[image: image1.png]R@ad the septions of dhe text dealing with the differing styles, personalities, and policies of Ronald Reagan

‘and Jimmy Carter. The excerpts below, the first from Carter’s so-called malaise speech of July 15, 1979, and

the second from Reagan’s State of the Union Address on February 4, 1986, illustrate the contrasting styles.
Carter’s address was given at a time when he was under considerable attack for his leadership, whereas

Reagan’s was delivered while his popularity was at a high point. Both speeches contain specific legislative
agendas, but the speeches are more memorable for their general messages than for their specific proposals. .

Consider the following questions: How do the two documents illustrate the differences between the leadership
styles of Reagan and Carter? Each speech cites experiences or opinions of supposedly typical Americans;
compare and contrast the use of these examples. The America described by Reagan in 1986 ‘was very different

| _from that described by Carter in 1979; had America truly changed that much? Had Reagan restored national
~ confidence through rhetoric or through long-term solutions to difficult problems? In light of the-state of the .

nation and the world in the early 1990s, which speech was more realistic? Which was more prophetic?

[President Carter-speakiné.] ... T want to speak to you tonight about a subject even more serious
than energy or inflation. I want to talk to you right now about a fundamental threat to American
democracy. ’ o L

I do not mean our political and civil liberties. They will endure. And I do not refer to the outward
strength of America—the nation that is at peace tonight everywhere in the world with unmatched
economic power and military might. The threat is nearly invisible in ordinary ways. It is a crisis of
confidence. It is a crisis that strikes at the very heart and soul and spirit of our national will.

We can see this crisis in the growing doubt about the meaning of our own lives and in the loss of

a unity of purpose for our nation. ,

 The erosion of our confidence in the future is threatening to destroy the social and the political
fabric of America. The confidence that we have always had as a people is not simply some romantic
dream or a proverb in a dusty book that we read just on the Fourth of July. It is the idea which
founded our nation and which has guided our development as a people. Confidence in the future has
 supported everything else—public institutions and private enterprise, our own families and the very
Constitution of the United States. Confidence has defined our course-and has served as a link between
generations. T ' o v

We’ve always believed in something called progress. We’ve always had a faith that the days of
our children would be better than our own. : ’

Our people are losing that faith. . . . But just as we are losing our confidence in the future, we are
also beginning to close the door on our past.

In a nation that was proud of hard work, strong families, closé-knit communities and our faith in
God, too many of us now tend to worship self-indulgence and consumption. Human identity is no
 longer defined by what one does but by what one owns. . .. :

Often you see paralysis and stagnation and drift. You don’t like it. And neither do I.

‘What can we do? First of all, we ‘must face the truth and then we can change our course. We

 simply must have faith in each other. Faith in our ability to govern ourselves and faith in the future of -

~ this nation. Restoring that faith and that confidence to America is now the most important task we
face. ... S

And we are the generation that will wm the war on the energy problem, and in‘that process
rebuild the unity and confidence of America. . . . B , :

Energy will be the immediate test of our ability to uhite this nation. And it can glso be the
standard around which we rally. On the battlefield of energy we can win for our nation a new
confidence, and we can seize control again of our common destiny. . ..

" [At this point, the speech lists six specific points emph:
‘consumption.] , ‘

izing conservation and reduced energy
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