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ABSTRACT 

Crescentia Aprilia Pakan 2022. Sarcasm Used in United States Presidential 

Debate Text of Joe Biden and Donald Trump. (Supervised by Sudirman Maca and 

A.Tenri Abeng) 

This study aimed to discover and explain the types and the purpose of 

sarcasms in debate text of Joe Biden and Donald Trump and this study is hoped to 

be utilized by further researcher. 

The data sources used in this study was the presidential debate text of Joe 

Biden and Donald Trump. In analyzing the data, the writer used descriptive 

qualitative research method through pragmatic approach. Data were obtained by 

using the techniques of reading, noting, and analyzing. While in classifying the 

data, the writer used Camp‘s theory of sarcasm classifications and Attardo‘s 

theory of sarcasms purpose. 

In this study, the writer analyzed the presidential debate text of Joe Biden 

and Donald Trump in order to find and classify sarcasms and the purpose. The 

results of this study indicate that the writer found of sarcasm classifications from 

the debate text consists of propostional sarcasm, a lexical sarcasm and a 

illocutionary sarcasms. The propositional sarcasm was most the common type 

which had a clear form, between the propositional statements and the intent of the 

people was actually the opposite. A lexical sarcasm was closed to semantic 

theory. The type of the lexical sarcasm was more visible in relation to the 

evaluative scale of people than the propositional sarcasm. And a illocutionary 

sarcasm was covered the entirety of general implication even in a special scope, 

such as utterances that expressed compassion, praises, etc.  

The purpose of sarcasm found group affiliation, a evaluation, a politeness,  

and rectract ability purposes. The group affiliation was expressed an 

understatement about outsider of the group that did not meet the standard of the 

group. A evaluation was when people used sarcasm as evaluation, usually did not 

wanted to show the positive way in giving complimented. A politeness was seems 

aggressive, it is admitted that sarcasm was less damaging the hearer‘s face than 

overt aggression.   

 

Key words; Classification, Purpose, Sarcasms, Debate Text 
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ABSTRAK 

 

Crescentia Aprilia Pakan 2022. Sarcasm Used in United States Presidential 

Debate Text of Joe Biden and Donald Trump. (Dibimbing oleh Sudirman Macca 

dan A.Tenri Abeng) 

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menemukan dan menjelaskan jenis dan 

tujuan sarkasme dalam teks debat Joe Biden dan Donald Trump dan penelitian ini 

diharapkan dapat dimanfaatkan oleh peneliti selanjutnya. 

Sumber data yang digunakan dalam penelitian ini adalah text debat calon 

presiden Joe Biden dan Donald Trump. Dalam menganalisis data, penulis 

menggunakan metode penelitian deskriptif kualitatif melalui pendekatan 

pragmatis. Data diperoleh dengan menggunakan teknik membaca, mencatat, dan 

menganalisis. Sedangkan dalam mengklasifikasikan data, penulis menggunakan 

teori klasifikasi sarkasme Camp dan teori tujuan sarkasme Attardo. 

Dalam penelitian ini, penulis menganalisis teks debat calon presiden Joe 

Biden dan Donald Trump untuk menemukan dan mengklasifikasikan sarkasme 

dan tujuannya. Hasil penelitian ini menunjukkan bahwa penulis menemukan 

klasifikasi sarkasme dari teks debat yang terdiri dari sarkasme proposisi, sarkasme 

leksikal dan sarkasme ilokusi. Sarkasme proposisi adalah tipe paling umum  yang 

memiliki bentuk yang paling jelas antara pernyataan proposisi dan maksud orang 

tersebut yang sebenarnya. Sarkasme leksikal adalah sarkasme yang menggunakan 

teori semantic. Jenis sarkasme leksikal lebih terlihat dalam kaitannya dengan 

skala evaluative orang daripada sarkasme proposisi. Dan sarkasme ilokusi 

mencakup keseluruhan implikasi umum bahkan dalam lingkup khusus, seperti 

ucapan yang mengungkapkan kasih saying, pujian, dan lain-lain. 

Tujuan sarkasme yang ditemukan dalam teks debat calon presiden Joe 

Biden dan Donald Trump adalah tujuan afiliasi kelompok, evaluasi, kesantunan, 

dan kemampuan menarik kembali. Afiliasi kelompok dinyatakan dengan 

meremehkan orang luar kelompok yang tidak memenuhi standar kelompok. 

Evaluasi adalah ketika orang menggunakan sarkasme sebagai evaluasi, biasanya 

tidak ingin menunjukkan kalimat positif dalam memberikan pujian. Kesantunan 

terkesan agresif, diakui bahwa sarkasme kurang merusak wajah lawan bicara 

daripada agresi terbuka. 

 

  

Kata Kunci; Klasifikasi, Tujuan, Sarkasme, Teks debat 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

 

In chapter one, the writer presented seven sub chapter which were 

relevant to the topic of this research. 

A. Background 

Each human language was a complex knowledge and abilities enabling 

speakers of the language to communicate with each other, to expressed ideas, 

hypotheses, emotions, desires, and all the other things that need expressing. 

Linguistics was the studied of these knowledge systems in all their aspects: it 

was such a knowledge system structured, acquired there were used in the 

production and comprehension of messages. Language was a natural object, a 

component of the human mind, physically represented in the brain and part of 

the biological endowment of the species (Chomsky, 2017: 37). According to 

Castillo (2015:31), language is something coming from the inside of the 

speaking subject manifest in the meaningful general purpose of the individual 

speaker. Fasold (2013:9), define language as a limited system of aspects that 

make it possible for speakers to build sentences to do particular 

communicative tasks. 

Language was not just a tool of communication but it was also a tool of 

entertainment. Language was the most important part of literary work. 

Literature was the imaginative work that pictures the human life in society 

which could be enjoyed, understandable, and used also by the society. The 

author then write the result of this imagination in a form of literary works. 
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Morris (2005: 81) states that literature introduces the reader to new worlds of 

experience means that the literary work is an immediate, the aggregate of all 

the socially active literary works of a given social group. From a strictly 

historical point of view the individual literary work is a dependent and 

therefore actually inseparable element of the literary environment. Through 

that process, the reader will be able to catch the characteristic of the author 

related with the world around him/her. 

Human language could be studied through linguistics. Richards and 

Schmidt (2002:283) defines linguistics as a scientific study of human 

language and it was function as communication tool. They also added that 

linguistics consists of many different branches to the study of language and 

many different sectors to be analyzed such as sound systems (phonetics 

phonology), sentence structure (syntax), relationships between language and 

cognition (cognitive linguistics), meaning systems (semantics, pragmatics, 

functions of language), as well as language and it was factors in social 

(sociolinguistics). 

Pragmatic was one of the branchs of linguistics. Yule (1996:3) states 

pragmatics as the study of contextual meanings. This type of study 

necessarily involves the interpretation of what people mean in the particular 

context and how the context influences what was said. It also requires a 

consideration of how speakers organize what they wanted to say in 

accordance with who they were talking to, where, when and under what 

circumstance. It also implies that pragmatics was the study of contextual 
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meaning as it covers the interpretation of what people means in a particular 

context and how the context influences what was being said. Last but not 

least, pragmatics was the study of the expression of relative distance, meaning 

that how close or distant the listener was, the speaker determines how much 

needs to be said. Prasetyo, (2017:16) states that pragmatics examines the 

meaning of which influenced by things outside of language. Pragmatics was 

the branch of linguistics that discusses what constitutes the structure of 

language as a communication tool between the speaker and the listener, and 

as a language the reference marks on things extra-lingual spoken. The writer 

decided to use debate text as the object of this research and this research will 

analyze the sarcasm.  

Katz, (1999: 7) stated that sarcasm was from Greek word sarkazein, 

which means to tear flesh, to bite. In addition, Attardo (2001: 5) define 

sarcasm as an overtly aggressive type of irony, with clearer markers and a 

clear target. McDonald (1999: 21) states that sarcasm is a form of ironic 

speech commonly used to convey implicit criticism with a particular victim as 

its target. Moreover, Kedar (2021: 57) defines sarcasm as a ―sharp, bitter, or 

cutting expression or remark; a bitter gibe or taunt‖ that mean the opposite of 

what they   say,  made to criticize someone or something in a way that is 

amusing to others but annoying to the person  criticized . It  might  employ  

ambivalence,  although  sarcasm  is  not  necessarily  ironic. So it can 

concluded that sarcasm is an expression with bitter words which are used to 

criticized or to offend someone.  
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The object that would be analyzed in this research was the debate text 

between Joe Biden and Donald Trump. The debate was United States of 

America‘s Presidential debate before the election of the year 2020. There 

were a lot of things happened at that time such as racial issue which caused 

chaotic situation in America. 

As the conclusion of the above definition and statements, the writer was 

interested in conducting a research with the topic of sarcasm and using the 

first presidential debate text between Joe Biden and Donald Trump as the 

object of the research in order to give more comprehension about sarcasm to 

the society. The writer would analyzed the purpose of sarcasm and it was 

classification while the approach that would be used in this research was 

pragmatical.  

 

B. Reason for Choosing Tittle 

The writer chose sarcasm in the first presidential debate text between 

Joe Biden and Donald Trump in 2020, in order to found out what were the 

sarcasm used on the debate from each candidate to provoke each other. The 

writer interested in conducting a research with sarcasm as the topic. The 

debate become an interesting object due to racial issue which occurs at the 

time for example this case of Georgefloyd, a black man who was killed by 

police officer in 2020 before the election. The people who stand against 

racism went to the street and demand change from the Goverment. The debate 

of the Presidential election was the right time for the candidate to promote 

themselves by convincing the society to save the racial issue and the other 
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problems. The society may had heard about sarcasm but not all of them 

understand what sarcasm was, what was the purpose of using sarcasm and the 

types of sarcasm. 

As people was known, at that time when 2020 which was the debate 

happened, COVID 19 also had been a seriously problem in Americans. 

Therefore, the candidates mocked each other for looking for society attention. 

The writer interested to analyzed this debate because she wanted to knew 

what sarcasm was, what was the purposes and what types of classifications 

were in the debate. 

 

C. Problems of The Research 

The problem of this research was the sarcasm used in the presidential 

debate text between Joe Biden and Donald Trump. Sarcasm was not only 

appear in literary works but it was something that appears in daily but not all 

people understand and know what sarcasm is. Therefore, sarcasm was used to 

convey disapproval or ridicule disguised in humor. Sarcasm contains of word 

which was not what the speaker really wanted to tell and to understood a 

sarcasm, the reader or listener should understand the context of the speaker. 

 

D. Scope of The Research 

This research would be limited into the sarcasm found in the 

presidential debate text between Joe Biden and Donald Trump which took 

place in Claveland, Ohio, on september 29 in 2020. This research would be 

investigate how to identify sarcasm, the puspose of using sarcasm and what 

were their classification. 
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E. Questions of the Research 

In accordance with the problems of the research, the writer formulated 

two research questions they were: 

1. What were the classifications of the sarcasm found in presidential debate 

text between Joe Biden and Donald Trump? 

2. What were the purposes of sarcasm used in presidential debate text 

between Joe Biden and Donald Trump? 

 

F. Objectives of the Research 

1. To classify the sarcasm types used in presidential debate text between Joe 

Biden and Donald Trump. 

2. To identify the purposes of sarcasm in presidential debate text between Joe 

Biden and Donald Trump 

 

G. Significance of the Research 

This research was expected to give some theoretical and practical 

benefits to the reader, they were as follows: 

1. Theoretically, the writer expected this research to give a significant 

contribution in linguistic especially in analyzing sarcastic experessions in 

debate text or any other literary works and would give inspiration for other 

students in conducting a research. This research was also expected to 

become a reference for other people who was willing to conduct research 

in the same field. 
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2. Practically, this research was expected to be utilized and attract the society 

in learning about the purpose of using language and to expand their 

knowledge especially about pragmatic and sarcasm.  

After finding and solving the sarcasm used in debate text of Joe 

Biden and Donald Trump, the writer expected this research to become a 

source and reference for people to study about debate and how to utilized 

language in debate or other occasion that related to the similar topic.  
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CHAPTER II 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

In this chapter the writer provided some previous studies and 

definitions of key terms that are related to the topic of this research. 

 

A. Previous Studies 

The writer used some related previous studies in order to support this 

research and also as the references for this research.  

Christiani (2016). The analysis of Sarcastic Utterances and the Hearer‘s 

Respons In Two Broke Girls Tv Series. In this research aimed, documents and 

text analysis are applied in the analysis process. The researcher collected the 

data by observing the sarcastic utterances said by the characters appear in 

Two Broke Girls TV Series. 

There are 5 sarcastic utterances as the purpose of group affiliation, 24 

sarcastic utterance as the purpose of sophistication, 16 sarcastic utterances as 

the purpose of evaluation, 14 sarcastic utterances as the purpose of politeness, 

9 sarcastic utterances as the purpose of persuasive aspects and 2 sarcastic 

utterances as the purpose of retract ability.  

Sukmaningrum (2016). The Analysis of Translation Techniques of Irony 

and Sarcasm in Novel Entitled The Sign Of The Four. This research was 

aimed to identify the translation techniques used in translating the irony and 

sarcasm utterances in novel entitled The Sign of the Four and to find out the 

translation quality appearing as the effects of those translation technique 
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applications. This research was an qualitative research. The results of this 

research were utterances or sentences in the novel The Sign of The 

Four which involves two different languages both the SL (English) and the 

TL (Indonesian). When considering the context of the utterance, the sarcastic 

utterances are expressed by the actor, in order to insult his partner. The irony 

found in the novel is the ironical interjection characterized by the unusual 

collocation. Translation used in translating the ironic and sarcasm utterances 

in this novel are; reduction, amplification (addition), compensation, 

transposition, adaptation, discursive creation, and calque. The impact of the 

use of translation techniques is on the quality of the translated text. 

Acceptance of the translation is worth 3 (acceptable). Translation accuracy 

varies from 1 to 3 (from accurate to inaccurate). 

Anggriani (2017). Sentiment Analysis of Sarcasm in Spoken language. 

In this research aimed, (1) to find out how often people used sentiment 

sarcasm in spoken language, (2) to know the effect of the use of sentiment 

sarcasm in people‘s life and (3) to find out the reason why people used 

sentiments sarcasm when they talked to other people. The method of the 

research was qualitative research in the form of nonparticipant observation. 

Based on 26 person‘s interview, it was found that (1) 65% people often used 

sentiment sarcasm; 25 % people did not like to use it and 10% people never 

used sentiment sarcasm at all as they chose to say directly about their 

intention to other people; (2) Most of people who used sentiment sarcasm to 

other people got the lesson of life as they had to learn to respect other people 
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and use sentiment sarcasm in some cases; (3)There reasons behind sentiment 

sarcasm were to protect other‘s feeling from getting hurt after revealing the 

truth; and to trigger their emotion that could motivate them to be a better 

person in life. 

Sherin (2019). Responses to Sarcasm in Three Star Trek Movies. This 

research aimed to examine responses to sarcasm and to analyze the patterns 

of responses to sarcastic remarks in relation to the characters‘ interpersonal 

relationship. The results show that the most frequent responses conveyed by 

the characters were literal responses (29.41%), whereas the least frequent 

responses are laughter (1.96%). There is no pattern in responding to sarcastic 

remarks in relation to the interpersonal relationship between the interlocutors. 

However, strangers tend to respond in literal, zero response, and topic change. 

Meanwhile, close acquaintance tend to give various responses. 

Christina (2019). Sarcasm in Sentimental Analysis of Indonesian Text: 

A Literature Review. This research aimed opinions, suggestions, complaints 

and even criticisms of a subject liberally. Sentiment analysis is a method for 

classifying positive, neutral, and negative polarity of the opinions that 

expressed by the internet users. Sarcasm is one of the challenges to 

10lassifying the sentiments of an opinion. This research is a literature review 

to examine several studies to find out the methods for detecting sarcasm and 

to know the effect of sarcasm on the sentiment classification accuracy. The 

result of this literature review can be used as a reference for developing the 

sarcasm detection methods. 
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According to Zawawi (2020). Sarcasm and the Translation Quality in 

The Subtle Art of Not Giving A Fuck Book. This study aimed to identify 

sentence forms of sarcasm and analyze the translation quality of sarcastic 

expressions. This translation study employs a qualitative descriptive design. 

The research data takes the form of sentences containing sarcasm and its 

translation. The data is collected through document analysis, interviews, and 

focus group discussions. The results showed four types of sarcasm in the 

book The Subtle Art of Not Giving A Fuck, including ridicule, satire, 

proximity, and humor.  

Nurani (2020). Sarcams : Mock Politeness In The Big Bang Theory. 

This research aimed at analyzing mock politeness or sarcasm in the utterances 

of each character. The research carries out the descriptive qualitative method. 

The data was analyzed by using politeness strategy in examining the 

functions of mock politeness. The results show that sarcasm caused by the 

violation of pragmatic aspects in The Big Bang Theory releases in several 

types of utterances, they are declarative, representative, and expressive 

Anssari (2021) studied A Pragmatic Study of Sarcasm in selected Tv 

Shows. However, this research aimed, pragmatic study of sarcasm in the 

English Language, American TV shows. Sarcasm could also be pragmatically 

defined by linking it to Grice‘s Maxims which means that the utterance is 

violating one of Grice‘s maxims to communicate something indirectly. This 

approach suggests that sarcasm is a vital notion in spoken and written 

language. It shows that the utterance is used to achieve another purpose that is 
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not literal. The research paper contains five sections. Section one deals with 

the definition of sarcasm pragmatically. Section two shows sarcasm as a 

pragmatic notion or phenomenon. Section three discusses Grice‘s Maxims 

and how they are considered a model that speakers should follow for 

successful communication. Section four talks about the types of violations of 

the maxims. Section five tackles how the utterances from a TV show under 

investigation are violating the maxims to carry out the indirect meaning.  

Atu (2022). Stylistic Analysis of Sarcasm in Some Selected Extracts of 

Schoolteacher in Morrison’s Beloved. Sarcasm is a manipulative concept 

which can be utilized in different forms and different senses to express 

different intentions. Toni Morrison makes full use of linguistic and figurative 

tools to express her sarcastic events and situations. This research aimed the 

stylistic use of sarcasm in some selected extracts of Schoolteacher in 

Morrison‘s ‗Beloved‘ , focusing on the purposes behind the use of sarcasm in 

this novel. Five extracts are selected to be stylistically analyzed in terms of 

Leech and Short‘s (2007) model. The results of this research is, that Morrison 

utilizes lexical, grammatical and figurative devices to depict the 

schoolteacher‘s sarcastic views and events concerning slaving black people. 

Dewi (2021) who studied Figurative Language in Inaugural Speech of 

Joe Biden. This study aimed to discover and explain all the types, lexical and 

contextual meaning of figurative languages used in Joe Biden‘s Inaugural 

speech and this study is hoped to be utilized by further researcher. 
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The data sources used in this study was the inaugural speech of Joe 

Biden. In analyzing the data, the writer used descriptive qualitative research 

method through semantic approach. 

In this study, the writer analyzed the inaugural speech of Joe Biden in 

order to find and classify the figurative language and the meaning. The results 

of this study indicate that there were 13 figurative language used by Joe 

Biden. There were 6 types figurative language found in the speech consists of 

six metonym, one synecdoche, two simile, one epithet, two metaphor and one 

allusion. There were 13 meanings of the data consists of contextual meanings 

of the data which the meanings based from the context where the language 

was used. And lexical meanings of the data were the meanings found in 

online dictionary.  

The writer come up with conclusion to conduct a research that was 

different from the previous studies above. The difference were the object used 

in the research, the approach which was pragmatical and the method of data 

analysis  and how the result would be presented in chapter of findings. 

 

B. Pragmatics 

Pragmatics was the study of ‗invisible‘ meaning or how people 

recognized what was meant even when it was not actually said (or written) 

(Yule, 1996:127). In other words, Pragmatics is the study of language 

according to contexts. Although Pragmatics is a relatively new branch of 

linguistics, its historical development dates back to ancient Greek and Roman 

academic works where the terms ‗pragmaticus‘ is found in late Latin and 
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‗pragmaticos‘ in Greek, both means being ‗pragmatical‘. This is credited to 

some great philosophers, who, at that time had started discussing something 

related to Pragmatics and, for this; we can say that Pragmatics develops from 

philosophy. The term ―Pragmatics‖ first appears in linguistic philosophy in 

1930s, for then, western philosophers have begun to shift their focus on 

studies of language symbols, which develops into Semiology later. Early 

Pragmatics is just a branch of Semiology under philosophers‘ studies and this 

shows clearly that it originates from their (philosophers‘) study of language. 

Second, the theoretic basis for Pragmatics is from philosophy. To be more 

specific, Pragmatics originates from the following aspects: the study of 

Semiology, the Keywords pragmatics, semantics, discourse analysis study of 

linguistic Philosophy in 20
th

 century and the study of functional Linguistics 

on language forms. Third, the main studies of Pragmatics such as indexicality 

and presupposition also have philosophical background. 

Levinson (1983:24) states that pragmatics is the study of the ability of 

language users to pair sentences with the contexts in which they would be 

appropriate. The definition leads to the analysis that pragmatics cannot be 

separated from context and principles of language usage. Therefore, to 

understand pragmatics meaning of the speaker, people should consider the 

principles of language used by the speaker. Meanwhile, Thomas (1995:22) 

defines pragmatics as meaning in interaction. He states that in understanding 

speaker‘s meaning, it involves the negotiation of meaning between the 

speaker and the hearer, the context of utterance (physical, social and 
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linguistic) and the meaning potential of an utterance. It is because meaning in 

interaction relates to context and meaning potential of an utterance. Hence, it 

is not something which is inherent in the words alone or is produced by the 

speaker or the hearer alone. Yule (1996:3) states that there were four areas 

which pragmatics was concerned with:  

1. Pragmatics was the study of speaker meaning.  

Pragmatics was the studied of speaker meaning. When it was concerned 

with the studied of meaning as communicated by speaker (or writer) and 

interpreted by listener (or reader). It was consequently, more to did with the 

analysis of what people mean by their utterances than what the words or the 

phrases in those utterances might mean themselves.  

2. Pragmatics was the study of contextual meaning.  

Pragmatics was the study of contextual meaning. This type of study 

necessarily involves the interpretation of what people mean in particular 

context and how the context influences what was said. It requires a 

consideration of how speakers organize what they were wanted to say in 

accordance with who they were talking to where, when, and under what 

circumstances. 

3. Pragmatics was the study of how to get more communicated than it was said.  

Pragmatics was the studied of how to get more communicated than it 

was said. This approach also necessarily explored how listeners could make 

influences about what was said in order to arrived at an interpretation of the 
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speaker‘s intended meaning. This type of the studied explored how a great 

deal of what was unsaid is recognized as part of what was communicated. It 

was said that  the investigation of invisible meaning. 

4. Pragmatics was the study of the expression of relative distance. 

Pragmatics was the study of the expression of relative distance. This 

perspective than raises the question of what determines the choice between 

the said and unsaid. The basic answer was tied to the notion of distance. 

Closeness, whether it was physical, social, or conceptual, implies shared 

experience. On the assumption of how close or distant the listener was, 

speakers determine how much needs to be said. 

From four points above, it could be conncluded tha this research was 

connected to first and the second point. The writer wanted to investigate the 

the meaning of sarcasm in order to find the purpose and the classification of 

the sarcasm. 

 

C. Sarcasm 

Language of sarcasm was one of the styles of language that has various 

form. There were several forms of sarcasm according to Camp (2011): 

1. Propositional Sarcasm 

In this type of sarcasm, the form of sarcasm itself was in the form of 

proposition and also the most obvious form. Between the propositional 

statements and the intent of the speakers is actually the opposite.  
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2. Lexical Sarcasm  

Propositional sarcasm was similar to the implicature model, while 

lexical sarcasm was closed to semantic theory. The type of the lexical 

sarcasm was more visible in relation to the evaluative scale of speakers 

than the proposition sarcasm. 

3. ‗Like‘-Prefixed Sarcasm  

The types of ‗like‘-prefixed sarcasm was similar to proposition 

sarcasm, but ‗like‘-prefixed sarcasm only combines the statements of 

sarcasm with declarative sentences. In proposition sarcasm implicature 

spoken by the speaker and opposite to the meaning want to expressed, 

then the ‗like‘-prefixed sarcasm is more likely to cause the confusion.  

4. Illocutionary Sarcasm  

The types of the sarcasm not only seen as an element in a utterance, 

but also as a whole including other accompanying acts. The illocutionary 

sarcasm covers the entirety of general implications even in a special 

scope, such as utterances that express compassion, praise, etc. 

Mostly, sarcasm was used as the expression revealing the used of 

sharp communication to did mocked, insulted, to convey scorn or even 

putting down someone perspective or personality. Sarcastic utterances 

served certain purposes when people were used in deliver conversations. 

Attardo in his articles explained six list purpose of sarcasm where the writer 

could elaborate with the data from the texts debate.  
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In this chapter, the writer analyzed the collected data to appear the 

purposes of sarcasm according to Attardo‘s theory. The specific data 

took from Trump and Joe Biden presidential debate text as the 

examples of sarcasm, in order to understood any words or sentences 

spoken by the speakers. Since sarcasm were said by purpose, in this 

chapter there are six purposes based on Attordo‘s theory namely (1) 

group affiliation, (2) sophistication, (3) evaluation, (4) politeness, (5) 

persuasive aspect, and (6) retract ability. Each sarcastic utterance was 

identified by adapted the same method as above the sarcastic utterance 

are uttered purposively by the speakers. The pragmatic features of the 

sarcastic utterances, then are explored to identify the purposes. 

Sarcastic utterances serve certain purposes when they were used in 

conversations. Attardo (2002:12) in his article Humor and Irony in 

Interaction: From Mode Adoption to Failure of Detection lists six purposes of 

sarcasm:  

a. Group Affiliation  

Sarcasm could affiliate a group. In this case, sarcasm works in two 

ways. First, it highlights the boundary of a group by stating the standards 

or 9 that the group had. Secondly, it expressed an understatement about 

outsider of the group that does not meet the standards of the group. For 

example, when a son was going back from school, but he did not greet his 

mom or dad while they were sitting close from where he passed. Then his 
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dad says, ―Sometimes silence is better, but not this one with ignoring us.‖ 

As the older, his parents obviously hope their son‘s greeting when he 

comes home. It highlights that the son‘s act did not meet the values of 

parents which had the standard for their family there. What parents want 

was that their son should give respect to them or to the older person even 

his son is inside the group of family. This example shows sarcasm as a 

group affiliation.  

b. Sophistication  

Sarcasm shows the speaker‘s ability to play with language. Sarcasm 

as sophistication usually means as a humor, however, in some cases, it 

expresses the speaker‘s level of emotion. By playing language, sarcasm 

shows how the speaker can take control over his emotion. As the 

example, when someone really wants to go swimming in a rainy day then 

a friend says ―Yeah, go on. But do not blame me if I cannot differentiate 

you with an iceberg.‖ As a friend, of course she or he wants to tell that it 

is better to not go swimming when it is raining to avoid getting cold or 

freezing. However, when the speaker cannot handle the emotion, she or 

he tends to use sarcasm as sophistication so that it will not really offends 

someone‘s feeling.  

c. Evaluation  

Sarcasm can mute negative effects of the criticism that it may 

emerges. At the same time, sarcasm can mute the positive effects of the 

praise that it may convey. The way sarcasm mutes those two aspects 
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simultaneously becomes the point of using sarcasm. When the speaker 

uses sarcasm as evaluation, s/he usually does not really want to show the 

negative thing in criticizing someone or s/he does not really want to show 

the positive way in giving compliment. For example, when a mother says 

―you looks calm like you did not do it‖ to her son who just ate all the 

food. Instead of delivering the exact meaning, the mother chooses to use 

sarcasm for evaluates her son‘s act. From the utterance, the mother 

actually gives compliment for his act that can be calm as nothing happens. 

On the other hand, the mother also gives critique to his son who eats all 

the food.  

d. Politeness  

Sarcasm can be used as a ―tool for politeness.‖ Although sarcasm 

seems aggressive, it is admitted that sarcasm is less damaging the hearer‘s 

face than overt aggression. For example, when a man says ―I will buy 

some food so you do not have to cook today.‖ Can be means that his 

wife‘s food is not delicious or his wife cannot cook well so that he prefers 

buy it outside. However, sarcasm as politeness used to make the utterance 

a little less aggressive. 

e. Persuasive Aspect  

Sarcasm can be a powerful rhetorical tool to be used persuasively. 

This is achieved in three ways. First, sarcasm provides itself the evident 

for the utterance to be accepted as a truth. Second, sarcasm is easier to 

memorize than literal utterance. Thirdly, sarcasm is very informative. As 
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the example, from the situation among friends when one of them tries to 

persuade the other friend by saying ―Come on, tell her know or else any 

other men will catch her as fast as you will lose her‖. From the utterance, 

the one friend sarcastically persuades his/her friend to make a move in 

order to get closer with his crush. Instead of saying the literal meaning, 

the speaker uses sarcasm to show that his/her utterance can be accepted as 

a truth and also it is easier for the hearer to memorize.  

f. Retractability 

Sarcasm lets someone ―take a noncommittal attitude towards what 

he/she is saying‖. In other words, by stating something and expressing its 

opposite at the same time, the speaker can avoid any responsibility for the 

falseness that s/he says. 

 

D. Debate Text 

Debate is formal disciplined, and rule governed contest/competition, 

that is conducted within a set framework.19 Since the 1967 general election, 

debates between presidential candidates had been a part of USA presidential 

campaigns.  

Political campaign discourse possesses one overarching goal to 

persuade citizens to cast their votes for one candidate instead of for an opened 

of course a few candidates May 19 Broda-Bahm, Ken and Daniela Kempf. 

(2004). Argument and Audience: Presenting Debates in Public Settings. New 

York: International Debate Education Association. 16 campaign to promote 
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an issue as well, but they are not a primarily concerned with winning the 

election. 

The United States (US) General Election started on November 3, 2020 

with Joe Biden and Donald Trump as presidential candidates. Joe Biden is 

partnered with Kamala Harris and represents Democrats. Meanwhile, the 

Republican party is represented by Donald Trump who is paired with Mike 

Pence. The electoral system conducted in the US is different from that of 

Indonesia. If in Indonesia the winner of the election is the winner of the most 

votes, in the US this is not the case. Reporting from the BBC, the US 

president is not directly elected by the public, but by an institution known as 

an electoral college or a voting institution.  

The general election to determine the president of the United States is a 

hot topic of conversation in the United States. This time there are two 

presidential candidates who are contesting, the first is Donald Trump who 

represents the Republican Party and Joe Biden who represents the Democratic 

Party. Important notes of the presidential election system in the United States, 

namely: 

1. The winner of the presidential election is not determined by the majority 

of popular votes, the voters, but is determined by the electoral council 

(Electoral College)  

2. When the citizens of the United States go to the polls, they are actually 

electing a group of people who will occupy the electoral college.  
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3. The word ―collage‖ here means a group of people with a common task. 

These people are called ―Electors‖, and their job is to elect the president 

and vice president.  

In the United States the number of electors is scattered as many as 538 

people, while presidential candidates need a minimum of 270 electoral votes 

to win the presidency. The number of electors in each country is different, the 

more the population, the more the number of electors. Usually each state casts 

an electoral council vote for a presidential candidate who wins the popular 

votes. There is a State called the ―Swing State‖. The swing state is defined as 

the competitive states that are the key to determining the winner of the 

presidential election. The republican and democrat parties have equal strength 

and the same opportunity to win the swing state. 
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CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY 

 

This chapter presented method of the research design, sources of the 

data, procedures of collecting data and technique of data analysis. 

 

A. Type of the Research 

Method used in this research was qualitative method. The qualitative 

method was a research procedure which results in descriptive data including 

written and oral word from the research objectives whether it was from society 

or books. Bogdan and Biklen (1998:77) states that qualitative enquire writer 

deals with the data that are in the form of words, rather than numbers, and 

statistic. Quantitative research also examines differences in amount or level of 

the variables being studied and cause and effect relationships among them, 

whereas qualitative research is concerned with the patterns and forms of such 

variables (Cropley, 2019:5). The researcher decides to use qualitative method 

in order to make the result of the research easier to understand for the readers. 

 

B. Source of Data 

The source of data in the research was the dialogues, phrases and 

sentences in the first presidential debate text between Joe Biden and Donald 

Trump before the election of 2020 which it was taken from website. The 

duration of the debate was 1 hour and 11 minutes long. The debate transcript 

itself consists of 51 pages. 
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C. Procedures of Data Collection 

In this research, to analyze the data the researcher would use some 

steps, as follows: 

1. The writer chose the object of the research which was the first presidential 

debate text between Joe Biden and Donald trump in 2020. 

2. Reading the debate text several times accurately.  

To understand the object and to investigate the problems that occurs in the 

script 

3. Identifying the data through appropriate theory.  

Finding the problems of the research from the object, the writer would sort 

some sentences where the sarcasm found by using Attardo‘s theory and 

applying qualitative method in determining the types and the purpose of 

sarcasm. The writer would used noting and quoting technique in finding the 

data. Noting and quoting, in this method, the writer took notes and quotes 

any expressions or statement that could be supported the data analysis. 

4. Classifying the data 

The data was identified, the data would be classified into its types and 

purposes. 

 

D. Data Analysis 

The writer would applied pragmatics approach to analyze the data then 

the data would be presented through tables and paragraph explanation or 

known as descriptive qualitative method. While the data about classification of 
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sarcasm collected according to the theory of  Camp (2011) on page 15 and the 

purposes of sarcasm collected based on Attardo theory of sarcasm were as 

group of affiliation, sophitication, evaluation, politeness, persuasive aspect and 

retractability.  
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CHAPTER IV 

FINDING AND DUSCUSSION 

 

In this chapter presented the result of research based on data collection 

and data analysis about sarcasm in United States presidential debate text of Joe 

Biden and Donald Trump. The data about classification of sarcasm collected by 

using Camp theory and the purpose of sarcasm used the theory of Attardo.  

 

A. Findings 

After finding all the data of sarcasms from the debate text, the data were 

presented in form of tables as follows: 

1. Sarcasm Types Used in Presidential Debate Text of Joe Biden and Donald 

Trump 

Table 1. Classifications of Sarcasm 

No  No Datum Classifications 

1 

Datum 1.“Trump: There’s nothing 

smart about you, Joe.” 

(Abraham,2020:14)  

Propositional Sarcasm 

2 

Datum  2.“Trump : You graduated last 

in your class not first in your class”. 

(Abraham,2020:7) 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

3 

Datum  3. “Trump : 47 years, you’ve 

done nothing. They understand” 

(Abraham,2020:10) 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

4 

Datum  4. “Biden : A lot of people died 

and a lot more are going to die unless 

he gets a lot smarter, a lot quicker-“. 

(Abraham,2020:14) 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

5 

Datum  5. “Biden : it’s hard to get any 

word in with this clown” 

(Abraham,2020:26) 

Propositional Sarcasm 

6 Datum  6. “Trump : The only thing I  
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haven’t done a good job, and that’s 

because of the fake news, no matter 

what you say to them, they give you a 

bad press on it. It’s just fake news. They 

give you good press, they give me bad 

press because that’s the way it is, 

unfortunately. But let me just say 

something. I don’t care. I’ve gotten 

used to it. But I’ll tell you, Joe, you 

could never have done the job we did.  

You don’t have it in your blood.” 

(Abraham,2020:11) 

 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

7 

Datum 7. “Trump : And if you were 

here, it wouldn’t be 200, it would be 

two million people” (Abraham,2020:4) 

 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

8 
Datum 8. “Trump : You’re months 

behind me, Joe” (Abraham,2020:12) 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

9 

Datum 9. Biden: ―I‘m sure that you‘ve 

already fired most of them, because 

they did a good job‖ 

(Abraham,2020:26) 

 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

10 
Datum 10. Biden: ―No negative effect. 

Come on.‖ (Abraham,2020:17) 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

11 

Datum 11. “Trump: Oh, really, who do 

you have? Name one group that 

supports you. Name one group that 

came out and supported you. Go ahead. 

Think. We have time” (Abraham, 

2020:34) 

 

 

 

Propositional Sarcasm 

12 

Datum 12. Biden: By the warm 

weather, it’d be gone. Miraculous, like 

a miracle. And by the way, maybe you 

could inject some bleach in your arm, 

and that would be take care of it. This is 

the same man. (Abraham,2020:13) 

Lexical Sarcasm 

13 
Datum 13. Trump: China ate your 

lunch, Joe. (Abraham,2020: 24) 
Illocutionary Sarcasm 
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Based on the table above, it could be concluded that the classification 

types of sarcasm found from the data through the types of classification according 

to Camp, it was found 11 datum from propositional sarcasm, 1 datum of lexical 

sarcasm, and 1 datum of illocutionary sarcasm. Therefore, it was found there were 

13 datum of classification types of sarcasm.  

The conversations was consist full of sarcasm that used by the candidate. 

According to the data above, the candidates mock each other, and full of anger. It 

was showed the emotion outburst of the candidates statements.  

Datum 1 

Based on the statements of there’s nothing smart that was said by Trump 

it belonged to propositional sarcasm because Trump‘s intended to mock Joe Biden 

directly by using the harsh word. The word there’s nothing smart about you, Joe 

meant to said that Biden was a person who had no ability or fool person.  

Furthermore, the utterance also showed the emotion outburst of Trump‘s 

on Biden‘s statement which considered Trump was a president who had very slow 

in facing COVID 19 case. Because at the moment when Trump had been be a 

president, about between 750 and 1000 people a day were died. 

Datum 2  

Trump satire Biden as a fool person not only once in debate. He 

emphasized that many times. It was showed through in the datum 2, the context of 

the situation that occurs in the utterances were both of them compete their 

arguments about the healthcare for American people and blame each other as a 

liar moreover that Trump satire to Biden by saying that Biden graduated last in his 
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class and not first in his class. It included to propositional sarcasm because the 

word graduated last was not only meant that Biden was the last person who 

graduated from his university among of his friends but it meant as a fool person 

who has a less intellectual ability. Trump used the word to impose Biden directly 

one more time. Furthermore, in the utterance of Trump which said that Biden 

went to Delaware State but he forgot the name of his college absolutely showed 

that Trump considered Biden as a fool person and whatever Biden‘s statements 

did not make sense for him therefore in the utterance, he forbid Biden to use the 

word smart in front of him. 

Datum 3 

Sarcasm was one of figure of speech which was delivered seriously and 

full of emotion because it used to show what people dislike about one thing as the 

utterance delivered by Trump in datum 3. 

Trump‘s utterance belonged to propositional sarcasm because of the 

word 47 years did not mean to offend Biden‘s age but he considered that during 

Biden lived and became the vice president of the United States, he did nothing for 

United States. It was clearly showed that Trump‘s full of anger insinuate Biden 

straight because of the Biden‘s utterance which said that Trump‘s as a president 

had no bright idea to solve COVID 19. It was said that the Trump‘s utterance 

belonged to propositional sarcasm because as people seen the types of 

classification about propositional sarcasm was the form of sarcasm itself was in 

the form of proposition and also the most obvious formed. 
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Datum 4 

As the writer wrote in datum 4, Biden‘s utterance belonged to 

propositional sarcasm because it intended to make Trump‘s down directly by 

using the word unless he gets a lot smarter, a lot quicker. It expressed that 

according to Biden, Trump was a president who was not fast responsive in 

emergency problems which faced by his society which even cause death in a huge 

amount. The utterance invited Trump to make sarcasm as people could see above 

by considering that as long as Biden lived, he did nothing to United States. It was 

said the classification of types of sarcasm were used of both candidates, they were 

quipping each other and down directly by using the propositional sarcasm. 

Datum 5 

Moreover, in delivered a sarcasm usually used insulting or reproaches 

words to insinuated someone as people could understood through Biden‘s 

utterance in datum 5. 

The utterance in datum 5 was simply words but contains sarcasm and it 

was a direct insult against Trump who always incorporate to listen Biden‘s 

explanation while trying to deliver his point of view at a moment. The writer 

considered that the data in datum 5 was kind of sarcasm according to  Camp‘s 

theory which was the type of sarcasm went straight to the point or the purpose of 

the speaker who was intended to insult Trump as clown because Biden thinks 

such as wasting time to talk with opponent who will not understand the topic. 

However, between statement of propositions and intentions of the narrative which 

was actually opposite. The word this clown which was not aimed to the clown in 

true meaning. 
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Datum 6 

Generally, sarcasm showed that the speaker was being impatient toward 

the person being addressed as could be seen in the Trump‘s utterance in datum 6. 

The data in datum 6 revealed propositional sarcasm as could be viewed 

in the sentence you don’t have it in your blood. It was absolutely uttered for 

reproaching Biden and as expression of Trump‘s towards Biden. It described that 

according to Trump, Biden never had done the good job like what Trump‘s had 

done as long as being a president. Besides that, it meant that Trump considered 

that Biden was not born in a family who had ability being a good leader. It was 

really harsh sentence for making someone down. Trump stated that Joe Biden was 

an incompetent person, a loser and had no ability. Trump felt that he was the most 

skilled in everything. Moreover, he did not care about bad press that had been 

gave to him. 

Datum 7 

In people daily life, people used sarcasm for quipping the interlocutor 

down as could be viewed through the utterance in datum 7. 

Based on the utterance data delivered by Trump in datum 7, the writer 

considered sarcasm used in his speech to quip his opponent down by using the 

information fact that Joe Biden totally could not cover up the pandemic issue 

cases if Biden was in charge as a president at the moment. Moreover, by 

explaining the fact of number above, Trump tried to increase his progress and 

compare his ability in handling the covid-19 cases number to concern if Biden 

took over then it would be adverse impact. In addition, Trump was tried to 

emphasize how hard it was to get a low number of covid-19 cases, and he used 
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that to insult Biden that all he needs to did was not to take a responsibility as a 

president as Trump. The writer believed that the sarcasm in datum 7 was used to 

quip our interlocutors in speech and it included as propositional sarcasm by 

Camp. 

In the datum 7, Trump said that Biden was slowly in evacuating his 

military that died due to lack of medical care, and Biden also forbade Trump to 

isolated Chinese people who had been infected COVID 19, it was caused 2 

million people were died. 

Datum 8 

In debate, sarcasm used to face the situation which had high pressure 

because the people would not accepted the ideas and words if the utterance did not 

emphasize sarcasm. Trump in the debate reiterated sarcasm for facing the pressure 

argument from Biden about his leadership. It showed through the Trump‘s in 

datum 8.  

The utterance above had an implicit meaning. The word month behind me 

did not talk about the month in fact but it meant that Trump had more experiences 

in political world than Biden. It also showed the arrogance of Trump towards 

Biden. It included as propositional sarcasm because trump showed his dislike 

against Biden straightly. He brought Biden‘s down and considered Biden as if 

only a new beginner in political words then Biden did not know much about 

politic better than him. 

Trump said that Joe Biden was so far behind him, because Biden‘s efforts 

were barely visible to save lives. They were argue about the solution of COVID 

19 which was there were many people died and did not yet had a solution to 
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overcome it. Trump strongly believed vaccines could help to cure COVID 19 

infection, while Biden believed that it was enough for just used the mask because 

according to him he did not believed in vaccines. Vaccines were just the way 

politicians worked because they like it way. 

Datum 9 

Furthermore, sarcasm was usually conveyed by using contradiction 

between two things as uttered by Trump in datum 9. If the people did a good job 

in a company absolutely would not be fired but the utterance in datum 9 showed 

the contradiction. In the sentence said that the people did good job would be fired. 

It was actually wanted to insinuate the bad habit of Trump who easily fire people 

without looking at their ability in working. If the people did not support him and 

support his opponent, he got rid of it.  

Joe Biden mocked and denounced Trump by saying that his people had 

did their job properly. The statement was meant to insinuated that Trump was full 

of selfishness, he like to fired people that he did not liked without considered that 

person‘s abilities and expertise. Moreover, Trump defended himself that what 

Biden did therefore he could got 3 and half million dollars for free, even he and 

his family had lose a lot of money just because they helped in the affair of the 

United States Government. 

Datum 10 

Sarcasm also usually used to protest the statement that according to the 

speaker was not in accordance with the reality that happened. It could be seen in 

datum 10 utterance by Biden. He was make Trump down directly with his 
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propositional sarcasm which was he said that Trump telling lies about himself all 

along. According to Biden, Trump was a liar telling stories about himself, telling 

stories like he was an African-American hero. But in fact, Trump did nothing. 

Even Biden said that Trump only devided people, was racist and did not care at 

all. 

Both of utterances belonged to propositional sarcasm to offend Trump 

which as known as savior for African-Americans but in the fact, he had been 

disastrous for the African-American. The sentences were uttered by Biden to 

reveal the fact about Biden‘s behavior. Besides that, the word no negative effect 

actually intended to Trump‘s statement which said that holding large rallies with 

crowds packed together, thousands of people had no negative effect. According to 

Biden, holding large rallies with thousand of people in the midst of pandemic 

absolutely caused negative effect. 

Datum 11 

In the debate, Trump also used sarcasm for against the statement of 

Biden as could be seen in datum 11 utterance by Trump. Because according to 

Trump, Biden just a fool person who had a less intellectual ability. Trump used 

the word to imposed Biden directly one more time. Furthermore, Trump said that 

Biden did not had one group that supported him, no one group that came out and 

supported him.   

The data of datum 11 showed that Trump offended Biden because he was 

actually not sure about what Biden said in his statement. Trump was doubt that 

Biden had any law supports. It was be seen in propositional sarcasm because 
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Trump offended Biden and make him down directly with his satire. Trump with 

his arrogance mocked Biden that said no one group came out and supported 

Biden, it was because Biden just a looser he was tought. 

Datum 12 

Moreover, it was such as positive words however had a negative effect. It 

seen the utterance by Biden in datum 12. 

The data in datum 12 had an implicit meaning. It did not really talk about 

weather and miracle. Biden mocked Trump who told their citizen to take the 

vaccine and apparently the arriving time of the vaccine was late. Biden said that 

Trump did nothing to Americans, Biden was said sarcastically to Trump because 

he thought Trumps was worked slowly. As people seen that in Americans.  

As people seen, based on the data above Biden used lexical sarcasm 

which was he mocked Trump by saying that he could inject some bleach in your 

arm, and that would be take care of it. It was meant that Trump‘s performance for 

Americans was slowly, it could be seen from the vaccine that arrived late to 

America, where there were many people had died but the vaccine had not yet 

arrived. Biden was refuted the statements of Trump who always prided himself 

that he deserved to be president because he had sacrificed a lot for government. 

Datum 13 

As people seen in the datum 13, Trump was satire Biden with said China 

ate his lunch. He was mock Biden by using a illocutionary sarcasm.   

The sentence in datum 13 belonged to illocutionary sarcasm as the 

sentence expressed the different intent and purpose. The meaning of the sentence 
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in datum 13 did not mean that China spent the food of Joe Biden but it meant that 

never collaborate with competitor country, China because it just caused 

disadvantage for America not a progress.  

2. Sarcasm Purpose Used in Presidential Debate Text of Joe Biden and 

Donald Trump 

Table 2. Purpose of Sarcasms 

No Datum Purpose of Sarcasms 

1 

Datum 14. Trump: if Pocahontas would 

have left two days early you would have 

lost every primary (Abraham,2020:7) 

Group Affiliation  

2 

Datum 15. Biden: This is the same man 

who told you by Easter, this would gone 

away. By the warm weather, it’d be gone 

Miraculous, like a miracle. And by the 

way maybe you could inject some bleach 

in your arm, and that would take care of 

it. This is the same man. 

(Abraham,2020:12) 

Group Affiliation  

3 

Datum 16. Biden: So here’s the deal. 

This man is talking about vaccine. Every 

serious company is talking about maybe 

having a vaccine done by the end of the 

year, but the distribution of that vaccine 

will not occur until sometime beginning 

of the middle of next year to get it out, if 

we get the vaccine. And pray we will. 

Pray God will. (Abraham,2020:13) 

Group Affiliation  

4 

Datum 17. Trump: Did you use the word 

smart? So you said you went to 

Delaware State, but you forgot the name 

of your college. You didn’t go to 

Delaware State. You graduated either 

the lowest or almost the lowest in your 

class. Don’t ever use the word smart 

with me. Don’t ever use that word. 

(Abraham,2020:14) 

Group Affiliation  
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Based onthe tables above it could be concluded that that the purposes of 

sarcasm found from the data through the purposes of sarcasm according to 

5 

Datum 18. Biden: Well, it’s hard to get 

any word in with this clown. Excuse me, 

this person. (Abraham,2020:26) 

Group Affiliation  

6 

Datum 19.Biden: This is a president 

who has used everything as a dog 

whistle, to try to generate racist hatred, 

racist division. This is a man who, in 

fact, you talk about helping African-

Americans, one in 1000 African 

Americans has been killed because of the 

coronavirus. (Abraham,2020:29) 

Group Affiliation  

7 

Datum 20. Biden: … This man, this man 

is savior of African-Americans? This 

man cares at all? (Abraham,2020:29) 

Group Affiliation  

8 

Datum 21. Biden:  This is a guy who 

says that you don’t have to have mileage 

standards for automobiles that exist now. 

(Abraham,2020:42) 

Group Affiliation  

9 

Datum 22. Biden: I’m sure that you’ve 

already fired most of them, because they 

did a good job. (Abraham,2020:26) 

Evaluation 

 

10 
Datum 23. Biden: They sure do. 

(Abraham,2020:10) 
Politeness 

11 
Datum 24. Trump: Your probably play 

more than I do. 
 

11 

Datum 24. Trump: Oh, really, who do 

you have? Name one group that supports 

you. Name one group that came out and 

supported you. Go ahead. Think. We 

have time. (Abraham,2020:10) 

Politeness 

12 
Datum 25. Biden: Just like your rally. 

(Abraham,2020:15) 
Rectract Ability 

13 
Datum 26. Biden: No negative effect. 

Come on. (Abraham,2020:17) 
Rectract Ability 
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Attardo‘s, it was found 8 datum of group affiliation, 1 datum of evaluation, 2 

datum of politeness, and 2 datum of retract ability.  

Mostly, sarcasm was used as the expression revealing the used of sharp 

communication to did mock, insult, to convey scorn or even putting down 

someone perspective or personality. Sarcastic utterances served certain purposes 

when people were used in deliver conversations. Attardo in his articles explained 

six list purpose of sarcasm where the writer could elaborate with the data from the 

texts debate.  

In this chapter, the writer analyzed the collected data to appear the 

purposes of sarcasm according to Attardo‘s theory. The specific data took from 

Trump and Joe Biden presidential debate text as the examples of sarcasm, in order 

to understood any words or sentences spoken by the speakers. Since sarcasm were 

said by purpose, in this chapter there are six purposes based on Attordo‘s theory 

namely (1) group affiliation, (2) sophistication, (3) evaluation, (4) politeness, (5) 

persuasive aspect, and (6) retract ability. Each sarcastic utterance was identified 

by adapted the same method as above the sarcastic utterance are uttered 

purposively by the speakers. The pragmatic features of the sarcastic utterances, 

then are explored to identify the purposes. There are thirteen sarcastic utterance 

appeared in the script of Joe Biden and Donald Trump debate text, the data could 

be seen in as follows : 

Datum 14.  

The speaker was obviously wanted that Biden lost every party to vote for 

Biden. The purpose of this utterance was Biden should managing the time when 
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Biden had the time about his public option to Obamacare (a health-program in 

Obama‘s era). As people known, Obamacare was the Patient Protection and 

Affordable Care Act (ACA). Most people were tought it was only affects health 

insurance, but it had changed the way the United State delivered healthcare 

overall. The term ―Obamacare‖ was first coined by critics of the former 

president‘s efforts to reform healthcare, but the name was stuck.  

As people known, the sarcasm of affiliation was sarcasm that worked in 

two ways. First, it was highlights the boundary of a group by stating the standards 

that the group had. Secondly, it was an understood about outsider of the group that 

did not met the standard of the group. Therefore, Trump said that Biden did not 

had time for the company therefore he must managed his time before.  

Datum 15.  

The speaker was tried to tell that trump was late to delivering the vaccine 

right away. This is the same man who told you by Easter. By the warm weather, 

it’d be gone. Miraculous, like a miracle the speaker was mocking Trump that the 

COVID could had been vanished by itself. And by the way, maybe you could 

inject some bleach in your arm, and that would take care of it. This is the same 

man again, the speaker was mocking Trump to tell their citizen to take the vaccine 

and apparently the arriving time of the vaccine was late. The purpose of the 

speaker was stated an understatement that did not meet the standard.  

Datum 16.  

The speaker was made an understatement about Trump talking about 

vaccine, however the vaccine distribution was late in due vaccine will not be I 
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until sometime beginning of the middle of the next year… and moreover the 

speaker was relying on God, for the vaccine. The purpose of the speaker was 

stated an understatement that did not meet the standard.  

Biden was mocked Trump that said he just stayed on his place and only 

relies on God without did anything. He just talked too much that he did not care 

for a vaccine that came late to Americans. Biden mentioned that Trump was just a 

liar and everyone were known that in fact he was just a liar. 

Datum 17.  

The speaker was made an understatement about Biden Did you use the 

word smart? So you said you went to Delaware State, but you forgot the name of 

your college. You didn’t go to Delaware State. You graduated either the lowest or 

almost the lowest in your class. Don’t ever use the word smart with me. Don’t 

ever use that word. In this case the purpose of the speaker was to tell Biden 

statement used word smart did not meet the standard.  

Trump used the sarcasm of group affiliation purpose. It was to mocked 

Biden for stopped to used the word smart with him because according to Trump, 

Biden just a person who had no ability. Trump full of arrogance said that Biden 

did nothing more than him. 

Datum 18.  

 In this situation when Biden mentioned the word clown, it referred to 

Donald trump. This action did not meet the standard of formal debate especially 

debate for presidential election. At the end of the sentence, Biden apologized by 

saying excuse me, this person which referred to Donald Trump that Biden called 

clown before.  
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Biden was full of anger with Trump, but he was tried to calm down with 

saying excuse me, this person it was meant like Biden accepted what was Trump‘s 

statement, because for all of the Trump‘s statement Biden said that Trump already 

fired the people while they did a good job, just because Trump‘s selfishness he 

did fired people that he was not liked. 

Datum 19. 

 This data was about previous action by president Trump which caused 

dissatisfaction to Joe Biden. Biden sarcasticaly mentioned about what happened 

on Trump‘s time as president which was racial issue. It was mean like Trump did 

not do anything for African-American, he was just a liar.  

This is a president who has used everything as a dog whistle, to try to 

generate racist hatred, racist division. This is a man who, in fact, you talk about 

helping African-Americans, one in 1000 Africans has been killed because of the 

coronavirus it was the Biden‘s statement for Trump because he tought that Trump 

tried to generate racist hatred. Trump did not care about black people there were 

because many black people were died. 

Datum 20.  

This data talked about racism issue that occured in United State when 

Trump was the president. Biden felt that President Trump did not show any 

symphaty for that kind of issue.  

This man, this man is savior of African-Americans? This man cares at 

all?. Biden had denied Trump‘s insistence that he was not did favoritism. He 

refuted Trump‘s said he also care about people. But against, Biden mentioned the 
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case of Mr. Floyd  who died because of a demonstration in front of the White 

House. Biden mentioned that Trump had did nothing for him, instead he went to 

the bunker which was the military used tear gas therefore he could run to the 

church with his bible.  

Datum 21.  

This data discusses the promises of president Trump before he became 

president of the United States. But in reality what happened did not match the 

promise where there were policies that were burdensome to the citizen, namely 

regarding automobiles standardization. 

As people seen, sarcasm as evaluation could mute negative effects of the 

criticism that in might emerges. At the same time, sarcasm could mute the 

positive effects of the praise that it might convey.  

Biden said if he were a president, he would opened up a lot of jobs 

vacancies instead of eliminating people‘s jobs. He was went to joined with the 

Paris Accord, because with they were out of it, it was fallen apart. He would to 

protected the rainforest of Brazil, which was no tearing down the forest, because 

otherwise he would suffered significant economic consequences.  

Datum 22.  

The speaker was tried to criticize the opponent case, and attitude. Biden 

claimed that Trump is not fully aware of his party members, which somewhat 

ashamed for a leader ―I‘m sure that you have already fired most of them‖. Then he 

went on to criticize his party members in ―because they did a good job‖ which 

was for Biden they were not. What Biden did was evaluate Trump act, instead of 



44 

 

 

 

delivering the exact meaning, Biden was use sarcasm. From the utterance Biden 

actually gave compliment to Trump party members, and the other hand Biden also 

gave a critique to Trump.  

As people seen, sarcasm of politeness it was aggressive, it was admitted 

that sarcasm was less damaged the hearer‘s face than overt aggression. 

Datum 23.  

This data was a polite expression of Joe Biden when responding to 

Donald Trump‘s statement. But behind Biden‘s statement, what was meant was 

that the people know what he had done to the country. 

Datum 24.  

The words that should be underlined as the form of politeness sarcasm in 

this data were Go ahead think. We have time. Trump stated it sarcasticaly because 

he thought that Biden not figure out what he asked him which was to name a 

group that suuports Biden. 

Datum 25. 

 Previously the debaters were talking about masks. The speaker claimed 

Trump‘s indifference to wearing a mask. The speaker took a noncommittal 

attitude toward what he said.  Just like your rally in other words, by stated 

something and expressing it was opposite words from the actual meaning. The 

actual meaning was the rally was not wearing mask. The purpose of the speaker 

was that the speaker could avoid any responsibility for the falseness that the 

speaker said. 
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Datum 26. 

 Previously the debaters were talking about their different approaches had 

affected the way that they had campaigned. The rallies of Trump side was big 

during COVID spreading. Trump claimed his rally had no negative effect to the 

crowds during COVID. No negative effect. Come on. A new in other words, by 

stated and expressing it was opposite words from the actual meaning. The actual 

meaning was there was negative effect gathering as a crowd during COVID 

pandemic. The purpose of the speaker was that the speaker could avoid any 

responsibility for the falseness that the speaker said. 

From data analysis above, it could be concluded that there were many 

intentions from both candidate when they were used sarcastic expression in the 

debate such as ruining each other by mentioning their mistakes sarcasticaly, to put 

more variation in their diction, to convince the audiance. It also could be 

concluded that there were many types of sarcastic expressions that could be used 

for communication it depended on the needs and the purpose to used sarcasm. 

 

B. Discussions  

This debate discussed about the sarcasm types used in Camp‘s 

classification and the purpose of sarcasm according to Attardo‘s theory. The 

writer found there were 4 classification types used in Camp‘s classification but 

based on this debate text presidential of Joe Biden and Donald Trump there were 

3 classifications types used. They were propositional sarcasm, lexical sarcasm and 

illocutionary sarcasm. Therefore, the writer classified the data and make the table 

as people seen on the table 1. There were 13 data found in classification types of 
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sarcasm such as 11 data of propositional sarcasm, 1 data of politeness and also 2 

data of retract ability. 

1. Propositional Sarcasm 

In this type of sarcasm, the form of sarcasm itself was in the form of 

proposition and also the most obvious form. Between the propositional 

statements and the intent of the speakers was actually the opposite.  

As people seen, the writer found the types of classification of sarcasm 

in datum 1, all of people could saw the sarcasm used was the propositional 

sarcam. It was because Trump mocked Biden used the harsh word. 

“Trump: There’s nothing smart about you, Joe.” (Abraham,2020:14) 

It could be seen in the utterance above which belonged to propositional 

sarcasm because Trump‘s intended to mock Joe Biden directly by using the 

harsh word. The word in datum 1 meant to say that Biden was a person who 

has no ability or fool person. Furthermore, the utterance also showed the 

emotion outburst of Trump on Biden‘s statement which considered Trump 

was a president who was very slow in facing COVID 19 case.  

2. Lexical Sarcasm  

Propositional sarcasm was similar to the implicature model, while 

lexical sarcasm was closed to semantic theory. The type of the lexical sarcasm 

was more visible in relation to the evaluative scale of speakers than the 

proposition sarcasm. 

”Biden: By the warm weather, it’d be gone. Miraculous, like a 

miracle. And by the way, maybe you could inject some bleach in your arm, 

and that would be take care of it. This is the same man” (Abraham,2020:13) 
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The data in datum 12 had an implicit meaning. It did not really talk 

about weather and miracle. Biden mocked Trump who tell their citizen to take 

the vaccine and apparently the arriving time of the vaccine was late. Biden 

said that Trump did nothing to Americans, Biden was said sarcastically to 

Trump because he thought Trumps was worked slowly. As people seen that in 

Americans   

3. Illocutionary Sarcasm  

The types of the sarcasm not only seen as an element in a utterance, 

but also as a whole including other accompanying acts. The illocutionary 

sarcasm covered the entirety of general implications even in a special scope, 

such as utterances that express compassion, praise, etc. 

Trump: China ate your lunch, Joe. (Abraham,2020: 24) 

As people seen in the datum 13, Trump was satire Biden with said 

China ate his lunch. He was mock Biden by using a illocutionary sarcasm.   

The example above were the example of classifications types used in 

sarcasm according to Camp. The sentence in datum 13 belonged to 

illocutionary sarcasm as the sentence expressed the different intent and 

purpose. The meaning of the sentence in datum 13 did not mean that China 

spent the food of Joe Biden but it meant that never collaborate with competitor 

country, China because it just caused disadvantage for America not a progress.  

4.  ‘Like’-Prefixed Sarcasm  

The types of ‗like‘-prefixed sarcasm was similar to proposition 

sarcasm, but ‗like‘-prefixed sarcasm only combines the statements of sarcasm 
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with declarative sentences. In proposition sarcasm implicature spoken by the 

speaker and opposite to the meaning want to expressed, then the ‗like‘-

prefixed sarcasm is more likely to cause the confusion.  

Based on the classification types of sarcasm, which was dominates was 

propositional sarcasm. As the writer wrote that the propositional sarcasm was 

the most common type which had a clear form. This type of sarcasm went 

straight to the point or the purpose of the speaker who was intended to satire. 

From the tables above it could be concluded that that the purposes of 

sarcasm found from the data through the purposes of sarcasm according to 

Attardo‘s, it was found 8 datum of group affiliation, 1 datum of evaluation, 2 

datum of politeness, and 2 datum of retract ability. Therefore, it was found 13 

datum of purpose of sarcasm, and it could be conclude that there were 26 

datum found from each theory. As the writer explained that there were 6 list 

about purpose of sarcasm. Based on this debate text presidential of Joe Biden 

and Donald Trump there were just 4 purpose list found. 

5. Group Affiliation  

Sarcasm could affiliate a group. In this case, sarcasm works in two 

ways. First, it highlights the boundary of a group by stating the standards or 9 

that the group had. Secondly, it expressed an understatement about outsider of 

the group that does not meet the standards of the group. For example, when a 

son was going back from school, but he did not greet his mom or dad while 

they were sitting close from where he passed. Then his dad says, ―Sometimes 

silence is better, but not this one with ignoring us.‖ As the older, his parents 
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obviously hope their son‘s greeting when he comes home. It highlights that 

the son‘s act did not meet the values of parents which had the standard for 

their family there. What parents want was that their son should give respect to 

them or to the older person even his son is inside the group of family. This 

example shows sarcasm as a group affiliation.  

Trump: Did you use the word smart? So you said you went to 

Delaware State, but you forgot the name of your college. You didn’t go to 

Delaware State. You graduated either the lowest or almost the lowest in your 

class. Don’t ever use the word smart with me. Don’t ever use that word. 

(Abraham,2020:14) 

In this case the purpose of the speaker was to tell Biden statement used 

word smart did not meet the standard. Trump used the sarcasm of group 

affiliation purpose. It was to mocked Biden for stopped to used the word smart 

with him because according to Trump, Biden just a person who had no ability. 

Trump full of arrogance said that Biden did nothing more than him. 

6. Evaluation  

Sarcasm could mute negative effects of the criticism that it may 

emerges. At the same time, sarcasm could mute the positive effects of the 

praise that it may convey. The way sarcasm mutes those two aspects 

simultaneously becomes the point of using sarcasm. When the speaker used 

sarcasm as evaluation, speaker usually did not really wanted to show the 

negative thing in criticizing someone or people did not really wanted to show 

the positive way in giving compliment. For example, when a mother says ―you 
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looks calm like you did not do it‖ to her son who just ate all the food. Instead 

of delivering the exact meaning, the mother chooses to use sarcasm for 

evaluates her son‘s act. From the utterance, the mother actually gives 

compliment for his act that could be calm as nothing happens. On the other 

hand, the mother also gives critique to his son who eats all the food.  

 Biden: I’m sure that you’ve already fired most of them, because they 

did a good job. (Abraham,2020:26) 

The speaker was tried to criticize the opponent case, and attitude. 

Biden claimed that Trump is not fully aware of his party members, which 

somewhat ashamed for a leader ―I‘m sure that you have already fired most of 

them‖. Then he went on to criticize his party members in ―because they did a 

good job‖ which was for Biden they were not. What Biden did was evaluate 

Trump act, instead of delivering the exact meaning, Biden was use sarcasm. 

From the utterance Biden actually gave compliment to Trump party members, 

and the other hand Biden also gave a critique to Trump.  

7. Politeness  

Sarcasm could be used as a ―tool for politeness.‖ Although sarcasm 

seems aggressive, it was admitted that sarcasm was less damaging the hearer‘s 

face than overt aggression. For example, when a man says ―I will buy some 

food so you do not have to cook today.‖ Could be means that his wife‘s food 

was not delicious or his wife cannot cook well so that he preferred buy it 

outside. However, sarcasm as politeness used to make the utterance a little less 

aggressive. 
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Trump: Oh, really, who do you have? Name one group that supports 

you. Name one group that came out and supported you. Go ahead. Think. We 

have time. (Abraham,2020:10) 

8. Retractability 

Sarcasm lets someone ―take a noncommittal attitude towards what 

people were saying‖. In other words, by stating something and expressing it 

was opposite at the same time, the speaker could avoid any responsibility for 

the falseness that people said. 

Biden: No negative effect. Come on. (Abraham,2020:17) 

Previously the debaters were talking about their different approaches 

had affected the way that they had campaigned. The rallies of Trump side was 

big during COVID spreading. Trump claimed his rally had no negative effect 

to the crowds during COVID. No negative effect. Come on. A new in other 

words, by stated and expressing it was opposite words from the actual 

meaning. The actual meaning was there was negative effect gathering as a 

crowd during COVID pandemic. The purpose of the speaker was that the 

speaker could avoid any responsibility for the falseness that the speaker said. 

9. Sophistication  

Sarcasm shows the speaker‘s ability to play with language. Sarcasm as 

sophistication usually means as a humor, however, in some cases, it expresses 

the speaker‘s level of emotion. By playing language, sarcasm shows how the 

speaker can take control over his emotion. As the example, when someone 

really wants to go swimming in a rainy day then a friend says ―Yeah, go on. 
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But do not blame me if I cannot differentiate you with an iceberg.‖ As a 

friend, of course she or he wants to tell that it is better to not go swimming 

when it is raining to avoid getting cold or freezing. However, when the 

speaker cannot handle the emotion, she or he tends to use sarcasm as 

sophistication so that it will not really offends someone‘s feeling.  

10. Persuasive Aspect  

Sarcasm can be a powerful rhetorical tool to be used persuasively. This 

is achieved in three ways. First, sarcasm provides itself the evident for the 

utterance to be accepted as a truth. Second, sarcasm is easier to memorize than 

literal utterance. Thirdly, sarcasm is very informative. As the example, from 

the situation among friends when one of them tries to persuade the other friend 

by saying ―Come on, tell her know or else any other men will catch her as fast 

as you will lose her‖. From the utterance, the one friend sarcastically 

persuades his/her friend to make a move in order to get closer with his crush. 

Instead of saying the literal meaning, the speaker uses sarcasm to show that 

his/her utterance can be accepted as a truth and also it is easier for the hearer 

to memorize 

And the most dominated was the group affiliation. It was seen that the 

candidates used this sarcasm for mocked the other candidates. As seen in the 

conversations of two candidates, they were make each other down, insulting 

and even mocked each other. It was aimed to attract the attention of the public 

therefore they could chose the best to became a president of America. 



53 

 

 

 

CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

This chapter presented two sub chapters the conclusion and suggestion 

from the result of the data analysis 

 

A. Conclusion 

After reading and analyzing the Presidential debate text of Joe Biden 

and Donald Trump, the writer found sarcasm classifications from the debate 

text consists of prepositional sarcasm, a lexical sarcasm and a data of 

illocutionary sarcasms. 

In accordance with what had been discussed in the previous chapters in 

determining sarcastic expressions, it was needed to first understand the 

characteristics of sarcasms and the context of the sentence where the sarcasm 

appears. The purpose of sarcasm found group afiliation, a evaluation, a 

politeness and rectract ability purposes. The writer concludes that sometimes 

the meaning of sarcasm related to the sense or feeling and make a logical 

analysis.  

 

B. Suggestions 

This part stated several points that could be used as recommendation, 

they were as follows; 

For the readers who were interested in studying sarcasms, especially in 

the literary work, they were expected to define the meaning of sarcasms not 

only based on the literally or lexically stated, but they have to consider ased 



54 

 

 

 

on the context where sarcasms are used, therefore they could achieve a good 

comprehension in understanding sarcasms whether it was spoken or written, 

especially in the literature. It would help them avoid misinterpretation, 

especially in determining the meaning of sarcasms. 

There are many sarcasms found in Joe Biden and Donald Trump‘s 

debate text but in this research, it was limited only to the pupose and 

classification by only two experts. Other theory can be used to identify more 

types of sarcasms. 
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PARTICIPANTS: 

Former Vice President Joe Biden (D) and 

President Donald Trump (R) 

MODERATOR: 

Chris Wallace (Fox News) 

WALLACE: Good evening from the Health Education Campus of Case Western Reserve 

University and the Cleveland Clinic. I’m Chris Wallace of Fox News and I welcome you to 

the first of the 2020 presidential debates between President Donald J. Trump and former Vice 

President Joe Biden. This debate is sponsored by the Commission on Presidential Debates. 

The Commission has designed the format, six roughly 15-minute segments with two-minute 

answers from each candidate to the first question, then open discussion for the rest of each 

segment. Both campaigns have agreed to these rules. For the record, I decided the topics and 

the questions in each topic. I can assure you none of the questions has been shared with the 

Commission or the two candidates. 

This debate is being conducted under health and safety protocols designed by the Cleveland 

Clinic, which is serving as the health security advisor to the Commission for all four debates. 

As a precaution, both campaigns have agreed the candidates will not shake hands at the 

beginning of tonight’s debate. The audience here in the hall has promised to remain silent. No 

cheers, no boos, or other interruptions so we, and more importantly you, can focus on what 

the candidates have to say. No noise except right now, as we welcome the Republican 

nominee, President Trump, and the Democratic nominee Vice President Biden. 

BIDEN: How you doing, man? 

TRUMP: How are you doing? 

BIDEN: I’m well. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, a lot of people have been waiting for this night, so let’s get going. 

Our first subject is the Supreme Court. President Trump, you nominated Amy Coney Barrett 

over the weekend to succeed the late Ruth Bader Ginsburg on the Court. You say the 

Constitution is clear about your obligation and the Senate’s to consider a nominee to the 

Court. Vice President Biden, you say that this is an effort by the President and Republicans to 

jam through on an appointment in what you call an abuse of power. My first question to both 

of you tonight, why are you right in the argument you make and your opponent wrong? And 

where do you think a Justice Barrett would take the court? President Trump, in this first 

segment, you go first. Two minutes. 

TRUMP: Thank you very much, Chris. I will tell you very simply. We won the election. 

Elections have consequences. We have the Senate, we have the White House, and we have a 

phenomenal nominee respected by all. Top, top academic, good in every way. Good in every 

way. In fact, some of her biggest endorsers are very liberal people from Notre Dame and 

other places. So I think she’s going to be fantastic. We have plenty of time. Even if we did it 

after the election itself. I have a lot of time after the election, as you know. So I think that she 

will be outstanding. She’s going to be as good as anybody that has served on that court. We 

really feel that. We have a professor at Notre Dame, highly respected by all, said she’s the 

single greatest student he’s ever had. He’s been a professor for a long time at a great school. 
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And we won the election and therefore we have the right to choose her, and very few people 

knowingly would say otherwise. And by the way, the Democrats, they wouldn’t even think 

about not doing it. The only difference is they’d try and do it faster. There’s no way they 

would give it up. They had Merrick Garland, but the problem is they didn’t have the election 

so they were stopped. And probably that would happen in reverse, also. Definitely would 

happen in reverse. So we won the election and we have the right to do it, Chris. 

WALLACE: President Trump, thank you. Same question to you, Vice President Biden. You 

have two minutes. 

BIDEN: Well, first of all, thank you for doing this and looking forward to this, Mr. President. 

TRUMP: Thank you, Joe. 

BIDEN: The American people have a right to have a say in who the Supreme Court nominee 

is and that say occurs when they vote for United States Senators and when they vote for the 

President of United States. They’re not going to get that chance now because we’re in the 

middle of an election already. The election has already started. Tens of thousands of people 

already voted and so the thing that should happen is we should wait. We should wait and see 

what the outcome of this election is because that’s the only way the American people get to 

express their view is by who they elect as President and who they elect as Vice President. 

Now, what’s at stake here is the President’s made it clear, he wants to get rid of the 

Affordable Care Act. He’s been running on that, he ran on that and he’s been governing on 

that. He’s in the Supreme Court right now trying to get rid of the Affordable Care Act, which 

will strip 20 million people from having health insurance now, if it goes into court. And the 

justice, I’m not opposed to the justice, she seems like a very fine person. But she’s written, 

before she went in the bench, which is her right, that she thinks that the Affordable Care Act 

is not Constitutional. The other thing that’s on the court, and if it’s struck down, what 

happens? Women’s rights are fundamentally changed. Once again, a woman could pay more 

money because she has a pre-existing condition of pregnancy. They’re able to charge women 

more for the same exact procedure a man gets. 

And that ended when we, in fact, passed the Affordable Care Act, and there’s a hundred 

million people who have pre-existing conditions and they’ll be taken away as well. Those 

pre-existing conditions, insurance companies are going to love this. And so it’s just not 

appropriate to do this before this election. If he wins the election and the Senate is 

Republican, then he goes forward. If not, we should wait until February. 

TRUMP: There aren’t a hundred million people with pre-existing conditions. As far as a say 

is concerned, the people already had their say. Okay, Justice Ginsburg said very powerfully, 

very strongly, at some point 10 years ago or so, she said a President and the Senate is elected 

for a period of time, but a President is elected for four years. We’re not elected for three 

years. I’m not elected for three years. So we have the Senate, we have a President- 

BIDEN: He’s elected to the next election. 

TRUMP: During that period of time, during that period of time, we have an opening. I’m not 

elected for three years. I’m elected for four years. Joe, the hundred million people is totally 

wrong. I don’t know where you got that number. The bigger problem that you have is that 
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you’re going to extinguish 180 million people with their private health care, that they’re very 

happy with. 

BIDEN: That’s simply not true. 

TRUMP: Well, you’re certainly going to socialist. You’re going to socialist medicine- 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, we’re now into open discussion. 

BIDEN: Open discussion. 

WALLACE: Open discussion, yes, I agree. Go ahead, Vice President. 

BIDEN: Number one, he knows what I proposed. What I proposed is that we expand 

Obamacare and we increase it. We do not wipe any. And one of the big debates we had with 

23 of my colleagues trying to win the nomination that I won, were saying that Biden wanted 

to allow people to have private insurance still. They can. They do. They will under my 

proposal. 

TRUMP: That’s not what you’ve said and it’s not what your party is saying. 

BIDEN: That is simply a lie. 

TRUMP: Your party doesn’t say it. Your party wants to go socialist medicine and socialist 

healthcare. 

BIDEN: The party is me. Right now, I am the Democratic Party. 

TRUMP: And they’re going to dominate you, Joe. You know that. 

BIDEN: I am the Democratic Party right now. 

TRUMP: Not according to Harris. 

BIDEN: The platform of the Democratic Party is what I, in fact, approved of, what I 

approved of. Now, here’s the deal. The deal is that it’s going to wipe out pre-existing 

conditions. And, by the way, the 200,000 people that have died on his watch, how many of 

those have survived? Well, there’s seven million people that contracted COVID. What does it 

mean for them going forward if you strike down the Affordable Care Act? 

TRUMP: Joe, you’ve had 308,000 military people dying because you couldn’t provide them 

proper healthcare in the military. So don’t tell me about this. 

BIDEN: I’m happy to talk about this. 

TRUMP: And if you were here, it wouldn’t be 200, it would be two million people because 

you were very late on the draw. You didn’t want me to ban China, which was heavily 

infected. You didn’t want me to ban Europe. 

WALLACE: All right, gentlemen, Mr. President. 
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TRUMP: You would have been much later, Joe, much later. 

WALLACE: Mr. President. 

TRUMP: We’re talking about two million people. 

BIDEN: You’re not going to be able to shut him up. 

WALLACE: Mr. President, as the moderator, we are going to talk about COVID in the next 

segment. But go ahead. 

BIDEN: Let me finish. The point is that the President also is opposed to Roe V. Wade. 

That’s on the ballot as well and the court, in the court, and so that’s also at stake right now. 

And so the election is all- 

TRUMP: You don’t know what’s on the ballot. Why is it on the ballot? Why is it on the 

ballot? It’s not on the ballot. 

BIDEN: It’s on the ballot in the court. 

TRUMP: I don’t think so. 

BIDEN: In the court. 

TRUMP: There’s nothing happening there. 

BIDEN: Donald would you just be quiet for a minute. 

TRUMP: You don’t know her view on Roe V. Wade? You don’t know her view. 

WALLACE: Well, all right. All right. Let’s talk. We’ve got a lot to unpack here, gentlemen. 

We’ve got a lot of time. On healthcare, and then we’ll come back to Roe V. Wade. 

BIDEN: All right. 

WALLACE: Mr. President, the Supreme Court will hear a case a week after the election in 

which the Trump Administration, along with 18 state Attorney Generals are seeking to 

overturn Obamacare, to end Obamacare. 

TRUMP: That’s right. 

WALLACE: You have spent the last week- 

TRUMP: Because they want to give good healthcare. 

WALLACE: If I may ask my question, sir. 

BIDEN: Good healthcare. 
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WALLACE: Over the last four years, you have promised to repeal and replace Obamacare, 
but you have never in these four years come up with a plan, a comprehensive plan, to replace 

Obamacare. 

TRUMP: Yes, I have. Of course, I have. The individual mandate. 

WALLACE: [crosstalk] when I finish I’m going to give an opportunity- 

TRUMP: Excuse me. I got rid of the individual mandate, which was a big chunk of 

Obamacare. 

WALLACE: That’s not a comprehensive place. 

TRUMP: That is absolutely a big thing. That was the worst part of Obamacare. 

WALLACE: I didn’t ask, sir. 

TRUMP: Chris, that was the worst part of Obamacare. 

WALLACE: You’re debating him not me. Let me ask my question. 

TRUMP: Well, I’ll ask Joe. The individual mandate was the most unpopular aspect of 

Obamacare. 

WALLACE: Mr. President. 

TRUMP: I got rid of it. And we will protect people. 

WALLACE: Mr. President, I’m the moderator of this debate and I would like you to let me 

ask my question and then you can answer. 

TRUMP: Go ahead. 

WALLACE: You, in the course of these four years, have never come up with a 

comprehensive plan to replace Obamacare, and just this last Thursday you signed a largely 

symbolic Executive Order to protect people with pre-existing conditions five days before this 

debate. So my question, sir, is what is the Trump healthcare plan? 

TRUMP: Well, first of all, I guess I’m debating you, not him, but that’s okay. I’m not 

surprised. Let me just tell you something. There’s nothing symbolic. I’m cutting drug prices. 

I’m going with Favored Nations, which no President has the courage to do because you’re 

going against big pharma. Drug prices will be coming down 80 or 90%. You could have done 

it during your 47-year period in government, but you didn’t do it. Nobody’s done it. So we’re 

cutting healthcare. 

WALLACE: What about pre-existing conditions? 

TRUMP: All of the things that we’ve done. 

BIDEN: He has not done healthcare. 
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TRUMP: I’ll give you an example. Insulin, it was destroying families, destroying people, the 
cost. I’m getting it for so cheap it’s like water, you want to know the truth. So cheap. Take a 

look at all of the drugs that what we’re doing. Prescription drug prices, we’re going to allow 

our Governors now to go to other countries to buy drugs because when they paid just a tiny 

fraction of what we do. 

WALLACE: Okay, like I say, this is open discussion. 

TRUMP: This is big stuff. 

WALLACE: Sir, you’ll be happy. I’m about to pick up on one of your points to ask the Vice 

President, which is, he points out that you would like to add a public option to Obamacare. 

BIDEN: Yes. 

WALLACE: And the argument that he makes and other Republicans make is that that is 

going to end private insurance. 

BIDEN: It is not. 

WALLACE: If I start asking the question. 

TRUMP: That’s not what your party says, by the way. 

WALLACE: And it will end private insurance and create a government takeover of 

healthcare. 

BIDEN: It does not. It’s only for those people who are so poor they qualify for Medicaid 

they can get that free in most States, except Governors who want to deny people who are 

poor Medicaid. Anyone who qualifies for Medicaid would automatically be enrolled in the 

public option. The vast majority of the American people would still not be in that option. 

Number one. Number two. 

TRUMP: Joe, you agreed with Bernie Sanders, who’s far left, on the manifesto, we call it. 

And that gives you socialized medicine. 

BIDEN: Look, hey. 

TRUMP: Are you saying you didn’t agree? 

BIDEN: I’m not going to listen to him. The fact of the matter is I beat Bernie Sanders. 

TRUMP: Not by much. 

BIDEN: I beat him by a whole hell of a lot. 

TRUMP: Not by much. 

BIDEN: I’m here standing facing you, old buddy. 
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TRUMP: If Pocahontas would have left two days early you would have lost every primary. 

BIDEN: All he knows how to do- 

TRUMP: On Super Tuesday, you got very lucky. 

BIDEN: Look he’s the deal. I got very lucky. I’m going to get very lucky tonight as well. 

TRUMP: With what? 

BIDEN: And tonight I’m going to make sure. 

TRUMP: With what? 

BIDEN: Because here’s the deal, here’s the deal. The fact is that everything he’s saying so 

far is simply a lie. I’m not here to call out his lies. Everybody knows he’s a liar. 

TRUMP: But you agree. Joe, you’re the liar. You graduated last in your class not first in 

your class. 

BIDEN: God, I want to make sure- 

WALLACE: Mr. President, can you let him finish, sir? 

BIDEN: No, he doesn’t know how to do that. 

TRUMP: You’d be surprised. You’d be surprised. Go ahead, Joe. 

BIDEN: The wrong guy, the wrong night, at the wrong time. 

TRUMP: Listen, you agreed with Bernie Sanders and the manifesto. 

BIDEN: There is no manifesto, number one. 

WALLACE: Please let him speak, Mr. President. 

BIDEN: Number two. 

TRUMP: He just lost the left. 

BIDEN: Number two. 

TRUMP: You just lost the left. You agreed with Bernie Sanders on a plan that you 

absolutely agreed to and under that plan [crosstalk], they call it socialized medicine. 

WALLACE: Mr. President. 

BIDEN: I’ll tell you what, he is not for any help for people needing healthcare. 

TRUMP: Who is, Bernie? 
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BIDEN: Because he, in fact, already has cost 10 million people their healthcare that they had 
from their employers because of his recession. Number one. Number two, there are 20 

million people getting healthcare through Obamacare now that he wants to take it away. He 

won’t ever look you in the eye and say that’s what he wants to do. Take it away. 

TRUMP: No, I want to give them better healthcare at a much lower price, because 

Obamacare is no good. 

BIDEN: He doesn’t know how. He doesn’t know how to do that. 

TRUMP: I’ve already fixed it. 

BIDEN: He has never offered a plan. 

TRUMP: We’ve already fixed it to an extent. Obamacare, as you might know but probably 

don’t, Obamacare is no good. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, you realize if you’re both speaking at the same time. Let the 

President. Go ahead, sir. 

TRUMP: Obamacare is no good. We made it better and I had a choice to make very early on. 

We took away the individual mandate. We guaranteed pre-existing conditions, but took away 

the individual mandate. Listen, this is the way it is. And that destroyed … They shouldn’t 

even call it Obamacare, then I had a choice to make, do I let my people run it really well or 

badly? If I run it badly, they’ll probably blame him, but they’ll blame me. But more 

importantly, I want to help people. Okay. I said, ―You’ve got to run it so well.‖ And I just had 

a meeting with them. They said the problem is, no matter how well you run Obamacare, it’s a 

disaster. It’s too expensive. Premiums are too high, that it doesn’t work. So we do want to get 

rid of it. Chris, we want to get rid of that and give something that’s cheaper and better. 

WALLACE: I understand that, sir. But I have to give you roughly equal time. 

TRUMP: Go ahead. 

WALLACE: Please let the Vice President talk, sir. 

TRUMP: Good. 

BIDEN: He has no plan for healthcare. 

TRUMP: Of course, we do. 

WALLACE: Please. 

BIDEN: He sends out wishful thinking. He has Executive Orders that have no power. He 

hasn’t lowered drug costs for anybody. He’s been promising a healthcare plan since he got 

elected. He has none, like almost everything else he talks about. He does not have a plan. He 

doesn’t have a plan. And the fact is this man doesn’t know what he’s talking about.  

WALLACE: All right, I have one final question for you. 
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BIDEN: Sure. 

WALLACE: Mr. Vice President, if Senate Republicans, we were talking originally about the 

Supreme Court here, if Senate Republicans go ahead and confirm Justice Barrett there has 

been talk about ending the filibuster or even packing the court, adding to the nine justices 

there. You call this a distraction by the President. But, in fact, it wasn’t brought up by the 

President. It was brought up by some of your Democratic colleagues in the Congress. So my 

question to you is, you have refused in the past to talk about it, are you willing to tell the 

American people tonight whether or not you will support either ending the filibuster or 

packing the court? 

BIDEN: Whatever position I take on that, that’ll become the issue. The issue is the American 

people should speak. You should go out and vote. You’re voting now. Vote and let your 

Senators know how strongly you feel. 

TRUMP: Are you going to pack the court? 

BIDEN: Vote now. 

TRUMP: Are you going to pack the court? 

BIDEN: Make sure you, in fact, let people know, your Senators. 

TRUMP: He doesn’t want to answer the question. 

BIDEN: I’m not going to answer the question. 

TRUMP: Why wouldn’t you answer that question? You want to put a lot of new Supreme 

Court Justices. Radical left. 

BIDEN: Will you shut up, man? 

TRUMP: Listen, who is on your list, Joe? Who’s on your list? 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, I think we’ve ended this- 

BIDEN: This is so un-Presidential. 

TRUMP: He’s going to pack the court. He is not going to give a list. 

WALLACE: We have ended the segment. We’re going to move on to the second segment. 

BIDEN: That was really a productive segment, wasn’t it? Keep yapping, man. 

TRUMP: The people understand, Joe. 

BIDEN: They sure do. 

TRUMP: 47 years, you’ve done nothing. They understand. 
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WALLACE: All right, the second subject is COVID-19, which is an awfully serious subject. 
So let’s try to be serious about it. We have had more than seven million cases of coronavirus 

in the United States and more than 200,000 people have died. Even after we produce a 

vaccine, experts say that it could be months or even years before we come back to anything 

approaching normal. My question for both of you is, based on what you have said and done 

so far, and what you have said you would do starting in 2021, why should the American 

people trust you more than your opponent to deal with this public health crisis going 

forward? In this case, the question goes to you first, sir. Two minutes, uninterrupted. 

BIDEN: Good luck. 200,000 dead. As you said, over seven million infected in the United 

States. We, in fact, have 4% of the world’s population, 20% of the deaths. 40,000 people a 

day are contracting COVID. In addition to that, about between 750 and 1000 people a day are 

dying. When he was presented with that number, he said, ―It is what it is.‖ Well, it is what it 

is because you are who you are. That’s why it is. The President has no plan. He hasn’t laid 

out anything. He knew all the way back in February how serious this crisis was. He knew it 

was a deadly disease. What did he do? He’s on tape as acknowledging he knew it. He said he 

didn’t tell us or give people a warning of it because he didn’t want to panic the American 

people. You don’t panic. He panicked. In addition to that, what did he do? 

BIDEN: He went in and we were insisting that the people we had in the ground in China 

should be able to go to Wuhan and determine for themselves how dangerous this was. He did 

not even ask Xi to do that. 

TRUMP: Wrong. 

BIDEN: He told us what a great job Xi was doing. He said we owe him a debt of gratitude 

for being so transparent with us. And what did he do then? He then did nothing. He waited 

and waited and waited. He still doesn’t have a plan. 

TRUMP: Wrong. 

WALLACE: Sir, it’s his two minutes. 

TRUMP: It’s so wrong. 

BIDEN: I laid out back in March, exactly what we should be doing. And I laid out again in 

July, what we should be doing. We should be providing all the protective gear possible. We 

should be providing the money the House has passed in order to be able to go out and get 

people the help they need to keep their businesses open. Open schools cost a lot of money. 

You should get out of your bunker and get out of the sand trap in your golf course and go in 

the Oval Office and bring together the Democrats and Republicans and fund what needs to be 

done now to save lives. 

TRUMP: So, if we would have listened to you. 

WALLACE: Wait, wait. You have two minutes, sir. 

TRUMP: If we would’ve listened to you, the country would have been left wide open, 

millions of people would have died, not 200,000. And one person is too much. It’s China’s 

fault. It should have never happened. They stopped it from going in, but it was China’s fault. 
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And, by the way, when you talk about numbers, you don’t know how many people died in 

China. You don’t know how many people died in Russia. You don’t know how many people 

died in India. They don’t exactly give you a straight count, just so you understand. But if you 

look at what we’ve done, I closed it and you said, ―He’s xenophobic. He’s a racist and he’s 

xenophobic,‖ because you didn’t think I should have closed our country. Wait a minute. 

WALLACE: Sir, it’s his two minutes. 

TRUMP: You didn’t think we should have closed our country because you thought it was 

terrible. You wouldn’t have closed it for another two months. By my doing it early, in fact, 

Dr. Fauci said, ―President Trump saved thousands of lives.‖ Many of your Democrat 

Governors said, ―President Trump did a phenomenal job.‖ We worked with the Governor. Oh 

really, go take a look. The Governors said I did a phenomenal job. Most of them said that. In 

fact, people that would not be necessarily on my side said that, ―President Trump did a 

phenomenal job.‖ We did. We got the gowns. We got the masks. We made the ventilators. 

You wouldn’t have made ventilators. And now we’re weeks away from a vaccine. We’re 

doing therapeutics already. Fewer people are dying when they get sick. Far fewer people are 

dying. We’ve done a great job. 

TRUMP: The only thing I haven’t done a good job, and that’s because of the fake news, no 

matter what you say to them, they give you a bad press on it. It’s just fake news. They give 

you good press, they give me bad press because that’s the way it is, unfortunately. But let me 

just say something. I don’t care. I’ve gotten used to it. But I’ll tell you, Joe, you could never 

have done the job that we did. You don’t have it in your blood. You could’ve never done that, 

Joe. 

BIDEN: I know how to do the job. I know how to get the job done. 

TRUMP: Well, you didn’t do very well in Swine Flu. H1-N1, you were a disaster. Your own 

Chief of Staff said you were a disaster. 

BIDEN: 14,000 people died, not 200,000. 

TRUMP: A far less lethal disease, by the way. 

WALLACE: Sir, you made a point. Let him answer it. 

BIDEN: And there was no one … We didn’t shut down the economy. This is his economy he 

shut down. The reason it’s shut down is because, look, you folks at home. How many of you 

got up this morning and had an empty chair at the kitchen table because someone died of 

COVID? How many of you are in a situation where you lost your mom or dad and you 

couldn’t even speak to them, you had a nurse holding a phone up so you could in fact say 

goodbye? 

TRUMP: We would have lost far more people, far more people. You would have been 

months late. You’re months behind me, Joe. 

BIDEN: His own CDC Director says we could lose as many as another 200,000 people 

between now and the end of the year. And he said, if we just wear a mask, we can save half 

those numbers. Just a mask. And by the way, in terms of the whole notion of a vaccine, we’re 
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for a vaccine, but I don’t trust him at all. Nor do you. I know you don’t. What we trust is a 

scientist. 

TRUMP: You don’t trust Johnson & Johnson, Pfizer? 

WALLACE: Okay, gentlemen, gentlemen. Let me move on to questions about the future 

because you both have touched on two of the questions I’m going to ask. Focusing on the 

future first, President Trump, you have repeatedly either contradicted or been at odds with 

some of your governments own top scientists. The week before last, the Head of the Centers 

for Disease Control, Dr. Redfield said it would be summer before the vaccine would become 

generally available to the public. You said that he was confused and mistaken. Those were 

your two words. But Dr. Slaoui, the head of your Operation Warp Speed, has said exactly the 

same thing. Are they both wrong? 

TRUMP: Well, I’ve spoken to the companies and we can have it a lot sooner. It’s a very 

political thing because people like this would rather make it political than save lives. 

BIDEN: God. 

TRUMP: It is a very political thing. I’ve spoken to Pfizer, I’ve spoken to all of the people 

that you have to speak to, Moderna, Johnson & Johnson, and others. They can go faster than 

that by a lot. It’s become very political because the left… Or I don’t know if I call them left, I 

don’t know what I call them. 

WALLACE: So you’re suggesting that the head of your Operation Warp Speed, Dr. Slaoui- 

TRUMP: I disagree with him. No, I disagree with both of them. And he didn’t say that. He 

said it could be there, but it could also be much sooner. I had him in my office two days ago. 

WALLACE: He talked about the summer, sir, before it’s generally available, just like Dr. 

Redfield. 

TRUMP: Because he said it’s a possibility that we’ll have the answer before November 1st. 

It could also be after that. 

WALLACE: I’m talking about when it’s generally available, not- 

TRUMP: Well, we’re going to deliver it right away. We have the military all set up. 

Logistically, they’re all set up. We have our military that delivers soldiers and they can do 

200,000 a day. They’re going to be delivering- 

BIDEN: This is the same man who told you- 

TRUMP: It’s all set up. 

BIDEN: … by Easter, this would be gone away. By the warm weather, it’d be gone. 

Miraculous, like a miracle. And by the way, maybe you could inject some bleach in your arm, 

and that would take care of it. This is the same man. 

TRUMP: That was said sarcastically, and you know that. That was said sarcastically. 
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BIDEN: So here’s the deal. This man is talking about a vaccine. Every serious company is 
talking about maybe having a vaccine done by the end of the year, but the distribution of that 

vaccine will not occur until sometime beginning of the middle of next year to get it out, if we 

get the vaccine. And pray God we will. Pray God we will. 

WALLACE: Mr. Vice President, I want to pick up- 

TRUMP: You’ll have the vaccine sooner than that. 

WALLACE: I want to pick up on this question though. You say the public can trust the 

scientists, but they can’t trust President Trump. In fact, you said that again tonight. Your 

running mate, Senator Harris, goes further, saying that public health experts quote, ―Will be 

muzzled, will be suppressed.‖ Given the fact that polls already show that people are 

concerned about the vaccine and are reluctant to take it, are you and your running mate, 

Senator Harris, contributing to that fear? 

BIDEN: No more than the question you just asked him. You pointed out he puts pressure and 

disagrees with his own scientists. 

WALLACE: But you’re saying you can’t- 

BIDEN: Everybody knows- 

WALLACE: Or Senator Harris is saying you can’t trust the scientist. 

BIDEN: Well, no, no. You can trust the scientist. She didn’t say that. You can trust the- 

WALLACE: She said that public health experts quote, ―Will be muzzled, will be 

suppressed.‖ 

BIDEN: Yes. Well, that’s what he’s going to try to do, but there’s thousands of scientists out 

there, like here at this great hospital that don’t work for him. Their job doesn’t depend on 

him. They’re the people… And by the way- 

TRUMP: We spoke to the scientists that are in charge- 

BIDEN: By the way- 

TRUMP: … they will have the vaccine very soon. 

WALLACE: Let him finish. 

BIDEN: Do you believe for a moment what he’s telling you in light of all the lies he’s told 

you about the whole issue relating to COVID? He still hasn’t even acknowledged that he 

knew this was happening, knew how dangerous it was going to be back in February, and he 

didn’t even tell you. He’s on record as saying it. He panicked or he just looked at the stock 

market. One of the two. Because guess what? A lot of people died and a lot more are going to 

die unless he gets a lot smarter, a lot quicker- 

WALLACE: Mr. President? 
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TRUMP: Did you use the word smart? So you said you went to Delaware State, but you 
forgot the name of your college. You didn’t go to Delaware State. You graduated either the 

lowest or almost the lowest in your class. Don’t ever use the word smart with me. Don’t ever 

use that word. 

BIDEN: Oh, give me a break. 

TRUMP: Because you know what? There’s nothing smart about you, Joe. 47 years you’ve 

done nothing. 

BIDEN: Well, let’s have this debate- 

TRUMP: Let me just tell you something, Joe. If you would have had the charge of what I 

was put through, I had to close the greatest economy in the history of our country. And by the 

way, now it’s being built again and it’s going up fast. 

WALLACE: We’ll get to the economy in the next segment, sir. 

TRUMP: It’s going up fast. I look forward to talking about it. 

WALLACE: Okay. When it comes to how the virus has been handled so far, the two of you 

have taken very different approaches, and this is going to affect how the virus is handled 

going forward by whichever of you ends up becoming the next president. I want to quickly 

go through several of those. Reopenings. Vice President Biden, you have been much more 

reluctant than President Trump about reopening the economy and schools. Why, sir? 

BIDEN: Because he doesn’t have a plan. If I were running it, I’d know what the plan is. 

You’ve got to provide these businesses the ability to have the money to be able to reopen 

with the PPE, as well as with the sanitation they need. You have to provide them classic- 

TRUMP: Tell that to Nancy Pelosi. 

BIDEN: Will he just shush for a minute? 

TRUMP: Tell that to Nancy Pelosi, and Schumer [crosstalk] Chuck. 

BIDEN: Nancy Pelosi and Schumer, they have a plan. He won’t even meet with them. The 

Republicans won’t meet in the Senate. He sits in his golf course. Well, I mean, literally, think 

about it. Think about it. 

TRUMP: You probably play more than I do, Joe. 

WALLACE: What about this question of reopenings and the fact- 

TRUMP: Well, he wants to shut down this country and I want to keep it open, and we did a 

great thing by shutting it down- 

BIDEN: You just admitted you’d shut it down. 

Page 14 



72 

 

TRUMP: Wait a minute, Joe. Let me shut you down for a second, Joe, just for one second. 
He wants to shut down the country. We just went through it. We had to, because we didn’t 

know anything about the disease. Now we’ve found that elderly people with heart problems 

and diabetes and different problems are very, very vulnerable. We learned a lot. Young 

children aren’t, even younger people aren’t. We’ve learned a lot, but he wants to shut it 

down. More people will be hurt by continuing. If you look at Pennsylvania, if you look at 

certain states that have been shut down, they have Democrat governors, all, one of the 

reasons they shut down is because they want to keep it shut down until after the election on 

November 3rd. 

WALLACE: All right. I want to move onto another- 

TRUMP: Because it’s a political thing. 

WALLACE: I want to move onto another subject. 

BIDEN: I got to respond to that. 

WALLACE: I want to move- 

TRUMP: But those states- 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, I want to move onto another subject. 

TRUMP: Those states are not doing well that are shut down right now. 

BIDEN: I got to respond to that. 

TRUMP: He wants to shut down the whole country. 

WALLACE: President Trump, you have begun to increasingly question the effectiveness of 

masks as a disease preventer. And in fact, recently you have cited the issue of waiters 

touching their masks and touching plates. Are you questioning the efficacy of masks? 

TRUMP: No, I think masks are okay. You have to understand, if you look… I mean, I have a 

mask right here. I put a mask on when I think I need it. Tonight, as an example, everybody’s 

had a test and you’ve had social distancing and all of the things that you have to, but I wear 

masks- 

BIDEN: Just like your rally. 

TRUMP: … when needed. When needed, I wear masks. 

WALLACE: Okay. Let me ask- 

TRUMP: I don’t wear a mask like him. Every time you see him, he’s got a mask. He could 

be speaking 200 feet away from him and he shows up with the biggest mask I’ve ever seen. I 

will say this- 

WALLACE: Vice President Biden, go ahead, sir. 

Page 15 



73 

 

BIDEN: Look, the way to open businesses is give them the wherewithal to be able to open. 
We provided money, the- 

WALLACE: But I was asking you, sir, about masks. 

BIDEN: Well, masks make a big difference. His own head of the CDC said if we just wore 

masks between now, if everybody wore a mask and social distanced between now and 

January, we’d probably save up to 100,000 lives. It matters. It matters. 

TRUMP: And they’ve also said the opposite. They’ve also said- 

BIDEN: No serious person has said the opposite. No serious person. 

WALLACE: Okay. I want to ask you- 

TRUMP: Dr. Fauci. Dr. Fauci said the opposite. 

BIDEN: He did not say the opposite. 

WALLACE: I want to ask you, we’ve got a little more than a minute left in this segment. 

TRUMP: He said very strongly, ―Masks are not good.‖ Then he changed his mind. He said, 

―Masks are good.‖ 

WALLACE: I want to ask- 

TRUMP: I’m okay with masks. I’m not fighting masks. 

WALLACE: I want to ask you both about one last subject because your different approaches 

has even affected the way that you have campaigned. President Trump, you’re holding large 

rallies with crowds packed together, thousands of people. 

TRUMP: Outside. 

WALLACE: Outside. Yes, sir. Agreed. Vice President Biden, you are holding much smaller 

events with- 

TRUMP: Because nobody will show up. 

WALLACE: … people with masks. 

TRUMP: Well, it’s true. Nobody shows up to his rallies. 

WALLACE: All right. In any case, why you holding the big rallies? Why you not? You go 

first, sir. 

TRUMP: Because people want to hear what I have to say. I mean- 

WALLACE: But are not worried about us spreading disease? 
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TRUMP: … I’ve done a great job as a president, and I’ll have 25, 35,000 people show up at 
airports. We use airports and hangers and we have a lot of people- 

WALLACE: Are you not worried about the disease issues, sir? 

TRUMP: Well, so far we have had no problem whatsoever. It’s outside. That’s a big 

difference according to the experts. We do them outside, we have tremendous crowds, as you 

see, and literally on 24 hours notice. And Joe does the circles and has three people 

someplace. 

BIDEN: By the way, did you see one of the last big rallies he had? A reporter came up to 

him to ask him a question, he said, ―No, no, no. Stand back, put on your mask, put on a mask. 

Have you been tested? I’m way far away from those other people.‖ That’s what he said, ―I’m 

going to be okay.‖ He’s not worried about you. He’s not worried about the people out there 

[crosstalk]. 

TRUMP: We’ve had no negative effect. 

BIDEN: No negative effect. Come on. 

TRUMP: We’ve had no negative effect, and we’ve had 35, 40,000 people at these rallies. 

WALLACE: All right. Do you want to just quickly finish up? Because I want to move on to 

our next- 

BIDEN: Yes, I would. He’s been totally irresponsible the way in which he has handled the 

social distancing and people wearing masks, basically encouraged them not to. He’s a fool on 

this. 

TRUMP: If you could get the crowds, you would have done the same thing. But you can’t. 

Nobody cares. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, can we move on to the- 

TRUMP: Nobody cares. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, can we move on to the economy? 

TRUMP: Yes. 

WALLACE: The economy is, I think it’s fair to say, recovering faster than expected from 

the shutdown- 

TRUMP: Much faster. 

WALLACE: … in the second quarter. The unemployment rate fell to 8.4% last month. The 

Federal Reserve says the hit to growth, which is going to be there, is not going to be nearly as 

big as they had expected. President Trump, you say we are in a V-shaped recovery. Vice 

President Biden, you say it’s more of a K-shape. What difference does that mean to the 

American people in terms of the economy? President Trump, in this segment you go first. 
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TRUMP: So we built the greatest economy in history. We closed it down because of the 
China plague. When the plague came in, we closed it down, which was very hard 

psychologically to do. He didn’t think we should close it down and he was wrong. Again, two 

million people would be dead now instead of… Still, 204,000 people is too much. One person 

is too much. Should have never happened from China. But what happened is we closed it 

down and now we’re reopening and we’re doing record business. We had 10.4 million people 

in a four-month period that we’ve put back into the workforce. That’s a record the likes of 

which nobody’s ever seen before. And he wants to close down the… He will shut it down 

again. He will destroy this country. 

TRUMP: A lot of people, between drugs and alcohol and depression, when you start shutting 

it down, you take a look at what’s happening at some of your Democrat-run states where they 

have these tough shutdowns. And I’m telling you it’s because they don’t want to open it. One 

of them came out last week, you saw that, ―Oh, we’re going to open up on November 9th.‖ 

Why November 9th? Because it’s after the election. They think they’re hurting us by keeping 

them closed. They’re hurting people. People know what to do. They can social distance. They 

can wash their hands, they can wear masks. They can do whatever they want, but they got to 

open these states up. 

TRUMP: When you look at North Carolina, when you look, and these governors are under 

siege, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and a couple of others, you got to open these states up. It’s 

not fair. You’re talking about almost it’s like being in prison. And you look at what’s going 

on with divorce, look at what’s going on with alcoholism and drugs. It’s a very, very sad 

thing. And he’ll close down the whole country. This guy will close down the whole country 

and destroy our country. Our country is coming back incredibly well, setting records as it 

does it. We don’t need somebody to come in and say, ―Let’s shut it down.‖ 

WALLACE: All right. Your two minutes, sir. We’re now moved to you. As I said, posing 

the question, the president says it’s a V-shape recovery, you say it’s a K-shaped recovery. 

What’s the difference? 

BIDEN: The difference is millionaires and billionaires like him in the middle of the COVID 

crisis have done very well. Billionaires have made another $300 billion because of his 

profligate tax proposal, and he only focused on the market. But you folks at home, you folks 

living in Scranton and Claymont and all the small towns and working class towns in America, 

how well are you doing? This guy paid a total of $750 in taxes. 

TRUMP: That’s wrong. 

WALLACE: Sir, wait. No. Sir- 

TRUMP: [crosstalk]. 

WALLACE: Yeah, I understand. You’ve agreed to the two minutes, so please let him have 

it. 

BIDEN: Do I get my time back? The fact is that he has in fact, worked on this in a way that 

he’s going to be the first president of the United States to leave office, having fewer jobs in 

his administration than when he became president. Fewer jobs than when he became 

president. First one in American history. 
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BIDEN: Secondly, the people who have lost their jobs are those people who have been on 
the front lines. Those people who have been saving our lives, those people who have been out 

there dying. People who’ve been putting themselves in the way to make sure that we could all 

try to make it. And the idea that he is insisting that we go forward and open when you have 

almost half the states in America with a significant increase in COVID deaths and COVID 

cases in the United States of America, and he wants to open it up more. Why is he want to 

open it up? Why doesn’t he take care of the… You can’t fix the economy until you fix the 

COVID crisis. And he has no intention of doing anything about making it better for you all at 

home in terms of your health and your safety. 

BIDEN: Schools. Why aren’t schools open? Because it costs a lot of money to open them 

safely. They were going to give, his Administration going to give the teachers and school 

students masks, and then they decided no, couldn’t do that because it’s not a national 

emergency. Not a national emergency. They’ve done nothing to help small businesses. 

Nothing. They’re closing. One in six is now gone. He ought to get on the job and take care of 

the needs of the American people so we can open safely. 

WALLACE: All right. Your time is up, sir. We are going to get to- 

TRUMP: I have to respond to that. 

WALLACE: Well, you both had two minutes, sir. 

TRUMP: Excuse me, he made a statement. 

WALLACE: And so did you. 

TRUMP: No, people want their schools open. They don’t want to be shut down. They don’t 

want their state shut down. They want their restaurants. I look at New York. It’s so sad 

what’s happening in New York. It’s almost like a ghost town, and I’m not sure it can ever 

recover what they’ve done to New York. People want their places open. They want to get 

back to their lives. 

BIDEN: People want to be safe. 

TRUMP: They’ll be careful, but they want their schools open. 

BIDEN: People want to be safe. 

TRUMP: I’m the one that brought back football. By the way, I brought back Big Ten 

football. It was me and I’m very happy to do it- 

WALLACE: All right. Let’s- 

TRUMP: … and people of Ohio are very proud of me. And you know how I found out? 

When [crosstalk]. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, we’re going to get to your economic plans going forward in a 

moment, but first, Mr. President, as you well know, there’s a new report that in 2016, the year 

you were elected president, and 2017, your first year as president, that you paid $750 a year 
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in federal income tax each of those years. I know that you pay a lot of other taxes, but I’m 

asking you this specific question. Is it true that you paid $750 in federal income taxes each of 

those two years? 

TRUMP: I paid millions of dollars in taxes, millions of dollars of income tax. And let me 

just tell you, there was a story in one of the papers that paid- 

BIDEN: Show us your tax returns. 

TRUMP: I paid $38 million one year, I paid $27 million one year. 

BIDEN: Show us your tax returns. 

TRUMP: You’ll see it as soon as it’s finished, you’ll see it. You know, if you wanted to, go 

to the Board of Elections. There’s 118 page or so report that says everything I have, every 

bank I have, I’m totally under leveraged because the assets are extremely good, and I built a 

great company. 

WALLACE: Sir, I’m asking you a specific question, which is- 

TRUMP: But let me tell you- 

WALLACE: I understand all of that. 

BIDEN: Release your tax return. 

WALLACE: I understand all of that- 

TRUMP: Let me- 

WALLACE: No, Mr. President, I’m asking you a question. Will you tell us how much you 

paid in federal income taxes in 2016 and 2017? 

TRUMP: Millions of dollars. 

WALLACE: You paid millions of dollars in- 

TRUMP: Millions of dollars, yes. 

WALLACE: So not 750? 

TRUMP: Millions of dollars. And you’ll get to see it. And you’ll get to see it. 

BIDEN: When? 

TRUMP: But let me just tell you- 

BIDEN: In [crosstalk]? 
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TRUMP: Chris, let me just say something, that it was the tax laws. I don’t want to pay tax. 
Before I came here, I was a private developer, I was a private business people. Like every 

other private person, unless they’re stupid, they go through the laws, and that’s what it is. He 

passed a tax bill that gave us all these privileges for depreciation and for tax credits. We built 

the building and we get tax credits, like the hotel on Pennsylvania Avenue. Which by the 

way, was given to me by the Obama Administration, if you can believe that. Now the man 

got fired right after that happened, but that’s- 

WALLACE: Vice President Biden, you want to respond? 

BIDEN: Yeah, I do want to respond. Look, the tax code that put him in a position that he 

pays less tax than on the money a school teacher makes is because of him… He says he’s 

smart because he can take advantage of the tax code. And he does take advantage of the tax 

code. That’s why I’m going to eliminate the Trump tax cuts. And I’m going to eliminate 

those tax cuts. 

TRUMP: That’s okay. 

BIDEN: And make sure that we invest in the people who in fact need the help. People out 

there need help. 

TRUMP: But why didn’t you do it over the last 25 years? 

BIDEN: Because you weren’t president- 

TRUMP: Why didn’t you do it over the last 25 years? 

BIDEN: Because you weren’t president and screwing things up. 

TRUMP: You were a Senator and [crosstalk]- 

BIDEN: You’re the worst president America has ever had. Come on. 

TRUMP: Hey, Joe, let me just tell you, Joe. In 47 months, I’ve done more than you’ve done 

in 47 years, Joe. We’ve done things that you never even thought of doing. 

WALLACE: Okay. Gentlemen? 

TRUMP: Including fixing the broken military that you gave me, including taking care of 

your debts. 

WALLACE: Mr. President, we’re talking about the economy. I’d like to ask you about your 

plans going forward because Mr. Vice President, your economic plan- 

TRUMP: He has none. 

WALLACE: … if you were to be elected president focuses a lot on big government, big 

taxes, big spending. I want to focus first on the taxes. You propose more than $4 trillion over 

a decade in new taxes on individuals making more than $400,000 a year. 
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WALLACE: … and on corporations. President Trump says that that kind of an increase in 
taxes is going to hurt the economy as it’s just coming out of a recession. 

BIDEN: Well, just take a look at what is the analysis done by Wall Street firms, points out 

that my economic plan would create 7 million more jobs than his in four years, number one. 

And number two, it would create an additional $1 trillion in economic growth, because it 

would be about buying American. The federal government spends $600 billion a year on 

everything from ships, to steel, to buildings and the like. And under my proposal, we’re going 

to make sure that every penny of that has to be made by a company- 

WALLACE: But respectfully, sir, I’m talking about taxes, not spending. 

BIDEN: By the way, I’m going to eliminate a significant number of the taxes. I’m going to 

make the corporate tax 28%. It shouldn’t be 21%. You have 91 companies federal, I mean, 

the fortune 500, who don’t pay a single penny in tax making billions of dollars. 

TRUMP: Why didn’t you do it before, when you were Vice-President with Obama? 

BIDEN: Because you in fact passed that, that was your tax proposal. 

TRUMP: I got it done. And you know what happened? 

BIDEN: Yeah, you got it done- 

TRUMP: Our economy boomed like it’s never boomed before. 

BIDEN: The economy- 

WALLACE: Mr. President- 

BIDEN: Let me finish. 

WALLACE: Mr. President, let me pick up on that. You would continue your free market 

approach, lower taxes, more deregulation, correct? 

BIDEN: Not lower tax for the American people. 

WALLACE: But let me- 

TRUMP: Excuse me. 

WALLACE: You talk about the economy booming. It turns out that in Obama’s final three 

years as president more jobs were created, a million and a half more jobs, than in the first 

three years of your presidency. 

TRUMP: They had the slowest economic recovery since 1929. It was the slowest recovery. 

Also, they took over something that was down here. All you had to do is turn on the lights 

and you pick up a lot. But they had the slowest economic recovery since 1929, and let me tell 

you about the stock market. When the stock market goes up, that means jobs. It also means 

401ks. If you got in, if you ever became president with your ideas, you want to terminate my 
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taxes. I’ll tell you what, you’ll lose. Half of the companies that have poured in here will 

leave. And plenty of companies that are already here, they’ll leave for other places. 

[crosstalk] They will leave and you will have a depression, the likes of which you’ve never 

seen. 

BIDEN: Look- 

WALLACE: Mr. Vice President. 

BIDEN: … we inherited the worst recession, short of a depression in American history. I was 

asked to bring it back. We were able to have an economic recovery that created the jobs 

you’re talking about. We handed him a booming economy, he blew it. 

TRUMP: It wasn’t booming. 

BIDEN: He blew it. 

TRUMP: It wasn’t booming. It was the weakest recovery since 1929. 

WALLACE: Wait, wait, is it fair to say he blew it when, in fact- 

TRUMP: When COVID came along. 

WALLACE: … when there was record low unemployment before COVID. 

BIDEN: Yeah, because what he did, even before COVID, manufacturing went in the hole. 

Manufacturing went in a hole- 

TRUMP: Excuse me, Chris, wait. 

BIDEN: … number one. Number two- 

TRUMP: Chris. 

BIDEN: Number three. 

TRUMP: They said it would take… No, you’re on number two. 

BIDEN: No. 

TRUMP: Chris, Chris. They said it would take- 

BIDEN: This guy- 

TRUMP: … a miracle to bring back manufacturing. I brought back 700,000 jobs. They 

brought back nothing. They gave up on manufacturing. 

BIDEN: We did not. [crosstalk] 

TRUMP: … standard fare. 
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BIDEN: I’m the guy that brought back the automobile industry. 

TRUMP: He totally gave up on manufacturing. 

WALLACE: All right, let him- 

BIDEN: I was asked to bring back Chrysler and General Motors. We brought them back 

right here in the state of Ohio and Michigan. He blew it. They’re gone. He blew it. And in 

fact, they’re gone- 

TRUMP: Ohio had the best year it’s ever had last year. Michigan had the best year they’ve 

ever had. 

BIDEN: That is not true. 

TRUMP: Many car companies came in from Germany, from Japan, went to Michigan, went 

to Ohio and they didn’t come in with you. [crosstalk]. 

WALLACE: Mr. Vice President, go ahead. 

BIDEN: And so you take a look at what he’s actually done. He’s done very little. His trade 

deals are the same way. He talks about these great trade deals. He talks about the art of the 

deal. China’s perfected the art of the steal. We have a higher deficit with China now than we 

did before. We have the highest trade deficit- 

TRUMP: China ate your lunch- [crosstalk]. 

BIDEN: … with Mexico. 

TRUMP: China ate your lunch, Joe. And no wonder your son goes in and, wha–, he takes 

out billions of dollars. He takes out billions of dollars to manage. He makes millions of 

dollars. And also, while we’re at it, why is it just out of curiosity, the mayor of Moscow’s 

wife gave your son three and a half million dollars? 

BIDEN: That is not true. 

TRUMP: What did he do to deserve it? What did he do with Burisma- 

BIDEN: None of that is true. 

TRUMP: … to deserve $183,000? 

WALLACE: Sir, you’ve asked him a question, let him answer it. 

BIDEN: None of that is true. 

TRUMP: Oh really, he didn’t get three and a half million? 

WALLACE: Mr. President- 
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BIDEN: Is totally- 

WALLACE: Mr. President, please. You’ve asked a question- [crosstalk] 

BIDEN: Totally discredited. Totally discredited. And by the way- 

TRUMP: Well wait, he didn’t get three and a half million dollars, Joe? 

BIDEN: Mr. Vice- 

TRUMP: He got three and a half million dollars- 

WALLACE: Mr. President. 

TRUMP: … dollars. 

BIDEN: That is not true. 

TRUMP: Oh, really? 

WALLACE: Mr. President, it’s an open discussion. Please- [crosstalk] 

TRUMP: It’s a fact. 

BIDEN: It is not a fact. 

WALLACE: Well, you have raised an issue, let the Vice President answer. 

BIDEN: It’s been totally discredited. 

TRUMP: Did Burisma pay him 183 thousand a month, with no experience in energy? 

WALLACE: Mr. President- 

BIDEN: My son did nothing wrong at Burisma- 

TRUMP: I think he did. 

BIDEN: The only guy that. . . 

WALLACE: Mr. President, let him answer. [crosstalk]. 

BIDEN: He doesn’t want to let me answer, because he knows I have the truth. His position 

has been totally thoroughly discredited. . . 

TRUMP: By who? 

BIDEN: And you can- 

TRUMP: The media. 

Page 25 



83 

 

BIDEN: by everybody. Well, by the media, by our allies. 

TRUMP: By the media, because they refuse to talk about it- 

BIDEN: By the World Bank- 

TRUMP: … because they’re embarrassed. 

BIDEN: By everyone, as discredited. And matter of fact [crosstalk] Matter of fact- 

WALLACE: Mr. President, please stop. 

BIDEN: Even the people who testified under oath- 

TRUMP: So let me ask you this, Joe- [crosstalk]. 

WALLACE: No, no. Go ahead, Mr.– I’m listening to you. 

BIDEN: Even the people under- 

TRUMP: He got three and a half million dollars from Moscow. 

BIDEN: … testified, he testified under oath in his Administration said I did my job and I did 

it very well. 

TRUMP: Oh, really? 

BIDEN: I did it honorably. 

TRUMP: I’d like to know who they are. 

BIDEN: Well, I’ll give you the list of the people who- 

TRUMP: I’ll fire them. 

WALLACE: No, no. Go ahead, sir. 

BIDEN: I’m sure that you’ve already fired most of them, because they did a good job. 

TRUMP: Some people don’t do a good job. 

BIDEN: Well, here’s the- [crosstalk] 

WALLACE: Go ahead. You get the- [crosstalk] Wait a minute. You get the final word, Mr.- 

BIDEN: Well, it’s hard to get any word in with this clown. Excuse me, this person. 

TRUMP: Hey, hey, let me just say, that 

BIDEN: No, no. Mr. President- [crosstalk] 

Page 26 



84 

 

TRUMP: Three and a half million, Joe. 

BIDEN: That is simply not true. 

TRUMP: Why did he deserve three and a half million from Moscow? 

BIDEN: Look, here’s the deal. We want to talk about families and ethics. I don’t want to do 

that. I mean, his family, we could talk about all night. His family’s already- 

TRUMP: My family- 

WALLACE: No, no- [crosstalk]. 

TRUMP: My family lost a fortune by coming down and helping us with government. 

BIDEN: And that’s such a- [crosstalk] 

WALLACE: Mr. President- 

TRUMP: Every single one of them lost a fortune by coming down and helping us with 

government. 

BIDEN: This is not about my family or his family. It’s about your family, the American 

people. [crosstalk] 

TRUMP: And he got three and a half million dollars for nothing. 

BIDEN: That’s not true. It doesn’t want to talk about what you need. You, the American 

people. It’s about you. That’s what we’re talking about here. [crosstalk] 

WALLACE: That’s the end of the segment. We’re moving on. 

BIDEN: He didn’t take that. 

WALLACE: Vice President- 

TRUMP: Chris, can I be honest? It’s a very important question- 

BIDEN: Try to be honest. 

WALLACE: No. 

TRUMP: He stood up- 

WALLACE: The answer to the question is no. 

TRUMP: … and he threatened Ukraine- 

WALLACE: Sir- 
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TRUMP: … with a billion dollars- 

BIDEN: That is absolutely not true. 

WALLACE: Stop. [crosstalk] Gentlemen, I hate to raise my voice, but I- [crosstalk] Why 

should I be different than the two of you? So here’s the deal. 

BIDEN: That’s a good point. 

WALLACE: We have six segments. We have ended that segment. We’re going to go to the 

next segment. In that segment, you each are going to have two uninterrupted moments. In 

those two uninterrupted minutes, Mr. President, you can say anything you want. I’m going to 

ask a question about race, but if you want to answer about something else, go ahead. But we, 

I, I think that the country would be better served, if we allowed both people to speak with 

fewer interruptions. I’m appealing to you, sir, to do that. 

TRUMP: Well, and him too. 

WALLACE: Well, frankly, you’ve been doing more interrupting than he has. 

TRUMP: Well, that’s all right, but he does plenty. 

WALLACE: Well, sir, less than- 

TRUMP: He does plenty. 

WALLACE: No, less than you have. Let’s please continue on. The issue of race. Vice-

President Biden, you say that President Trump’s response to the violence in Charlottesville 

three years ago, when he talked about very fine people on both sides, was what directly led 

you to launch this run for president. 

TRUMP: Oh yeah, sure. 

WALLACE: President Trump, you have often said that you believe you will have done more 

for Black Americans than any president with the possible exception of Abraham Lincoln. 

TRUMP: That’s true. 

WALLACE: My question for the two of you, is why should voters trust you rather than your 

opponent to deal with the race issues facing this country over the next four years? Vice 

President Biden, you go first. 

BIDEN: It’s about equity and equality. It’s about decency. It’s about the Constitution. And 

we have never walked away from trying to require, acquire equity for everyone, equality for 

the whole of America. But we’ve never accomplished it, but we’ve never walked away from 

it like he has done. It is true, the reason I got in the race is when those people. . . Close your 

eyes, remember what those people look like coming out of the fields, carrying torches, their 

veins bulging, spewing–just spewing anti-Semitic bile and accompanied by the Ku Klux 

Klan. A young woman got killed, and they asked the president what he thought. He said, 
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―There were very fine people on both sides.‖ No president’s ever said anything like that. 

[crosstalk]. 

WALLACE: It is his- 

BIDEN: Now- 

WALLACE: … two minutes sir. 

BIDEN: … second point I’d make to you, is that when Floyd was killed, when Mr. Floyd 

was killed, there was a peaceful protest in front of the White House. What did he do? He 

came out of his bunker, had the military use tear gas on them so he could walk across to a 

church and hold up a Bible. And then what happened after that? The Bishop of that very 

church said that it was a disgrace. The general who was with him said ―All he ever wants to 

do is divide people, not unite people at all.‖ This is a president who has used everything as a 

dog whistle, to try to generate racist hatred, racist division. 

This is a man who, in fact, you talk about helping African-Americans, one in 1000 African 

Americans has been killed because of the coronavirus. And if he doesn’t do something 

quickly, by the end of the year, one in 500 will have been killed. One in 500 African 

Americans. This man, this man is a savior of African-Americans? This man cares at all? This 

man’s done virtually nothing. Look, the fact is that you have to look at what he’s talks about. 

You have to look at what he did. And what he did has been disastrous for the African-

American community. 

TRUMP: So- 

WALLACE: President Trump, you have two minutes. Why should Americans trust you over 

your opponent to deal with race issues? 

TRUMP: You did a crime bill, 1994, where you called them super-predators. African-

Americans are super-predators and they’ve never forgotten it. They’ve never forgotten it. 

BIDEN: I’ve never said- 

WALLACE: No, no, sir. It’s his two minutes. 

TRUMP: So you did that, and they call you super-predator and I’m letting people out of jail 

now, that you have treated the African-American population community, you have treated the 

black community about as bad as anybody in this country. You did the 1990–and that’s why, 

if you look at the polls, I’m doing better than any Republican has done in a long time, 

because they saw what you did. You call them super-predators, and you’ve called them worse 

than that. Because you look back at your testimony over the years, you’ve called them a lot 

worse than that. As far as the church is concerned, and as far as the generals are concerned, 

we just got the support of 200–250 military leaders and generals, total support. Law 

enforcement, almost every law enforcement group in the United States. I have Florida. I have 

Texas. I have Ohio. I have every… Excuse me, Portland, the sheriff just came out today and 

he said, ―I support President Trump.‖ 
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I don’t think you have any law enforcement. You can’t even say the word law enforcement. 
Because if you say those words, you’re going to lose all of your radical left supporters. And 

why aren’t you saying those words, Joe? Why don’t you say the words law enforcement? 

Because you know what? If they called us in Portland, we would put out that fire in a half an 

hour. But they won’t do it, because they’re run by radical left Democrats. If you look at 

Chicago, if you look at any place you want to look, Seattle, they heard we were coming in the 

following day and they put up their hands and we got back Seattle. Minneapolis, we got it 

back, Joe, because we believe in law and order, but you don’t. The top 10 cities and just 

about the top 40 cities are run by Democrats, and in many cases radical left. And they’ve got 

you wrapped around their finger, Joe, to a point where you don’t want to say anything about 

law and order. And I’ll tell you what, the people of this country want and demand law and 

order and you’re afraid to even say it. 

WALLACE: All right. I want to return to the question of race. Vice President Biden, after 

the grand jury in the Breonna Taylor case decided not to charge any of the police with 

homicide, you said it raises the question, ―Whether justice could be equally applied in 

America.‖ Do you believe that there is a separate but unequal system of justice for Blacks in 

this country? 

BIDEN: Yes, there is. There’s systemic injustice in this country, in education and work and 

in law enforcement and the way in which it’s enforced. But look, the vast majority of police 

officers are good, decent, honorable men and women. They risk their lives every day to take 

care of us. But there are some bad apples. And when they occur, when they find them, they 

have to be sorted out. They have to be held accountable. They have to be held accountable. 

And what I’m going to do as President of the United States is call a, a, together an entire 

group of people at the White House, everything from the civil rights groups, to the police 

officers, to the police chiefs, and we’re going to work this out. 

We’re going to work this out. So we change the way in which we have more transparency, in 

when these things happen. These cops aren’t happy to see what happened to George Floyd. 

These cops aren’t happy to see what happened to Breonna Taylor. Most don’t like it, but we 

have to have a system where people are held accountable when–and by the way, violence in 

response is never appropriate, never appropriate. Peaceful protest is, violence is never 

appropriate. 

WALLACE: All right, Mr.- 

TRUMP: What is peaceful protest? When they run through the middle of the town- 

WALLACE: President Trump- 

TRUMP: … and burn down your stores and kill people all over the place- [crosstalk]. 

BIDEN: That is not peaceful protest. 

TRUMP: No it’s not, but you say it is. 

BIDEN: I did not say it is. 
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WALLACE: President Trump, I’d like to continue with the issue of race. I promise we’re 
going to get to the issue of law and order in a moment. 

TRUMP: Fine. 

WALLACE: This month, your Administration, uh, directed federal agencies to end racial 

sensitivity training that addresses white privilege or critical race theory. Why did you decide 

to do that, to end racial sensitivity training? And do you believe that there is systemic racism 

in this country, sir? 

TRUMP: I ended it because it’s racist. I ended it because a lot of people were complaining 

that they were asked to do things that were absolutely insane. That it was a radical revolution 

that was taking place in our military, in our schools, all over the place. And you know it, and 

so does everybody else. And he would know it, oh it’s totally racial. [crosstalk] 

WALLACE: What is radical about racial sensitivity training? 

TRUMP: If you were a certain person, you had no status in life. It was sort of a reversal. And 

if you look at the people, we would pay people hundreds of thousands of dollars to teach very 

bad ideas and frankly, very sick ideas. And, and really, they were teaching people to hate our 

country. And I’m not going to do that. I’m not going to allow that to happen. We have to go 

back to the core values of this country. They were teaching people that our country is a 

horrible place. It’s a racist place. And they were teaching people to hate our country. And I’m 

not going to allow that to happen. 

BIDEN: Nobody’s doing that. 

WALLACE: Vice President Biden. 

BIDEN: Nobody’s doing that. He’s the racist. 

TRUMP: You just don’t know. 

BIDEN: Here’s the deal. I know a lot more about this- [crosstalk]. 

TRUMP: You don’t know. 

WALLACE: Let him finish. 

BIDEN: The fact is that there is racial insensitivity. People have to be made aware of what 

other people feel like, uh, what insults them, what is demeaning to them. It’s important that 

people know. Many people don’t want to hurt other people’s feelings. But it’s amazing, it 

makes a big difference. It makes a gigantic difference in the way a child is able to grow up 

and have a self-sense, a sense of self-esteem. It’s a little bit like how this guy and, and his 

friends look down on so many people. They look down their nose on people like Irish 

Catholics, like me, and grew up in Scranton. They look down on people who don’t have 

money. They look down on people who are of a different faith. They look down on people 

who are a different color. In fact, we’re all Americans. The only way we’re gonna bring this 

country together is bring everybody together. There’s nothing we cannot do, if we do it 

together. We can take this on, and we can defeat racism in America. 
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WALLACE: Vice President… I mean, President Trump, sir. 

TRUMP: During the Obama-Biden Administration, there was tremendous division. There 

was hatred. You look at, uh, Ferguson, you look at, or you go to very…many places. Look at 

Oakland. Look what happened in Oakland. Look what happened in Baltimore. Look what 

happened a . . . Frankly, it was more violent than what I’m even seeing now. 

BIDEN: Oh my Lord. 

TRUMP: But the reason- 

BIDEN: This is ridiculous. 

TRUMP: … is that the Democrats that run these cities- 

BIDEN: Absolutely ridiculous. 

TRUMP: … don’t want to talk, like you, about law and order. 

BIDEN: Violent crime. . . 

TRUMP: And you still haven’t mentioned. 

BIDEN: Violent crime. . . 

TRUMP: Are you in favor of law and order? 

BIDEN: I’m in favor of law. You follow a little bit of order- [crosstalk]. 

TRUMP: Are you in favor of law and order? [crosstalk] 

BIDEN: Yes I’m in favor of. . . 

WALLACE: You asked a question, let him finish. [crosstalk] Let him answer. 

BIDEN: Law and order with justice, where people get treated fairly. 

TRUMP: Okay. 

BIDEN: And the fact of the matter is, violent crime went down 17 percent, 15 percent in our 

Administration. It’s gone up on his watch. 

WALLACE: Okay. 

TRUMP: It went down much more in ours. 

WALLACE: All right, we’re done- [crosstalk] Mr. President, you’re going to be very happy 

because we’re now going to talk about law and order. 

TRUMP: The places we had trouble were Democratic-run cities. . . 
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WALLACE: That’s exactly my question. There has been a dramatic increase in homicides in 
America this summer particularly, and you often blame that on Democratic mayors and 

Democratic governors. But in fact, there have been equivalent spikes in Republican-led cities, 

like Tulsa and Fort Worth. So the question is, is this really a party issue? 

TRUMP: I think it’s a party issue. You can bring in a couple of examples but if you look at 

Chicago, what’s going on in Chicago where, uh, 53 people were shot and eight died. Shot. If 

you look at New York where it’s going up, like nobody’s ever seen anything. The numbers 

are going up a 100, 150, 200 percent, uh, crime, it is crazy what’s going on . . . 

BIDEN: Republican cities, republican cities. 

TRUMP: . . . and he doesn’t want to say law and order because he can’t because he’ll lose 

his radical left supporters and once he does that, it’s over with. But if he ever got to run this 

country, and they ran it the way he would want to run it, we would have. . . 

BIDEN: By the way. . . 

TRUMP: . . . our suburbs would be gone. By the way, our suburbs would be gone. And you 

would see problems like you’ve never seen before. 

BIDEN: He wouldn’t know a suburb unless you took a wrong turn. He was, he was. . . 

TRUMP: Oh, I know suburbs so much better than you. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen wait a minute. 

BIDEN: I was raised in the suburbs. This is not 1950. All these dog whistles and racism 

don’t work anymore. Suburbs are by and large integrated. There’s as many people today 

driving their kids to soccer practice and/or black and white and Hispanic in the same car as 

there have been any time in the past. What’s, what really is a threat to the suburbs and their 

safety is his failure to deal with COVID. They’re dying in the suburbs. His failure to deal 

with the environment, they’re being flooded, they’re being burned out because his refusal to 

do anything. That’s why the suburbs are in trouble. 

WALLACE: I do want to talk about this issue of law and order though. And in the joint 

recommendation that came from the Biden-Bernie Sanders task force, you talked about quote 

re-imagining policing. First of all, what does re-imagining policing mean and do you 

support? 

BIDEN: It means. . . 

WALLACE: . . . If I might finish the question, what does re-imagining policing mean and do 

you support the Black Lives Matter call uh, for uh, community control of policing? 

BIDEN: Look, what I support is the police having the opportunity to deal with the problems 

they face and I’m totally opposed to defunding the police offices. As a matter of fact police, 

local police, the only one defunding, in his budget calls for a $400 million cut in local law 

enforcement assistance. They need more assistance. They need when they show up for a 9-11 

call to have someone with them as a psychologist or psychiatrist to keep them from having to 
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use force and be able to talk people down. We have to have community policing like we had 

before, where the officers get to know the people in the communities. That’s when crime 

went down, it didn’t go up. It went down. And so we have to be engaged with . . . 

TRUMP: That’s not what they are talking about, Chris. That’s not what it . . . He’s talking 

about defunding the police. 

BIDEN: That’s exactly. . . that is not true. 

TRUMP: He doesn’t have any law support. He has no law enforcement support. 

TRUMP: Almost nothing. 

BIDEN: That’s not true. That’s not. . . Oh, look. . . 

TRUMP: Oh, really, who do you have? Name one group that supports you. Name one group 

that came out and supported you. Go ahead. Think. We have time. 

BIDEN: We don’t have time to do anything except . . . 

TRUMP: No, no. Think about it. Name one law enforcement group that came out in support 

of you. 

BIDEN: Folks, folks. . . 

WALLACE: Now, gentleman. I think I’m going to take back the moderator’s role. . . 

TRUMP: There aren’t any. I don’t think there are any. 

WALLACE: . . . and I want to get to another subject, which is the issue of protests in many 

cities that have turned violent. In Portland, Oregon, especially we had a, more than a hundred 

straight days of protests, which I think you would agree, you talk about peaceful protests. 

Many of those turned into riots. Mr. Vice-President you say that people who commit crimes 

should be held accountable. The question I have, though, is as the Democratic nominee, and 

earlier tonight, you said that you are the Democratic Party right now, have you ever called the 

Democratic Mayor of Portland or the Democratic Governor of Oregon and said, ―Hey, you 

gotta stop this, bring in the National Guard, do whatever it takes, but you’d stop the days and 

months of violence in Portland.‖ 

BIDEN: I don’t hold public office, now. I am a former Vice-President. I’ve made it clear. 

I’ve made it clear in my public statements that the violence should be prosecuted. It should be 

prosecuted, and anyone who commits it should be prosecuted. 

WALLACE: But you’ve never called for the people… 

TRUMP: He’s never done that. 

WALLACE: Excuse me, sir. You had never called for the leaders in Portland and in Oregon 

to call and bring in the National Guard and knock off a 100 days of riots. 
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BIDEN: They can in fact take care of it if he’d just stay out of the way. 

TRUMP: Oh really? Oh really? 

WALLACE: Let, let’s just. . . 

TRUMP: I sent in the US Marshals. . . 

BIDEN: Here, here’s the thing. . . 

WALLACE: I asked a question. . . 

TRUMP: . . .to get the killer of a young man in the middle of the street, they shot him. For 

three days Portland didn’t do anything. 

WALLACE: President Trump. President Trump. President Trump. . . I interrupted. President 

Trump. 

TRUMP: I sent in the US Marshals they took care of business. 

WALLACE: Go ahead sir. 

BIDEN: And by the way his own former spokesperson said, you know, ―Riots and chaos and 

violence help his cause.‖ That’s what this is all about. 

TRUMP: I don’t know who said that. 

BIDEN: I do. 

TRUMP: Who? 

BIDEN: I think it–Kellyanne Conway. 

TRUMP: I don’t think she said that. 

BIDEN: She said that. 

TRUMP: I don’t think so. 

BIDEN: And so here, here’s the point. The point is that, that’s what he is keep trying to rile 

everything up. He doesn’t want to calm things down. Instead of going in and talking to 

people and saying, ―Let’s get everybody together. Figure out how to deal with this.‖ What’s 

he do? He just pours gasoline in the fire. Constantly. At every single solitary time. 

WALLACE: Okay. And, and, and to end this, button up this segment, I’m going to give you 

a minute to answer, sir. You have repeatedly… 

TRUMP: You mean, I have to answer his stuff? 

WALLACE: You have repeatedly… 
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TRUMP: His statement? 

WALLACE: You have repeatedly. . . No. . . 

TRUMP: Wait a second, you made a statement. 

WALLACE: No, you’ve been talking back and forth. I’m asking you. 

TRUMP: I would love to end it. I would love to end it. 

WALLACE: I would love to know sir. . . You know sir if you want to switch seats 

TRUMP: . . . we could, very quickly 

WALLACE: . . . we can do that. 

TRUMP: I’ll send in the National Guard, it would be over. That’d be no problem. But they 

don’t want to accept the National Guard. 

WALLACE: You have repeatedly criticized the Vice-President for not specifically calling 

out Antifa and other left-wing extremist groups. But are you willing, tonight, to condemn 

white supremacists and militia groups and to say that they need to stand down and not add to 

the violence in a number of these cities as we saw in Kenosha and as we’ve seen in Portland. 

TRUMP: Sure, I’m willing to do that. 

WALLACE: Are you prepared specifically to do it. Well go ahead, sir. 

TRUMP: I would say almost everything I see is from the left-wing not from the right wing. 

WALLACE: So what are you, what are you saying? 

TRUMP: I’m willing to do anything. I want to see peace. 

WALLACE: Well, do it, sir. 

BIDEN: Say it. Do it. Say it. 

TRUMP: You want to call them? What do you want to call them? Give me a name, give me 

a name, go ahead who would you like me to condemn. 

WALLACE: White supremacists and racists. 

BIDEN: Proud Boys. 

WALLACE: White supremacists and white militias. 

BIDEN: Proud Boys. 
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TRUMP: Proud Boys, stand back and stand by. But I’ll tell you what, I’ll tell you what: 
somebody’s got to do something about Antifa and the left because this is not a right wing 

problem this is a left-wing. This is a left-wing problem. . . 

BIDEN: He’s own FBI Director said unlike white supremacists. . . 

TRUMP: This is a left-wing problem. 

BIDEN: Antifa is an idea not an organization. . . 

TRUMP: Oh you gotta be kidding. 

BIDEN: … not a militia. That’s what his FBI Director said. 

TRUMP: Well, then you know what, he’s wrong. 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, gentlemen. No, no, no, we’re done, sir. Moving onto the next… 

[crosstalk] 

TRUMP: . . . when a bat hits you over the head, that’s not an idea. Antifa is bad. 

BIDEN: Everybody in your Administration. . . 

TRUMP: Antifa is bad. 

BIDEN: Everybody in your Administration tells you the truth, has a bad idea. You have no 

idea . . . . 

TRUMP: You know what, Antifa is a dangerous radical group. 

WALLACE: All right, gentlemen we’re now moving onto the Trump and Biden records. 

TRUMP: And you ought to be careful of them, they’ll overthrow you. 

WALLACE: I’m going to ask a question. When the president seeks a second term, it is 

generally a referendum on his record but Vice-President Biden, you like to quote one of your 

dad’s sayings, which is don’t compare me to the almighty, compare me to the alternative. 

And in this case sir you are the alternative. Looking at both of your records, I’m going to ask 

each of you. Why should voters elect you president over your opponent? In this segment, 

President Trump you’ll go first, two minutes. 

TRUMP: Because there has never been an administration or president who has done more 

than I’ve done in a period of three and a half years. And that’s despite the impeachment hoax 

and you saw what happened today with Hillary Clinton, where it was a whole big con job. 

But despite going through all of these things where I had to fight, both flanks and behind me 

and above, there has never been an administration that’s done what I’ve done. The greatest, 

before COVID came in, the greatest economy in history, lowest employ–unemployment 

numbers, everything was good. Everything was going. 
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And by the way, there was unity going to happen. People were calling me for the first time in 
years, they were calling, and they were saying it’s time maybe and then what happened? We 

got hit. But now we’re building it back up again. A rebuilding of the military, including 

Space Force and all of the other things. A fixing of the VA which was a mess under him. 

Three hundred and eight thousand people died because they didn’t have proper health care. It 

was a mess. And we now got a 91% approval rating at the VA, our vets. We take care of our 

vets. But we’ve rebuilt our military. 

The job that we’ve done. . . and, and I’ll tell you something, some people say maybe the most 

important. By the end of the first term, I’ll have approximately 300 Federal judges and Court 

of Appeals judges, 300, and hopefully three great Supreme Court judges, justices. That is a 

record the likes of which very few people. . . and you know, one of the reasons I’ll have so 

many judges? Because President Obama and him left me 128 judges to fill. 

When you leave office, you don’t leave any judges. That’s like, you just don’t do that. They 

left 128 openings, and if I were a member of his party, because they have a little different 

philosophy, I’d say, if you left us 128 openings you can’t be a good president. You can’t be a 

good Vice President but I want to thank you because it gives us almost, it’ll probably be 

above that number. By the end of this term, 300 judges. It’s a record. 

WALLACE: Looking at both of your records. Why should voters elect you President as 

opposed to President Trump, you have two minutes uninterrupted. 

BIDEN: Under this President, we become weaker, sicker, poorer, more divided and more 

violent. When I was Vice President, we inherited a recession. I was asked to fix it. I did. We 

left him a booming economy, and he caused the recession. With regard to being weaker, the 

fact is that I’ve gone head to head with Putin and made it clear to him we’re not going to take 

any of his stuff. He’s Putin’s puppy. He still refuses to even say anything to Putin about the 

bounty on the heads of American soldiers. 

TRUMP: Your son got three and a half million dollars. 

WALLACE: No, no, no! 

BIDEN: By the way, my son… 

WALLACE: Wait a minute. Mr. President, your campaign agreed to both sides would get 

two-minute answers, uninterrupted. Well, your, your side agreed to it, and why don’t you 

observe what your campaign agreed to as a ground rule. Okay, sir? 

BIDEN: He never keeps his word. 

TRUMP: Can I answer. . . 

WALLACE: No! That was a rhetorical question. 

BIDEN: Can you add back 30 seconds? 

WALLACE: Yes. You may have, 
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BIDEN: All right. 

WALLACE: go ahead. 

BIDEN: So thirdly, we’re poor. The billionaires have gotten much more wealthy by a tune of 

over three to four hundred billion dollars more just since COVID. You in the home, you got 

less. You’re in more trouble than you were before. In terms of being more violent. When we 

were in office there were 15% less violence in America than there is today. He’s President of 

the United States. It’s on his watch. And with regard to more divided, the nation, it can’t stay 

divided. We can’t be this way. And speaking of my son, the way you talk about the military, 

the way you talk about them being losers and being, and, and, and just being suckers. My son 

was in Iraq. He spent a year there. He got, he got the Bronze Star. He got the Conspicuous 

Service Medal. He was not a loser. He was a patriot and the people left behind, there, were 

heroes. 

TRUMP: Really? 

BIDEN: And I resent- 

TRUMP: Are you talking Hunter, are you talking about Hunter. 

BIDEN: I’m talking about my son, Beau Biden, you’re talking about Hunter? 

TRUMP: I don’t know Beau. I know Hunter. Hunter got thrown out of the military. He was 

thrown out dishonorably discharged. . . 

BIDEN: That’s not true he wasn’t dishonorably discharged. 

TRUMP: . . .for cocaine use. And he didn’t have a job until you became Vice-President. 

Once you became Vice-President 

BIDEN: None of that is true. 

TRUMP: . . . he made a fortune in Ukraine, in China, in Moscow and various other places. 

BIDEN: That is simply not true. 

TRUMP: He made a fortune. . . 

BIDEN: My son. . . my son. . . 

TRUMP: . . . and he didn’t have a job. 

BIDEN: My son. . . like a lot of people. Like a lot of people we know at home had a drug 

problem. He’s overtaken it. He’s, he’s fixed it. He’s worked on it. And I’m proud of him. I’m 

proud of my son. 

TRUMP: But why was he given tens of millions of dollars? 

WALLACE: Alright. . . 
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BIDEN: He wasn’t given tens of millions of dollars. [crosstalk] 

TRUMP: He was given tens of millions of dollars? 

BIDEN: That was totally discredited. 

WALLACE: President Trump. President Trump. We’ve already been through this. 

BIDEN: Totally discredited. 

WALLACE: We’ve bo. . .already been through this. I think the American people would 

rather hear about more substantial subjects. 

BIDEN: So do I. 

TRUMP: [unintelligible] 

WALLACE: Well, as the moderator, sir, I’m going to make a judgment call here. 

TRUMP: I know but when somebody gets three and a half million dollars from the Mayor of 

Moscow. 

BIDEN: That is not true. That report is totally discredited. 

TRUMP: Why did he get it? 

BIDEN: Mitt Romney on that committee said it wasn’t worth taxpayer’s money. That report 

was written for political reason. 

WALLACE: I’d like to talk about climate change. 

BIDEN: So would I. 

WALLACE: Okay. The forest fires in the West are raging now. They have burned millions 

of acres. They have displaced hundreds of thousands of people. When state officials there 

blamed the fires on climate change, Mr. President, you said, ―I don’t think the science 

knows.‖ Over your four years, you have pulled the US out of the Paris Climate Accord. You 

have rolled back a number of Obama Environmental records, what do you believe about the 

science of climate change, and what will you do in the next four years to confront it? 

TRUMP: I want crystal clean water and air. I want beautiful clean air. We have now the 

lowest carbon. If you look at our numbers right now, we are doing phenomenally. But I 

haven’t destroyed our businesses. Our businesses aren’t put out of commission. If you look at 

the Paris Accord, it was a disaster from our standpoint. And people are actually very happy 

about what’s going on, because our businesses are doing well. As far as the fires are 

concerned, you need forest management. In addition to everything else, the forest floors are 

loaded up with trees, dead trees that are years old and they’re like tinder and leaves and 

everything else. You drop a cigarette in there the whole forest burns down. You’ve got to 

have forest management. 
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WALLACE: What do you believe about the science of climate change, sir? 

TRUMP: I believe that we have to do everything we can to have immaculate air, immaculate 

water, and do whatever else we can that’s good. You know, we’re planting a billion trees–the 

Billion Tree Project–and it’s very exciting for a lot of people. 

WALLACE: You believe that human pollution, gas, greenhouse gas emissions contributes to 

the global warming of this planet? 

TRUMP: I think a lot of things do, but I think to an extent, yes. I think to an extent, yes. But 

I also think we have to do better management of our forests. Every year I get the call. 

California’s burning, California’s burning. If that was cleaned, if that were, if you had forest 

management, good forest management, you wouldn’t be getting those calls. You know, in 

Europe, they live their forest cities. They call forest cities. They maintain their forest. They 

manage their forest. I was with the head of a major country, it’s a forest city. He said, ―Sir, 

we have trees that are far more, they ignite much easier than California. There shouldn’t be 

that problem.‖ I spoke with the Governor about it. I’m getting along very well with the 

governor. But I said, ―At some point you can’t every year have hundreds of thousands of 

acres of land just burned to the ground.‖ 

WALLACE: But sir. . . 

TRUMP: That’s burning down because of a lack of management. 

WALLACE: But sir, if you believe in the science of climate change, why have you rolled 

back the Obama Clean Power Plan which limited carbon emissions in power plants? Why 

have you relaxed…? 

TRUMP: Because it was driving energy prices through the sky. 

WALLACE: Why have you relaxed fuel economy standards that are going to create more 

pollution from cars and trucks? 

TRUMP: Well, not really because what’s happening is the car is much less expensive, and 

it’s a much safer car, and you’re talking about a tiny difference. And then what would happen 

because of the cost of the car you would have at least double and triple the number of cars 

purchased. We have the old slugs out there that are 10, 12 years old. If you did that, the car 

would be safer. It would be much cheaper by $3,500. 

WALLACE: But in the case of California they have simply ignored your rollback. 

TRUMP: No, but you would take a lot of cars off the market because people would be able 

to afford a car. Now, so, and by the way, we’re going to see how that turns out. But a lot of 

people agree with me, many people. The car has gotten so expensive because they have 

computers all over the place for an extra little bit of gasoline. 

WALLACE: OK. . . 

TRUMP: And I’m okay with electric cars too. I think I’m all for electric cars. I’ve given big 

incentives for electric cars but what they’ve done in California is just crazy. 
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WALLACE: All right, Vice President Biden. I’d like you to respond to the president’s 
climate change record, but I also want to ask you about a concern. You propose $2 trillion in 

green jobs. You talk about new limits, not abolishing, but new limits on fracking. Ending the 

use of fossil fuels to generate electricity by 2035, and zero net emission of greenhouse gases 

by 2050. The president says a lot of these things would tank the economy and cost millions of 

jobs. 

BIDEN: He’s absolutely wrong, number one. Number two, if in fact, when, during our 

Administration in the Recovery Act, I was able, was in charge, able to bring down the cost of 

renewable energy to cheaper than or as cheap as coal and gas and oil. Nobody’s gonna build 

another, uh, coal fired plant in America. No one’s going to build another oil fire plant in 

America. They’re going to move to renewable energy, number one, 

Number two, we’re going to make sure that we are able to take the federal fleet and turn it 

into a fleet that’s run on, that’re electric vehicles. Making sure that we can do that, we’re 

going to put 500,000 charging stations and all of the highways that we’re going to be building 

in the future. We’re going to build a economy that in fact is going to provide for the ability us 

to take 4 million buildings and make sure that they in fact are weatherized in a way that in 

fact will –they’ll emit significantly less gas and oil because the heat will not be going out. 

There’s so many things that we can do now to create thousands and thousands of jobs. We 

can get to net zero, in terms of energy production, by 2035. Not only not costing people jobs, 

creating jobs. Creating millions of good-paying jobs. Not 15 bucks an hour, but prevailing 

wage, by having a new infrastructure that in fact, is green. 

And the first thing I will do, I will rejoin the Paris Accord. I will join the Paris Accord 

because with us out of it, look what’s happening. It’s all falling apart. And talk about 

someone who has no, no relationship to, with foreign policy. Brazil, the rainforests of Brazil 

are being torn down, are being ripped down. More, more carbon is absorbed in that rainforest 

than every bit of carbon that’s emitted in the United States. Instead of doing something about 

that, I would be gathering up and making sure we had the comp–countries of the world 

coming up with 20 billion dollars, and say, ―Here’s $20 billion. Stop, stop tearing, tearing 

down the forest. And if you don’t, then you’re going to have significant economic 

consequences.‖ 

WALLACE: What about, what about the argument that President Trump basically says, that 

you have to balance environmental interests and economic interests? And he’s drawn his line. 

BIDEN: Well, he hadn’t drawn a line. He still, for example, makes sure that we, he wants to 

make sure that methane’s not a problem. We can, you, you can now emit more methane 

without it being a problem. Methane. This is a guy who says that you don’t have to have 

mileage standards for automobiles that exist now. This is the guy who says that, well the fact 

is. . . 

TRUMP: Not true. Not true. 

BIDEN: It’s all true. And here’s the deal. . . 

TRUMP: He’s talking about the Green New Deal. And it’s not 2 billion or 20 billion, as you 

said. It’s 100 trillion dollars. 
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BIDEN: I’m. . . I’m. . . .I’m talking about the Biden plan. . . 

TRUMP: Where they want to rip down buildings. . . 

WALLACE: [to Biden] Let him go for a minute, and then you can go. 

TRUMP: And rebuild the building. 

BIDEN: No. 

TRUMP: It’s the dumbest- 

BIDEN: That is not, that is not. . . 

TRUMP: … most ridiculous. . . Where airplanes are out of business. Where two car systems 

are out. . . 

BIDEN: Not true. . . 

TRUMP: . . . where they want to take out the cows too. 

BIDEN: Not true. 

TRUMP: You know, that’s not true either, right? 

BIDEN: Not true. 

TRUMP: This is, this is a 100 trillion. . . 

BIDEN: Simply. . . Look- 

TRUMP: That’s more money than our country could make in a hundred years if it were. . . 

BIDEN: That is simply not the case. . . 

TRUMP: It would destroy our country. 

WALLACE: All right. Let me. Wait a minute, sir. I actually have studied your plan, and it 

includes upgrading 4 million buildings, weatherizing 2 million homes over four years, 

building one and a half million energy efficient homes. So the question becomes, some, the 

president is saying, I think, some people who support the president would say, that sounds 

like it’s going to cost a lot of money and hurt the economy. 

BIDEN: What it’s going to do, it’s going to create thousands and millions of jobs. Good 

paying jobs. 

TRUMP: Hundred trillion dollars. 

WALLACE: Let him finish, sir. 
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BIDEN: He doesn’t know how to do that. 

TRUMP: 100 trillion dollars. 

BIDEN: The fact is, it’s going to create millions of good-paying jobs. And these tax 

incentives to people, for people to weatherize, which he wants to get, get rid of. It’s going to 

make the economy much safer. Look how much we’re paying now to deal with the 

hurricanes, with, deal with. . . By the way, he has an answer for hurricanes. He said, maybe 

we should drop a nuclear weapon on them, and they may go away. 

TRUMP: I never said that at all. 

BIDEN: Yeah, you did say that. 

TRUMP: They made it up. 

BIDEN: And here’s the deal. . . 

TRUMP: You make up a lot. 

BIDEN: . . . we’re going to be in a position where we can create hard, hard, good jobs by 

making sure the environment is clean, and we all are in better shape. We spend billions of 

dollars now, billions of dollars, on floods, hurricanes, rising seas. We’re in real trouble. Look 

what’s happened just in the Midwest with these storms that come through and wipe out entire 

sections and counties in Iowa. They didn’t happen before. They’re because of global 

warming. We make up 15% of the world’s problem. We in fact, but the rest of the world, 

we’ve got to get them to come along. That’s why we have to get back into, back into the Paris 

Accord. 

WALLACE: All right, gentlemen. . . 

TRUMP: Wait a minute, Chris. So why didn’t he do it for 47 years? You were Vice-

President? 

BIDEN: For 47? 

TRUMP: So why didn’t you get the world—China sends up real dirt into the air. Russia 

does. India does. They all do. We’re supposed to be good. And by the way, he made a couple 

of statements. The Green New Deal is a hundred trillion dollars. . . 

BIDEN: That is not my plan. 

TRUMP: . . .not 20 billion. . . . 

BIDEN: The Green New Deal is not my plan. . . 

TRUMP: . . . You want to rebuild every building. 

BIDEN: . . . If you knew anything about. . . 
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TRUMP: Well, you want to rebuild everything 

BIDEN: If he knew anything about. . . 

WALLACE: Gentlemen. . . Gentlemen. . . 

TRUMP: He made a statement about the military. He said I said something about the 

military. He and his friends made it up, and then they went with it. I never said it. 

WALLACE: Okay. 

BIDEN: That is not true. 

TRUMP: What he did is he said. . . 

WALLACE: Okay, we’re going to get into a new segment. Mr. Vice President, Mr. Vice 

President. . . 

TRUMP: . . .is he called the military stupid bastards. 

BIDEN: I did not say that. 

TRUMP: He said it on tape. . . [crosstalk] 

BIDEN: Not true. 

TRUMP: . . .He said ―stupid bastards.‖ 

WALLACE: Sir. [crosstalk] Stop. 

BIDEN: Play it. 

TRUMP: I would never say that. 

BIDEN: Play it. 

WALLACE: Go ahead. 

TRUMP: You’re on tape. 

WALLACE: Mr. Vice President answered his final question. 

BIDEN: The final question is, I can’t remember which of all his rantings was the final 

question. 

WALLACE: [laughing] I’m having a little trouble myself, but… 

BIDEN: Yeah. 

WALLACE: And about the economy and about this question of what it’s going to cost. 
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BIDEN: The economy. . . 

WALLACE: The Green New Deal and the idea of what your environmental changes will do. 

BIDEN: The Green New Deal will pay for itself as we move forward. We’re not going to 

build plants that, in fact, are great polluting plants, we’re gonna build. . . 

WALLACE: So, do you support the Green New Deal? 

BIDEN: Pardon me? 

WALLACE: Do you support the . . . 

BIDEN: No, I don’t support the Green New Deal. 

TRUMP: Oh, you don’t? Oh, well, that’s a big statement. 

BIDEN: I support . . . 

TRUMP: You just lost the radical left. It’s done. Oh you don’t? 

BIDEN: I support the Biden plan that I put forward. 

WALLACE: Okay. 

BIDEN: The Biden plan, which is different than what he calls ―The Radical Green New 

Deal.‖ 

WALLACE: All right, gentlemen, final segment: Election integrity. As we meet tonight, 

millions of Americans are receiving mail-in ballots or going to vote early. How confident 

should we be that this will be a fair election, and what are you prepared to do over the next 

five plus weeks? Because it will not only be to election day, but also counting some ballots–

mail-in ballots–after election day. What are you prepared to do to reassure the American 

people that the next president will be the legitimate winner of this election. In this final 

segment, Mr. Vice President, you go first. 

BIDEN: Prepare to let people vote. They should go to iwillvote.com. Decide how they’re 

going to vote, when they’re going to vote, and what means by which they’re going to vote. 

His own Homeland Security director, and as well as the FBI director, says that there is no 

evidence at all that mail-in ballots are a source of being manipulated and cheating. They said 

that. The fact is that there are going to be millions of people because of COVID that are 

going to be voting by mail-in ballots like he does, by the way. He sits behind the Resolute 

Desk and sends his ballot to Florida. Number one. 

Number two, we’re going to make sure that those people who want to vote in person are able 

to vote because there are enough poll watchers are there to make sure they can socially 

distance. The polls are open on time, and the polls stay open until the votes are counted. And 

this is all about trying to dissuade people from voting because he’s trying to conf–to scare 

people into thinking that it’s not going to be legitimate. 
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Show up and vote. You will determine the outcome of this election. Vote, vote, vote. If 
you’re able to vote early in your state, vote early. If you’re able to vote in person, vote in 

person. Vote whatever way is the best way for you. Because you will—he cannot stop you 

from being able to determine the outcome of this election. And in terms of whether or not, 

when the votes are counted and they’re all counted, that will be accepted. If I win, that will be 

accepted. If I lose, that’ll be accepted. But by the way, if in fact he says, he’s not sure what 

he’s going to accept. Well, let me tell you something, it doesn’t matter, because if we get the 

votes, it’s going to be all over. He’s gonna go. He can’t stay in power. It won’t happen. It 

won’t happen. So vote. Just make sure you understand, you have it in your control to 

determine what this country is gonna look like the next four years. Is it going to change, or 

are you going to get four more years of these lies? 

WALLACE: Mr. President, two minutes. 

TRUMP: So when I listen to Joe talking about a transition, there has been no transition from 

when I won. I won that election. And if you look at crooked Hillary Clinton, if you look at all 

of the different people, there was no transition, because they came after me trying to do a 

coup. They came after me spying on my campaign. They started from the day I won, and 

even before I won. From the day I came down the escalator with our first lady, they were a 

disaster. They were a disgrace to our country, and we’ve caught ’em. We’ve caught ’em all. 

We’ve got it all on tape. We’ve caught ’em all. And by the way, you gave the idea for the 

Logan Act against General Flynn. You better take a look at that, because we caught you in a 

sense, and President Obama was sitting in the office. 

He knew about it too. So don’t tell me about a free transition. As far as the ballots are 

concerned, it’s a disaster. A solicited ballot, okay, solicited, is okay. You’re soliciting. You’re 

asking. They send it back. You send it back. I did that. If you have an unsolicited–they’re 

sending millions of ballots all over the country. There’s fraud. They found ’em in creeks. 

They found some, with the name Trump, just happened to have the name Trump, just the 

other day in a wastepaper basket. They’re being sent all over the place. They sent two in a 

Democrat area. They sent out a thousand ballots. Everybody got two ballots. This is going to 

be a fraud like you’ve never seen. The other thing, it’s nice. On November 3rd, you’re 

watching, and you see who won the election. And I think we’re going to do well because 

people are really happy with the job we’ve done. 

But you know what? We won’t know. We might not know for months because these ballots 

are going to be all over. Take a look at what happened in Manhattan. Take a look at what 

happened in New Jersey. Take a look at what happened in Virginia and other places. They’re 

not losing 2%, 1%, which by the way is too much. An election could be won or lost with that. 

They’re losing 30 and 40%. It’s a fraud, and it’s a shame. And can you imagine where they 

say, uh, ―You have to have your ballot in by November 10th.‖ November 10th. That means, 

that’s seven days after the election, in theory, should’ve been announced. 

WALLACE: Okay 

TRUMP: We have major states with that. . . 

WALLACE: Sir. Time. . . 

TRUMP: … all run by Democrats- 
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WALLACE: Sir, two minutes is two minutes. 

TRUMP: All run by Democrats. 

WALLACE: President Trump. . . I, I,. . . 

TRUMP: It’s a rigged election. 

WALLACE: You’re going to be able to continue. You have been charging for months that 

mail-in balloting is going to be a disaster. You say it’s rigged, that it’s going to lead to fraud. 

But in 2018, in the last midterm election, 31 million people voted mail-in voting. That was a 

quarter, more than a quarter of all the voters that year, cast their ballots by mail. Now that 

millions of mail-in ballots have gone out, what are you going to do about it? And are you 

counting on the Supreme Court, including a Justice Barrett, to settle any dispute? 

TRUMP: Yeah. I think I’m counting on them to look at the ballots, definitely. I don’t 

think—I hope we don’t need them, in terms of the election itself. But for the ballots, I think 

so, because what’s happening is incredible. I just heard, I read today where at least 1% of the 

ballots for 2016 were invalidated. They take ’em. We don’t like ’em. We don’t like ’em. 

They throw ’em out. . . 

WALLACE: But what are you going to do about it- 

TRUMP: … left and right. 

WALLACE: There are millions of ballots going out right now. What are you going to do. . . 

TRUMP: What you do is you go and vote. You do a solicited ballot, and that’s okay. . . 

WALLACE: No. No. I know your complaint. I’m asking you about the fact that millions of 

people have received. . . 

TRUMP: You go and vote. You go and vote. . . 

WALLACE: No. But what I’m saying is . . . 

TRUMP: . . . like they used to in the old. . . 

WALLACE: . . . what are you going to do about the fact that millions of people. . . 

TRUMP: You either do, Chris, a solicited ballot, where you’re sending it in, they’re sending 

it back and you’re sending. They have mailmen with lots of it. Did you see what’s going on? 

Take a look at West Virginia, mailman selling the ballots. They’re being sold. They’re being 

dumped in rivers. This is a horrible thing for our country. 

BIDEN: There is no–there is no evidence of that. . . 

TRUMP: This is not going to end well. 

BIDEN: There is no evidence of that. . . 
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TRUMP: This is not going to end well. 

WALLACE: Okay. Vice President Biden, in fact, go ahead, sir- 

BIDEN: Five states have had mail-in ballots for the last decade or more. Five, including two 

Republican states. And you don’t have to solicit the ballot. It’s sent to you. It’s sent to your 

home. What we’re saying is, they’re saying is that it has to be a postmark by the time, by 

election day. If it doesn’t get in until the seventh, eighth, ninth, it still should be counted. 

He’s just afraid of counting the votes because. . . . 

TRUMP: You’re wrong. You’re wrong. I love counting the votes. . . 

BIDEN: . . . he knows what the outcome will be. 

WALLACE: I want to continue with you on this, Vice President Biden. . . 

TRUMP: Chris, he’s so wrong when he makes a statement like that- 

WALLACE: No. Excuse me. Vice President Biden, the biggest problem, in fact, over the 

years with mail-in voting has not been fraud, historically. It has been that sizable numbers, 

sometimes hundreds of thousands of ballots are thrown out because they have not been 

properly filled out, or there is some other irregularity,. . . 

TRUMP: That could be fraud. 

WALLACE: . . .or they missed the deadline. So the question I have is, are you concerned 

that the Supreme Court with a Justice Barrett will settle any dispute? 

BIDEN: I am concerned that any court would settle this, because here’s the deal. When you 

file—when you get a ballot and you fill it out, you’re supposed to have an affidavit. If you 

didn’t know, you have someone say that, this is me. You should be able to, if in fact you can 

verify that’s you when, before the ballot is thrown out, that’s sufficient to be able to count the 

ballot because someone made a mistake and not dotting the correct i. Who they voted for, 

testify, say who they voted for, say it’s you. That is totally legitimate. 

WALLACE: All right. 

TRUMP: Excuse me, Chris, when you have eighty million ballots. . . 

WALLACE: No. No. No. I have a final [crosstalk]. 

TRUMP:. . . sent in and swamping the system. . . 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, I have a final question . . . 

TRUMP: You know it can’t be done. You know it can’t, and already, there’s been fraud 

deception and . . .  

BIDEN: Mail service delivers 185 million pieces of mail a day. . . 

Page 49 



107 

 

TRUMP: . . . Eighty million ballots. 

WALLACE: We can keep talking. In eight states, election workers are prohibited, currently 

by law, eight states, from even beginning to process ballots, even take them out of the 

envelopes and flatten them until election day. That means that it’s likely, because there’s 

going to be a huge increase in mail-in balloting, that we are not going to know on election 

night who the winner is, that it could be days. It could be weeks. . . 

TRUMP: Could be months. 

WALLACE: . . . until we find out who the new president is. So, I–first for you, sir. Finally, 

for the Vice-President, and I hope neither of you will interrupt the other. Will you urge your 

supporters to stay calm during this extended period, not to engage in any civil unrest? And 

will you pledge tonight that you will not declare victory until the election has been 

independently certified? President Trump, you go first. 

TRUMP: I’m urging my supporters to go into the polls and watch very carefully, because 

that’s what has to happen. I am urging them to do it. As you know, today there was a big 

problem. In Philadelphia, they went in to watch. They’re called poll watchers, a very safe, 

very nice thing. They were thrown out. They weren’t allowed to watch. You know why? 

Because bad things happen in Philadelphia. Bad things. And I am urging, I am urging my 

people. I hope it’s going to be a fair election. If it’s a fair election. . . 

WALLACE: You’re urging them what? 

TRUMP: . . . I am 100% on board. But if I see tens of thousands of ballots being 

manipulated, I can’t go along with that. And I’ll tell you what. . . 

WALLACE: What does that mean, not go along. . . 

TRUMP: . .. from a common sense. . . 

WALLACE: . . .does that mean you’re going to tell your people . . . 

TRUMP: I’ll tell you what it means. . . 

WALLACE: … to take to the streets? 

 TRUMP: It means you have a fraudulent election. You’re sending out 80 million ballots. . . 

WALLACE: And what would you do about that? 

TRUMP: They’re not equipped. These people aren’t equipped to handle it, number one. 

Number two, they cheat. They cheat. Hey, they found ballots in a wastepaper basket three 

days ago, and they all had the name military ballots. They were military. They all had the 

name Trump on them. 

WALLACE: Vice President Biden- 

TRUMP: You think that’s good? 
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WALLACE: Vice President Biden, final question for you. Will you urge your supporters to 
stay calm while the vote is counted? And will you pledge not to declare victory until the 

election is independently certified? 

BIDEN: Yes. And here’s the deal. We count the ballots, as you pointed out. Some of these 

ballots in some states can’t even be opened until election day. And if there’s thousands of 

ballots, it’s going to take time to do it. And by the way, our military–they’ve been voting by 

ballots for since the end of the Civil War, in effect. And that’s, and that’s what’s going to 

happen. Why was it not, why is it for them, somehow not fraudulent. It’s the same process. 

It’s honest. No one has established at all that there is fraud related to mail-in ballots, that the, 

somehow it’s a fraudulent process. 

TRUMP: It’s already been established. Take a look at Carolyn Maloney’s race. . . 

WALLACE: I asked you. You had an opportunity to respond [crosstalk]. 

TRUMP: Look at Carolyn Maloney’s race. They have no idea what happened. . . 

WALLACE: Go ahead. Vice President Biden, go ahead. 

BIDEN: He has no idea what he’s talking about. Here’s the deal. The fact is, I will accept it, 

and he will too. You know why? Because once the winner is declared after all the ballots are 

counted, all the votes are counted, that’ll be the end of it. That’ll be the end of it. And if it’s 

me, in fact, fine. If it’s not me, I’ll support the outcome. And I’ll be a president, not just for 

the Democrats. I’ll be a president for Democrats and Republicans. And this guy if in fact. . . 

TRUMP: I want to see an honest ballot count. . . 

WALLACE: Gentlemen, just say that’s the end of it [crosstalk]. This is the end of this 

debate- 

TRUMP: I want to see an honest ballot count. 

WALLACE: We’re going to leave it there. . . 

TRUMP: And I think he does too. . . 

WALLACE: … to be continued in more debates as we go on. President Trump, Vice 

President Biden, it’s been an interesting hour and a half. I want to thank you both for 

participating in the first of three debates that you have agreed to engage in. We want to thank 

Case Western Reserve University and the Cleveland Clinic for hosting this event. The next 

debate, sponsored by the Commission on Presidential Debates, will be one week from 

tomorrow, October 7th, at the University of Utah in Salt Lake City. The two Vice-

Presidential nominees, Vice President Mike Pence and Senator Kamala Harris will debate at 

9:00 PM Eastern that night. We hope you watch. Until then, thank you, and good night. 
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Appendix 2 

Biography of Joe Biden 

Joseph Robinette Biden, Jr. was born in 

Scranton, Pennsylvania, the first of four children of 

Catherine Eugenia Finnegan Biden and Joseph 

Robinette Biden, Sr. In 1953, the Biden family moved 

to Claymont, Delaware. President Biden graduated 

from the University of Delaware and Syracuse Law 

School and served on the New Castle County Council.  

At age 29, President Biden became one of the 

youngest people ever elected to the United States 

Senate. Just weeks after his Senate election, tragedy 

struck the Biden family when his wife Neilia and 

daughter Naomi were killed, and sons Hunter and 

Beau were critically injured, in an auto accident. 

Biden was sworn into the U.S. Senate at his sons‘ hospital bedsides and 

began commuting from Wilmington to Washington every day, first by car, and 

then by train, in order to be with his family. He would continue to do so 

throughout his time in the Senate.  

Biden married Jill Jacobs in 1977, and in 1980, their family was complete 

with the birth of Ashley Blazer Biden. A lifelong educator, Jill earned her 

doctorate in education and returned to teaching as an English professor at a 

community college in Virginia. 

Beau Biden, Attorney General of Delaware and Joe Biden‘s eldest son, 

passed away in 2015 after battling brain cancer with the same integrity, courage, 

and strength he demonstrated every day of his life. Beau‘s fight with cancer 

inspires the mission of President Biden‘s life ending cancer as we know it. 

As a Senator from Delaware for 36 years, President Biden established 

himself as a leader in facing some of our nation‘s most important domestic and 

international challenges. As Chairman or Ranking Member of the Senate 

Judiciary Committee for 16 years, Biden is widely recognized for his work 

writing and spearheading the Violence Against Women Act the landmark 

legislation that strengthens penalties for violence against women, creates 

unprecedented resources for survivors of assault, and changes the national 

dialogue on domestic and sexual assault. 

As Chairman or Ranking Member of the Senate Foreign Relations 

Committee for 12 years, Biden played a pivotal role in shaping U.S. foreign 

policy. He was at the forefront of issues and legislation related to terrorism, 

weapons of mass destruction, post-Cold War Europe, the Middle East, Southwest 

Asia, and ending apartheid. 

 ―America is an idea. An idea that is stronger than any army, bigger than 

any ocean, more powerful than any dictator or tyrant. It gives hope to the most 
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desperate people on earth, it guarantees that everyone is treated with dignity and 

gives hate no safe harbor. It instills in every person in this country the belief that 

no matter where you start in life, there‘s nothing you can‘t achieve if you work at 

it. That‘s what we believe.‖ 

As Vice President, Biden continued his leadership on important issues 

facing the nation and represented our country abroad. Vice President Biden 

convened sessions of the President‘s Cabinet, led interagency efforts, and worked 

with Congress in his fight to raise the living standards of middle-class Americans, 

reduce gun violence, address violence against women, and end cancer as we know 

it. 

Biden helped President Obama pass and then oversaw the implementation 

of the Recovery Act — the biggest economic recovery plan in the history of the 

nation and our biggest and strongest commitment to clean energy. The President‘s 

plan prevented another Great Depression, created and saved millions of jobs, and 

led to 75 uninterrupted months of job growth by the end of the administration. 

And Biden did it all with less than 1% in waste, abuse, or fraud — the most 

efficient government program in our country‘s history. 

President Obama and Vice President Biden also secured the passage of the 

Affordable Care Act, which reduced the number of uninsured Americans by 20 

million by the time they left office and banned insurance companies from denying 

coverage due to pre-existing conditions. 

He served as the point person for U.S. diplomacy throughout the Western 

Hemisphere, strengthened relationships with our allies both in Europe and the 

Asia-Pacific, and led the effort to bring 150,000 troops home from Iraq. 

In a ceremony at the White House, President Obama awarded Biden the 

Presidential Medal of Freedom with Distinction — the nation‘s highest civilian 

honor. 
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Appendix 3 

Biography of Donald Trump 

 

Donald John Trump was born in Queens, New 

York, on June 14, 1946. His father, Fred Trump, 

was a highly successful real estate developer. The 

elder Trump was of German heritage, and his 

wife, Mary McLeod, of Scottish background. 

Their son Donald was the second youngest of five 

children. He was educated at the New York 

Military Academy and the Wharton School of 

Finance and Commerce at the University of 

Pennsylvania. Even before he graduated he was 

drawn to real estate and construction, and as a 

young man he took over his father‘s firm, 

renaming it the Trump Organization. 

The Trump Organization soon became involved in a myriad of projects, including 

hotels, resorts, residential and commercial buildings, casinos, and golf courses, 

both in the United States and abroad. His first of many books was The Art of the 

Deal, published in 1987. In 2004 he launched the Apprentice (later The Celebrity 

Apprentice), a popular television series that aired until 2015. During the 2016 

primary season Trump defeated more than a dozen seasoned rivals to win the 

Republican nomination and went on to win the election over former Secretary of 

State Hillary Clinton. His campaign slogan was ―Make America Great Again,‖ 

and he moved swiftly to reinvigorate ―Buy American and Hire American‖ 

policies. He signed a major tax reform bill into law and directed the reduction of 

federal regulations intended to secure a long-running economic expansion and a 

historically low unemployment rate. His trade policies encouraged tariffs on 

foreign aluminum and steel and a series of renegotiations of trade agreements with 

Mexico, Canada, China, Japan, and South Korea. 

Other priorities included Supreme Court and federal judiciary appointments, 

tackling the opioid crisis, seeking to reduce the cost of prescription drugs, and 

improving health care for veterans. Trump‘s commitment to ―America first‖ 

abroad shaped not only his trade and tariff policies but his approach to 

immigration and overseas commitments. At his urging, North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization (NATO) member states increased their contributions to the alliance. 

Trump recognized Israeli sovereignty over the Golan Heights, and moved the 

American Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, recognizing the ancient city as 

Israel‘s capital. 
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Appendix 4  

AUTOBIOGRAPHY 

 The writer‘s name‘s Crescentia Aprilia Pakan. She 

was born in 6 April 1999 in Tarakan but she grew up in 

Toraja. Her Father‘s name is Yakobus Pakan, he worked 

as a day laborer and her mother‘s name is Adriana 

Limbong and she is a housewife. In her family, she is the 

oldest child among 8 children. She has three brothers 

named Aurelius Aldi, Diego Alan, Gregorius Aldo and 4 sisters named Angelina 

Pakan, Violeta Nadya, Ivon and Grigeria. She was married with Delvin Priyantan 

and have one daughter named Hanayoura. 

She joined BEM or Student Executive Board. She served as member in 

2020, and joined MACCORAYYA as a dancer. For your information, 

MACCORAYYA is a Bosowa University Faculty of Letters annual performance 

featured musical drama in commemoration of the month of language. Her motto 

in life is ―aspire to inpire before we expire‖. 
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