the 53-minute mark: “I'm a victim, I will tell you, I'm a victim,” which was followed at the 60-minute mark by: “We will be persecuted, just as I have been, I mean, I have been, but many people in this room have been. But we will not be intimidated.”

      The idea that a White, American male, in his late 70s – who has lived his whole life in the US and who has enjoyed a lifetime of privilege that is completely unimaginable to the vast majority of the people on the planet – is a “victim” seems to require, at best, a (very) long stretch of the imagination. At worst, it is a shameless call for people to feel sorry for him. Yet at the same time, the same person has spent so much of their entire life telling everyone how great and successful they have been, in every area of their life, so that people will envy them.

      This envy-me-pity-me pattern or cycle has been documented and reported on for many years. For example, in 2016, CNN’s Jeremy Diamond and Daniella Diaz reported that DJT had “called himself a ‘victim’ as more women continued to come forward … accusing him of sexual assault and harassment.”

      At that time, in 2016, DJT went on to say: “As you have seen, I am a victim of one of the great political smear campaigns in the history of our country … They are coming after me to try and destroy what is considered by even them the greatest movement in the history of our country.” The use of phrases such as “as you have seen” and “even them” help to give the impression that what follows has already been demonstrated and observed, even when that is not the case, and the reality may in fact be the opposite of what is being implied. The repeated references to “the history of our country” may be calculated exaggerations or may simply be indicative of DJT’s lack of knowledge of US history, despite his claims of loving the country so much.

      When portraying oneself as a victim – especially when the person describing themselves as such may have in fact been the attacker – it can be a great help to have influential supporters repeat the same false claims. For example, in 2017, Foster Friess, a millionaire US businessman who has donated substantial sums of money to the Republican Party, told CNBC reporter Matthew Belvedere: “I love Donald Trump … He’s become a victim. And he’s being bullied.”

      The following year, in 2018, an in-depth article was published in The Washington Post titled, “The President as the Persecuted: Donald Trump’s Strategy of Self-Victimization,” written by Pulitzer Prize-winning journalist, Philip Rucker. The key word there is strategy, which indicates that, beyond the envy-me-pity-me cycle – which may seem randomly contradictory – beyond the apparent delusional wallowing in self-pity, there may be a calculated and coordinated approach to this potentially powerful misrepresentation.

      In 2019, professor of communication studies at Texas Tech University Brian Ott wrote an opinion piece for USA Today, drawing on his 2020 book, The Twitter Presidency: Donald J. Trump and the Politics of White Rage (co-authored with Greg Dickinson). At that time, there were calls for DJT to be impeached, which did happen in December 2019 (and again in 2021). In his piece for USA Today, based on his research, Ott listed three main reasons DJT and his followers insist on falsely claiming that he and they are “all victims.” According to Ott: “First, it allows Trump … to continue to position himself as a Washington outsider under attack from establishment forces … Second, the rhetoric of victimhood allows Trump to continue to protect his overinflated ego … Third, playing the victim card allows Trump … to avoid responsibility for his alleged crimes and misdeeds.”

      Also, as part of the envy-me-pity-me cycle, Ott added that DJT playing the victim also “allows him to portray himself as a sympathetic figure to his base.” In 2020, Paul Rosenberg, writing for Salon magazine, published another in-depth report on “Donald Trump and the Politics of Victimhood: From Winning to Whining,” in which he concluded that: “the right wing has mastered the politics of perceived victimhood.” Rosenberg reported DJT saying, at a rally in the southern state of Georgia in December of that year: “We're all victims. Everybody here. All these thousands of people here tonight. They’re all victims. Every one of you.” It is likely that in all societies there are victims of one kind or another, who may have been taken advantage of by others in that society, but to make such blanket claims only weakens whatever little truth there may have been in the statement to begin with.

      Those kinds of F&Ms by DJT and his supporters have become so pervasive that they may have marked the beginnings of a new academic sub-genre, where political studies meets psychology, under the heading of Victimhood Studies. “The Role of Perceived Victimhood in American Politics” (emphasis added) was written by Miles Armaly and Adam Enders, professors of political science at the universities of Mississippi and Louisville respectively. The article was based on their analyses of more than 1,000 responses and published in the scholarly journal Political Behavior in 2021. Armaly and Enders start by stating that “Despite growing recognition among journalists and political pundits, the concept of victimhood has been largely ignored in empirical social science research” (p. 1583).

      Although Armaly and Enders accepted that “[p]erceiving oneself to be a victim is ubiquitous in American politics,” they also found that “[a]t a Trump rally, central to the show is the idea of shared victimization...Trump revels in it” (p. 1583). In relation to the point above, about DJT’s age, gender, ethnicity, etc., Armaly and Enders also concluded that “if you consider Trump’s demographic characteristics (white and male) and his successes (in terms of wealth and being president), he is not a victim by any serious societal standard” (emphasis added). Armaly and Enders concluded that, while DJT’s supporters “may, to varying degrees, be victims of certain social and political circumstances, the rallies at which the president is reveling in their shared victimhood are direct consequences of at least their recent political successes” (p. 1583).

      It is hard to imagine another case of the behavior of one person and their followers being so pathological and so widespread that it has the potential to result in a new sub-genre of academic inquiry. However, DJT has continued with his victimhood F&Ms, even stepping up efforts during his bid for a second presidential term. For example, in 2022, Rich Lowry, writing for Politico, in a piece titled “Trump Can’t Quit the Victim Act,” pointed out that “[t]here are many words that presidential candidates commonly seek to apply to themselves – ‘brave,’ ‘principled,’ ‘independent’ and the like — but ‘victim’ is rarely one of them. Donald Trump, though, is unafraid of the word; indeed, he has an affinity for it.”

      Lowry also observed that ‘“V’ used to be for victory. For Trump, it stands for victimhood, a status that conservatives disdain in every other context but that the former president has used to his advantage … for his supporters … the more seemingly victimized he is, the better” for DJT. And in 2023, Julia Mueller, writing for The Hill, reported that “[f]ormer President Trump … responded to the House Judiciary Select Subcommittee on the Weaponization of the Federal Government’s hearing earlier that day, claiming that he too is a ‘victim’ of the ‘weaponization.”’

      Given the documented history of victimhood discussed above, it is no surprise that what the forensic psychiatrist Bandy Lee called (in 2021) “the ‘shared psychosis’ of Donald Trump and his loyalists” has continued into 2024. That has resulted in too many reports of DJT and his followers claiming to be victims, even within the first half of 2024, to be listed here. One example is Eric Lach’s report in the New Yorker (in May 2024) that “Trump Is turning victimhood into his legal strategy,” (emphasis added), while people continue to try to understand what is happening. For example, in June 2024, Zeeshan Aleem, reporting for MSNBC, tried to explain “Trump’s ‘victim-warrior’ duality” after DJT had recently talked about the attack on the US Capitol on January 6, 2021, in which he was instrumental.

      Aleem analyzed DJT’s “two conflicting descriptions” of what happened that day, and found that “on one hand, the Jan. 6 rioters were ‘warriors,’ which frames them as consciously violent and struggling for a cause. On the other hand, he describes them as ‘victims,’ suggesting they were unwitting innocents who were targeted and set up by Capitol police.” Aleem described the duality of the two identities as a “chilling combination” in which “the MAGA victim-warriors are perpetually aggrieved, aggressive and preemptively justified in violence because they’ve been ‘set up’ by the system.” Meanwhile, Aleem added, “their champion [DJT] – a racist, corrupt billionaire who has been found liable for sexual abuse – is a predator who sits atop almost every social food chain imaginable, and then complains that he is a martyr.”

      OIL, GAS, GUNS, AND GANGSTERS: DON CAPONE

      DJT repeatedly comparing himself to Al Capone has been discussed by many observers over the years. To take one example of several such discussions, in The New York Times, in March 2024, Samuel Earle discussed DJT’s life so far in terms of a three-act play. Earle, author of the 2023 book Tory Nation: How One Party Took Over (mainly about the Conservative party politics in the UK) noticed that DJT’s “eagerness to invoke Capone reflects an important shift in the image he wants to project to the world.” In Act One, starting in 2016, DJT “played the reality TV star and businessman who would shake up politics, shock and entertain.” Cut to Act Two, four years later, when DJT was playing “the strongman, desperately trying to hold on to power by whatever means possible,” which brings us to Act Three, today, in which DJT is playing: “the American gangster, heir to Al Capone – besieged by the authorities, charged with countless egregious felonies but surviving and thriving nonetheless, with an air of macho invincibility.”

      One other example from May 2024 should be enough to make the point that not only are DJT’s recurring comparisons to Al Capone largely F&Ms, glamorizing both of their crime-ridden lives, but given how Al Capone lived and died, repeating such comparisons should also be causing grave concern in the majority of US citizens and American voters. As noted in Chapter 1, Steve Benen is the author of The Impostors: How Republicans Quit Governing and Seized American Politics (2020), in which he accurately observed, with several supporting examples, that “[t]he modern Republican Party has become a post-policy party [because] more often than not, Republicans simply find it easier to bypass the rigors of real policy-making” (p. 3), preferring instead “to start hiring aids who would focus exclusively on media” (p. 7), especially “tweets and cable-news sound bites” (p. 11), to become a post-policy party “led by a post-policy leader” (p. 12).

      In his 2024 piece for MSNBC, titled “Trump's habitual Al Capone comparison rings different two years later,” Benen noticed that “[w]hen the former president first started pushing this line, the rhetoric appeared designed to make the Republican a more sympathetic figure: The public was apparently supposed to believe that Trump was being mistreated because mobsters had shorter rap sheets.” Benen contrasted the sympathetic-figure rhetoric with the present day, when for him and for many others, the Capone-Trump rhetoric has had “the opposite effect,” serving as “a reminder that Trump stands accused of being a prolific criminal.”

      Retired judge and author of the 2023 legal how-to book, The Common Flaw: Needless Complexity in the Courts and 50 Ways to Reduce It, Thomas Moukawsher, took a different view. In the title of his May 2024 Newsweek article, drawing on his book, Moukawsher stated that: “Actually, Donald Trump is a little like Al Capone.” At aged 33, Al Capone spent six years in prison, and was only released in 1939 because he was dying of syphilis and related complications (he eventually died in 1947, aged just 48), which should make him more of a tragic historical figure. However, as Moukawsher correctly observed, Al Capone’s “irreverence and populism brought him power and adulation in Chicago for years.” Likewise, in spite of DJT’s years of failed real estate deals, his multiple bankruptcies, and all of the criminal charges against him, DJT’s “irreverent populism brought him to the White House.”

      As far as Capone-Trump comparisons go, Moukawsher reminded us that “Capone was a murderer, including the seven dead during the notorious St. Valentine’s Day Massacre. Trump was an insurrectionist whose attack on the United States Capitol left as many as nine dead and hundreds wounded. Not funny anymore?” In answer to his own rhetorical question, Moukawsher answered, “Not to anyone with a sense of justice. To us, Capone’s crimes and Trump’s deserve the highest level of opprobrium”; i.e., severe criticism (with the use of “opprobrium” nicely illustrating exactly the kind of lovely, archaic, Latinate, legal language that one should expect from a retired judge).

      UN-COMMON SENSE

      After the Al Capone comment, the rambling about boat-building continued and appeared to shift to airplane-building, in relation to pilots and piloting, after which the OGG moved back and forth between boats and planes, which went on for about 8 to 9 minutes (from 43 to 51 minutes). Then, at around 52 minutes, DJT said: “It’s common sense. A lot of what we do is common sense. People say [to me] ‘Are you a conservative?’ No. I’m a conservative, but I’m a person with great common sense like 95% of this audience …. It’s common sense.” According to clinical psychologist Dr. Reid Daitzman, so-called common sense is in fact not that common because “common sense confuses reality with truth [but] the two ideas are not equivalent or synonyms.”

      Daitzman clarified what he believes common sense to be and not be: “Common sense is not reasoning, logic, intuition or innate. It is acquired, and is changing, since the contents of nature (reality) are changing … [common sense] is the true understanding of cause and effect: the pragmatic function of the scientific method to operationally define ‘the truth.’” Given how untruthful DJT has shown himself to be, on countless occasions over many decades, as documented by an army of fact-checkers, the three-part relationship between these three concepts – truth, reality, and common sense – is important in relation to understanding DJT’s speeches in which he claims to be acting in accordance with “common sense.”

      Although the use of the term common sense has been widespread for a long time, it was not until 2024 that two researchers in the Department of Computer and Information Science at University of Pennsylvania, professors Mark Whiting and Duncan Watts, developed what they claimed to be the first accurate, reliable, and objective measure of (not so) common sense. Whiting and Watts asked more than 2,000 human raters to evaluate more than 4,400 claims, based on which they found that “common sense varies considerably across types of claims but aligns most closely with plainly worded, factual claims about physical reality” (p. 1). The two researchers also concluded that “while there may exists a body of knowledge that is truly common to everyone, it constitutes only a fraction of what any one person considers to be common sense [which may be] highly idiosyncratic and potentially unique to them alone” (p. 2, emphasis added). What?!

      The kind of language used by Whiting and Watts, which is standard in academic publications but rare in the outside world, is one of the main reasons for this book being written; i.e., to use the kind of language that most people use, to go deep into an area – in this case, the language of DJT and his speech writers – without using phrases like “highly idiosyncratic” and “potentially unique.” In other words, what Whiting and Watts were able to show is that so-called common sense may turn out to be whatever the individual concerned decides it to be! And just to be clear, the researchers repeated that troubling finding again, at the end of their paper: “the totality of what appears common sense to any individual may be unique to them alone” (p. 8). What makes that such a troubling conclusion is that, in an attempt to present something as reasonable, anyone can apparently label anything as being “common sense,” no matter how unreasonable or unreal the words and actions may be.

      DEATH AND TAXES

      DJT’s common sense comment was followed by a list of what DJT said he does and does not want: “I don't want open borders. I want low taxes. I want great education. I want wonderful housing at low interest rates [and] we’re going to create millions of new jobs.” Who would not want any or all of those things? But as anyone who has ever tried to enter the US from another country knows – for example, at a US airport – the US does not have “open borders.” And while the European Union, for example, enables the relatively free flow of people, goods and services between the 27 member countries (excluding the UK since 2020), and NAFTA (North American Free Trade Agreement) did the same for trade relations between the US, Canada, Mexico, the US does not have, nor has it ever had, anything like the “open borders” of the European Union. But it is likely that what DJT is really referring to when he uses the term “open borders” is all those people that he and his followers believe should not be allowed to enter the US. For those people, the borders must be closed.

      And what about “low taxes”? The first question is low taxes for whom? In the case of DJT, he wanted – and got – lower taxes for the richest people in the US, as reported by, for example, Camilo Maldonado in 2019, in Forbes magazine, known for its lists of the richest people in the US, the world's most powerful people, and the world's billionaires. As Maldonado reported: “For the first time in American history, the 400 wealthiest people paid a lower tax rate than any other group, according to a new study by economists Emmanuel Saez and Gabriel Zucman at the University of California.” And in spite of the wealthy readership of Forbes, Maldonado concluded that “[i]t’s never been more clear that our country’s tax code is built to serve only those who have the most money. While hedge fund managers, private equity executives and venture capitalists benefit from the carried interest tax loophole, everyday Americans barely get a deduction for their student loan interest payments.” And just to reiterate, those statements are in a magazine known for its wealthy, high-net-worth readership.

      It is not necessary to be a professional economist to know that things like “great education” usually require tax-based (or at least tax-related) funding. As Maldonado pointed out, at that time, globally, the US ranked 30th in math and 19th in science, as well as 26th in life expectancy and 29th in infant mortality, leading him to the inevitable conclusion that “[i]mproving our schools, health care, and well-being all require a large collective investment in the form of taxes.” That conclusion, with extensive socioeconomic data, was supported by Saez and Zucman in their 2019 book, The Triumph of Injustice: How the Rich Dodge Taxes and How to Make Them Pay. And comparing the US tax system to those of other countries, it also becomes clear that overall, as an economy, the US pays considerably lower income taxes than many other comparable countries.

      The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) was founded in 1961 and has 38 member countries. One of its main activities is to report reliable economic data, including facts and figures on taxation levels in the 38 countries. The OECD’s 2023 annual Revenue Statistics report found that the tax-to-GDP ratio in the US increased by barely 1% in 2022, from 26.5% in 2021 to 27.7% in 2022. Furthermore, the average tax-to-GDP ratio for all 38 of the OECD member countries in 2021 and 2022 remained steady at around 34% – significantly less than that of the US, as shown by the fact that the US ranked near the bottom, at 31st out of 38, for that ratio. As reference points, France and Norway topped the charts, at 46% and 44% respectively, with Colombia and Mexico at the bottom end of the scale, at 17% and 20% respectively.

      Over more than two decades, from 2000 to 2022, the tax-to-GDP ratio in the US also remained steady at around 28% (plus or minus half a percentage point). Again, anyone with even the most rudimentary mathematical abilities can calculate that if that ratio is staying, on average, stable over decades, and the richest people in a country are being taxed less and less, then everybody else must be being taxed more and more. That fact was reported many times by many people in many places, including the Pulitzer Prize-winning columnist David Leonhardt, whose 2019 piece in The New York Times was titled, “The rich really do pay lower taxes than you.” Leonhardt showed that DJT’s tax cut “was largely a handout to the rich,” which helped the rich at the cost of the poor, because “the American economy just doesn’t function very well when tax rates on the rich are low and inequality is sky high.”

      Writing for the UK newspaper The Guardian, Dominic Rushe (2019) reported that, for the first time, “Trump’s tax cuts helped billionaires pay less than the working class.” And in 2020, Tim Dickinson, a politics writer for Rolling Stone magazine, published a piece all about “[h]ow Trump took the middle class to the cleaners” and about how “[t]he president promised a return to shared prosperity, but the benefits of his economic policies only bubbled up to the richest.” Also in 2020, writing for Vanity Fair, Bess Levin, reported that “Donald Trump pays less in taxes than people living below the poverty line, most likely because he’s a crook,” as shown by the fact that “[h]e paid just $750 in federal income taxes in both 2016 and 2017 and $0 in 10 of the previous 15 years.”

      A SHOCKING PERSPECTIVE

      In the remainder of the OGG, DJT repeated many of the points he had made earlier in this speech and in previous ones, either deliberately repeating for emphasis or because he did not remember having already made those points – or perhaps because of a combination of both.

      Whatever the reasons for the repetition, in the remainder of the OGG, there were more criticisms of and personal attacks on the president, including: “Biden puts America last, and he puts our workers last. He puts our industries like this last. He puts your families last, and he puts everything that’s good last” (60 minutes). That was followed by DJT again invoking the specter of those other countries that he says he believes – which may or may not be what he actually believes – want to destroy the US, including Syria, Iran, and Pakistan, while also portraying himself as a tough guy (maybe Al Capone style) with the leaders of Russia and China.

      In the OGG, this is DJT’s version of his conversation with the Russian President, Vladimir Putin: “I said, ‘Vladimir, we’re friends, but if you go into Ukraine, things are going to happen the likes of which you’ve never seen before’” (at 66 minutes). That was followed by DJT claiming that, as well as Putin, he “got along with Kim Jong Un too in North Korea” and that he “got along very well with President Xi (Jinping), until as I said, until that horrible China virus came along. I want to be accurate. We have to be accurate when you talk about it, so let's go with ‘the China virus.’” As we saw in Chapter 2, in the analysis of the Announcement, repeatedly calling the COVID-19 virus “the China virus” has led to a serious negative – and in some cases, violent and even life-threatening – impact on Asian American communities across the US.

      Whether or not DJT’s circuitous ramblings, back-and-forth, to-and-fro, are signs of cognitive decline and/or carefully calibrated strategies is a question we have already considered (and which we may well have to consider again, given the seriousness of the possible answers). However, one of the longest stretches of the OGG in which DJT came closest to sticking to a single topic was his eight-minute slamming (76-84 minutes) of the governor of Florida, Ron DeSantis – whom DJT calls “Ron De-Sanctimonious.”

      For some time, DeSantis was a staunch supporter of DJT, but then had the temerity to consider running against DJT for the Republican Party nomination for the presidency. But what DJT found unforgivable was that when DeSantis was asked to comment on DJT’s constantly repeated false claims that DJT did in fact win the 2020 US presidential election, DeSantis declined to support that claim. For example, at the 81-minute mark, DJT said that “the [2020 US presidential] election was rigged … it was a rigged election.”

      The most shocking follow-up statement – which does not appear to have been reported on in the endless coverage of DJT by the mainstream media – came a few minutes later (at 85 minutes), when DJT said: “I said it with 2016 [the election] I said, ‘This is the biggest election in the history of our country,’ and then we did a great job. And I didn't view 2020 that way because the country was on a good path” (emphasis added).

      What?! It is hard to over-emphasize or exaggerate the shocking nature of what DJT said there. That line alone, and the fact that it appears to have been largely overlooked by the mainstream media, may be reason enough for this book! And as I point out in my 2022 Peace Linguistics book, once lines of speech like that are laid bare for all to see – it takes a moment to appreciate the magnitude of what was said, and it takes a while for the shock to sink in.

      To be clear, what DJT said was that, from his point of view, in his mind, “because the country was on a good path” between 2017 and 2022, “the [2020 US presidential] election was rigged … it was a rigged election.” In other words, the main – and possibly only – justification for his constantly repeated election F&Ms is that DJT believes himself to be the rightful president of the US on the grounds that he and his party “did a great job” during their four years in office, which somehow guaranteed them a second term, regardless of who voted for whom. However, as we have already seen, during the four years of the DJT presidency, the rich got richer, the poor got poorer, overall the US did not thrive, and DJT and his party absolutely did not do a great job for the vast majority of Americans. Furthermore, there is a mountain of evidence, from so many investigations, showing that the 2020 US presidential election was not at all rigged. In fact, it shows that, if any rigging was attempted, it was probably by DJT and his supporters.
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            GAMBLING ON A WIN IN VEGAS

          

        

      

    

    
      INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

      On January 27, 2024, DJT supporters gathered at a campaign rally in Las Vegas, Nevada, where, as The Washington Post’s Maeve Reston reported, DJT “took an early victory lap in Nevada on Saturday, 12 days before he is expected to sweep the state’s delegates in the Feb. 8 Republican presidential caucuses.” The speech lasted approximately 78 minutes and was composed of approximately 12,400 words. In this chapter, this January 2024 speech in Las Vegas, Nevada will be referred to as “the LVN.” In the first part of this chapter, after a brief look at some movies on the theme of “invasion,” we will start by looking at the F&Ms that opened the LVN, based on DJT’s claims about the thousands of people attending the LVN. In addition to those thousands were purportedly thousands more who wanted to attend but who could not get into the venue because it was packed. So, they stayed outside, shouting their love and support from a distance, but apparently still loud enough for DJT to hear.

      Following those opening numerical F&Ms about the audience, DJT then moved on to other more serious numerical F&Ms, to do with what he insists on saying are the many, many millions of “illegal aliens” “flooding” into the US, across what DJT calls “the worst border anywhere in the history of the world.” Disputing the generally accepted and verifiable figure of approximately two million migrants trying to enter the US each year, DJT repeated the F&M of 20 million, which is ten times what is likely to be the more accurate number. Those kinds of numerical exaggeration F&Ms may well be designed to create panic among people in the US, who fear being “overrun” or even “taken over,” as the unsuspecting humans were by aliens from outer space, in some of the movies mentioned below.

      The two million vs. 20 million F&Ms lead us back to the earliest indication that these kinds of F&Ms were going to become a serious problem, which was the 1.5 million “miscount.” That number refers to the claims by the DJT administration, starting with the announcement by the White House Press Secretary at the time, that 1.5 million people attended DJT’s presidential inauguration in January 2017. That would have been the largest presidential inaugural crowd in US history, and most importantly for DJT, larger than the crowd that attended the presidential inauguration of President Barack Obama in 2009. However, different people using different methods showed the figure of 1.5 million to be another extreme exaggeration, especially when compared to the verifiable numbers of the crowd that attended Obama’s 2009 inauguration. Unfortunately, in a deeply troubling sign of things to come, that did not stop the White House from continuing to insist that the 1.5 million “miscount” was in fact a true and accurate number.

      The next part of this chapter is an example of what I mean when I describe the approach to deconstructing and decoding DJT’s language used in this book as going deeper than anyone else appears to have gone before (to my knowledge), with an approximate 18-fold analysis. I took about 100 words of the LVN, from which I then developed an analysis of approximately 1,800 words, based on DJT’s repeated references to the US in the context of death, dying, and mass destruction. In the fifth part of this chapter, we focus on DJT’s repeated use of “invasion” in his description of “illegal aliens” entering the US, a word and image which he has used many times, but in the LVN, DJT also talked about “invoking the invasion clause of the US Constitution” (emphasis added). Although there is such a clause in the Constitution, legally and otherwise the clause has nothing to do with the way in which DJT talks about the “invasion” of the US.

      In the following part of this chapter, subtitled “All Done on Day One,” we take an in-depth look at the frequency and the impossibility of claims made by DJT regarding all the things that he and his administration will do, if he gets elected again, immediately and instantly; for example, when DJT linked his done-on-day-one chronological F&Ms to his “invasion” F&Ms with comments such as “within moments of my inauguration, we will begin the largest domestic deportation operation in America.” In the last part of this chapter, we unpack and challenge DJT’s repeated F&Ms that the USA is a nation declining, falling and failing, for example, with his claims that: “Now we’re a nation in decline. We are a failing nation. We are a nation that has lost its confidence, its willpower, and its strength. We are a nation that has quite simply lost its way” (emphases added).

      ALIEN INVASION

      Even for those people who are not old enough to have seen it, the title of the black-and-white, 1956 science fiction horror movie, Invasion of the Body Snatchers, is still recognized by many people today. The movie is set in a fictional town in California, where extraterrestrial spores fall from the skies and grow into pods, which eventually replace the local townsfolk, one by one, after assimilating their physical traits, memories, and personalities. However, the alien doppelgängers cannot replicate or fake any of the emotions of the humans they replace, and as a result, they wander around in a zombie-like state.

      In the 70 or so years since Invasion of the Body Snatchers, a great many movies have been made based on the idea of aliens coming to Earth and replacing humans. For example, in 2018, the female-led Annihilation movie was released, starring Natalie Portman, Jennifer Jason Leigh, Gina Rodriguez and Tessa Thompson, with that particular group of actors combining to represent more racial diversity than is seen in many of the more traditional sci-fi movies. Like the Body Snatchers, the alien takeover of humans in Annihilation is also done quietly and surreptitiously, via viruses and bacteria, rather than the gun-toting, missile-firing aliens of the more testosterone-fueled depictions like the 1996 movie Independence Day (see Chapter 3).

      Another genre of invasion-of-Earth movies is a post-apocalyptic setting in which human folly, through war and/or unchecked environmental destruction, has resulted in what is left of the planet being reduced to a desolate wasteland. For example, the calmly titled, three-part movie franchise A Quiet Place is based on a family being hunted by blind extraterrestrials who have a heightened sense of hearing. As noted earlier, Hollywood movie makers, like some politicians, love to keep returning to the same themes over and over again, in this case, starting with the original A Quiet Place, released in 2018, followed by A Quiet Place Part II in 2020, followed by the inevitable prequel, A Quiet Place: Day One, released in the summer of 2024. What all of these many movies have in common is that they are based on the deep-seated human fear of being taken-over and/or replaced in some way. That fear may be a normal and natural response, and one which some far right politicians in the US, Europe, and elsewhere have been feeding off and capitalizing on for a long time, especially in more recent years.

      2 MILLION VS. 20 MILLION

      As we have already seen in previous chapters, the large volume and wide variety of F&Ms made by DJT are overwhelming, possibly by design and perhaps deliberately so. As a result, it is entirely understandable that many people do their best to avoid hearing whatever he is saying, for the sake of their own mental and physical health. Or perhaps they do not want to waste time on listening to nonsense that will only upset them, if they really pay attention. On the flip side of that particular coin are the people who appear to hang on DJT’s every word, chanting, applauding and shouting everything from “USA, USA, USA!” to “Trump, Trump, Trump!” to “We love you!” And, of course, in between those two ends of the (non)hearing, (non)listening continuum are the many people (maybe even the majority) who are somewhere in the middle.

      When it comes to political speeches, especially those from the likes of DJT, it is very tempting to just “tune out the noise,” but that would be a mistake, and one that DJT and his supporters may well hope that everyone else will make. As the previous chapters have shown, as this chapter and subsequent chapters will show, we must keep trying. It is important for us to gain a deeper understanding of how it is possible for someone to say and do the things that DJT has been saying and doing for decades, and not only to mostly get away with it (apart from the dozens of convictions) but also to build US presidential campaigns on the basis of a lifetime of such F&Ms.

      A recurring F&M during the LVN was the number of people attending the campaign rally, starting with, after just 10 seconds: “I don't know if you know what's going on outside. This place is packed [and] there’s more people outside trying to get in … We have close to 3,000 people outside trying to get in, on top.” As we have seen before, DJT likes to combine and build on a wide range of numerical F&Ms, and at 28 minutes, in addition to the number of people he claimed were trying to get in, he added how long they had been waiting to hear from their hero: “You know, they’re waiting outside for 10 hours, 12 hours.” And nearly one hour into the LVN speech (between 56 and 58 minutes), DJT claimed that his fans were: “screaming from outside with the same amount of enthusiasm … That’s amazing … When you see crowds like this … We have thousands and thousands of people, and thousands of people that can’t get in.”

      Those kinds of numerically dubious statement serve a number of different purposes, including attempts by DJT to show how incredibly, unbelievably popular he really is, how huge his fanbase is, and how devoted his fans are, especially when compared with everyone else, whether within his own Republican Party or the Democratic Party (or perhaps anyone else on Earth).

      Numerical hyperbole is, then, an example of a repeated and possibly deliberate strategy used by DJT and his speech writers. For example, at around seven minutes into this speech, referring to the southern border of the US, DJT exclaimed: “It’s the worst border anywhere in the history of the world. And I believe that includes other countries. There's never been a country where millions and millions of people are able to flow in with no vetting, no checking, no nothing. We don’t know who they are. We don't know where they come from.” And a few minutes later, at the 12-minute mark, DJT said: “I don't think any border in the entire world has ever been worse.” Leaving aside the fact that the best/worst of anything, anywhere “in the history of the world” must, by definition, include “other countries,” this is another example of DJT mixing possible facts and probable fiction to misrepresent and mislead.

      According to a July 2024 report from Statista Research: “Although the number has stabilized, the United States has seen a spike in migrant encounters in the last few years, with over two million cases registered by the U.S. Border Patrol in 2023. This is a slight decrease from the previous year, when there were over 2.2 million cases registered.” Technically, two million is “millions and millions” but so are 20 million and 200 million. And if someone was referring to two of something, then they would usually say “two,” rather than “lots and lots” or “many, many.”

      Other important points to notice about this “millions” statement is the fact that the number of “migrant encounters” at the border is stable and steady, even decreasing slightly, whereas the impression given by DJT’s repeated references to “millions and millions” makes it seem like there has been a sudden, massive increase in that number in recent years – specifically during the years when DJT was not the president. After the “millions” comment, DJT strung a number of F&Ms together, claiming that, for the people he refers to as “illegal aliens,” there is “no vetting, no checking, no nothing. We don’t know who they are. We don't know where they come from.” According to US Customs and Border Protection website, everyone trying to enter to US is checked and vetted, and records are kept of who they are and where they have come from.

      At 12 minutes, DJT claimed that the real number of people flooding into the US illegally was much higher than two million: “I believe that the number by the end of the Biden administration will be close to 18 million people. That’s bigger than New York State. I believe that’s going to be the real number. That’s the real number. 18 million people.” To dispense with the most obvious numerical F&M, as of 2022, nearly 20 million people lived in the state of New York, and 18 is not more than 20. No matter how exaggerated the figure of 18 million might be, DJT did happen to speak the truth a couple of times (although perhaps not deliberately) when he said, twice, “I believe.”

      In theory, depending on the context and the country, everybody is free to believe anything they want to believe – but here we can see beliefs about exaggerated and unsubstantiated numbers being repeatedly represented as being factual or “real,” as in “the real number.” To muddy the waters further, hypothetical future-tense predictive language is used: “the number by the end of the Biden administration will be” and “that’s going to be,” followed by a grammar tense bait-and-switch, from the future to the present simple: “That's the real number,” a version of which he said again after 57 minutes: “millions of people are pouring in, and the real number is 18 million (emphases added).

      STARTING WITH A 1.5 MILLION “MISCOUNT”

      Like most of his F&M patterns, DJT’s apparent miscounts about numbers of people has a long history. However, that aspect of DJT’s speech patterns first came to national and international attention shortly after his presidential inauguration, in January 2017, when his then-White House Press Secretary, Sean Spicer, claimed that 1.5 million people had attended the inauguration of DJT. As always, in the age of the internet and social media, it was not long before that claim was shown to be a F&M with evidence ranging from photos to transit authority transportation data. For example, according to Vox reporter Timothy Lee, “[t]he Washington-area transit authority reported that only 193,000 people rode the Metro on Friday as of 11 am, significantly fewer than the past two inaugurations and slightly fewer than President George W. Bush’s inauguration in 2005.”

      Following up on that report, another Vox reporter, Sarah Frostenson, contacted professor Keith Still, an expert in crowd safety and crowd risk analysis. Still analyzed aerial shots of the crowds of both President Obama’s 2009 and President Trump’s 2021 inaugural addresses for the New York Times. Based on that information, Still concluded that the crowd that attended DJT’s presidential inauguration was, at most, approximately one-third the size of the crowd that attended President Obama’s inauguration, and as little as one-sixth. Based on Still’s observations and calculations, between 300,000 to 600,000 people attended DJT’s inauguration, compared with: “President Obama’s historic 2009 inaugural address [which] drew 1.8 million people, which officials consider the largest gathering on the Mall ever” (Frostenson, 2017).

      While it may be tempting to disregard or ignore such extreme numerical misrepresentations from years ago, within the 1.5 million miscount, some observers could already see that “[t]he Trump administration’s obsession with crowd size is really about a war on facts,” and that: “the consequences of the Trump administration repudiating numbers it simply doesn’t agree with could have dangerous repercussions when it comes to government data sets we rely on for accuracy and the health of democracy” (Frostenson, 2017, emphases added). Looking back on the 2017 reports of Lee, Frostenson, Still, and many others, with more than seven years of hindsight by now, that statement could be rewritten and updated as: The Trump administration repudiating numbers it simply doesn’t agree with has had and continues to have dangerous repercussions “when it comes to government data sets we rely on for accuracy and the health of democracy.” However, the more we study these DJT speeches, the more we can see that perhaps a healthy democracy may be quite the opposite of what DJT and his supporters appear to want.

      That early 1.5 million miscount was still being reported on years later, as more and more people began to realize that what they had seen in January 2017 was not only the start of a pattern of US presidential misrepresentation on a scale that had not been seen before but that it was the continuation of an apparent lifelong pathological pattern (see Chapter 4). For example, two years later, in 2019, Megan Garber, writing for The Atlantic and reflecting on the 1.5 million miscount, reported that “[i]ts foolishness might have been funny, had the attempt at weaponized magic not also suggested one of the darkest elements of the Trump presidency: its radiating conviction that truth itself can be remade in the shape of its leader” (emphasis added).

      A year later, in 2020, and three years after the presidential inauguration of DJT, reporting for PBS Frontline, Patrice Taddonio interviewed White House communications staff who were there on the day of the 1.5 million miscount. Based on those interviews, Taddonio found that DJT’s response to the fact that the crowd at President Obama’s inauguration were several times larger than the crowd at his “would be emblematic of the businessman-turned-reality-TV-star’s approach to the presidency, the press and the truth: Frustrated, he falsely insisted that his inauguration crowd had been the biggest ever, and instructed his communications staff to say so publicly.” According to Taddonio, those staff then did exactly as they were told to do, even those who knew that the 1.5 million number was an obviously, wildly, and troublingly misleading miscount.

      DEATH OF THE BODY POLITIC

      Between five and six minutes into the LVN, DJT went on a 100-word rant, saying:

      
        
        Under Crooked Joe Biden, our country is dying. Our country is dying. Our border is open and gushing. It’s a big, gushing wound, letting drugs, crime, and millions upon millions of illegal aliens pour into our country like we’ve never seen before. Nothing like this has ever happened to our country before. It's also the number one place on Earth for a thing called human trafficking, number one place. Our border has become a weapon of mass destruction, our destruction. You know, it’s our – it’s a weapon of mass destruction. It’s our destruction. We're destroying our country (emphases added)

      

      

      We can see three main metaphors, analogies, and images being employed here. The first one is the idea of a living entity – in this case, the US – as a dying body. The second one relates back to the references DJT made in the Announcement (see Chapter 2), when he described “the blood-soaked streets of our once-great cities [which are now] cesspools of violent crimes” and said that “the cities are rotting, and they are indeed cesspools of blood.” But here in the LVN, DJT likened the USA to a badly damaged, seriously injured body, which is “gushing” blood. The third is equating DJT’s so-called “illegal aliens” with weapons of mass destruction, with “destruction” (with and without “mass”) or “destroying” mentioned five times in less than 30 words of spoken text. Those F&Ms took only about 10 seconds to say, the equivalent of one mention every couple of seconds, repeated five times.

      In the analysis of the Oil, Gas, and Guns speech (see Chapters 3 and 4) concerns regarding the potential cognitive decline of people in their late 70s and early 80s, including DJT and JRB, were explored from neurobiological and psychological perspectives. And as we saw in Chapter 3, one of the indictors of such decline is the unnecessary and almost mindless repetition of the same words and phrases over and over again. Of course, some speakers use deliberate repetition for emphasis; for example, to highlight the importance of key points. But when the same person says the same word in the same speech five times in ten seconds, something else beyond age-related cognitive decline is probably happening. In 2016, towards the end of DJT’s election campaign, Tom Stafford, professor of psychology and cognitive science at the University of Sheffield (in England) wrote a piece for the BBC, “How liars create the ‘illusion of ‘truth’” based on his 2015 book, optimistically titled For Argument’s Sake: Evidence That Reason Can Change Minds.

      Unfortunately, in the decade or so since Stafford’s book was published, evidence that facts and figures can change the minds of people like the supporters of DJT appears to have dwindled rather than grown. For example, increasingly extreme and unreasonable positions taken by far right politicians in the US, Europe, and elsewhere appear to have galvanized and even grown their base, regardless of evidence that shows their claims to be measurably and demonstrably F&Ms. As Stafford explained: “‘Repeat a lie often enough and it becomes the truth’, which is a law of propaganda often attributed to the Nazi Joseph Goebbels. Among psychologists something like this is known as the illusion of truth effect.”

      Goebbels (1897-1945) was Adolf Hitler’s Reich Minister of Propaganda for more than a decade, from 1933 to 1945, in charge of the production of Nazi propaganda films, most infamously, the anti-Semitic 1940 film, Der Ewige Jude or The Eternal Jew, in which Jewish people are portrayed as parasitic vermin that would spread disease and do untold damage to the “purity” of the German race if not completely exterminated. As the world (apart from the Holocaust deniers) now knows, a much more infamous number than the 1.5 million miscount is “six million,” which has been well-documented as the approximate number of Jewish people murdered by the Nazis during World War II. It is also important to note that DJT has been seen socializing with one or more Holocaust deniers in the past (see, for example, Stephen Collinson’s 2022 report for CNN).

      To return to the first part of the bloody 100-word LVN rant of dying-gushing metaphors, analogies, and images, DJT said: “Under Crooked Joe Biden, our country is dying. Our country is dying. Our border is open and gushing. It’s a big, gushing wound, letting drugs, crime, and millions upon millions of illegal aliens pour into our country like we’ve never seen before.” According to professor Andrew Hines at Queen Mary University in England, in an article in 2016, also published at the end of DJT’s first presidential campaign, “Donald Trump’s chaotic use of metaphor is a crucial part of his appeal” even though “because of this sort of metaphorical chaos, Trump’s speeches generally lack a unifying image. But then again, perhaps incoherence is precisely what makes his rhetoric so appealing” (emphases added).

      Hines concluded that “whether or not Trump is elected, his campaign may yet have a deep and lasting impact on modern political rhetoric. All the rules of functional speech, it seems, can be broken.” And although it is possible that in 2016 DJT and his speech writers had not yet come up with a “unifying image,” in the years since then, they have come up with a number of unifying images, including that of a human body, beaten and bloodied by the many millions of “illegal aliens” “flooding” into the US. Other aspects of such unifying images may be all the countries that DJT likes to list, whose leaders/people supposedly hate the US, as well as any organization, institution, or individual who does not support DJT 100%, without question, regardless of what he does and says.

      In 2017, Carmine Gallo, reporting for Forbes, wrote about “[t]he metaphors that played a role in Trump’s victory,” starting with “Drain the swamp.” Gallo described that phrase as “a visceral metaphor which has been used by politicians to signal that it’s time to clean up government corruption. Those three simple words turned into a rallying cry for the millions of disaffected voters who feel as though the established political leaders and institutions have failed them.” However, on November 9, 2016, in his presidential victory speech, flanked by his dutiful wife, Melania, and youngest son, Barron, DJT said: “Now it’s time for America to bind the wounds of division.” That may or may not have been deliberate irony or perhaps straightforward hypocrisy, as DJT is widely recognized as one of the most divisive presidents in the history of the US. That pattern covers a period of well over two centuries, as both of DJT’s campaigns have been largely based on the ancient but still effective principle of “Divide and Rule” or “Divide and Conquer.”

      For example, in 2020, reporting for CBS, Joal Ryan summarized the findings of a survey of more than 300 political scientists, all of whom were members of the American Political Science Association’s Presidents & Executive Politics section, which resulted in a list of the 30 most polarizing presidents of the US, from least to most. Ulysses S. Grant, in office from 1869 to 1877, and Jimmy Carter (1977-1981) tied for joint 29th place. Ronald Reagan (1981-1989) was ranked 22nd, with Bill Clinton (1993-2001) ranked 19th, and Barack Obama (2009-2017) ranked 12th.

      However, it is no plot spoiler to find that DJT was ranked by the 300+ political scientists as the number one most polarizing president in the history of the US “by a wide margin.” According to the 300+ political scientists, that number one ranking was due in large part to his “pursuit of ‘fractious policies, including travel bans,” based on a racialized them-vs.-us mentality and mindset that has been exploited by DJT and his supporters for more than a decade (see Curtis, 2022).

      During the 100-word rant quoted above, DJT also described the US as “the number one place on Earth for a thing called human trafficking. Number one place.” According to data from the International Labor Organization, one of the longest-established agencies of the United Nations, presented by Exodus Road reporters, Sara McGeough with Amber Van Schooneveld in 2023, the largest numbers of people trafficked are in Asia and the Pacific, with more than 29 million people in that group, followed by Africa, with 7 million, then Europe and Central Asia, with 6.4 million, and approximately 5.1 million in the Americas. However, when ranked in terms of people per thousand people being trafficked, the Arab states topped the charts, with 10.1%; then Europe and Central Asia, with 6.9%; followed by Asia and the Pacific, with 6.8%; then Africa with 5.2% – and lastly the Americas, with 5%.

      Setting aside the shocking numbers of people all over the world still being trafficked, the US, as part of “the Americas” is nowhere near “the number one place on Earth for a thing called human trafficking”; in fact, quite the opposite. Those relatively low percentages are a good thing for the US and the people there, but that is the opposite of the F&Ms made by DJT about the tragedy of human trafficking.

      However, it should be no surprise that a number of reports, including Abigail Abrams’, in Time magazine in 2020, found that “Donald Trump’s immigration agenda set back the clock on fighting human trafficking” (emphasis added). In spite of DJT claiming to “put fighting human trafficking among his top priorities,” Abrams interviewed counter-trafficking lawyers, victim advocates, and former DJT administrators, who offered, “a starkly different perspective … that by cracking down on all forms of immigration, including legal and humanitarian avenues, the Trump Administration has made the work of preventing human trafficking more difficult in key and measurable ways” (emphases added). Therefore, as we can see, once again, the real facts and figures not only differ from but directly contradict the political rhetoric of DJT and his administration.

      Digging a little deeper, it becomes clear that DJT is unlikely to be concerned about the kinds of people preyed upon by human traffickers, as he himself appears to have spent much of his professional life preying on others (albeit, probably, in non-human-trafficking ways), exploiting the weaknesses of those around him and those who trust him for his own personal gain. It is then possible that, in addition to once again misrepresenting himself as hero and savior of the downtrodden (in this case, trafficked people), DJT is also signaling to his followers that, if they do not elect him, then maybe their daughters (or their sons) will be trafficked too – and only he can stop that from happening.

      THEY’RE COMING FOR US!

      During the LVN, DJT talked about “invasions” seven times. First, in just a 30-second duration of the LVN, from 6 to 6½ mins, DJT said “invasion” four times in less than 80 words of spoken text. As discussed above, that kind of frequency may well be a strategy to make a lie appear to be true by virtue of constant repetition in a short space of time:

      And as I’ve been saying for so many years, this is an invasion. It’s an invasion of our country. On behalf of all Americans who want a strong and secure border, I want to express our thanks to Governor Greg Abbott and Lieutenant Governor Dan Patrick, and the great state of Texas, where we right now have about a 40-point lead, for rightly invoking the invasion clause of the US Constitution. It is an invasion (emphases added).

      Just in case the invasion message had not already been communicated loudly and clearly enough, about two minutes later (between 8 and 9 minutes into the LVN), DJT repeated himself, but with an important addition and a militaristic twist: “When I’m president, instead of trying to send Texas a restraining order, I will send them reinforcements. Instead of fighting border states, I will use every resource, tool, and authority of the US president to defend the United States of America from this horrible invasion that is taking place right now” (emphases added).

      The use of the not-if-but-when phrasing is designed to help create the illusion that the 2024 US presidential elections had already taken place, that the winner had already been announced, and that the winner was, of course, DJT, because who else could it possibly have been (unless the election were “rigged”)? In addition to the fait accompli, assumed-outcome language, DJT added that he would send “reinforcements,” a term which usually refers to additional soldiers sent to fight during wartime, which is how DJT is depicting the “flood” of “illegal aliens” at the southern border.

      Regarding DJT’s reference to the US Constitution, as University of Missouri professor of law Frank Bowman stated in January 2024: “Immigration is not an ‘invasion’ under the Constitution.” As Bowman has observed, “certain Republican state officials and members of Congress have taken to characterizing the increased flow of undocumented migrants as an ‘invasion’ and to claiming that administration policies violate Article IV of the U.S. Constitution which provides that, ‘The United States shall … protect each [state] against invasion.’”

      Bowman, who is the author of the book High Crimes and Misdemeanors: A History of Impeachment for the Age of Trump, challenges such characterizations and claims regarding the “invasion clause”: “The causes of and solutions for the current migration surge are fairly debatable. However, the claim that a large increase in the number of would-be migrants gaining entry at the southern border constitutes an ‘invasion’ under Article IV is constitutional nonsense” (emphasis added).

      Furthermore, Bowman goes on to state, definitively, that any reading of the US Constitution in which the “invasion clause” is used to interpret (legally) and act on (militarily) the situation regarding immigrants entering the US “cannot be sustained by any reasonable reading of the text of the Constitution, the original understanding of the Constitution, or subsequent interpretations of the Constitution by courts or constitutional scholars” (emphases added).

      A few minutes after his initial “invasion” comments (at around 9 minutes into the LVN), combining his dying body metaphor with more invasion comments, DJT said: “Nobody, to this day, can explain why this open wound is good for our country … and we’re going to repel the invasion.” And about 20 minutes after his “open wound” reference, at around 31 minutes into the LVN, DJT then said: “The so-called border security deal Biden is gushing out and pushing out is not designed to stop illegal immigration. It’s designed to continue the invasion of America.” Setting aside the non-English phrase “gushing out,” in 2019, 23 people were murdered and 22 others injured in El Paso, Texas, by a 21-year-old White, American male. El Paso’s population is 80% Hispanic, and according to the document written by the murderer, he chose to target that population as part of his response to the anti-immigrant rhetoric coming from DJT and his supporters.

      For example, writing for The Washington Post in 2019, Ruby Mellen reported that “[a]s [the] world reels from violence in El Paso, some point to Trump’s rhetoric [as] Trump has often spoken of an ‘invasion’ at the southern border in railing against migrant arrivals.” Mellen also reported that “[t]wo mass shootings that left 29 dead in the United States this weekend have prompted condemnation across the world and drawn comparisons between suspected racist motives behind one of the shootings and President Trump’s anti-immigrant rhetoric.” And yet, in spite of those lives needlessly lost, DJT, his speech writers, and his supporters continue to fan the flames of violent, life-threatening, life-ending, anti-immigrant feelings with their words and actions.

      Shortly after the El Paso murders, the linguist and lexicographer Benjamin Zimmer, asked the question, as the title of his piece for The Atlantic, “Where Does Trump’s ‘Invasion’ Rhetoric Come From?” That is a good question that goes beyond the reason for such rhetoric – which may be, for DJT’s election campaign, to get more money and to get more votes. Sadly, in terms of reasons why, it may be that simple. But in answering his own rhetorical question about where, Zimmer found that “[t]he racist language used by the president – and the alleged El Paso shooter – to describe immigrants originated on the West Coast [of the US] more than a century ago.”

      According to Zimmer, “the ‘immigration invasion’ rhetoric that President Donald Trump has championed time and again” can be traced back to “the anti-Chinese diatribes that circulated on the West Coast a century and a half ago,” in a book written by Henry Josiah West, published in 1873, very lengthily titled: The Chinese Invasion: Revealing the habits, manners and customs of the Chinese, political, social and religious, on the Pacific coast, coming in contact with the free and enlightened citizens of America. West’s book was based on a series of articles in the San Francisco press. On August 27, 1873, the San Francisco Chronicle ran the alarming and panic-stricken headline: “THE CHINESE INVASION! They Are Coming, 900,000 Strong … What are you going to do about it? Nations of the Earth take warning.”

      Unfortunately, one and a half centuries later, not only does such media-amplified racism still exist, it appears to have spread, and it is being capitalized on by a growing number of far right politicians in the US, Europe, and elsewhere.

      ALL DONE ON DAY ONE

      Another one of the recurring themes in the LVN is DJT’s appeal to the desire for instantaneousness, based on a fictional or fictitious model of government in which everything happens at the same time and immediately. Continuing with his anti-immigrant line, at 37 minutes into the LVN, DJT said, “within moments of my inauguration, we will begin the largest domestic deportation operation in America. That's right. We have no choice, because this is not sustainable” (emphasis added). In terms of enacting government policy, anything happening “within moments” of an inauguration is clearly an exaggeration. But that idea is a fantasy that taps into the public’s desire for large, complex challenges and problems to be solved quickly and easily – which is usually impossible, as such challenges/problems typically take a long time to develop, and therefore take a long time to address.

      In fact, immigration to what we now know as the US started more than a decade before the so-called “Pilgrim Fathers” sailed away from England and disembarked from the Mayflower in 1620. Their arrival was pre-dated by that of the Spanish invaders and colonizers, who had already settled what is now New Mexico, as explained by BBC reporter Nick Bryant, in 2020. Bryant’s article, “Mayflower at 400: What we all get wrong about the Pilgrim Fathers,” challenged the myths that have grown up over the preceding four centuries, in light of our current and more complete understanding of how historical accounts can be falsified to present, in this case, the Pilgrim Fathers as heroes, escaping persecution.

      Drawing on the work of a number of historians, Bryant found that: “There’s also a class dimension to WASP [White, Anglo-Saxon Protestant] culture that means the Pilgrim Fathers are hardly regarded as populist heroes, the poster boys of the present incumbent of the White House and his Make America Great Again supporters. WASP culture has traditionally been an upper class preserve, reinforced through marriage, inheritance, patronage, and elite schools and universities.” Furthermore, the fictional history to which DJT and his supporters cling was shown by Bryant and those he consulted to be “not so much a whitewashing of the Native American story but its complete obliteration. It’s a framing of history predicated on the contemporary belief that the settlers arrived on vacant land rather than territory that had been occupied for thousands of years. This chronicle of the conquerors willfully neglects at least 12,000 years of Native-American history.”

      About 15 minutes after his “within moments” comment (at the 52-minute mark), DJT said: “From the very first day that we take back the White House from Crooked Joe Biden, I believe we're going to have the greatest four years in our country’s history.” At the one-hour mark, DJT repeated himself again: “Every disaster Joe Biden has created for Hispanic Americans, I will solve. I'll get it solved, and I'll get it solved, and start the process on day one. On day one, we will start that process. That's why we’re going to win the record share of Latino votes, for the first time ever” (emphases added).

      After having spent so much time demonizing and dehumanizing Chinese people, whom he blamed for the COVID pandemic, and people trying to enter the USA from Latin America, for example as part of the “Caravans” (see Chapter 2), DJT’s advisors appear to have let him know that it would be important to have people in those demographics vote for him. For example, as Matt Brown and Steve Peoples, writing for the AP, reported in April 2024: “Trump promised big plans to flip Black and Latino voters,” and although that flip may or may not happen, that explains DJT’s claim that he and his Republican Party are “going to win the record share of Latino votes.”

      A few minutes later (at the 63-minute mark), as part of his “plans to flip Black and Latino voters,” DJT said: “Nobody's ever done what I've done for the Black community … Before I even arrive at the Oval Office, shortly after we win the presidency, I will have the horrible war between Russia and Ukraine settled. I'll get it done fast” (emphases added). As of the summer of 2024, the war in Ukraine, which started when Russia invaded in February 2022, had been going on for nearly 1,000 days, with up to half a million dead, with no sign of an end to the war anytime soon. Not that any of that matters to DJT and his speech writers, whose main goal appears to be to feed the fantasy of his followers that DJT will, on the way from his second presidential inauguration back to the White House, wave his magic wand (like the wizard Harry Potter) and everything bad in the world, like war, will just stop. There and then. Just like that.

      The fantasy and false promises continued in the LVN, this time in relation to building gas-processing plants, when DJT said (at the 65-minute mark): “I will approve the export terminals on my very first day back. I’m going to be signing so many different mandates on my first day back. All of that stuff, all of that stuff will be approved.”

      As part of concluding the LVN, at the 70 minute-mark, DJT said: “On day one, I will sign a new executive order to cut federal funding for any school pushing critical race theory, transgender insanity, and other inappropriate racial, sexual, or political content onto our children” (emphasis added). As we can see, that last statement appears designed to appeal to multiple prejudices of his supporters, based on race, gender, and anyone who does not share his or their political opinions.

      While it is understandable that people may become frustrated with how long things take to happen, that is partly because in democracies, things move more slowly than in dictatorships. In democracies, leaders are supposed to consult their people and to act in the best interests of the electorate, who gave the leaders the power to rule by virtue of free and fair elections. However, in dictatorships, nobody is consulted, and while that greatly speeds up the process of decision-making and change, the cost of that speed may be the erosion, and eventual abolition, of basic human rights.

      A NATION IN DECLINE … OR NOT

      After around 76 minutes, DJT started winding up the LVN, taking a few minutes to recycle some of his previous themes, not only from this LVN but also his previous campaign rally speeches (see previous chapters). Predictably, DJT referred to greatness and nationhood, specifically how the US was once a great nation but is now not so great, but which will be again, as long as DJT is elected again: “Now we’re a nation in decline. We are a failing nation. We are a nation that has lost its confidence, its willpower, and its strength. We are a nation that has quite simply lost its way” (emphases added).

      However, DJT offered hope for a better, brighter tomorrow, under his reign, as he continued: “But we are not going to allow this horror to continue. Three years ago, we were a great nation, and we will soon be a great nation again.” Whether the US is really a nation in decline is debatable. Consider this description of the US, titled “Is America in Decline?” written by Michael Prowse, a columnist for the London Financial Times, and published in the Harvard Business Review:

      Strange as it may seem, a nation once celebrated for its irrepressible optimism now appears to be obsessed by decline. America’s list of complaints seems endless: Real wages are falling. Productivity growth is down. Companies aren’t competitive in global markets. White-collar jobs are no longer secure. The nation’s infrastructure is collapsing. The federal deficit is soaring. The health system is deteriorating. The cities are unsafe. The schools are failing. The gap between rich and poor is widening.

      Any guesses as to when that description above was written? More than 30 years ago – in 1992! That should be a surprise given how many of the examples presented by Prowse more than three decades ago are still being talked about now, in the context of the US today. It is also important to remember that when that piece was published, the US had a Republican President, George H.W. Bush (1924-2018), who was in office from 1989 to 1993, after having been the vice president from 1981 to 1989, under Ronald Reagan. In other words, the summary given by Prowse was after more than a decade of Republican presidency.

      Prowse presented a detailed discussion of several different factors, including “increased equality among advanced industrial nations” and “increased social inequality at home,” after which he concluded that the USA was not in decline; at least, not at that time. But the fact is that almost all economies experience periods of growth and decline. As Karl Montevirgen, writing for the Encyclopedia Britannica, put it: “Economic cycles are the recurrent boom-and-bust phases that markets and economies typically exhibit. Think of it like a wave: Expanding from a trough; Peaking at the crest; Descending (‘contracting’) from the high point; and Hitting bottom and recovering, where the wave begins anew.”

      That image and metaphor of a wave of water rising and falling, as the (economic) tides move in and out, is not a particularly difficult concept to grasp, as almost all dynamic systems must, by definition, balance growth and renewal. Any entity or system that only grows all the time will eventually collapse under its own weight. Likewise, any system that only declines will eventually cease to exist. However, rather than accepting that somewhat obvious aspect of how economies work, for DJT and his party to get more votes, it is essential to not only ignore such realities but instead to claim that any decline is the result of what other people (basically, anyone who is not him) not doing what he claims he has done and what he claims he would do.
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            TOILET PAPER AND (MORE) BULLS##T

          

        

      

    

    
      INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

      According to the website Authentic Wisconsin, Green Bay, WI is famous for the Green Bay Packers, which is one of the oldest franchise sports teams in the US National Football League (NFL), and which (so far) holds the record for the most wins in NFL history. While many US readers may know that, what most people probably do not know is that Green Bay is also famous for being the toilet paper capital of the world. As Authentic Wisconsin explained: “Until the 1900’s, cheap mail publications like the Sears Catalog and the Farmer’s Almanac were the economical wipe of choice. Whereas Green Bay did not invent the modern toilet paper roll, in 1901, Northern Paper Mills of Green Bay produced the first ‘sanitary tissue’ called Northern Tissue.” And on April 2, 2024, DJT gave a 59-minute, 9,500-word election campaign rally speech in Green Bay, Wisconsin. In this chapter, this speech will be referred to as “the GBW.”

      After looking at some movies that portray foreign language teaching and learning, in the first part of the decoding and deconstruction of the GBW, we look at how, in terms of hyperbole, DJT may be a master of that kind of over-statement, as shown, for example, by his use of “never … ever… never” and “never, never, ever,” all within the first 30 seconds of the GBW. At the beginning of the GBW, DJT also showed how much he seems to need public displays of affection from his audience, like game show hosts on television shows, which is part of his reality TV background. In addition, DJT’s language also suggests that the affection and devotion shown by the crowds at his campaign rallies have to be more than that shown by anyone else for anyone else. Part two of this chapter is subtitled An Unholy Alliance because DJT and right-wing religious groups in the US, who describe themselves as Christians and/or Evangelical Christians, have built up closer and closer ties over the years.

      In the third part of this chapter, we look at a string of F&Ms made by DJT regarding the economy, especially US inflation rates, claiming, in one of his more extreme numerical F&Ms, that the US inflation rate was “a record number. It could be 75%.” Therefore, we look at possible reasons for such outlandish and obviously fake numbers being thrown around like that. In addition to saying the word “great” 40 times in the one-hour GBW, DJT’s language in his speeches also relies heavily on the use of other small, monosyllabic words such as “big,” as well as short sentences of no more than a few words per sentence. So, in part four, we look at how and why DJT and his speech writers may be employing such simplistic, low-level language.

      In the GBW, DJT said “crime” 14 times and “criminal” another 11 times, making a total of 25 mentions of crime/criminals in just under an hour, an important part of which was DJT’s introduction and promotion of the phrase “migrant crime.” Not only does DJT, himself a convicted criminal, keep equating immigrants with criminals, he also called President Biden “Crooked Joe Biden” ten times in the GBW – plus another 40 mentions of the president, making a total of 50 references to the president, in just under 60 minutes. Therefore, in part five, we look into those and related aspects of DJT’s language.

      In part six, we focus on what appears to be an on-going, orchestrated campaign by DJT and his advisors against people in the US who do not speak English as their first or native language. The campaign may be another example of a beyond-ironic stance being taken, given what appears to be DJT’s own limited command of the language. Regardless, DJT has repeatedly claimed that there are immigrants entering the US, who “go into classes. They don’t speak English … They have languages that nobody even knows … We have classrooms in schools which are loaded up with people that don’t speak a word of English” (emphasis added).

      In the last part of the chapter, we look at the concluding language of the GBW, in which DJT repeated some of his previous appeals to “hardworking patriots” and his F&Ms that the US needs saving, presenting himself as a savior. In concluding the GBW, DJT also (re)presented his list of all the great things he and his people will do if/when they are re-elected.

      TEACHING AND LEARNING FOREIGN LANGUAGES ON THE BIG SCREEN

      One aspect of DJT’s speeches is F&Ms about and verbal attacks on people in the US whom he claims do not know any English, which appears in the GBW and which we take an in-depth look at in this chapter. Given that, we thought it might be fun to have a look at some movies relevant to the theme of teaching and learning foreign languages, including English. In July 2024, the Internet Movie Database (IMDB) published a list of nearly 40 movies, under the heading “Films with characters learning a foreign language.”

      One of the older movies on that list, but still well-known by many movie-goers, is the 1990 epic Western, Dances with Wolves, directed by and starring Kevin Costner. That movie was named by more than 100 critics as one of the top ten films of 1990, and was named by nearly 20 critics as the best film of that year, as well as doing extremely well at the box office. In the movie, Costner’s character learns the basics of the language of the Native American people known as the Lakota of the Sioux nation, who in the movie eventually adopt Costner’s character as an honorary member of their group or tribe.

      Also on the IMBD list is the much less well-known but much more powerful film about language learning, Persian Lessons (in German, Persischstunden), which is a 2020 German-Russian-Belarusian historical drama. It is a difficult film to watch, as it is set in Nazi prison camps where Jewish prisoners of war are being tortured and executed. However, it is a deeply moving portrayal of the literally life-saving lessons that can come from language learning and teaching. In Persian Lessons, a Belgian Jew called Giles is in a truck filled with Jews travelling through France, all of whom are eventually shot and killed by Nazi officers – except Giles, who claims he is Iranian. He is not Iranian, but Giles is in possession of a book written in the Iranian language, and there happens to be a Nazi deputy commandant, Koch, who wants to learn the language. Giles’ life is then spared, but as he does not know any Persian, he invents words that sound Persian, which he teaches to Koch as a way of staying alive.

      A very different kind of film (and not on the IMDB list) is the 2017 low-budget comedy-drama Oh Lucy!, which premiered in the Critics’ Week section of the Cannes Film Festival that year. In Oh Lucy! a lonely, single, chain-smoking female office worker, Setsuko Kawashima (played by Shinobu Terajima) accidentally ends up at an English language class being taught by John, a White, male, American (played by Josh Hartnett), who appears to know nothing whatsoever about teaching or learning English. In spite of that, Setsuko is attracted to John, so when she discovers that he has suddenly left Japan and returned to the US, she finds out where he lives, and with a friend, she tracks John down to his home in LA. Although the movie was positively review by critics, it did not do well at the box office, but it touches on a number of important themes regarding the teaching and learning of a foreign language and the challenges of making a new life in a new country, as many millions of people around the world try to do every day, week, month, and year.

      AN UNHOLY ALLIANCE

      Just 30 seconds into the GBW, DJT said: “There’s more spirit now than at any time that we’ve ever seen because we’ve seen, we’ve seen how bad they are. They’re just bad. They are so bad. It’s just terrible. But there’s never been spirit like this. Never, never, ever, probably for anyone.” This kind of bundle of F&Ms can be described as untruths, falsehoods, exaggerations, etc. But it is still worth taking a closer look at that opening statement. We can see that it started with DJT praising his audience for their “spirit” – whatever that might mean – and ended with him, once again, praising himself, but with a twist, as he apparently misses the sentence-ending “else”: Never, never, ever so much spirit probably for anyone else. In spite of his use of “probably,” the clear implication is that nobody, to use one of DJT’s favorite exaggerations, in the history of (the whole, wide) world, has ever received as much spirit from their audience, as much adulation, and ultimately, as much love.

      To grow into psychologically and physiologically healthy individuals, everybody needs to learn how to love and be loved. However, some people need not only to be loved but to be loved more than anyone else, and for them to be seen to be loved more than anyone else in public displays of affection. A closer look shows that, of the 40 or so words of those opening lines, nearly half of them can be classified as unspecified nonsense: “we’ve seen, we’ve seen how bad they are. They’re just bad. They are so bad. It’s just terrible.” DJT was probably referring to the Biden administration, but as DJT has launched so many verbal attacks over so many years against so many individuals and organizations, he could also have been attacking others. This kind of strategy can be called “bundling and embedding,” as multiple statements are made, most of which can neither be proved nor disproved, sandwiched between what may at first appear to be some sort of repetitive gibberish.

      A few minutes into the GBW, DJT presents an example of a F&M that was quickly and easily shown to be a F&M, but one which was picked up on social media, where it was repeated and spread:

      
        
        What the hell was Biden thinking when he declared Easter Sunday to be “Trans Visibility Day”? Such total disrespect to Christians, and November 5th, it’s gonna to be called something else. You know what it’s gonna be called? “Christian Visibility Day,” when Christians turn out in numbers that nobody has ever seen before. Let's call it “Christian Visibility Day,” all right?

      

      

      These kinds of F&Ms are accompanied by an almost pantomime-like response from DJT’s audiences, in which DJT’s what-the-hell question was met with loud boos and thumbs-down hand gestures from the crowd, followed by, right on cue, cheers and applause at DJT’s announcement that he was going to rename the day.

      A room full of young children, watching a magician perform their tricks, could not behave better or respond more appropriately when DJT is playing the role of some kind of ring-master and the audience is behaving like children at a circus or a birthday party. However, as usual, the fact-checkers of news agencies such as Reuters clearly stated: “Biden did not set Transgender Day of Visibility to annually coincide with Easter,” and they explained that: “TDOV is marked annually on March 31, but the day on which Easter Sunday is celebrated changes each year … Biden first proclaimed that date as TDOV in 2021. Afterwards, posts shared on social media suggested that Biden had scheduled it intentionally to coincide with Easter.”

      A contributing editor at Rolling Stone magazine, Alex Morris, identified DJT’s attempts to cozy up to the religious right in the US going back to 2016, as part of his first election campaign. For example, at a meeting in September that year, DJT “tried to move the needle, to convince the religious right that their vision for America was one he shared. Robert Jeffress, the head of 14,000-member megachurch First Baptist Dallas, a contributor to Fox News, and one of the earliest evangelical leaders to support Trump, presided over the meeting.” Morris also noted that “[i]n May 2018, Trump moved the Israeli embassy [the US embassy in Israel] to Jerusalem, an event that is meant to presage Christ’s return.”

      Morris also interviewed Greg Thornbury, a theologian, Christian biographer, and the author of books such as Who Will Be Saved? Defending the Biblical Understanding of God, Salvation, & Evangelism (co-authored with Paul House and published in 2000). According to Thornbury: “The white nationalism of fundamentalism was sleeping there like a latent gene, and it just came roaring back with a vengeance.” In DJT’s America, “‘religious liberty’ is code for protection of white, Western cultural heritage.” This strategy of appealing to the religious right in the US has not only continued but has escalated in recent years.

      In 2021, also reporting for Rolling Stone and working with the nonprofit news organization the Center for Investigative Reporting, Sarah Posner concluded that “Christian-right activists inside and outside of government promoted the election fraud lie” and that “the Christian right is readying its troops for an escalation of the culture war: a campaign to delegitimize not only Biden’s presidency, but any Democratic election victory.” Posner is the author of two books, God’s Profits: Faith, Fraud, and the Republican Crusade for Values Voters and Unholy: Why White Evangelicals Worship at the Altar of Donald Trump (published in 2008 and 2021, respectively).

      More recently, several news agencies, including the AP News, reported in March 2024 that DJT had taken to “selling ‘God Bless the USA’ Bibles for $59.99 as he faces mounting legal bills.” That little money-maker led Forbes reporter Francis Wilkinson (in April 2024) to introduce DJT as “a 77-year-old Bible salesman from Palm Beach, Florida [who] has emerged as the nation’s most prominent Christian leader” in spite of the fact that, “Trump doesn’t attend church and has obviously never read the book that he hawks for $59.99.”

      Wilkinson also noticed that DJT’s “embrace of White Christian militantism coincides with a precipitous decline in religious affiliation in the US.” Like many others, Wilkinson concluded that “Trump is running for president as a divinely chosen champion of White Christians, promising to sanctify their grievances, destroy their perceived enemies, bolster their social status, and grant them the power to impose an anti-feminist, anti-LGBTQ, White-centric Christian nationalism from coast to coast.” And as we have seen in previous chapters, one of the ways in which DJT strengthens those ties is by his verbal attacks on transgender people, perhaps because he and his team believe that such people would not vote for someone like DJT anyway, making them a safe target.

      US INFLATION: HIGH, HIGHER, HIGHEST – NOT

      As we have already seen, DJT likes to lace his F&Ms with numbers, some of which appear to be exaggerations of actual data – but others appear to be plucked out of thin air and entirely fabricated. Sometimes the exaggerations and fabrications are to such an extent that DJT and his speech writers appear to be proving that they can get away with even the most obvious and ridiculous of F&Ms, which even their audience must know make no sense at all. For example, at the 23-minute mark of the GWB, DJT repeated this familiar line: “In my first term, we built the greatest economy in the history of the world … for citizens of every race, religion, color, and creed” to which this time he added, “and all of this without inflation.”

      That F&M was then followed and compounded by DJT saying, “Now the inflation is a record number. It could be 75%. You know, they like to say it’s 58% and 54%, probably 75% … Look at your grocery bill. When you go for groceries now, you're paying three times what you paid two years ago,” followed a few minutes later by, “We will stop Biden’s inflation train wreck.” What?! 54%, 58%, 75%?!

      According to a report from Trading Economics, based on data supplied by the US Bureau of Labor Statistics up to June 2024: “The annual inflation rate in the US fell for a third straight month to 3% in June 2024, the lowest since June 2023, compared to 3.3% in May and below forecasts of 3.1%” (emphases added). Not only that, but the “annual core inflation also slowed to 3.3%, a fresh low since April 2021” (emphasis added), and data for the previous 12 months showed that the highest inflation rate (in August and September 2023) was 3.7%. Therefore, even DJT’s most modestly inflated figure is still 18 times higher than reality (54% vs 3%). And as for DJT’s grocery-bill line, for shoppers to be paying three times what they did two years ago, food inflation would have had to be approximately 68% per year for each of those three years. However, according to the Trading Economics report, “food inflation edged up, 2.2% vs. 2.1%.”

      DJT accused Joe Biden of driving up US “gas prices by 50%, 60%, 75%.” However, according to the same Trading Economics report: “Energy costs rose at a slower pace (1% vs. 3.7%), due to gasoline (-2.5% vs. 2.2%) and fuel oil (0.8% vs. 3.6%) costs … In addition, prices continued to decline for new vehicles (-0.9% vs. -0.8%) and used cars and trucks (-10.1% vs. -9.3%).” Anybody can make a mistake, but as DJT mentioned three different inflation numbers, all of them wildly inaccurate, a memory lapse or slip of the tongue is unlikely. Perhaps cognitive decline is to blame, or maybe the letters and numbers on the teleprompter were not big enough for him to see clearly, with his aging eyes. Another possible reason for such greatly exaggerated numerical F&Ms is that, for some people, who may be clinically categorized as “pathological liars,” perhaps they cannot help themselves, and struggle to tell the truth even when they want to do so. However, we should not rule out the possibility discussed above, which is to display such an open disdain for anything remotely truthful that even the most obvious and ridiculous of F&Ms can be repeated frequently, without any serious negative consequences.

      BIG MOUTH, SMALL WORDS

      In the GBW, DJT used the adjective “big” 11 times, as well as “bigger” and “biggest” five times, making a total of 16 uses of big/bigger/biggest in less than one hour, or one occurrence every three to four minutes. At the 30-minute mark, when complaining about the “20 million illegal aliens” he claimed were allowed to enter the US under the Biden administration, DJT said: “We have no idea who they are, where they came from. But we’re going to find out. It’s a big problem.” At the 40-minute mark, when DJT appeared to be referring to someone “running for the Senate in Ohio,” DJT used “big” again: “That’s a big race. We’re here to help.”

      Two minutes later, DJT claimed that he was responsible for “the workers of Wisconsin [getting] so many contracts, including that big shipping contract. You remember that one,” and a few minutes after that, regarding car manufacturing factories, DJT said that “China now is building plants in Mexico, big plants, really big plants” (all emphases added). At the 50-minute mark, DJT briefly mentioned squatting, in which people occupy homes that do not belong to them, where they do not pay rent, and are unwilling to leave. Even DJT recognized that that sounded “like a little bit of a weird topic,” but he pressed ahead anyway, saying that “[a]s president, I will establish a federal task force to use every authority that we have at our disposal to end squatting in America. Squatting’s a big deal.”

      Two minutes after the topic of squatting, DJT returned to one of his favorite, and most serious, F&Ms – that the 2020 election was “rigged,” in spite of all the inquiries and all of the evidence to the contrary: “We’re gonna secure our elections. Our goal will be one day voting with paper ballots. Very simple and voter ID. But until then, Republicans must win. We want to landslide. We want it to be too big... to rig. Too big... to rig,” At that point, the crowd, again pantomime-style, started to repeat not only what DJT had just said but the way he said it, like children dutifully repeating after a parent, although not necessarily fully understanding what they are saying or why they are saying it.

      As any thesaurus will show, there are many adjectives that can be used in place of big, including colossal, considerable, enormous, gigantic, huge, immense, sizable, substantial and several other descriptive words and phrases that convey largeness of size. That raises the question of why someone who has spent so much of their life telling everyone how smart they are would repeatedly use such simple, low-level words and phrases. One possible reason is that DJT and his speech writers are deliberately using monosyllabic words and phrases like “big” and “great,” which DJT says about 40 times during the one-hour GBW, to match what appears to be the lower levels of vocabulary understanding of his audience. DJT also uses short sentences, of no more than a few words per sentence, and words with few syllables.

      Writing for Salon magazine in 2022, Chauncey Devega titled his article, “New research on Trump voters: They’re not the sharpest tools in the box,” which is sub-titled: “Now there’s proof: Trump's voters lack ‘cognitive sophistication.”’ Devega drew on a number of different sources, including research by a professor of sociology at Southern Illinois University, Darren Sherkat, who had published a paper in 2021 titled, “Cognitive Sophistication, Religion, and the Trump Vote,” in the Social Science Quarterly. Sherkat found that there were, “substantial negative differences between the thinking processes and cognition of white Trump voters, as shown in the 2016 presidential election, as compared to other voters who supported Hillary Clinton or another candidate, or who did not vote at all” and that, “the simple linguistic style presented by Trump may have appealed to voters with limited education and cognitive sophistication.”

      Writing for the LA Times in 2017, Brian Crosby, a school teacher in Glendale, California and author of the 2008 book Smart Kids, Bad Schools: 38 Ways to Save America's Future, wrote a piece entitled “Examining Trump’s Limited Vocabulary,” in which he gave examples of “[o]ne major characteristic of Trump’s speaking [which] is the repetition of words and phrases, often within the same sentence, revealing a limited vocabulary.” That vocabulary became widely discussed after, as reported by Crosby, “Tony Schwartz, co-author of Trump: The Art of the Deal, told MSNBC’s Joy-Ann Reid that Trump has a ‘200-word vocabulary.’ That is why in his 77-minute presser [press conference] he repeated words so frequently: really (14), great (19), very (87).”

      Writing for the Irish Times, also in 2017, Hugh Linehan titled his article on DJT’s use of language “You Total Loser: Donald Trump and the Power of a Small Vocabulary,” in which he observed that, although words like “dummy”, “idiots” and “morons” were “basic words,” “the way the president uses them resonates.” Linehan referred (as did many reporters) to an interview that had recently been given by the prize-winning American novelist and short story writer Philip Roth (1933-2018) in The New Yorker magazine. According to Roth, DJT was “incapable of expressing or recognizing subtlety or nuance, destitute of all decency, and wielding a vocabulary of seventy-seven words that is better called Jerkish than English.”

      Looking at DJT’s use of language, Linehan reached a similar conclusion to Roth, stating that “Everything is on the surface. Trump has the unusual quality of appearing to be a man with no interior life whatsoever. Crucially, he never seems to have experienced shame,” and that “[o]ver four decades in the limelight, first as a brash Manhattan property mogul, then as a fixture on the gossip pages, and then as a reality-TV star, Trump always found a way of getting noticed.”

      The issue of cognitive decline was also raised in 2017, in connection with DJT’s speaking style and speech patterns. Writing for Vanity Fair magazine, Bess Levin consulted a number of experts such as John Montgomery, a psychologist and professor at New York University. As Levin stated: “When Donald Trump is allowed to speak without the aid of notes or a teleprompter, he has a tendency to say alarming things … But above all else, the one thing that consistently sticks out as cause for concern are Trump’s crimes against the English language.”

      Levin also gave several examples which showed that “[t]he majority of Trump sentences are sentence fragments. Words are arranged in a way that only he can understand,” and that “[h]is limited vocabulary has the sophistication of a 7-year-old.” Levin also referred to two interviews with DJT and US talk show host David Letterman over 25 years, with the first interview in 1988 and the second in 2013: “In the first, Trump threw around words such as “aesthetically” and “precarious,” and used long, complex sentences. In the second, he used simpler speech patterns, few polysyllabic words, and noticeably more fillers.”

      In addition to what may be normal, natural cognitive decline for someone in their late 70s, there is the possibility that, as we discussed earlier, there is a method to DJT’s (apparent) madness and randomness. Writing for Inverse science magazine in 2017, Sarah Sloat pointed out that, although Roth’s assessment of Trump’s small vocabulary size may have been correct, “we should be careful not to assume it means that the President is dumb” even though “[a] 2016 analysis found that Trump’s grammar was roughly at the fifth-grade level.” Sloat referred to the work of Geoffrey Nunberg, a professor at the University of California, Berkeley, who had recently written in the Los Angeles Times that DJT’s “repetitions and digressions come off as ‘spontaneous and genuine’ to people listening at a rally … Like most people who attend political rallies, Trump’s audience came there to connect” rather than to listen carefully or critically.

      CONVICTED CRIMINAL COMPLIMENTS

      In May 2024, DJT became the only president in the history of the US to be tried and convicted of crimes, charged with 34 counts of falsifying business records in New York. That may be one reason he is always talking about crime in his speeches, perhaps seeing himself as something of an expert on criminal behavior. However, it is more likely that the constant references to crime reflect attempts by DJT and his speech writers to present him as someone who can restore law and order to what they misrepresent as the waves of lawlessness sweeping across America. Another important possible reason for all those references, which does not appear to be discussed as much, is deflection – i.e., by always talking about the alleged criminal behavior of others, from President Joe Biden to the millions of “illegal aliens,” the hope may be that fewer people will hold onto the fact that DJT is now a convicted criminal.

      In the GBW, DJT said “crime” 14 times and “criminal” another 11 times, making a total of 25 references to the same thing in just under an hour, or one reference every two to three minutes. By now, we are familiar with this pattern of extreme repetition, possibly reflecting cognitive decline and/or deliberate exaggeration – but just as likely (and maybe more so) to be following the principle of making knowingly false statement seem a little less false with each repetition.

      As we have also seen, it helps when F&Ms are repeated by others, ideally people in a position of authority, and it is even better if they amplify the F&M. This is what happened in Grand Rapids, Michigan, where DJT had just been, and which he referred to in the GBW (at the five-minute mark): “I’ve just come from Grand Rapids, Michigan, where I was proud to receive the endorsement of the Police Officers Association of the entire state of Michigan … I also met with local law enforcement leaders whose communities are being crushed by Biden’s migrant crime.”

      However, when Anna Nichols reported on that meeting between DJT and the Michigan Police Officers Association for one of the local newspapers, she quoted the president of that association saying to DJT: “There’s no way we can have a president in the United States that allows 3 million people a year or more, I’m sure, to come into our country illegally. We can’t allow that to continue” (emphasis added). As we can see, the figure of two million was increased by the association president by 50% to “three million or more,” with no support for that new number from any reliable sources, and that was said by someone who claimed to be representing “12,000 law enforcement people” in the state of Michigan. Therefore, in addition to the strategy of the repetition of F&Ms by others, we also have amplification/exaggeration, and by authoritative members of a community.

      When referring to his meeting in Michigan, DJT introduced the phrase “migrant crime,” which he repeated a few minutes later (at around five minutes into the GBW): “You know, we have a new category of crime. It's called ‘migrant crime.’ It was brought to you by the worst president in the history of our country, Joe Biden.” Ten minutes later, DJT spun a tale about the city of Whitewater in Wisconsin that had been in the news recently:

      Does anybody know Whitewater? After being inundated with Biden migrants, this tiny town now has a budget shortfall of over $400,000. Their public schools are straining with hundreds of new migrant students who don't speak a word of English. Their police force is being diverted from traffic stops to migrant crime, our favorite new term, ‘migrant crime’. It's a new category of crime. And their town is becoming a hotbed of cartel activity and illicit drugs like nobody’s ever even envisioned before. (emphases added)

      We can see a number of things happening here. First, during the GBW, DJT said “Joe Biden” and “Biden” nearly 50 times, in just under an hour – the only words said more than “great” (which DJT said about 40 times in the GBW). But there is now a discernible pattern underlying those 50 or so references to “Biden,” starting with “Biden migrant crime,” which looks like it should perhaps have been something like “Biden’s migrants’ crimes,” in which the migrants are presented as somehow “belonging” to Biden, and in which the crimes somehow “belong” to the migrants. But after several, careful listenings, it can clearly be heard as just three nouns: Biden + migrant + crime. Immediately following that statement, DJT explained that “[y]ou know, we have a new category of crime. It’s called ‘migrant crime’. It was brought to you by the worst president in the history of our country, Joe Biden, sometimes referred to as ‘Crooked Joe Biden.’”

      Of the nearly 50 mentions of Joe Biden’s name in the one-hour GBW, 10 were part of the phrase “Crooked Joe Biden.” However, perhaps coming from a convicted criminal, to be called “crooked” so many times may be some sort of backhanded or underhanded compliment. As we saw in earlier chapters, DJT likes to compare himself to the criminal Al Capone (who died at the age of 48, diseased, broke, and broken). For example, in the GBW (at the 32-minute mark) DJT shouts, proudly: “I got indicted more than Alphonse Capone. Al Capone … I got indicted more than Alphonse … he was a tough man. They did a movie, Scarface. Check it out,” with DJT’s use of “Alphonse” (as opposed to “Al”) perhaps meant as a show of affection and/or familiarity. It is also important to note that this kind of obsessive name-calling has been identified as one of DJT’s strategies, as recently pointed out on by Stephen Collinson reporting for CNN in August 2024.

      To return to the rhetorical question about Whitewater, according to DJT, the public schools there were “straining with hundreds of new migrant students who don't speak a word of English … and their town is becoming a hotbed of cartel activity and illicit drugs like nobody’s ever even envisioned before” (emphases added). However, when reporters like NPR’s Chuck Quirmbach went to Whitewater, to follow-up on DJT’s portrayal of the city, they found quite a different story. Quirmbach spoke with the Whitewater city manager (John Weidl), who said that the reasons for the 400K USD budget shortfall were “complicated, and partly due to a loss of money coming from Wisconsin to maintain state-owned property, like the university … [The shortfall] is tied to two very specific other things that come from the state and not directly from immigration” (emphasis added).

      According to Quirmbach: “Weidl, appointed to the nonpartisan post about 18 months ago, says increasing migration is a good thing … It's going to make us stronger. I truly believe that,” said Wiedl. The two accounts, from DJT and from Weidl, regarding the situation in Whitewater could not have been more different. But again, DJT and his speech writers appear to be always banking on the audience and their supporters not bothering to look into such stories, preferring instead to accept those stories at face value, as they reinforce and validate their fears and their prejudices.

      SPEAKING IN FOREIGN TONGUES

      Regarding DJT’s F&M that none of the new arrivals to Whitewater speak “a word of English,” this is something that DJT has been saying for many years. For example, as reported in 2016 by Shane Goldmacher, writing for Politico, in 2015: “[A]t a nationally televised debate ... Donald Trump chided Jeb Bush for speaking another language on the campaign trail. ‘This is a country,’ Trump said standing at the lectern next to Bush, ‘where we speak English, not Spanish.’ The crowd at the Ronald Reagan presidential library applauded. Ever since, Trump has stayed true to his word.” However, the words “Trump,” “true,” and “word” do not sit comfortably so close to each other, and as we have seen, in his second round of presidential campaign speeches, DJT has made it a point to appeal to Hispanic voters (as well as African American voters). But at that time, in 2016, DJT was, as Goldmacher pointed out, “on the precipice of becoming the only major-party presidential candidate this century not to reach out to millions of American voters whose dominant, first or just preferred language is Spanish.”

      In 2017, Ben Siegel, Jordyn Phelps, and Cecilia Vega reported for ABC News that “Trump says he wants immigrants ‘who speak English’ and won’t ‘collect welfare.’ Trump and two GOP senators are pushing for the immigration limits.” At a White House press conference with those two GOP senators (Tom Cotton and David Perdue), DJT announced: “This competitive application process will favor applicants who can speak English, financially support themselves and their families, and demonstrate skills that will contribute to our economy.” At that press conference, DJT also said that immigrants are “not going to come in and immediately go and collect welfare.” However, as Siegel, Phelps, and Vega clarified: “Under a 1996 welfare reform bill signed by President Clinton, legal immigrants are already barred from receiving government benefits for five years or longer.”

      More recently, in 2023, Nikki Ramirez, reporting for Rolling Stone, found that one of the targets of “Trump’s rationale for mass deportation” is “kids who don’t speak English.” Ramirez reported on another 100-word rant by DJT that he had made in a recent broadcast, in which he said:

      
        
        Our country can’t hold this. We don’t have rooms in our hospitals, our schools. They go into classes. They don’t speak English. Nobody knows what to do … They have languages that nobody even knows … Well, we don’t have any people that even understand or know those languages – they can’t teach them, they’re all over the place. We have classrooms in schools which are loaded up with people that don’t speak a word of English, and the schools are there and they have no idea what to do about it. It’s a very sick situation.

      

      

      As usual, there are layers of unspecified references, over-generalizations, and repetition tied together and bundled up with what are likely to be F&Ms of some kind, starting with the anonymous “they,” but which are presumably references to DJT’s “illegal aliens”: “They go into classes. They don’t speak English … They have languages that nobody even knows.” The trio of “they”s is then contrasted with a trio of “we”s: “We don’t have rooms in our hospitals, our schools … we don’t have any people that even understand or know those languages … We have classrooms in schools which are loaded up with people that don’t speak a word of English.” In addition, there is a trio of “nobody knows” references: “Nobody knows what to do … They have languages that nobody even knows … and the schools are there and they have no idea what to do about it.” For added confusion, there is the two-part phrase “they can’t teach them, they’re all over the place,” topped-off with a somewhat meaningless but nonetheless melodramatic: “It’s a very sick situation.”

      Beyond scoring points and getting votes with his years of “They don’t speak English” F&Ms, DJT and his speech writers are also tapping into a centuries-old contradiction and ambivalence in the US to people knowing and using languages other than English, although usually in addition to English. As Daniel Olsen, professor of linguistics and Spanish at Purdue University, writing for Time magazine, pointed out in March 2024, that although “[m]ultilingualism Is an American Tradition. So Is Backlash to It” and that with 350 languages spoken in the USA today, “political debate over the use of languages other than English is nearly as old as the United States itself.”

      In relation to the constant references made by DJT to the history of the US, Olsen found that, “more than a quarter of all early settlers were non-English speaking.” In spite of that real multilingual and multicultural history of the US – as opposed to the mythical and manufactured notions of historical, “racial purity” – the US “has long had an uncomfortable relationship with its multilingual population, rooted in the idea that linguistic diversity represents an obstacle to national unity,” wrote Olsen.

      Olsen also found that, so deeply embedded was that English Only idea in the early 1900s, that Theodore Roosevelt (1858-1919), the 26th President of the US (in office 1901 to 1909) once wrote: “We have room for but one language in this country, and that is the English language.” Olsen presented data-based examples of countries such as Switzerland, “which attributes more than 10% of its GDP to the fact that it is a highly multilingual society,” and he showed that, where DJT launches into his “They don’t speak English” diatribes, he overlays, “a fear of linguistic diversity on top of his standard anti-immigrant rhetoric, using the perceived links between language and nation to stoke further mistrust of immigrant communities. By highlighting minority languages that ‘nobody’ has ever heard of” DJT is attempting “to add an additional degree of suspicion … But such warnings are rooted in fear, not history or reality,” concluded Olsen.

      COMMUNISTS, MARXISTS, FASCISTS, AND THE SILENT MAJORITY

      The last few minutes of the GBW (from 56 to 59 minutes) are worth looking at closely, as we can see more patterns emerging in DJT’s use of language that help explain why, in spite of everything he has been saying and doing in US politics since 2015, he still appears to enjoy such widespread support, albeit from particular groups within the US. At 56 minutes, DJT started with his usual lamentations and proclamations, together with his repeated references to “hardworking patriots,” as discussed in previous chapters:

      
        
        Three years ago, we were a great nation, and we will soon be a great nation again. It was hardworking patriots like you, Wisconsin, who built this country and it’s hardworking patriots like you who are going to save our country. You’re gonna save our country. This is a very, very perilous time.

      

      

      There was no mention by DJT of what exactly it was that makes this such “a very, very perilous time” or who was in this mortal danger. But the allusion and the assumption appear to be that the US must be protected and defended from those that would imperil it, and only DJT can save them; only he can be their knight in shining armor, fighting off the dragons that would devour the great and glorious USA.

      The “perilous times” warning from DJT was followed by a total of 22 uses of “we will” and “we will not” in the less than three remaining minutes of the GBW, or one use of “we will” every six to seven seconds:

      
        	We will fight for America like no one has ever fought before. 2024 is our final battle.

        	With you at my side, we will demolish the deep state. We will expel the warmongers.

        	We will drive out the globalists. We will cast out the communists, Marxists, and fascists.

        	We will throw off the sick political class that hates our country … We will rout the fake news media.

        	We will drain the swamp, and we will liberate our country from these tyrants and villains. Once and for all, we're going to do that. We have no choice, or we’re not gonna have our country left.

      

      In those 100 or so words, DJT recycled several of his favorite themes and most popular crowd-pleasers, starting with the ever-popular fight-the-good-fight to save the USA from all that would do the country harm. That was followed by a repeat of DJT’s conspiracy theory claims – none of which have ever been conclusively substantiated – that there was an array of forces within the US government, including the FBI and CIA, who were working against him. DJT then lumped together three different political ideologies, “communists, Marxists, and fascists,” that are not the same, but all of which can be seen as ideological enemies of the USA.

      The usual targets followed, including “the sick political classes” and an assortment of “tyrants and villains,” whoever they may be, and what DJT refer to as the “fake media,” which is an accusation leveled against any news organization that investigates and challenges DJT’s claims, no matter how wild they are, or indeed almost any of the numbers about anything that are cited by DJT in his speeches. Any entity that does not completely agree with everything that DJT says is deemed, by definition, “fake.” The phrase “drain the swamp” can be traced back to the 1800s, even though it appears that many of DJT’s supporters believe that he came up with the term, and more recently, to US President Ronald Reagan, who used the phrase in the 1980s to refer to removing excessive bureaucracy in the federal government.

      The remaining couple of minutes of the GBW can also be divided into chunks of text of approximately 100 words. At the 57th minute, DJT said:

      
        
        Like those patriots before us, we will not bend. We will not break. We will not yield. We will never give in. We will never give up. We will never, ever back down. Can you do that? … With your support, we will go on to victory, the likes of which no one has ever seen before. We will evict Crooked Joe Biden, the worst president in the history of our country from the White House. And we will take back our country on November 5th, 2024. The most important day in the history of our country.

      

      

      This chunk starts with an appeal to a history that, as we discussed earlier, may or may not have ever existed in reality, regarding “the patriots before us.” That was followed by a couple of “will nots” to balance the preceding “we will”s, which led into one of DJT’s “never, never, never, ever” strings of repeated, small words, this time referring to immeasurable periods of time. After a rhetorical question/call to action, “Can you do that?”, DJT then asks the crowd for their support to secure a record-breaking victory in the 2024 US presidential election, so that they can “take back our country on the most important day in the history of our country.”

      In the last minute or so of the GBW, DJT referred to and called on “the silent majority,” which is a phrase that was used in 1969 by the 37th US President Nixon (1913-1994, in office, 1969-1974) when he gave a speech in which he said: “To you, the great silent majority of my fellow Americans, I ask for your support, for the more divided we are at home, the less likely the enemy is to negotiate.” According to Michael Tomasky, writing for The New Republic in June 2024, “the silent majority” originally referred to “those middle-class Americans who weren’t out in the streets making noise about Vietnam or civil rights but sitting quietly at home seeking normalcy, law and order, and someone to save the country from extremism … Republicans have used it ever since.” In wrapping up the GBW, DJT said:

      
        
        The great silent majority is rising like never before. And under our leadership … the forgotten man and woman will be forgotten no longer. You will be forgotten no longer. You weren’t forgotten for four beautiful years. We are one movement, one people, one family, and one glorious nation under God. And together we will make America powerful again. Make America wealthy again. Make America strong again. Make America proud again. We will make America safe again. And we will make America great again. Thank you, Wisconsin. Go out and vote. Go out and vote. God bless you all. Thank you.

      

      

      It is possible that the original 1960 Republican “silent majority” referred to by Nixon is now a “noisy minority” in the sense that, in spite of ongoing and dangerous claims about the 2020 US presidential election being “rigged,” all of the evidence appears to show that DJT’s supporters were in the minority when it came to votes cast, but that has not stopped them from making more and more noise, as they air their grievances ever more loudly, through their mouthpiece that is DJT.
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            THE ACCEPTANCE

          

        

      

    

    
      INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

      The last speech that we will analyze in this book was given on July 18, 2024, as the culmination of the Republican National Convention (RNC) in Milwaukee, Wisconsin, when DJT accepted the party’s presidential nomination. As Gerardo Pons, with NBC Boston, reported: “In a speech covering everything from a recent assassination attempt against him to his campaign platform and political grievances, former President Donald Trump spoke for 93 minutes at the Republican National Convention on Thursday night, breaking his own previous record from the 2016 convention by nearly 20 minutes.” Or, as PBS put it: “Former President Donald Trump delivered his acceptance speech as his party's nominee on the final night of the Republican National Convention in Milwaukee, an evening focused on making ‘America great once again’. Throughout the week, Republican elected officials, party leaders, celebrities and voters have taken the stage to speak in support of Trump and his running mate, Ohio Sen. JD Vance.” In this chapter, the RNC speech, which was made up of approximately 12,400 words, will be referred to as the “Acceptance.”

      An analysis of DJT’s telling of what happened during the assassination attempt is a major part of this chapter. Therefore, we start by taking a quick look at just a few of the many, many movies made over the last century or so with plots based on stories of assassination, real and fictitious, successful and failed. In part two, we briefly consider the extreme irony (or hypocrisy) of one of the most divisive presidents in the history of the USA calling for togetherness. We then present a meta-analysis of the two most thorough breakdowns of the Acceptance, the first of which was carried out and published by CNN, with the second carried out by the PolitiFact organization and published by PBS. By analyzing their analyses, it was possible to create for the first time (to my knowledge) visual representations of the F&Ms of DJT in the form of a table, together with categorized frequency counts.

      The PolitiFact/PBS analysis also found 20 of DJT’s claims that they fact-checked, which they categorized under ten different topic headings, and arranged along a continuum of six degrees of dishonesty, from the most to the least extreme F&Ms. Although there was some overlap between the 20 F&Ms identified and challenged by CNN and the 20 identified and classified by PolitiFact/PBS, there were some differences, making a total of more than 20, and up to 30 F&Ms, depending on, for example, how many F&Ms are clustered together and which can be counted as one or more than one F&M.

      Given the detailed and thorough analyses of the Acceptance carried out by CNN and PolitiFact/PBS and my analysis of their analyses, the remainder of this chapter focuses in great detail on a part of the Acceptance that appears to have gone largely overlooked, even by such thorough and professional news agencies as CNN, PBS, and others. The part that appears to be “missing” from most (if not all) accounts of the Acceptance is DJT’s story-telling of the attempted assassination, which took place just a few days before the Acceptance, so it was fresh in everyone’s mind. Although DJT’s story-telling has been discussed in some of the previous chapters, his telling of the tale of the attempted assassination was in a category all of its own, worthy of an in-depth analysis.

      ASSASSINATION PLOTS

      As DJT’s telling of what happened during the apparent attempt on his life is a major part of this chapter, we can consider a few films in that genre. Under “Films about assassinations” – failed, foiled, and successful attempts – Wikipedia lists well over 150 movies, going back nearly a century – for example, to Alfred Hitchcock’s 1934 spy thriller, The Man Who Knew Too Much. More recently, in 2016, the action thriller The Accountant starring Ben Affleck, Anna Kendrick, J. K. Simmons and others, tells the story of Christian Wolff, who appears to be, on the surface, a mild-mannered and low-key certified public accountant, living with autism. However, Wolff’s small accounting office in Plainfield, Illinois is in fact a front for money laundering, as Wolff cleans up the financial records of international criminal and terrorist organizations. When Wolff ends up upsetting the bad guys he has been working for, they turn on Wolff, and he has to use his martial arts training and top-notch marksmanship to keep himself and other innocent parties alive. The movie did OK at the box-office and received mixed reviews, including some negative reviews for its portrayal of someone with autism being capable of that kind of violence. A sequel to The Accountant is currently in the works.

      The original 13 Assassins movie, released in 1963, is a Japanese historical drama (known as “jidaigeki” in Japanese, or “period drama”) directed by Eiichi Kudo. Set in the 1840s, the movie is about the Tokugawa shogunate, which served as the military government of Japan from the early 1600s to the 1860s. The shogun governed with the help of the Samurai warriors. Nearly 50 years later, in 2010, a remake of 13 Assassins was released, based on the same storyline as the original 1963 movie, about the assassination plan for Matsudaira, a high-ranking Japanese lord, because of his repeated and reprehensible acts of misconduct. Such acts may or may not have been one of the motivating factors for the assassination attempt on DJT’s life.

      In 2015, the movie 13 Minutes (in German: Elser: Er hätte die Welt verändert), subtitled, “This Man Could Have Changed History” is the true story of the attempted assassination of Adolph Hitler in 1939. It was supposed to have been carried out by a German man, Johann Georg Elser, using a bomb. Unfortunately for millions of Jewish people, the bomb did not go off until Hitler had left the building. In 2022, the highly-nominated Korean historical musical drama Hero was released, based on the 2009 hit stage musical “Youngwoong.” The movie was based on the true story of a Korean-independence activist, An Jung-Geun (played by Jung Sung-Hwa, in both the musical and the movie), who fought against the occupying forces of the Japanese army. In real life and in the movie, An Jung-Geun assassinated the first Prime Minister of Japan and the Resident-General of Korea, Ito Hirobumi, in 1909. The female co-star of the movie, Seol-Hee (played by Kim Go-Eun), used to be a lady in the court of Queen Myeongseong. But after the queen was assassinated by the Japanese army, she became a geisha, in order to get close to Ito and facilitate his assassination.

      SOWING DIVISION WHILE CALLING FOR UNITY

      The first language-related strategy we discuss is DJT’s use of the language of unity, which goes against the kind of language that he has been using for most of the last decade or so and has sown some of the deepest divisions in the US in recent history. Therefore, in light of the results of the analyses of DJT’s other speeches in the preceding chapters of this book, it is difficult to see the language of coming together employed in the Acceptance as anything more than yet another vote-getting strategy. It is possible that DJT was trying his best to “sound presidential,” but after so many years of sounding the opposite, it seems unlikely that his calls for unity were sincere. However, sincere or not, such language should still be examined, as part of developing a greater overall understanding of DJT, his speech writers, and his followers.

      After the usual pomp and circumstance that marks the beginning of a DJT presidential election campaign rally, DJT started the Acceptance by saying: “Friends, delegates, and fellow-citizens, I stand before you this evening with a message of confidence, strength, and hope. Four months from now, we will have an incredible victory, and we will begin the four greatest years in the history of our country.” After the scripted pause-for-applause, DJT went on to say:

      
        
        Together, we will launch a new era of safety, prosperity and freedom for citizens of every race, religion, color, and creed. The discord and division in our society must be healed. We must heal it quickly. As Americans, we are bound together by a single fate and a shared destiny. We rise together. Or we fall apart.

      

      

      As discussed earlier, given the fact that DJT has been identified as one of the most deeply divisive presidents in the history of the USA (see Chapter 5), his calls for togetherness and unity, in which “discord and division” must be “healed … quickly,” must have rung hollow among many watching the Acceptance from a safe distance. Then DJT delivered the punchline: “I am running to be president for all of America, not half of America, because there is no victory in winning for half of America. So tonight, with faith and devotion, I proudly accept your nomination for president of the United States. Thank you. Thank you very much,” which was followed by an extended round of applause, and the usual chants of “Trump, Trump, Trump, Trump” from the crowd.

      CNN FACT-CHECKS THE ACCEPTANCE

      Many news agencies in the US, on July 19, 2024, published fact-checked accounts of DJT’s speech the day before, in which he accepted the Republican presidential nomination. By far, the most thorough of those checks and accounts was carried out and published by CNN, which resulted in the equivalent of an 18-page report. The CNN team found that, over the four days of the 2024 Republican National Convention, DJT’s acceptance speech was by far “the most dishonest speech” of all, during which DJT made “more than 20 false claims.”

      Such claims were made by others over the four days, such as Mike Pompeo, who served in DJT’s administration as director of the CIA for one year. A total of 22 F&Ms were identified and fact-check challenged by a team of ten CNN reporters – that is how many people it can take to go through a single speech by DJT. In addition to the 22 F&Ms made by DJT during the Acceptance, CNN also fact-checked pre-recorded videos in which DJT made F&Ms about “[t]he Trump tax cuts; Global conflict under Trump; Americans’ incomes; and Election fraud.”

      Overall, the CNN team of ten concluded that “[m]any of the false claims were ones Trump has made before, some of them for years. They spanned a wide variety of topics, including the economy, immigration, crime, foreign policy and elections. Some of them were wild lies, others smaller exaggerations.” The team also found that “[s]ome [of DJT’s claims] were in his prepared text (like the absurd claim that he left the Biden administration a world at peace), while he ad-libbed others (such as his usual lies that Democrats cheated in the 2020 election and that the US is experiencing the worst inflation it has ever had)” (emphases added).

      The two main categories of classification of the main 22 claims used by the CNN team were “False” and “Misleading,” of which there were ten and six, respectively. The labor-intensive nature of fact-checking anything and everything that DJT says, in addition to the sheer volume of verbiage he produces, especially during his presidential campaign rallies, makes it nearly impossible for reporters and investigative journalists to discuss DJT’s claims in detail. However, this kind of in-depth exploration of DJT’s language is necessary to gain a deeper understanding of how these claims are constructed, as well as how, where, and why they are employed, and ultimately how they function. To go into that kind of depth is beyond the reporting constraints under which journalists usually have to operate and abide by, and requires a book-length examination of the kind you are reading now.

      One aspect of DJT’s F&Ms that is important to consider is the relative potential seriousness of those claims, in terms of US presidential election outcomes. For example, the CNN team fact-checked “Trump’s claim that he ‘stopped the missile launches’ from North Korea,” which they classified as “Misleading” because “[w]hile missile launches did pause from North Korea for a period of time during his administration, they started up again before he left office.” While it is important to challenge all of the “wild lies” and “absurd claims,” it seems likely that DJT’s audience may not care so much about what other countries are doing because of their focus on themselves, their own concerns, and the whole purported “America First” policy.

      We can compare DJT’s North Korea missiles claim with, for example, his claim that “there is record inflation under President Joe Biden,” which was found by the CNN team to be “False” because “The current inflation rate, 3% in June 2024, is nowhere near the all-time record of 23.7%, set in 1920” and because, although “Trump could fairly say that the inflation rate hit a 40-year high in June 2022, when it was 9.1% … it has since plummeted.” At no point, at any time in the history of the US, has inflation ever been 54%, 58%, or 75%, as DJT has claimed (see Chapter 6). The attention-seeking antics of North Korea’s dictatorial leader dictator, Kim Jong Un, whom DJT has repeatedly claimed to get along well with (and the two may turn out to have much in common with each other) could attract some people’s attention. However, it seems highly likely that claims about domestic inflation, no matter how ridiculous they can be shown to be, are going to attract far more attention than claims about North Korean missiles, and may then have a greater potential effect on who votes for whom in US presidential elections.

      In addition to the claim categorizations as “False” (ten) and “Misleading” (six), the CNN team had to create six additional categories, with one claim in each category, to make the total of 22 categories: “Untrue; Wrong; Incorrect; Described Inaccurately; Greatly Overstated; Evidence-Free.” For example, in relation to DJT’s constantly repeated claims about “the impact of immigration on Medicare and Social Security,” the CNN team was clear: “Trump is wrong. In fact, the opposite is true, particularly in the near term, multiple experts say. Many undocumented immigrants work, which means they pay much-needed payroll taxes, and this bolsters the Social Security and Medicare trust funds and extends their solvency” (emphases added).

      In the “Described Inaccurately” category was DJT’s exaggerations about “how much higher gas prices are right now,” as well as more F&Ms; for example, about the Biden administration’s plans to increase Americans’ taxes four-fold and the administration’s plans to hire an additional 88,000 IRS (Inland Revenue Service) agents to carry out tax audits of American citizens. DJT’s claims about Immigration, Social Security, Medicare, gas prices, income taxes, and other domestic concerns are likely to sway more voters, especially those who are still “undecided,” far more than, for example, DJT’s claim “about Russian warships near Cuba” (which was categorized as “Untrue” by the CNN team). Therefore, although the work of teams of fact-checkers like those at CNN and elsewhere is essential, more in-depth, language-focused analyses are also needed.

      POLITIFACT/PBS FACT-CHECKS THE ACCEPTANCE

      The most thorough fact-checking of the Acceptance was carried out by the PolitiFact organization and published by PBS (and a number of other US news agencies), also on July 19. The PolitiFact/PBS report is the equivalent of a 10-page document, within which 20 of DJT’s claims were fact-checked and categorized under ten different topic headings. However, as a result of US politics (and those of other countries), especially over the last decade or so, we should have learned the critical importance of referring to reliable sources as one of the most effective ways of countering claims that are “Untrue; Wrong; Incorrect; Described Inaccurately; Greatly Overstated; Evidence-Free,” as well as “False” and “Misleading.”

      Therefore, before taking a deep-dive into that PolitiFact/PBS report, it is necessary to note that, as described by Angie Holan, the former PolitiFact editor-in-chief, in January 2024: “Fact-checking journalism is the heart of PolitiFact. Our core principles are independence, transparency, fairness, thorough reporting and clear writing. The reason we publish is to give citizens the information they need to govern themselves in a democracy.”

      The fact-checking methodology developed by PolitiFact, which was founded 17 years ago in 2007, and which is owned by the non-profit Poynter Institute for Media Studies, is based on a number of key questions, including: “Is the statement rooted in a fact that is verifiable? Does the statement seem misleading or sound wrong? Is the statement significant? Is the statement likely to be passed on and repeated by others? Would a typical person hear or read the statement and wonder: Is that true?” Having asked those questions, PolitiFact then places the claims on a six-point continuum of classification, from “ridiculous” at one end to “accurate” at the other:

      Pants on Fire: The statement is not accurate and makes a ridiculous claim.

      
        
        False: The statement is not accurate.

        Mostly False: The statement contains an element of truth but ignores critical facts that would give a different impression.

        Half True: The statement is partially accurate but leaves out important details or takes things out of context.

        Mostly True: The statement is accurate but needs clarification or additional information.

        True: The statement is accurate and there’s nothing significant missing (emphases added)

      

      

      The many F&Ms made in the Acceptance have been tabulated and presented below by topic, number and type. The table shows an overall picture of the patterns of these claims based on the PolitiFact classification and PBS news report.

      
        
          [image: ]
        

        Table 1: DJT’s False Claims by Topic, Number and Type

      

      In addition to tabulating, another way of examining these patterns is to list the F&Ms by topic and frequency of claim, and type of claim, based on the continuum between “Pants on Fire” (see Chapter 2) and “True.” Arranged in that way, we can see more clearly which kinds of F&Ms were made most often:

      
        
        False = 9

        Mostly False = 5

        Half True = 2

        Mostly True = 1

        Pants on Fire = 1

        “Compromise” = 1

        “Unsubstantiated” = 1

      

      

      Out of 20 claims, zero were categorized as being “True” – which is in itself a telling result of this kind of analysis.

      The nine claims in the “False” category included DJT’s statements that immigrants to the US are “coming from prisons, they’re coming from jails, they’re coming from mental institutions and insane asylums,” and that during his presidency, the US had “the best economy in the history of our country, in the history of the world … We had no inflation, soaring incomes.” Also under “False” were DJT’s claims that, when the US withdrew from Afghanistan, they “left behind $85 billion worth of military equipment,” as well as his claims that the Biden administration “spent $9 billion [USD] on eight [electric vehicle] chargers” and that DJT would “end the electric vehicle mandate on Day 1,” which is obviously and provably false due to the simple fact that “[t]here is no electric vehicle mandate to begin with.”

      In terms of swaying voters, two important examples of “Mostly False” claims appear when DJT said that, of the jobs created by the Biden administration, “107 percent of those jobs are taken by illegal aliens” and when DJT said that: “Our crime rate is going up.” Leaving aside the numerically nonsensical notion of anything being more than 100% of anything else, the PolitiFact/PBS fact-checking showed that “[s]ince Biden took office in early 2021, the number of foreign-born Americans who are employed has risen by about 5.6 million. But over the same period, the number of native-born Americans employed has increased by almost 7.4 million.” Therefore, the majority, about 57%, of the 13 million people employed were not “illegal aliens,” but people born in the USA.

      Likewise, it is similarly easy to show that the “[o]ur crime rate is going up” F&M made by DJT during the Acceptance is “Mostly False,” based on the fact that “Federal data shows the overall number of violent crimes, including homicide, has declined during Joe Biden’s presidency. Property crimes have risen, mostly because of motor vehicle thefts.” Furthermore, “[t]he FBI data shows the overall violent crime rate – which includes homicide, rape, robbery and aggravated assault per 100,000 population – fell by 1.6 percent from 2021 to 2022, the most recent year with full-year FBI data” (emphases added).

      As the table and the frequency count above show, the only claim worthy of the classification of “Pants on Fire!” was DJT’s “Election Fraud Claim,” when he said: “They [the Democratic Party] used COVID to cheat.” As we saw above, according to the six-part PolitiFact classification system, “They used COVID to cheat” is not only “not accurate” but also “ridiculous” as “The 2020 election was certified by every state and confirmed by more than 60 court cases nationwide” (emphases added). And as PolitiFact/PBS explained, during the worldwide COVID-19 pandemic, “multiple states altered rules to ease mail-in voting for people concerned about contracting COVID-19 at indoor polling places. Changes included mailing ballots to all registered voters, removing excuse requirements to vote by mail and increasing the number of ballot drop boxes. State officials used legal methods to enact these changes, and the new rules applied to all voters, regardless of party affiliation” (emphases added).

      HARD-WIRED FOR STORY-TELLING

      The long title of Lisa Cron’s 2012 book is a good example of the power of narrative and human story-telling: Wired for Story: The Writer's Guide to Using Brain Science to Hook Readers from the Very First Sentence. In an interview when the book was released, drawing on her research for the book, Cron identified some of the key features of effective story-telling: “When you’re lost in a good story, it’s not arbitrary, it’s not pleasure for pleasure’s sake. It’s biological, it’s chemical, it’s a survival mechanism.” Cron went on to explain how stories can transform what may otherwise be unappealing material into something that animates us: “Story or narrative takes those big ideas, abstract concepts, dry facts and translates them into something very specific that we can experience … and that’s what tells us how we feel about it, what it means to us, and that’s what moves us to action.”

      The idea of story-telling as some very early form of survival skills in the development of the human species has been a recurring theme in much of the literature on this topic over the last decade or so. For example, Carl Alviani, writing for the technology magazine Medium, also explained how “Our brains are hardwired for narrative.” And in terms of the development of human language following the development of our story-telling skills as a species, Alviani went on to explain that: “Human beings have been telling stories as long as there’s been a language to tell them in. We think in stories, remember in stories, and turn just about everything we experience into a story, sometimes adjusting or omitting facts to make it fit. The short explanation is that our instinct for story is a survival skill” (emphasis added).

      More recently, writing for Forbes in 2023, Braden Dragomir discussed how story-telling can be harnessed to sell products through narrative advertising and to promote a wide range of business-related ideas and concepts. Like Cron and Alviani, Dragomir also discussed the important evolutionary aspect of human story-telling, from ancient times to present day: “For millennia, we’ve been wired to share information through stories. Before the written word, stories were how humans passed down critical information. Throughout history, as we gained new mediums, we expanded storytelling from survival to knowledge to entertainment.”

      Dragomir discussed the importance of plot-driven narratives in relation to believability and our emotional responses to a story: “In its simplest form, the strength of your plot is going to drive your audience engagement. The more you can keep an audience in the story, the more likely they’ll believe the story you’re telling. The strength of your characters and the emotional investment in the story is going to determine how much people care.” DJT’s story-telling has been discussed in some of the previous chapters, but as we will see in the remainder of this chapter, his story-telling reached new heights during the Acceptance, as he was fortunate to be able to tell a story that (fortunately) few of us will ever tell – about how we survived an attempt on our life. An assassination attempt.

      SETTING THE SCENE

      After a couple of minutes of basking in the glory of his fans’ adulation and applause, DJT started his story-telling of the attempted assassination on July 13, a few days before the Acceptance. The story-telling, which lasted approximately 16 minutes, began: “Let me begin this evening by expressing my gratitude to the American people for your outpouring of love and support following the assassination attempt at my rally on Saturday.” However, it is possible that millions of “American people,” especially those who did not vote for DJT, may well not have poured out their love and support to him following the assassination attempt.

      Having struck an uncharacteristically sombre and serious tone, but befitting of the occasion, DJT continued: “As you already know, the assassin’s bullet came within a quarter of an inch of taking my life. So many people have asked me what happened. ‘Tell us what happened, please.’ And therefore, I will tell you exactly what happened, and you’ll never hear it from me a second time, because it’s actually too painful to tell.” It is still too early to tell if DJT’s telling of his attempted assassination story really will be the first and last time it is heard. However, given his tendency for constant repetition, a one-time-only telling of the story seems unlikely. Phrases like “And therefore, I will” are often the mark of a speech that has been carefully written, rehearsed, timed and revised, in a preparation cycle that may have been repeated multiple times, for maximum impact.

      Setting the scene at the beginning is an essential part of all story-telling, to draw the listener (or reader) into the story, by giving details which may be in many ways superfluous, and which may or may not even be entirely true, but which nonetheless help the listeners picture the scene in their minds. Here is how DJT’s story started:

      
        
        It was a warm, beautiful day in the early evening in Butler Township in the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Music was loudly playing, and the campaign was doing really well. I went to the stage and the crowd was cheering wildly. Everybody was happy. I began speaking very strongly, powerfully, and happily. Because I was discussing the great job my administration did on immigration at the southern border. We were very proud of it.

      

      

      Such scene-setting also gives the audience time to make the cognitive shift from, for example, some sort of standard opening to a more narrative frame of mind. In the human brain, that shift can occur almost instantly, but it still needs a moment, which is where talking about the weather can help – which is exactly what DJT did at the start of his story: “It was a warm, beautiful day in the early evening in Butler Township in the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Music was loudly playing, and the campaign was doing really well.” The words and phrases in the story that drew the audience in initially were probably “It was a warm, beautiful day,” within which may be heard the echoes of “Once upon a time,” tapping into our deep human need for narrative, as described and discussed by Cron, Alviani, Dragomir, and others.

      To the conditions (the weather) and the time-frame (early evening) was added the all-important detail of where the story took place: “in Butler Township in the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,” with the added use of “great” to describe the place, MAGA-style. From the point of view of what appears to have been an assassination attempt aimed at DJT, none of those details – condition, time-frame, or place – are essential to the story, as the attempt could have been made at a different time and place, under different conditions. But that is not the point, which is to draw the audience in and to help make them part of his story, as they picture the scene in their minds.

      As part of the initial scene-setting, DJT said: “Music was loudly playing, and the campaign was doing really well. I went to the stage and the crowd was cheering wildly. Everybody was happy.” Again, whether or not there was music and at what volume the music was being played are non-essential aspects of the story, but those details are followed by the first substantial points: “the campaign was doing really well” and “the crowd was cheering wildly.” The key to understanding those details is their vagueness, using the subjective but effective descriptors “really well” and “wildly.” Another point to note is that the first descriptor refers to a collective group of people and activities (“the campaign”), whereas the second one was, as usual, focused on DJT himself, for whom “the crowd was cheering wildly,” followed by an entirely unprovable although highly unlikely over-generalization: “Everybody was happy.”

      Bringing the focus back to himself, DJT then said: “I began speaking very strongly, powerfully, and happily,” using the rhythm of three ly-adjective endings to help carry the story forward, using the positive descriptors “strongly” and “powerfully” – which is how DJT probably sees himself and how he requires others to see him too. Regarding the volume of the music, DJT could just have easily and as accurately said: “I began speaking very loudly,” which the recording of the Acceptance shows was the case, as it was necessary for DJT to be loud initially to be heard above the music and the crowd.

      Wrapping up the initial scene-setting, DJT said: “Because I was discussing the great job my administration did on immigration at the southern border. We were very proud of it” (emphases added). In addition to the self-congratulatory “very proud of it”, there were some potentially important pronoun switches: from DJT to his administration to the collective “we,” although the most significant, specific reference may have been to “the southern border” as part of his on-going F&Ms about a “border invasion” of “illegal immigrants,” who are portrayed as “criminals” (or “crimigrants”; see Chapter 3). Having deconstructed the scene-setting, we can see how, in just 70 or so words, and in no more than around 30 seconds, DJT was able to draw the crowd into his world, at that time, in that place, under those conditions, complete with atmospheric details.

      THE ASSASSINATION ATTEMPT: SCENES ONE & TWO

      DJT could just as easily have said something like, “We were recently at Butler, Pennsylvania, where we were congratulating ourselves on the great job we’re doing at the southern border.” That would have been clear, concise, and just as accurate, with around one-quarter of the words actually used. But as we now know, being clear and concise, factual, and truthful are not the point. Having set the scene, DJT then painted a series of brief but dramatic pictures for the audience, to keep them enthralled and on the edge of their seats, whether or not they had seen the news footage of exactly what happened that day in Butler, PA. In fact, most of them probably had, due to the saturation news coverage of the incident.

      In keeping with our movie references, in what we can call “Scene One,” DJT gave his audience an extremely detailed account of the next few seconds:

      
        
        Behind me, and to the right, was a large screen that was displaying a chart of border crossings under my leadership. The numbers were absolutely amazing. In order to see the chart, I started to, like this, turn to my right, and I was ready to begin a little bit further turn, which I’m very lucky I didn’t do, when I heard a loud whizzing sound and felt something hit me really, really hard. On my right ear. I said to myself, “Wow, what was that? It can only be a bullet.”

      

      

      During Scene One, DJT started by reiterating his previous point, about what an “absolutely amazing” job his administration was doing under his leadership, at the southern border, complete with charts to “prove” that what he was saying about what they were doing must have been true. To add to the visualization, when DJT said, “I started to, like this, turn to my right,” he re-enacted the movement, just in case the audience did not know what someone turning their head to the right looks like. That mime was followed by how “very lucky” DJT said he was to not have kept going in that direction, then the recounting of the sound of the bullet, and the pain of the shot.

      However, DJT did not, according to his account, feel the pain of a bullet slicing off a small piece of his right ear; perhaps because pain is for mere mortals. According to DJT, his first thought was to rationally analyze what just happened, after which he arrived at an accurate assessment of the situation: “Wow, what was that? It can only be a bullet.” For those of who have been shot at (myself included), the shock, panic, fear, and range of intense emotions are overwhelming and debilitating. What almost nobody does in that situation – unless they are being shot at on a regular basis, such as in a war zone or on a battlefield (which DJT has never and will never see) – is to calmly ask and answer rhetorical questions regarding what just happened.

      In Scene Two, additional players appeared on the scene:

      
        
        And I moved my right hand to my ear, and brought it down. My hand was covered with blood. Just absolutely blood all over the place. I immediately knew it was very serious. That we were under attack. And in one movement, I proceeded to drop to the ground. Bullets were continuing to fly as very brave Secret Service agents rushed to the stage. And they really did. They rushed to the stage. These are great people at great risk, I will tell you, and pounced on top of me so that I would be protected. There was blood pouring everywhere, and yet in a certain way I felt very safe because I had God on my side. I felt that.

      

      

      As we have seen in previous chapters, bloody images are one of the recurring themes in DJT’s campaign rally speeches. But this time, it was his own blood he was referring to, “all over the place,” which alerted him to the seriousness of the situation, although the use of “we” in “we were under attack” instead of the more accurate, “I was under attack” is important in helping the audience to feel like they are part of the attack and thus share in the experience. As noted above, phrases like “therefore, I will” and “I proceeded to” are unusual in every day, conversational language, and typically indicate an account that has been carefully rehearsed – which it should be, if the goal is to have the maximum, metaphorical impact on the audience. Phrases like, “I proceeded to” are more commonly heard, for example, in a courtroom, when a witness is on the stand, explaining something to a judge and/or jury.

      It is not clear how many movements are usually required for someone to drop down, especially when being shot at, but after DJT dropped, “in one movement … to the ground,” the “very brave Secret Service agents rushed to the stage,” which DJT repeated two more times for dramatic emphasis: “And they really did. They rushed to the stage.” After the agents heroically pounced on DJT to protect him from further shots, and with “blood pouring everywhere,” in spite of being in that position, under a pile of people and covered in blood, DJT claimed that: “and yet in a certain way I felt very safe because I had God on my side. I felt that” (emphases added).

      As we saw in Chapter 6, DJT has had growing support from extreme religious groups in the US that claim to be Christian but who support DJT in spite of what appear to be extremely un-Christian acts. Such acts include those prohibited under the Ten Commandments, which DJT has shown himself to be unfamiliar with (as reported by, for example, The Hill’s Bill Press in June 2024). However, the idea that DJT was not successfully assassinated because he had God on and by his side would probably have been vigorously embraced and wholeheartedly agreed with by such self-professed Christian groups.

      THE ASSASSINATION ATTEMPT: SCENES THREE, FOUR, & FIVE

      In Scene Three, DJT said:

      
        
        The amazing thing is that prior to the shot, if I had not moved my head at that very last instant, the assassin’s bullet would have perfectly hit its mark and I would not be here tonight. We would not be together. The most incredible aspect of what took place on that terrible evening, in the fading sun, was actually seen later. In almost all cases, as you probably know. And when even a single bullet is fired, just a single bullet, and we had many bullets that were being fired, crowds run for the exits or stampede. But not in this case. It was very unusual.

      

      

      By switching between “I” and “we,” DJT was again able to link his fate to that of his audience: “if I had not moved my head at that very last instant … I would not be here tonight. We would not be together.” Because he survived, they – as a collective group, including DJT – survived. That led into another atmospheric weather reference, made in passing, but none the less effective for that, “in the fading sun” preceded by “that terrible evening” and followed by the tantalizing teaser of what “was actually seen later,” thereby creating more dramatic tension. After a few of the usual sentence fragments, what came later was revealed, which was that the crowds did not “run for the exits or stampede,” which according to DJT “was very unusual” as well as being “amazing” and “incredible.”

      There are many reasons for people not stampeding under such circumstances, one of which is shock, another of which is confusion, as the reality of the situation becomes clear and takes a few moments to sink in. However, in Scene Four, DJT implied that there was no stampede because of the bravery of the crowd, who were trying to locate the gunman and because they were so concerned for DJT:

      
        
        This massive crowd of tens of thousands of people stood by and didn’t move an inch. In fact, many of them bravely but automatically stood up, looking for where the sniper would be. They knew immediately that it was a sniper. And then began pointing at him. You can see that if you look at the group behind me. That was just a small group compared to what was in front. Nobody ran and, by not stampeding, many lives were saved. But that isn’t the reason that they didn’t move. The reason is that they knew I was in very serious trouble. They saw it. They saw me go down. They saw the blood, and thought, actually most did, that I was dead.

      

      

      While on that day, there may have been thousands of people attending the campaign rally in the small town of Butler, PA, with its estimated population of approximately 13,000, “tens of thousands of people” is likely to have been one of DJT’s usual numerical exaggerations, as we saw with the 1.5 million miscount. News agencies around the world showed recordings of the incident from different angles, in which the people standing behind DJT can be shown first doing as DJT did, dropping to the ground (“in one movement”) as a normal, natural reaction to take cover in such situations. After that initial, instinctive reaction, some people can be seen slowly and carefully standing up, looking around, and looking at DJT, who could not be seen at that moment, as he was under a pile of Secret Service people by then.

      More numerical speculation was then also offered by DJT, when he claimed that “most” people thought he “was dead.” Some people may have though that, in the ensuing panic and confusion of those first few seconds after the shots were fired. But it is likely that many other attendees would have been having many other thoughts, mainly related to understandable concerns about their own lives potentially ending there and then. However, in Scene Five, DJT continued to tell the story of audience members who refused to leave him because of how much they love him. Before that, he went off on an ear-related, bloody, physiological tangent, which was, at best, only partially correct:

      
        
        They knew it was a shot to the head. They saw the blood. And there’s an interesting statistic. The ears are the bloodiest part. If something happens with the ears they bleed more than any other part of the body. For whatever reason the doctors told me that. And I said, “Why is there so much blood?” He said, “It’s the ears, they bleed more.” So, we learned something. But they just – They just, this beautiful crowd, they didn’t want to leave me. They knew I was in trouble. They didn’t want to leave me. And you can see that love written all over their faces. True.

      

      

      Whether or not the audience knew it was a shot to DJT’s head is not clear; some may have assumed that, others may not have. However, the “interesting statistic” that followed was not, in fact, a statistic, but an anatomically incorrect statement regarding which parts of the human body bleed most when cut. Based on blood flow to different organs, as well as major arteries and veins, all bleed more if cut. And although the human head and neck are some of the highest areas of concentration of blood vessels, the ears are not highly vascularized and do not bleed much.

      Whatever the inaccuracies of the “interesting statistic” were, it was, at the very least, an odd distraction from the main point of Scene 5, which is how much blood there was, but which might be an indication of DJT going off-script and ad-libbing for a few lines. After wrapping up the bloody ear comment, the main point of Scene 5 became clear, which was that the “beautiful crowd … didn’t want to leave” DJT, because they knew he “was in trouble.” And somehow, even with all the blood, the bodies, and chaos, surrounded by Secret Service people, DJT was somehow still able to see members of the audience looking almost beatifically upon him.

      THE ASSASSINATION ATTEMPT: SCENES SIX & SEVEN

      Scene Six was the culmination of the main part of DJT’s telling of the story of the attempted assassination, in the first part of which DJT again praised his Pennsylvania audience and the Secret service people, including the one who killed the person who had shot at DJT:

      
        
        Incredible people. They’re incredible people. Bullets were flying over us, yet I felt serene. But now the Secret Service agents were putting themselves in peril. They were in very dangerous territory. Bullets were flying right over them, missing them by a very small amount of inches. And then it all stopped. Our Secret Service sniper, from a much greater distance and with only one bullet used, took the assassin’s life. Took him out.

      

      

      In the second part of Scene Six, DJT appeared to reflect on Fate, saying: “I’m not supposed to be here tonight. Not supposed to be here,” which was the cue for his audience to start chanting: “Yes, you are. Yes, you are.” After the chanting subsided, DJT reiterated his point, thanking but gently disagreeing with his audience, before again alluding to divine intervention: “Thank you. But I’m not. And I’ll tell you. I stand before you in this arena only by the grace of almighty God. And watching the reports over the last few days, many people say it was a Providential moment. Probably was.”

      It is not at all clear which “reports over the last few days” that DJT had been “watching.” However, to a large extent it did not matter that most of the reports in the world’s media in the following days did not credit “almighty God” with the assassination attempt being unsuccessful. What mattered was that DJT’s people were free to believe that DJT was still alive because he had God on and by his side, which by extension means that they too – as long as they continue to love and to vote for DJT – would also have God on/by their side.

      The story of the attempted assassination went on for another six minutes or so, with DJT continuing to describe what happened after the Secret Service people leapt onto the stage and DJT was helped to his feet:

      
        
        Once my clenched fist went up, and it was high into the air. You’ve all seen that. The crowd realized I was OK and roared with pride for our country like no crowd I have ever heard before. Never heard anything like it.

      

      

      When bullets shoot by your ears (as they have done past mine), it can be hard to hear anything else for a while, especially if one of your ears has been shot. In spite of that, DJT claimed he was able to hear the roar of the crowd, although it is not clear exactly who they were roaring for.

      Initially it seems that the crowd roars were because the “crowd realized [that DJT] was OK.” Then they roared “with pride” for the US, “like no crowd … ever heard before.” It is likely that at least some people in the crowd were roaring for both reasons, but here again we can see language being used to equate one thing with another. In this case, the roaring is presented by DJT as initially being about him, but in the next moment the crowd was roaring “with pride” for the US, presenting DJT and the US as one and the same.

      In Scene Seven (at about 16 minutes into the Acceptance), DJT named the person in the crowd who had been killed by the assassin, presumably by accident, while the gunman was aiming for DJT: “For the rest of my life, I will be grateful for the love shown by that giant audience of patriots that stood bravely on that fateful evening in Pennsylvania. Tragically, the shooter claimed the life of one of our fellow Americans:

      
        
        Corey Comperatore. Unbelievable person, everybody tells me. Unbelievable.” Two other audience members were wounded in the attack, whom DJT described as “great warriors … Two great people.” DJT went on to say: “I also spoke to all three families of these tremendous people. Our love and prayers are with them and always will be. We’re never going to forget them … They were serious Trumpsters and still are. But Corey, unfortunately, we have to use the past tense.

      

      

      At that point, in a moment of pure theater, DJT started pointing the index finger of his right hand (with his left hand still on the podium) towards something off-camera, behind him and to one side. Walking slowly across the stage, DJT then took about a dozen steps, during which time he raised both of his arms and opened them wide. At the end of the walk, DJT arrived at a helmet, jacket, and equipment from the Buffalo Fire Department, where Comperatore had worked, placed on a mannequin. After standing next to the mannequin for a moment, DJT put both of his hands on the mannequin, leaned in and gently, almost tenderly, kissed the back of the helmet.

      The whole thing, from when the audience started chanting “Corey, Corey, Corey” to when DJT left the mannequin and returned to the podium, took barely one minute. But in the years to come, that one minute may stand out as a contender for one of the briefest but nonetheless Oscar-deserving performances in the history of US political theater. On returning to the podium, DJT said: “So now, I ask that we observe a moment of silence in honor of our friend Corey,” after which he returned to the rest of the Acceptance.

      CONCLUDING THE ACCEPTANCE

      At around 1 hour and 34 minutes into the Acceptance, DJT started his closing remarks by saying: “Tonight, I ask for your partnership, for your support and I am humbly asking for your vote. I want your vote. We’re going to make our country great again,” which was followed by: “Every day, I will strive to honor the trust you have placed in me, and I will never, ever let you down. I promise that. I will never let you down.” As we saw in Chapter 6, DJT ended the GBW by talking about the “silent majority,” which he claimed was “rising like never before. And under our leadership … the forgotten man and woman will be forgotten no longer. You will be forgotten no longer. You weren’t forgotten for four beautiful years. We are one movement, one people, one family, and one glorious nation under God.” In the Acceptance, DJT used more or less the same line: “To all of the forgotten men and women who have been neglected, abandoned, and left behind, you will be forgotten no longer. We will press forward, and together, we will win, win, win,” which was audience’s cue to break into their listen-and-repeat, choral chants of “Win, win, win.”

      In what followed, DJT mentioned “dangers,” probably alluding to the assassination attempt, as well as more general “obstacles,” which may have been an allusion to the current, democratically-elected government of the USA and possibly the January 6 riots:

      
        
        Nothing will sway us. Nothing will slow us. And no one will ever stop us. No matter what dangers come our way, no matter what obstacles lie in our path, we will keep striving toward our shared and glorious destiny – and we will not fail. We will not fail.

      

      

      That was followed by what may have been another call for unity, in spite of the years of sowing some of the deepest division in American society in recent history:

      
        
        Together, we will save this country, we will restore the republic, and we will usher in the rich and wonderful tomorrows that our people so truly deserve. America’s future will be bigger, better, bolder, brighter, happier, stronger, freer, greater and more united than ever before.

      

      

      Again, we can see the recurring F&Ms: that the US needs “saving” and that untold riches lie ahead, and this time not just for the already-rich, which was who the previous DJT tax cuts benefited (see Chapter 4). That was followed by a string of no less than eight comparative -er adjectives, culminating in his final words, including another “all done on day one” F&M: “And quite simply put, we will very quickly make America great again. Thank you very much. Thank you very much, Wisconsin. God bless you, God bless you, Wisconsin, and God bless the United States of America, our great country” (emphasis added). And with a few final fist-pumps, DJT was gone.
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            CONCLUSION

          

        

      

    

    
      This book is not so much about DJT himself and not so much about politics; rather, it is about how DJT, his speech writers, and those who support and enable him use language not to communicate but to manipulate. To falsify, to mislead, and to misinform. To spread fear and anger and hate. To sow deep divisions in US society and to open wounds that may or may not ever be fully healed. To damage democracy in the US on a scale and scope that may exceed anything ever done by any previous president. To use language for personal, political, and financial gain, regardless of the consequences or of who gets hurt, and to do as much damage as possible to whatever or whoever gets in the way.

      As noted in Chapter 1, an important feature of these analyses is that they are cumulative, so the patterns and strategies of F&Ms made by DJT in the Announcement are also used in the Oil, Gas, and Guns speech, and the patterns and strategies used in those two DJT speeches are also used in the other three DJT speeches analyzed. Therefore, all of DJT’s language patterns and strategies identified are used to some extent in all of his speeches, but to try to untangle all of them in a single speech would be too much. That multi-layered embedding of manipulative and misleading language use may be deliberate and by design, making it necessary to analyze a number of speeches to be able to identify as many of the language patterns and strategies as possible.

      Writing this book became unavoidable – partly because, to my knowledge, this is the first book of its kind to be published in which such in-depth, systematic analyses of DJT’s speeches have been carried out. By taking the deepest of deep dives into DJT’s speeches, I have been able to reveal more than 50 related and overlapping but still distinct and identifiable language strategies and patterns used by DJT, his speech writers, and some of his enablers and supporters. In doing that, I have tried to address questions about why someone like DJT, who has been saying and doing the same things for much of the last half-century, and especially during the last decade or so, still appears to have the support of millions of Americans who might otherwise seem quite normal and perhaps even quite nice.

      The six preceding main chapters of this book presented in-depth decoding and deconstruction of five of DJT’s campaign rally speeches given over a period of about 21 months, between late 2022 and mid-2024. Those five speeches represent approximately 6½ hours of DJT’s spoken text, consisting of nearly 60,000 words, making this the largest DJT corpus of its kind.  This concluding chapter will briefly summarize the key underlying aspects of the language of DJT, what he says, how and why he speaks like that, and how that kind of language may be influencing and impacting his audience, based on the systematic analyses of those speeches.

      Chapter 2 was based on a decoding and deconstruction of DJT’s 64-minute, 9,000-word speech, given in Palm Beach, Florida, in November 2023, when DJT announced that he would be seeking the nomination of the US Republican Party to run for president of the US for the second time. The detailed analysis of the Announcement revealed ten important language strategies which DJT and his speech writers use to make F&Ms that:

      
        	Take time to definitively disprove

        	Are likely to be either immediately embraced or instantly dismissed

        	Are piled up on top of each other as quickly as possible

        	Use large, made-up numbers for which there is no support

        	Implicate and accuse others rather than take any responsibility for failures

        	Use language that appeals to particularly supportive populations, even if that alienates other populations

        	Use overly dramatic language that taps into and feeds off people’s deep-seated fears – the deeper, the better

        	Disregard verifiable facts and figures, and rely instead on ‘fake data’

        	Claim that the US is being disrespected by other countries

        	Claim that you – and only you – can return the country to its former glory, feared and revered by the rest of the world

      

      In November 2023, one year after the Announcement, DJT gave a 90-minute, 16,000-word speech at a campaign rally in Houston, Texas: the Oil, Gas, and Guns speech (or the OGG). The in-depth analysis of the first part of the OGG presented in Chapter 3 identified a number of important additional language strategies used by DJT and his speech writers, including:

      
        	Exploit the fact that “patriotism pays”

        	Play patriotic music long and loud at the start and end of speeches, and comment on the music, to make it part of the speech itself

        	Repeatedly refer to “hardworking American patriots,” implying that those who do not support DJT are not hardworking, not real Americans, and not patriots (“implication by opposition”)

        	Make “fake connections,” such as those between “faith and family,” “God and country,” and “oil, gas and guns”

        	When DJT is caught doing something he should not be doing, falsely claim that others did the same thing, only more, only worse, etc. (“the pot calling the kettle black”)

        	Repeatedly make false equivalences (also known as fallacies of inconsistency), especially by constantly equating (all) immigrants with “illegal aliens” and criminals (“crimigrants”)

        	Be an amusing entertainer, but use the entertainment to demonize differentness and to ridicule and belittle others

      

      Chapter 4 was based on a detailed analysis of the second part of the OGG, which revealed more strategies and patterns in the language used by DJT and his speech writers, including:

      
        	Use a careful blend of fact and fiction to help create a semblance of the truth

        	Make up fake cause-effect relationships (misattribution)

        	Push an “America First” policy, to tap into the erroneous belief that the US can exist independently in the world today

        	Bank on the audience knowing little about the world outside of the US and the audience not wanting to know much about that world

        	Constantly employ a “victimhood strategy,” in which DJT and his followers attempt to portray themselves as helpless victims of a “crooked” system out to get them

        	Employ a recurring envy-me-pity-me pattern or cycle

        	Repeat F&Ms about the US economy, especially F&Ms about current US inflation rates and the cost of living

        	Claim that the results of 2020 US presidential election must have been “rigged” because of F&Ms about how incredibly, unbelievably well the US did during the years of the DJT presidency – even though most people in the US were worse off at the end of those years

      

      The ten main F&M-based language strategies used by DJT, his supporters, and enablers discussed in Chapter 2 were added to the 15 language patterns identified in the analysis of the OGG, discussed in Chapters 3 and 4. In addition to those 25 DJT language strategies and, more such uses of language were found through the decoding and deconstruction of three more of DJT’s campaign rally speeches. The first of those three was a 78-minute, 12,400-word speech, the LVN, given to an audience in Las Vegas, Nevada, in January 2024, which is discussed in Chapter 5, Gambling on a Win in Vegas. The in-depth analysis of the LVN highlighted a number of additional language strategies and patterns used by DJT and his followers, including:

      
        	Keep making F&Ms about the numbers of people attending DJT campaign rallies, including F&Ms about the numbers of people inside and outside the event venue

        	Magnify and exaggerate numbers, especially those regarding “illegal aliens” entering the USA, up to ten-fold (from 2 to 20 million)

        	Use those numbers to create panic among people in the US, who, like people everywhere, have a fundamental fear of being “taken over” or “overrun”

        	Keep making F&Ms about the numbers of people who attended DJT’s presidential inauguration

        	Use metaphors, analogies, and imagery that claim the US is a body that is broken and bleeding, with “gushing” wounds due to the “invasion” of “illegal aliens”

        	Promise to invoke the “invasion clause” in the US Constitution, even though there is no connection between that Constitutional clause and US immigration

        	Make impossible claims about how quickly laws will be passed and changed, “within moments” of DJT’s possible inauguration

        	Claim that the US is a nation declining, falling, and failing, regardless of whether or not any of those claims are true or when verifiable data challenges and contradicts such claims

      

      Chapter 6 is based on the 59-minute, 9,500-word election campaign speech given by DJT at a rally in April 2024, Green Bay, Wisconsin –the toilet paper capital of the world. A thorough analysis of the speech given in Green Bay, Wisconsin, the GBW, identified more language strategies used by DJT, including:

      
        	Use childishly simple, but perhaps still effective, repetitive chronological superlative phrases such as “never … ever… never” and “never, never, ever”

        	Claim that DJT’s followers not only support him but adore him and him alone, and that they adore him more than anyone adores anyone else

        	Align with militant religious groups who consider themselves Christian, regardless of the fact that they support someone who has throughout his life exhibited un-Christian behavior, morals, and ethics

        	Test the limits of believability, with F&Ms that US inflation was above 50% and up to 75%

        	Use lots of small, simple monosyllabic words such as “great” and “big,” as well as short sentences of no more than a few words per sentence

        	As a convicted criminal, relentlessly claim that everyone else is a criminal, in the hopes that that will distract people from realizing who is a real convicted criminal

        	Display obsessive-compulsive behavior and/or cognitive decline; for example, by saying the name of the same person 50 times in one hour

        	Pretend that English is the only language in the world worth knowing, and therefore that anyone who does not know English as their first/only language is a bad person

        	Claim that some immigrants entering the US are using languages that are unknown to anyone in the US

      

      In addition to the 40-plus DJT language strategies and patterns revealed through the analysis of the Announcement, the OGG, the LVN, and the GBW, more such uses of language were found through the decoding and deconstruction of the Acceptance. That was DJT’s 93-minute, 12,400-word speech in which he accepted the US Republican Party’s nomination to run for a second term as president. An in-depth analysis of the Acceptance showed more language strategies used by DJT and his followers, including:

      
        	Talk for a (very) long time; just drone on and on and on … even if the audience is no longer listening to the words after a while, their attention can continue to be held by the speaker’s entertaining antics, including body language, facial gestures, mime, mocking impersonations, etc.

        	Make so many F&Ms that fact-checkers and investigative journalists are kept busy for days, weeks, months, and even years

        	Make use of the fact that humans are, as a species, hard-wired for narrative

        	Spend time scene-setting at the start of the story-telling, to draw the audience into the story, using superfluous but atmospheric references to time, place, weather, etc.

        	Go into great detail about every aspect of the story, up to and including the miming of minor bodily movements

        	Make highly unlikely F&Ms; for example, about staying calm and asking and answering rhetorical questions about what just happened after being shot and hit by a bullet

        	Solidify support from militant, White Christian groups by claiming to have God on your side and by your side

        	Pile on the highly unlikely F&Ms; for example, about how the crowd would not leave you because of how much they love you

        	Repeat F&Ms about how many people attend these campaign rallies, inflating and exaggerating the numbers

        	Add movement to the miming; for example, a short, slow, dramatic walk across the stage, culminating in the caressing and kissing of a mannequin

      

      In my 2022 New Peace Linguistics book, after my somewhat over-dramatic but still applicable comment that “when you write a book like this, a little piece of you dies” (p. 18), I continued: “You pour so much of your physical, mental, emotional and spiritual energy and time into the book – time and energy you can never get back – to make it something original, unique; something that matters, that helps make a lasting positive difference in our world” (p. 18).

      It is, then, my sincere hope that this book may make a small but nonetheless meaningful contribution to a deeper understanding of the ways in which people in power use language, and how their language use can impact many millions of people all over the world.

      If you have thoughts, questions, or remarks about anything you have read in this book, I would be happy to hear from you through my publisher, at http://wayzgoosepress.com/contact.
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