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Abstract 
 
 
This thesis contrasts the theory of strategic narratives by Miskimmon, O’Loughlin and Roselle, 

which posits that all states form and project strategic narratives, with an argument made by 

Anderson that the U.S. President Donald Trump has abandoned the use of political narratives. 

The aim of the thesis is to determine if or to what extent the Trump administration projects 

strategic narratives. In order to do this, an analytical framework is constructed based on 

Miskimmon et al.´s theory. This framework analyzes texts found in speeches, Tweets and 

official documents from U.S. state sources in two consecutive steps. First, themes relating to 

international politics are identified based on what repeats itself across texts. Second, texts 

relating to these themes are analyzed in order to determine if they can be considered narratives. 

The results of the analysis show that the majority of the analyzed texts can be classified as 

narratives. Based on this, the conclusion drawn in the thesis is that the Trump administration 

has not abandoned the use of strategic narratives.  
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1. Introduction 
 

In 2015 Donald Trump announced that he would run for President of the United States (U.S.). 

Apart from the fact that he actually won the election, one of the main things about Trump that 

have surprised people around the world is the way he communicates in public contexts. What 

he says and how he says it is arguably unprecedented among U.S. Presidents and perhaps heads 

of states in general (Sclafani, 2017, p. 1; Wang & Liu, 2018, p. 300). While many of his 

statements have sparked outrage among people in the U.S. and beyond, he has undeniably 

succeeded in gaining the trust and support from a large part of the U.S. population. It is therefore 

highly relevant to analyze and understand the way Donald Trump communicates.  

 

Following the U.S. election, several commentators connected opponent Hilary Clinton’s loss 

with her failure to tell a compelling story (Anderson, 2019, pp. 1–2). This implies that Donald 

Trump told a better story. However, research so far on the rhetoric and discourse of Donald 

Trump, both as presidential candidate and President, is inconclusive about whether or not he 

uses stories or narratives in his communication (see for example Anderson, 2019; Clarke & 

Ricketts, 2017; Sclafani, 2017; Waikar, 2018). 

 

The term narrative is used in many different situations both in academia, fiction and everyday 

life. One prominent narrative theory in the field of political science is the theory of strategic 

narratives. This theory postulates that all states use strategic narratives as a means to shape the 

behavior of other actors and thereby courses of events in international politics (Miskimmon, 

O’Loughlin, & Roselle, 2013). However, Trump’s communicative mode seems to be different 

from that of his predecessors. Is it perhaps so different that his administration has abandoned 

the use of strategic narratives?  

 

1.1. Background and research problem 

Today, there are a wide range of perspectives and theories that take issue with realist 

understandings of international politics, and indeed human nature, as being only about power 

defined as the “domination of man by man” (Morgenthau, 2014, p. 57). One common objection 

to this realist assumption is that there are other aspects apart from (military) power that can 

shape behavior and events. The narrative approach posits that communication, and more 

specifically communication in the form of narratives, matters as well. According to this 

approach, narratives are central to the understanding of many matters in international affairs 
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because they function as a mechanism for political actors (and people in general) to make sense 

of the world. They enable us to understand others, but also to shape the understandings of others 

and achieve cooperation (Miskimmon et al., 2018, pp. viii–ix).  

 

During the Cold War, international politics largely revolved around U.S.-Soviet relations and 

consecutive U.S. administrations projected narratives that in one way or another referred to the 

bipolar international order (Pamment, 2014, pp. 54–56). The end of the Cold War brought about 

an end to this order and it is often referred to as the beginning of a unipolar order with the U.S. 

as the “structurally advantaged hegemon” (Stokes, 2018, p. 134) that dominates the areas of 

both security and economy. Miskimmon et al. argue that hegemons, just like other states, use 

narratives in order to “seek legitimacy and exist in the social world of institutions” (Miskimmon 

et al., 2013, p. 35). At the same time however, the authors acknowledge that if there was to be 

any kind of state that in theory did not have to project strategic narratives it would be a hegemon 

because its behavior is not constrained to the same extent as weaker states (Miskimmon et al., 

2013, p. 35). 

 

In September 2019, Anderson (2019) published an article in which she claims that the current 

U.S. President Donald Trump has in fact abandoned the use of political narratives and is 

actively pursuing a non-narrative discourse. Anderson argues that Trump is discrediting 

political discourse, his goals and slogans do not cohere as a story and in response to others’ 

narratives around him/his policies he is perverting the narrative rather than offering a counter-

narrative. Anderson focuses on political narratives and thereby does not depart from the theory 

of strategic narratives. As elaborated upon further down, the two concepts are nevertheless 

undeniably related, and Anderson’s line of argument seems to go against the theory by 

Miskimmon et al. Her argument thereby warrants a revisiting of their theory. At the same time, 

since Anderson’s conception of narrative is similar but not exactly the same as the concept of 

strategic narratives, it is interesting to evaluate if Anderson’s argument holds true when 

analyzing the Trump administration’s communication using a strategic narrative framework.  

 

Departing from this potential contradiction, the research question posed in this thesis is; To 

what extent does the Trump administration make use of strategic narratives in its 

communication with domestic and international audiences?  

 

In order to answer this question an analysis of communication by U.S. state representatives, 

primarily President Donald Trump, is conducted using the theory of strategic narratives as 
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framework. The aim of the thesis is to determine whether Miskimmon et al.´s theory is 

applicable to the case of Donald Trump’s administration, or if it needs revising. Doing so, the 

thesis attempts to contribute to the field of strategic narratives by analyzing a new and possibly 

deviant case. An additional contribution is the analytical framework developed in this thesis for 

determining the narrativity in texts. Lastly, the thesis also aspires to contribute to the growing 

literature emanating from various research fields that analyzes and debates the way Donald 

Trump communicates by introducing the theory of strategic narratives into this debate.  

 

If the Trump administration is found not using strategic narratives this call into question to 

applicability of Miskimmon et al.´s theory not only to this particular case but to others as well. 

If one populist leader can abandon the use of strategic narratives, perhaps others can too. Such 

a dramatic shift in the nature of political communication could have further effects on political 

processes and international relations more broadly.  

 

2. Previous research 
The following pages present previous research relevant to this thesis with obstacles to narrative 

projection running as a common thread. The section starts off by presenting research by 

Miskimmon et al., followed by other previous research on discourse and strategic narratives by 

the U.S. Thereafter the focus is put on analyses of Donald Trump’s discourse both as President 

and as presidential candidate. Lastly, Anderson’s article, against which Miskimmon et al.´s 

theory is contrasted, is presented in more detail.  

 

2.1. Strategic narratives 

Miskimmon, O’Loughlin and Roselle are among the most prominent authors within the field 

of strategic narratives and their work is widely cited by other scholars in the field (see for 

example Dimitriu & De Graaf, 2016; Hanska, 2015; Hellman & Wagnsson, 2015; Khaldarova 

& Pantti, 2016). In their first book about strategic narratives, Miskimmon et al. (2013) analyze 

speeches and official documents in order to identify and compare great power narratives 

projected by different U.S. administrations. While they argue that the U.S. was successful in its 

strategic narrative projection in the late 1940’s and 50’s, the narratives projected since the end 

of the Cold War have not been as successful. Apart from the different international order since 

the fall of the Soviet Union, they derive the difficulty experienced by Presidents George W. 

Bush and Barack Obama to the changing media ecology (the information infrastructure that 
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conditions the projection and reception of narratives (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 151)). The 

introduction of the internet and social media has enabled a range of non-governmental actors 

to have agency in the discourses about international politics, which makes it difficult for state 

actors to define their audiences and control their narratives (Miskimmon et al., 2013, pp. xi, 

10–11, 46).  However, while Miskimmon et al. see the changing media ecology as an obstacle 

to successful strategic narrative projection, they do not see it as a ground for states not forming 

and projecting strategic narratives at all. In fact, they argue that “political leaders have no choice 

but to try to create a consensus around their narrative” (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. xii). As 

already mentioned, this includes hegemons (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 35). 

 

2.2. U.S. narratives in crisis 

The new and different conditions for states communicating with audiences around the world is 

something that other authors focus their research on as well. Hayden (2013) highlights how 

U.S. officials of both the Bush and Obama administrations have themselves acknowledged that 

the conditions for public diplomacy are different today compared to before the introduction of 

internet and social media. For example, President Obama’s first Undersecretary of State for 

Public Diplomacy and Public Affairs Judith McHale has according to Hayden said that the 

world does not wait for the U.S. to communicate, but important conversations on all levels are 

going on regardless of U.S. engagement. This forces the U.S. to compete for attention and 

credibility. Hayden connects this development to a change in the nature of power towards a 

‘network’ power where agency no longer reside only with elites. The U.S. approach to deal 

with this change has been to be present within, but also to program, the network and thereby to 

facilitate their narrative rather than to simply promote it (Hayden, 2013, pp. 213–214). While 

Hayden acknowledges that the logic of narrative is still present within the U.S. communication 

strategy, he highlights that there is a slight shift in focus toward the logic of networks. This 

indicates that new technology has downplayed the centrality of narrative, opening up for the 

possibility that Miskimmon et al.’s theory might be losing some, but not yet all, of its relevance.  

 

Pamment (2014) makes a similar argument to Miskimmon et al. about the U.S. struggling with 

their strategic narrative projection. He argues that during a long period of time, political leaders 

in the U.S. have constructed strategic narratives as a way of situating the U.S. and its role in the 

international system. However, leaders in the 21st century have been unable to “produce a 

compelling story of geopolitical space” (Pamment, 2014, pp. 48–49).  While Pamment argues 

that U.S. leaders after the end of the Cold War have failed to “provide a persuasive 
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interpretation of international politics” (Pamment, 2014, p. 57), this does not mean that no 

attempts have been made. He gives a range of examples of narratives that have been projected, 

while arguing that they have not been successful in fulfilling their strategic goal or purpose 

(Pamment, 2014, pp. 56–59). Furthermore, while arguing that the recent U.S. administrations 

have failed to project a compelling strategic narrative, it is nevertheless clear that Pamment 

believes that the U.S. should, and needs to, construct a new and successful narrative. In that 

vein, he argues that “a particular challenge for the 21st century is creating a conciliatory 

geopolitics which sells at home as well as abroad” (Pamment, 2014, p. 60). 

 

Under the pseudonym of Mr. Y, Captain Porter and Colonel Mykleby has formulated a 

proposition of what a new U.S. narrative could entail. Their proposed narrative is built upon 

five ‘breaks’ from previous narratives; 1) From control in a closed system to credible influence 

in an open system, 2) From containment to sustainment, 3) From deterrence and defense to 

civilian engagement and competition, 4) From zero sum to positive sum global 

politics/economics, and 5) From national security to national prosperity and security (Mr. Y, 

2011, pp. 3–4). In the preface by Anne-Marie Slaughter, she motivates the need for a new U.S. 

narrative with the current absence of a good story that answers questions such as “Where is the 

United States going in the world? How can we get there? What are the guiding stars that will 

illuminate the path along the way?” (Slaughter, 2011). 

 

While all of the abovementioned works argue for the continued importance of narrative, they 

nevertheless acknowledge that U.S. strategic narrative projection has been in crisis already 

before the inauguration of President Trump.  

 

2.3. New leadership: Donald Trump 

Since Donald Trump was elected President, a number of authors have analyzed his foreign 

policy and rhetoric. Some of these works mention the concept of narrative. Clarke and Ricketts 

(2017) for example argue that the Trump administration’s foreign policy is not objectively 

counterproductive or incoherent as some analysts argue, but actually fits within the Jacksonian 

tradition. This tradition is according to the authors based on a “community of political feeling 

defined by principles of populism, individualism, honor, and courage” (Clarke & Ricketts, 

2017, pp. 368, 373–375). The authors argue that the Jacksonian traditions has “clear affinities 

with Donald Trump’s emergent foreign policy narrative” (Clarke & Ricketts, 2017, p. 368). 

However, while the authors give examples of Trumps rhetoric and some specific statements, 
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they do not define how they use the concept of narrative, or if these statements are in fact 

narratives or part of narratives.  Their main focus is instead on foreign policy decisions (Clarke 

& Ricketts, 2017, p. 373).  

 

Sclafani has conducted a thorough discourse analysis of Donald Trump’s rhetoric as a 

Presidential candidate. One of her conclusions is that Trump repetitively used certain discourse-

markers such as ‘by the way’ and ‘believe me’, but he rarely used ‘well’ in his use of language 

(Sclafani, 2017, pp. 86–87). With reference specifically to narrative, she finds that Trump in 

some situations used personal narratives of “experience and self-positioning as a political 

outsider” (Sclafani, 2017, p. 51), but often when asked ‘why-questions’ he did not invoke 

narratives like other candidates did in similar situations (Sclafani, 2017, p. 78). Waikar (2018) 

has also conducted a discourse analysis of Trump’s speeches and interviews and doing so he 

identified five different narratives of Islamopohobia. 

 

King and Riddlesperger argues that candidate Trump’s “policy positions often seemed designed 

to disrupt political discourse more than to offer a policy agenda” (King & Riddlesperger, 2018, 

p. 1821). While these authors do not refer to narrative political discourse, they nevertheless 

hint to the proposition that Trump is distancing himself from mainstream political discourse, 

which according to authors within the field of strategic narratives (see for example Hayden, 

2013; Shenhav, 2006) often has a narrative structure. 

 

There are also some analyses on whether Trump uses narratives coming from outside of 

academia that are worthwhile to mention. Olson, an author and film-maker, has published 

several books on how to communicate with a narrative structure (see for example Olson, 2015). 

Appearing in a podcast called ‘The business of Story’, Olson (2016) argues that Donald Trump 

has a very high narrative intuition and during his candidacy he used a narrative structure in his 

speeches to a much higher degree than both his opponents and previous Presidents. Olson 

argues that narratives have three fundamental forces; agreement (and), contradiction (but) and 

consequence (therefore). According to him, the three words ‘and, but and therefore’ are the core 

to the narrative structure. These are directly connected to the problem – solution dynamic that 

is central to narratives. Olson argues that even Trump’s slogan, Make America Great Again, is 

in fact a narrative as it implies that “once upon a time we were a great and mighty nation, but 

we’ve slipped in the world, and therefore it’s time to make America great again” (Olson, 2016). 

Clinton on the other hand largely focused on facts and information, basing her speeches on a 
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“and, and and”-structure. According to Olson, this does not stimulate the audience with 

contradiction, and therefore does not appeal to the masses.  

 

Atkin, a journalist who usually writes about the climate, has instead argued that Trump is a bad 

storyteller, using his appearance in his first republican debate in the summer of 2015 as an 

example. According to her, there is no orientation or scene and the story just begins out of 

nowhere (Atkin, 2015). 

 

It is clear from this short review that opinions differ as to whether Trump uses narratives or not 

in his communication in public contexts. While Olson, Waikar and to a certain degree Sclafani 

argue that Trump uses narratives, Atkins as well as King and Riddlesperger take a more 

skeptical stance. The latter authors’ conclusions are somewhat similar to Anderson’s argument, 

which is elaborated upon in more length below. 

 

2.4. The end of political narratives? 

Anderson is an associate professor of English at Knox College, currently focusing her research 

on “the implications of point of view and reliability on theories of narrative across media” 

(Knox College, 2019). While her previous publications have focused on narrative in popular 

culture (see for example Anderson, 2009, 2010), in September 2019 she published an article in 

Media, Culture & Society in which she argues that Donald Trump has “successfully abandoned 

political narratives” (Anderson, 2019, p. 1).  

 

Anderson’s analysis departs from Foucault’s understanding of discourse as “the thing for which 

and by which there is struggle” (Anderson, 2019, p. 2). In Anderson’s view, Trump distances 

himself from “typical manifestations of authority” (Anderson, 2019, p. 2), both in the way he 

communicates and in the content of his communication. She argues that many of his Tweets 

are confusing, they put his opinion contra something else, and they imply that mainstream 

media and authority, and thereby explicit discourse, is not to be trusted. Traditionally, political 

leaders struggle to control the political discourse through the use of discourse, but Trump 

discredits discourse altogether in his use of it (Anderson, 2019, p. 3). By doing so, he is 

disrupting traditional uses and expressions of political power, including the use of political 

narratives (Anderson, 2019, pp. 2–4). According to Anderson, Trump responds to narratives 

around and about him by perverting them, not by offering a compelling alternative story 

(Anderson, 2019, p. 4). She also brings up some of his slogans, such as ‘Make America Great 
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Again’, ‘Lock her up!’ and ‘Build a wall!’, arguing that these goals do not “cohere as policy or 

even as a story” (Anderson, 2019, p. 9).  

 

While the majority of the abovementioned analyses and remarks about Trump’s communication 

discuss the use of narratives, they do not depart from narrative theory and the authors do not 

conduct narrative analyses. This thesis therefore contributes to this debate by conducting a 

thorough analysis of Trumps communication using Miskimmon et al.´s theory of strategic 

narratives as framework.  

 

3. The narrative approach 
This section presents the narrative approach from a theoretical perspective and define relevant 

concepts. This does not only include defining the concept of strategic narrative, but also other 

related concepts. As Robertson (2012, p. 232) emphasizes in her book chapter about narrative 

analysis, when one is conducting narrative research it is important to make it clear how one’s 

definition of narrative relate to other concepts such as discourse. 

 

3.1. What is a narrative? 

In daily use, most people equate the term narrative to a story. The concept is however more 

complex than this when used in academia. The following pages discuss how the concept of 

narrative can be defined and used in the social sciences, with focus on political science and 

International Relations (IR). When scholars within these fields use the term narrative, they 

usually refer either to representational narratives or ontological narratives, both of which will 

be explained in more detail below.  

 

Representational narratives 

Abbott defines narrative as “the representation of an event or a series of events” (Abbott, 2002, 

p. 12). In his view, a narrative consists of story (the events) and narrative discourse, which is 

how these events are represented (Abbott, 2002, p. 13). Johansson argue that the two most 

commonly cited defining features of a narrative are temporality and causality. This entails that 

events are represented in a chronological order and there is usually some kind of causal 

relationship between them. Johansson also argues for the importance coherence if a discourse 

is to be perceived as an apprehensible narrative (Johansson, 2005, pp. 124–126). 
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Ontological narratives 

Many authors refer to a so-called ‘narrative turn’ in a range of social science fields, including 

IR (see for example Roberts, 2006; Somers & Gibson, 1994; Squire, Andrews, & Tamboukou, 

2014). In the wake of this, many authors began speaking of ontological narratives apart from 

the abovementioned representational narratives. In the mid 60’s, Burke defined man as the “the 

symbol-using animal” (Burke, 1964, p. 491), referring to how much of our reality is built on 

symbols of the past and present (Burke, 1964, p. 493). Building on Burke, Fisher (1989) has 

similarly defined man as homo narrans; an inherent storyteller guided by narrative rationality. 

According to Fisher, narrative rationality focuses on ‘good reasons’ (Fisher, 1989, p. 48), and 

based on this form of rationality, human communication is “tested against the principles of 

probability (coherence) and fidelity (truthfulness and reliability)” (Fisher, 1989, p. 47). By 

combining the inherent narrative aspects of humanity with traditional strands of rhetoric, Fisher 

proposes a narrative paradigm. According to the ontological stance of the this paradigm, 

narrative is not only something we use, but a feature of human nature, something that we 

“acquire (…) in the natural process of socialization” (Fisher, 1989, p. 65). 

 

While Fisher might not explicitly define the very concept of narrative, it is clear throughout his 

work that narrative is about stories, which he define as “symbolic interpretations of aspects of 

the world occurring in time and shaped by history, culture, and character” (Fisher, 1989, p. xiii). 

Fisher argues that “all forms of human communication need to be seen fundamentally as 

stories” (Fisher, 1989, p. xiii).  

 

Similarly to Fisher, Sadler argues that it is impossible to “define texts as either narrative or non-

narrative” (Sadler, 2018, p. 3272). Instead, he proposes a focus on narrativity or “the extent to 

which texts exhibit key features which enable and encourage narrative responses” (Sadler, 

2018, p. 3272). In the article about reading Twitter as narrative, Sadler also argues that narrative 

is one of our most central sense-making mechanisms (Sadler, 2018, p. 3269).  

 

The sense-making aspect of narrative is specified a bit more by Somers who argues that 

“we discern the meaning of any single event only in temporal and spatial relationship to other 

events” (Somers, 1994, p. 616). In another article, Somers and Gibson (1994) take issues with 

categorical approaches to identity and argue instead that social identities are constituted through 

narrativity. By employing a narrative approach to identity, they connect identity to aspects 

of time, space, and analytic relationality.  
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3.2. The relationship between narrative and discourse  

The distinction between the concepts of narrative and discourse is not always clear, and 

different authors define and describe how these concepts relate to one another in different ways.  

 

Bergström and Boréus argue that a common denominator among different definitions of 

discourse is that discourse is seen a social practice that has something to do with the use of 

language, or a sign-system other than language, in some specific context (Bergström & Boréus, 

2012, p. 23). Sclafani argues that the most important assumption behind a “discourse approach 

is that all language use is grounded in and simultaneously creates multiple layers of social 

context” (Sclafani, 2017, p. 10). Based on the work of Foucault, Miskimmon et al. see discourse 

as “a set of meanings and practices that contain rules about what is say-able and know-able and 

that create roles which actors fill” (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 7).  

 

Robertson reviews a range of different views on the relation between narrative and discourse, 

including the view that she herself holds; that of story or ‘histoire’ as the ‘what’, and discourse 

as the ‘how’, of narratives (Robertson, 2012, p. 230). This viewpoint is reconcilable with 

Patterson’s and Monroe’s (1998) understanding that narrative is a form of discourse. 

 

Based on the abovementioned authors, this thesis sees discourse as a social practice in which 

the use of language is formed by, and simultaneously forms, social contexts and rules about 

what can be said and known in these contexts. As for the relationship between narrative and 

discourse, narrative is seen as a form of discourse.  

 

3.3. Strategic narratives 

Even though some scholars argue that all text is or can be interpreted as narrative, all text is not 

strategic narrative. As will be made clear below, strategic narratives are mainly tools, not sense-

making mechanisms used by individuals. While an understanding for ontological narratives is 

important for grasping narrative is a concept, these are now left behind for an exclusive focus 

on representational strategic narratives.  

 

According to several authors, it was Freedman who introduced the term of strategic narrative 

in the field of IR (Dimitriu & De Graaf, 2016, p. 6; Miskimmon et al., 2018). Freedman argues 

that “narratives are designed or nurtured with the intention of structuring the responses of others 
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to developing events. They are strategic because they do not arise spontaneously but are 

deliberately constructed” (Freedman, 2006, p. 23). 

 

This thesis departs from Miskimmon’s O’Loughlin’s and Roselle’s definition of, and theory 

about, strategic narratives. There are two main reasons for this choice. Firstly, their work is 

widely cited among other scholars of strategic narratives. Secondly, and more importantly, they 

explicitly make the argument that all states including hegemons use strategic narratives. 

 

Miskimmon et al. see strategic narratives as a communicative tool that consists of 

“representations of a sequence of events and identities” (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 5). This 

tool is used “a means by which political actors attempt to construct a shared meaning of the 

past, present, and future of international politics to shape the behavior of domestic and 

international actors” (Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 6). The authors further argue that a “narrative 

entails an initial situation or order, a problem that disrupts that order, and a resolution that 

reestablishes order, though that order may be slightly altered from the initial 

situation”(Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 5). As for the narrative structure, it is “comprised of 

actors; events, plot, and time; and setting and space” (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 5). 

 

Based on these central aspects of strategic narratives, Miskimmon et al. have listed a number 

of components that they argue a narrative contains: 

 

“• Character or actors (agent) 

• Setting/environment/space (scene) 

• Conflict or action (act) 

• Tools/behavior (agency) 

• Resolution/or suggested resolution/goal (purpose)” (Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 7). 

 

According to Miskimmon et al. the narrative process has three phases; formation, projection 

and reception (Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 9), with the former two being the relevant phases for 

this thesis.  

 

Miskimmon et al. further argue that there are three main types of strategic narratives. The first 

type is system narratives, which “describe how the world is structured, who the players are, and 

how the system works” (Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 8). Secondly, there are identity narratives 

that describe who the political actor is as well as the values and goals of that actor. Thirdly, 
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there are issue or policy narratives that describe why a proposed policy about a certain issue is 

needed, both practically and normatively, and how said policy will or should be implemented 

(Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 8). While it is possible to distinguish between these three types, 

they are inevitably linked to each other. If narratives projected on different levels by an actor 

would not be interlinked, it would severely undermine the effectiveness of that actor’s strategic 

narrative projection (Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 8). 

 

This thesis evaluates if Anderson’s claim about Trump not using political narratives holds up 

when using a framework based on Miskimmon et al.´s theory to analyze the case. As already 

mentioned above, Anderson does not use the concept of strategic narratives, which is something 

that ought to be addressed from a theoretical perspective.  

 

Political narratives are elsewhere defined as “the representation of at least two real or fictive 

events or situations in time sequence (…) that emerges from a formal political forum (…) or as 

narrative produced by politicians and public officials in the course of their duties” (Shenhav, 

2006, p. 247). According to this definition, strategic narratives can be argued to fall within the 

scope of political narratives since strategic narratives are defined more narrowly, but also 

emanate from political actors. 

 

Anderson defines the construction of narratives as “the effort to connect the dots between a 

selective number of facts and statistics to support one storyline about the state of the union” 

(Anderson, 2019, p. 5). What Anderson argues is missing in Trump’s discourse and use of 

language is any “coherent, (…) version of events – of motives, causes, and effects” (Anderson, 

2019, p. 11), indicating what she thinks a successful narrative should be or include. Just as 

Miskimmon et al., Anderson departs from a Foucauldian understanding of discourse (Anderson, 

2019; Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 7). 

 

Anderson’s definition of narrative is clearly not identical to the one used by Miskimmon et al. 

but their perspectives on narrative are deemed similar enough for a comparison between their 

arguments being relevant and possible.  

 

3.4. Assumptions 

 “How do we understand, interpret, or explain the social world around us?”(Lamont, 2015, p. 

16). This question relates to the assumptions that are implicit in all research. These assumptions 



 

 16 

concern both ontology (the nature of reality), epistemology (what knowledge is) and 

methodology (how knowledge can be acquired)(Della Porta & Keating, 2008, p. 21).  

 

Most current research on strategic narratives departs from a constructivist, postmodern or 

poststructuralist perspective on social science and IR (see for example Dimitriu & De Graaf, 

2016, p. 5; Patterson & Monroe, 1998; Squire et al., 2014). 

 

This thesis rests on assumptions that are interpretivist, constructivist and narrative, without 

these assumptions being contradictory. As will be elaborated upon below, all of these 

perspectives assume that the social world is constructed. Furthermore, all perspectives 

emphasize the importance of language, both as a way to achieve knowledge, a medium of social 

interaction, and as an ontological aspect of human life (Blakie & Priest, 2017, p. 103; Fisher, 

1989; Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 9; Wendt, 2013, p. 393).  

 

Constructivism focuses on how practices constitute subjects and sees interests and identities as 

tied to social interaction (Wendt, 2013, p. 394). Constructivism can be seen as methodologically 

belonging to the interpretivism paradigm (Lamont, 2015, p. 18), which is one of two main 

contrasting perspectives in social research, the other being the positivist or empiricist 

perspective (Blakie & Priest, 2017; Della Porta & Keating, 2008; Lamont, 2015). Lamont 

argues that interpretivists are mainly interested in meanings in the social world and they want 

to understand “identities, ideas, norms, and culture in international politics” (Lamont, 2015, p. 

19). Interpretivists also believe that there is a mutually constitutive relationship between the 

researcher and the objects of study (Lamont, 2015, pp. 19–20). Bevir and Rhodes argue that 

according to interpretive theory, actions and institutions can only be understood by focusing on 

actors’ intentions (Bevir & Rhodes, 2015, p. 3).  

 

The research problem of this thesis is about understanding how states communicate, placing it 

firmly within the interpretive paradigm. It focuses on language, specifically the use of 

narratives, and acknowledges the importance of language both as a tool and a sense-making 

mechanism. It further assumes that actors have agency, and that identity is constructed through 

the use of language and narratives (Miskimmon et al., 2013, pp. 30–32; Somers, 1994). In line 

with the narrative paradigm, it is assumed that actors are guided by narrative rationality, and 

thereby good reasons (Fisher, 1989, pp. 47–48). The fact that this thesis is discussing narratives 

by state actors does not mean that the state is seen as a unitary actor. Narratives can be projected 
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by different representatives of the same state without being coherent with narratives from other 

state representatives, even though coherence would be strategically preferable for the state.   

 

4. Method 
 
This thesis focuses on texts and whether these can be interpreted as narratives based on their 

structure, and it is therefore suitable to approach the research problem with a qualitative 

research design (Hjerm, Lindgren, & Nilsson, 2014, p. 30; Lamont, 2015, p. 79). Lamont argues 

that qualitative research within the field of IR aims to create a better understanding of “how we 

make sense of the world around us, and as such require us to focus on meanings and processes 

that make up international politics” (Lamont, 2015, p. 78). The formation and projection of 

strategic narratives is arguably an example of such a process.  

 

A quantitative design is superior to a qualitative design if one wishes to draw causal inferences 

in order to explain social phenomena (Franklin, 2008, p. 240). However, this thesis does not 

attempt to explain behavior, but to understand it.  

 

4.1. Case selection 

Case selection is arguably most critical in positivist research where the aim is to draw causal 

inferences, but it can be important in interpretive research as well. An interpretive scholar 

usually benefits from justifying why a certain case is interesting, partly because such a 

justification might enable the research to contribute to an understanding of something broader 

than the case itself (Lamont, 2015, p. 132).   

 

There are a range of different case selection strategies, including “least-likely, most-similar 

case comparison (…) and deviant cases” (Lamont, 2015, p. 132). However, given the 

interpretivist nature of this thesis, the choice to analyze U.S. communication under the Trump 

administration was not made based on any strategy, but on other considerations and merits.  

 

First of all, the research problem in this thesis is not of a general character where a number of 

different cases could have been chosen based on the above-mention strategies. Instead, rather 

than being chosen, the case is intrinsic to the research problem. Apart from that, it is interesting 

and relevant to conduct research on the communication of the Trump administration because it 

leads the most powerful nation in the world and therefore has substantial influence in 
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international relations and politics. Furthermore, this particular administration appears to be 

communicating differently to previous U.S. administrations and might therefore be a deviant 

case for Miskimmon et al.´s theory. 

 

4.2. Analytical framework 

This thesis conducted a narrative analysis using an analytical framework based on 

Miskimmon’s, O’Loughlin’s and Roselle’s theory. Before describing this framework, some 

additional clarification about the thesis’ approach to the analysis of narratives is offered.  

 

Abbott argues that one can read narratives in different ways. One way is to do an intentional 

reading of a narrative, in which one “assumes that a single creative sensibility lies behind the 

narrative” (Abbott, 2002, p. 95). This creative sensibility has the intention to create or spark 

certain effects through the narrative (Abbott, 2002, p. 95). An intentional reading of narratives 

is arguably appropriate for reading and analyzing strategic narratives because in order for a 

narrative to be strategic, there has to be intention behind it.  

 

Robertson also describes four different ways to read narratives based on a framework by 

Lieblich et al (1998). The one that was deemed relevant to this thesis is a holistic-form-based 

mode of analyzing narratives. This entails focusing on the story or structure of a complete 

narrative (Robertson, 2012, pp. 236–237).  

 

Taken together, the analysis in this thesis adopted an intentional reading of narratives and 

focused on the structure of complete narratives. This means that official communication from 

state leaders was analyzed in order to determine if texts found in Tweets, speeches and official 

documents could be considered complete narratives based on their structure. If or when 

complete narratives were found, they were assumed to be intentional and strategic.  

 

The analysis consisted of two steps. The first step focused on identifying themes and the second 

step focused on determining if collected texts could be classified as narratives.   

 

Step one: Themes 

In the first step, communication from U.S. state sources consisting of speeches, Tweets and one 

official document were reviewed in order to identify themes that stood out as reoccurring 

(Abbott, 2002, pp. 88–90). This was done with the help of a number of questions loosely based 
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on Miskimmon et al.´s definition of system, identity and issue narratives (Miskimmon et al., 

2018, p. 8).  

 

Apart from the questions that relate to the different types of narratives and were posed of each 

text, a general question (based on Abbott (2002, p. 88)) was included as well. This question 

was primarily relevant to focus on when compiling all the reviewed material at the end of this 

step to see what repeated itself across multiple texts. 

 

Table 1. Questions for identifying themes 

System narrative How is the international system structured? 

What defines relations between states? What 

is the U.S. role in the international system? 

Who are the U.S. allies? Who are the U.S. 

rivals and adversaries? 

Identity narrative What is the story of America? What features 

and values define the U.S. and the American 

people? What features and values does the 

U.S. distance itself from? What are the U.S. 

goals? 

Issue narrative What threats and challenges are the U.S. 

faced with? How should the U.S. foreign 

policy goals be achieved, and threats and 

challenges be dealt with?  

General question What repeats itself? 

 

While the questions were constructed with Miskimmon et al.´s theory and definition of the three 

kinds of narratives in mind, the purpose of this step was not to analyze system, identity and 

issue narratives. Instead, the purpose was to identify themes that were deemed relevant to this 

thesis and that could be communicated as narratives, but also in a way that does not entail 

narratives. Nevertheless, these are questions that system, identity and issue narratives ought to 

have answers to. If a country, the U.S. in this case, does not project any strategic narratives, it 

is possible that it does not communicate anything that relates to these questions. It was therefore 

not certain beforehand that answers to all of the questions would be present in the reviewed 

material.  
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Since this step was about identifying themes, it was not necessary to go through all empirical 

material in this step. Instead, it was possible to focus on a number of key texts and in them 

identify relevant themes. As described in the data collection section (4.5) there were therefore 

two phases of data collection; one where texts for identifying themes were collected, and one 

where additional texts were collected focusing only on these themes.  

 

Step two: Narrativity 

The aim during the second step of the analytical framwork was to analyze whether or not the 

identified themes were communicated as narratives. In order to do this, a number of questions 

were posed of the material based on Miskimmon et al.’s conception of narratives. The approach 

of posing questions to the material is similar to the ones suggested by Robertson (2012, pp. 

242–243, 261) and Johansson (2005, pp. 284–287). However, their approaches refer mainly to 

analyzing texts that are already identified as narratives. This thesis on the other hand posed 

questions in order to determine if texts are narratives or not.  

 

The first five questions were constructed based on the structure and components of a narrative 

as proposed by Miskimmon et al. (2013, p. 5, 2018, p. 7). The sixth question was based on 

Abbott’s (2002, pp. 28–31) discussion about what separates a narrative text from a non-

narrative text. Most importantly, the questions were designed to answer the seventh and final 

question; if the text is a narrative or not.  

 

Table 2. Questions for determining if texts are narratives 

Are there characters or agents? 

Is there a sequence of events? 

Are events and characters situated in a context? 

Is there a conflict or problem? 

Is there a (proposed) resolution? 

Is there a story to recover, and if so, does the story predominate in the text? 

Is it a narrative? 
 

The first five are yes or no questions that correspond to narrative components that are either 

present or not present. In order for a text to be classified as a narrative it has to include a 

sequence of events (i.e. not just one event), and a problem or (re)solution. It does however not 

have to entail every component, even though a text that entails all of them is easier to classify 
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as a narrative. The determined threshold means that a text that lacks a context description can 

still be considered a narrative if it has a sequence of event and a problem, but a text that has 

agents and a context but does not entail a sequence of events cannot be considered a narrative. 

As for the conflict or problem, it does not have to be explicit, but an implied conflict or problem 

is sufficient. Furthermore, the narrative parts and the story they tell have to be central in the 

texts; they have to predominate if the texts in its entirety is to be considered a narrative.  

 

As a way of illustrating how the material in this thesis was analyzed in this step, below follows 

an ideal type1 narrative and how it can be analyzed using this framework. In their book, 

Miskimmon et al. cite a speech by President Harry S. Truman as an example of a system 

narrative that paints a picture of the world and the U.S. role in it.  

 

The seeds of totalitarian regimes are nurtured by misery and want. They spread 

and grow in the evil soil of poverty and strife. They reach their full growth when 

the hope of a people for a better life has died. We must keep that hope alive. The 

free peoples of the world look to us for support in maintaining their freedoms. If we 

falter in our leadership, we may endanger the peace of the world and we shall 

surely endanger the welfare of our own nation. Great responsibilities have been 

placed upon us by the swift movement of events. 

    (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 45). 

 

Using the analytical framework developed in this thesis, this particular text can be analyzed as 

follows: 

 

Are there characters or agents? 

Yes, the U.S., the free people of the world and totalitarian regimes. 

 

Is there a sequence of events? 

Yes, the seeds of totalitarian regimes are spreading and growing, sparking the free people of 

the world to turn to the U.S. for support. 

 

 

 

                                                
1 Ideal types are often employed as a way of measuring social phenomena (Blakie & Priest, 2017, p. 104) 
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Are events and characters situated in a context? 

Yes, it is set in a context of misery, want, poverty and strife for people living under totalitarian 

regimes. 

 

Is there a conflict or problem? 

Yes, the spread and growth of totalitarianism is endangering the peace of the world and the 

welfare of the U.S. 

 

Is there a (proposed) resolution? 

Yes, the U.S. needs to take a leading role in the action against totalitarian regimes. 

 

Is there a story to recover, and if so, does the story predominate in the text? 

Yes, the story of how totalitarianism is spreading at the expense of the free people of the world 

who are looking to the U.S. for support. The U.S. decides to shoulder this responsibility in order 

to ensure world peace and the welfare of the U.S. 

 

Is it a narrative? 

Yes 

 

In sum, it is clear that this ideal type entails all of the features of a narrative, and the story is 

predominant in the text in such a way that the text in its entirety is a narrative.  

 

4.3. Criteria of evaluation 

Research is often judged based on evaluative criteria, most commonly the criteria of validity 

and reliability (Bergström & Boréus, 2012, pp. 40–45; George & Bennett, 2005; Lamont, 2015, 

p. 19). However, these specific criteria are developed, and arguably more suitable, for positivist 

research. Some scholars of interpretive research have therefore proposed alternative criteria that 

are more suitable to their research endeavors (Risjord, 2014, pp. 60–64; Schwartz-Shea, 2006). 

Based on a review of various criteria proposed by different scholars, Schwartz-Shea proposes 

four ‘first-order terms’ that are commonly cited as evaluative criteria for interpretivist research. 

Among these, the term that largely corresponds to the positivist criteria of validity and 

reliability is trustworthiness, which “offers a way to talk about the many steps that researchers 

take throughout the research process to ensure that their efforts are self-consciously deliberate, 
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transparent, and ethical (…) while simultaneously allowing the potential revisability of their 

research results” (Schwartz-Shea, 2006, p. 101). 

 

This thesis attempted to achieve a high level of trustworthiness by developing a thorough and 

systematic analytical framework, and by being transparent about how all steps in the research 

endeavor were conducted.  

 

4.4. Material 

For the purpose of this thesis, external communication from U.S. state sources that relates to 

foreign policy and international relations and politics, regardless of the media through which it 

is communicated, was considered relevant material. The material that was collected and 

analyzed included speeches, official documents and Tweets coming from U.S. official channels 

and state representatives. Analyzing this kind of material means doing what Lamont calls 

document-based research, which can include both primary and secondary sources. Limitations 

with using documents as sources, as opposed to for example interviews, includes that 

documents only show a glimpse of the social interaction in a certain context, and it can also be 

difficult to determine how reliable a document is (Lamont, 2015, pp. 80–83). This thesis 

focused on official statements2 and documents, which can be considered primary sources. Since 

the analyzed material is not meant to reveal any ‘objective truths’, reliability about where the 

texts come from is considered sufficient for the purpose of this thesis.  

 

4.5. Data collection 

As briefly touched upon above, there were two phases of data collection. One initial phase when 

material was collected from which themes could be derived, and a second phase when 

additional material was collected based on the chosen themes.  

 

First phase of data collection 

In the first phase, material was collected in order to capture relevant themes. The majority of 

the material collected in this phase consisted of major speeches by President Donald Trump. 

This choice was made based on the expectation that these speeches would touch upon a range 

of themes that relate both to the international system and the American identity as viewed by 

the Trump administration, and to prioritized policy issues. In order to find major speeches to 

                                                
2 Tweets are considered official statements as the White House have claimed that they are (Landers, 2017) 
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choose from, the Miller Center list of Presidential speeches by Donald Trump was reviewed. 

Seven (Miller Center, 2017, 2019; The White House, 2017c, 2017b, 2018c, 2018a, 2019b) of 

the 19 speeches in their list were chosen based on the expectation about which would relate the 

most to foreign policy and international relations. One additional major speech (The White 

House, 2019a) that did not appear in this list was included as well. 

 

Secondly, the preface to the U.S. National Security Strategy (NSS)(The White House, 2017a) 

by President Donald Trump was collected for the same reason as the major speeches. Finally, 

Tweets during two (non-consecutive) months were collected in order to capture what was being 

talked about by state representatives on a daily basis. This was done by going through Tweets 

from the accounts of Donald Trump (@realdonaldtrump, @POTUS), Vice President Pence 

(@vp) and the White House (@whitehouse) throughout the months of February 2017 and 

September 2019. The first month was chosen because it was expected to touch upon relevant 

themes since it was in the beginning of Trumps presidency, and the second month was chosen 

because it is expected to do the same because it coincided with the UN General Assembly. 

 

Second phase of data collection 

The second data collection phase was conducted after deciding upon themes in the first step of 

the analysis. In this phase Tweets, additional speeches and one more official document were 

collected based on the chosen themes.  

 

When collecting data from Twitter in the second phase, the accounts of Secretary of State Mike 

Pompeo (@SecPompeo), the Department of Defense (@DeptofDefense) and the U.S. State 

Department (@statedept) were added to those from which Tweets were collected in the former 

phase. The advanced search on Twitter was used focusing at one theme at the time. All key 

words for the theme were entered, as well as the chosen accounts (all at the same time or some 

at the time) and the time period of 1 January 2018 – 31 December 2018. After collecting Tweets 

on each theme throughout the entire year, shorter time periods were decided on in order to adapt 

the amount of material to the time constraints of writing a thesis. Initially collecting Tweets on 

each theme throughout an entire year allowed for distinguishing when certain themes were 

communicated on more and subsequently choosing shorter time periods that were suitable for 

each theme.  

 

The introduction to the Summary of the National Defense Strategy (NDS)(Department of 

Defense, 2018) was added to the material in this phase, as were two more speeches, one by 
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President Trump and one by Secretary of State Pompeo (The Heritage Foundation, 2018; The 

White House, 2018b). The NDS was included because it is a central strategy document 

complementing the NSS, and the speeches were included because they were extensively 

referred to on Twitter. 

 

After the second collection phase the material consisted of 253 Tweets, ten speeches and parts 

of two official documents3. A more thorough description of the collection process for Tweets 

can be found in appendix A.  

 

4.6. Data processing 

After the second data collection phase the data was processed before it was analyzed in the 

second step of the analysis. First of all, all sections from the collected speeches that did not 

touch upon any of the chosen themes were sorted out. Then all the material was processed into 

units of analysis, which in this thesis was a text consisting of one or more speech sections or 

Tweets that were consistent in theme and topic4. This processing was done because (if an actor 

uses narratives) longer texts such as speeches are likely to include several narratives, and shorter 

texts such as Tweet are not likely to contain a complete narrative on their own. It was therefore 

deemed fruitful to consider a series of interrelated Tweets as comparable to a speech section 

when determining if a certain text has a narrative structure.  

 

In order to process the material for this purpose, every speech, document and Tweet was divided 

or combined into sections touching upon the different themes. Apart from a 

division/combination based on themes, a distinction was also made based on topic. In one single 

speech or across Tweets there can be multiple sections that belong to the same theme but still 

tell different stories. In order to discern whether sections of text in a speech or Tweets on the 

same theme belong to the same unit of analysis focus was put on the connectivity of parts 

(Somers & Gibson, 1994, p. 28). This was done by looking for entrances and exits in and out 

of different themes and topics (Robertson, 2012, p. 236). Sections and Tweets that display a 

causal ‘belonging’ were combined, and together they formed the texts that were the units of 

analysis. 

 

                                                
3 Note that the Tweets reviewed in the first step of the analysis were not analyzed in the second step since the 
time periods did not coincide. The major speeches and the NSS preface were kept from the first phase however. 
4 Two of the texts (no 79 and 104) touches upon two themes instead of just one. The reason for this is that the 
texts could not be divided according to theme without disrupting the topic and story. 
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When all of the material had been processed into units of analysis it amounted to 115 texts 

consisting of 52 Tweet series, 61 speech sections, the preface to the NSS and the introduction 

to the NDS summary. All texts were numbered as they were processed (as can be seen in 

appendix B). The numbered texts (including all Tweets that are not present in the reference list) 

could not be included as an appendix as it would take up an excessive amount of space. They 

are however available upon request.  

 

5. Analysis 

5.1. Step one: Themes 

In this step eight major speeches, two months of Tweets and the preface National Security were 

reviewed for themes by posing the questions in table 1 of each of the texts. By comparing the 

answers to the specified questions from all of the texts, the overall question ‘what repeats 

itself?’, could be answered. Out of all of the themes that were found as reoccurring, six of them 

were chosen as the base for further data collection and subsequent analysis in step two. Themes 

were chosen both based on their occurrence, and with the aim of covering as many of the 

questions as possible. The reason for doing so was to increase the likelihood of capturing all 

three kinds of narratives, if there were any.  

 

There was one central reoccurring picture or view concerning the international system that was 

emphasized by state representatives, which is that the world is made up of sovereign nations 

in competition. Partnerships are possible between any nations with shared goals and 

interests. Cooperation is however not key to peace and prosperity. Instead, respect for other 

nations’ sovereignty, always putting the own nation and its citizens first, and deterrence 

through military strength was described as central to peace and prosperity for all nations. Trump 

himself calls this view principled realism. As for the U.S. role in the international system, its 

unmatched strength and leading position was highlighted, as well as how the U.S. has 

historically been a force for peace and justice (see for example The White House, 2017b, 

2019b).  

 

As for the identity of the U.S., the picture painted by Trump and other state representatives is a 

bit more diverse. A broad range of words were used to describe the values that are central to 

the U.S. identity, including patriotism, pride, faith, strength, unity and sovereignty (see for 

example Miller Center, 2017; The White House, 2018a). As for the story of America, the power 
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and greatness of the U.S. was described as emanating from the American people who have 

and always will be sovereign and rule themselves (see for example The White House, 2017c, 

2017b). Some of the ideologies and practices that the U.S. distances itself from according to 

the reviewed texts includes socialism, globalism, radical Islamism, oppression, and 

domination (see for example Miller Center, 2017; The White House, 2017c, 2018c, 2019b).  

 

Some of the emphasized broader goals for the U.S. included eradicating radical Islamic 

terrorism (see for example Miller Center, 2017; Realdonaldtrump, 2017, February 7; The 

White House, 2017c) and making sure that all bilateral and multilateral relations and deals are 

reciprocal and beneficial for American interests (see for example Miller Center, 2019; The 

White House, 2017a). Another highly emphasized goal was to make America great again, 

which includes strengthening both the American military and the American economy. 

However, since this goal overlaps with some of the other reoccurring topics, and because it 

focuses mainly on domestic measures, it was not included in the thesis as a theme.  

 

When it comes to specific issues there were range of reoccurring ones, some more relevant to 

this thesis than others. One very common issue was illegal immigration. However, while this 

issue is relevant to a certain degree, immigration is more of a domestic policy issue. Two issues 

that were deemed more relevant are the U.S. relations with Iran and North Korea (see for 

example Realdonaldtrump, 2019; The White House, 2017a, 2018a, 2019b).  

 

An important conclusion one can draw here is that there were indeed answers to be found to all 

of the questions in the reviewed material. As mentioned in the method section, there was a 

possibility that the Trump administration would not communicate anything related to these 

questions. This was not the case however, which means that it is possible and relevant to 

continue with step two of the analysis where the main part of the narrative analysis is 

conducted.  

 

On the next page, the topics and their contents highlighted above have been transformed into 

six themes that the next step of the analysis focuses on. Since these themes served as a base for 

further data collection, a number of key words that appeared in the texts were derived from 

each theme, which were subsequently used to collect material in the second data collection 

phase.  
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Table 3: Themes 

Type Theme Key words 

The international system 

 
An international system 

defined by principled realism 

with the U.S. leading as the 

most powerful nation in the 

world 

Realism, sovereignty, 

independence, competition, 

threat, challenge, partnership, 

ally, enemy, deterrence, 

strength, leader, peace, 

world, nations, countries 

American identity and goals 

 The story of America – the 

history of sovereign people 

clearly defined by the things 

they value and distance 

themselves from 

Patriotism, patriot, pride, 

faith, strength, unity, 

sovereignty, globalism, 

oppression, domination, 

people, power, socialism 

Eradicating radical Islamic 

terrorism 

Radical, Islamism, terrorism, 

eradicate, crush, ISIS, 

Taliban 

Pursuing fair and reciprocal 

relations and deals 

Reciprocal, reciprocity, fair, 

unfair, deal, partner, alliance, 

friend, interests, advantage 

Prioritized policy issues 

 
Iran Iran, Iranian, Khamenei 

North Korea Korea, Kim 

 

It is important to note that these themes are not mutually exclusive. For example, the structure 

of the international system and the U.S. role in it overlaps to a great extent with the story of 

America as well as America’s goals. Furthermore, goals and issues are not clearly distinct from 

each other. However, this is not deemed to be a major problem for this thesis for two reasons. 

First of all, the aim is to see if a narrative structure is used in general by the Trump 

administration. The division into themes is therefore more of a structuring aspect when 

analyzing the material. Secondly, as argued by Miskimmon et al. (2018, p. 8), narratives on 

different levels are supposed to align if they are to be convincing. It would therefore be odd if 

the themes were not related and overlapping.  
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5.2. Step two: narrativity 

In this step the material, which after processing consisted of 115 texts, was analyzed by posing 

the questions in table 2 in order to determine if the texts could be classified as narratives. 

 

The narrative analysis showed that the vast majority of the analyzed texts (101 of 115) could 

be classified as narratives. Among the speech sections, 60 of 61 were classified as narratives. 

Among the Tweets series, 39 of 52 were classified narratives. The preface to the NSS and the 

introduction to the NDS summary were also classified as narratives.  

 

An example of how one of the text sections consisting of two Tweets by Donald Trump was 

analyzed is included here for clarity.  

 
Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump 24 dec. 2018 
To those few Senators who think I don’t like or appreciate being allied with other 
countries, they are wrong, I DO. What I don’t like, however, is when many of these 
same countries take advantage of their friendship with the United States, both in 
Military Protection and Trade... (Realdonaldtrump, 2018b) 
 
Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump 24 dec. 2018 
....We are substantially subsidizing the Militaries of many VERY rich countries all 
over the world, while at the same time these countries take total advantage of the U.S., 
and our TAXPAYERS, on Trade. General Mattis did not see this as a problem. I DO, 
and it is being fixed! (Realdonaldtrump, 2018c) 

 

The questions were answered as follows: 

 

Are there characters or agents? 

Yes, Trump, the U.S., other countries. 

 

Is there a sequence of events? 

Yes, the U.S. subsidizing the militaries of other countries, and these countries taking 

advantage of the U.S. on trade. 

 

Are events and characters situated in a context? 

Yes, a context of Trump explaining his view on allies. 

 

Is there a conflict or problem? 

Yes, other countries taking advantage of the U.S. 
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Is there a (proposed) resolution? 

Yes, fixing it. 

 

Is there a story to recover, and if so, does the story predominate in the text? 

Yes, the story of how the U.S. is subsidizing other countries’ militaries but these countries are 

still taking advantage of the U.S. in trade. Now, Trump is fixing that problem. 

 

Is it a narrative? 

Yes 

 

As is evident from this analysis, this Tweets series could be classified as narrative. 

 

The analytical framework in this thesis was developed with the purpose of determining if texts 

are narratives. It was not expected to say anything more about the texts or narratives. However, 

by elaborating on the answers, particularly the one about whether there is a story to recover, 

one also says something about what that story is. While not within the scope of this thesis, it 

can be interesting to mention some of the stories found while conducting the analysis. One 

example of a story that was repeated over and over again is the story of how the U.S. has been 

taken advantage of by other nations. However, since the inauguration of President Trump, his 

administrations refuses to accept this by demanding that relations and deals are reciprocal. This 

story was told in multiple speeches (for example Miller Center, 2017; The White House, 2017c, 

2019b) and on Twitter as can be seen in the example above. Another example is the story of 

U.S.-North Korea relations and its evolvement from North Korea being presented as a (nuclear) 

threat, the imposition of a maximum pressure campaign on the North Korean regime, the 

unprecedented meeting between the two nations’ leaders and progress being made towards a 

potential future partnership. As with the reciprocity story, the North Korea-story was repeated 

across speeches and Tweets (see for example Miller Center, 2019; Realdonaldtrump, 2018a; 

The White House, 2017b, 2018a, 2018c). 

 

A summary of the results can be found in Appendix B and the entire analysis is available upon 

request.   
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6. Discussion and conclusion 
This thesis has contrasted the theory of strategic narratives by Miskimmon, O’Loughlin and 

Roselle, which posits that all states form and project strategic narratives (Miskimmon et al., 

2018, p. 6), with the argument made by Anderson (2019) that U.S. President Donald Trump has 

abandoned the use of political narratives.  

 

An analytical framework that entails a narrative analysis in two steps was constructed based on 

Miskimmon et al.´s theory. In the first step of the analysis, external communication from U.S. 

sources was reviewed in order to identify six reoccurring themes around which the U.S. might 

form and project strategic narratives relating to international politics. In the second step, 

communication exclusively relating to these six chosen themes was analyzed using a set of 

standardized questions in order to determine whether the analyzed texts could be classified as 

narratives. The results of the narrative analysis showed that the majority of the analyzed 

communication could indeed be classified as narratives.  

 

Based on these results the Trump administration is, at least according to this analytical 

framework, projecting strategic narratives to a significant extent. The conclusion one can draw 

from the analysis is thereby that the Trump administration has not abandoned the use of 

strategic narratives. This conclusion means that apart from lending additional support to 

Miskimmon et al.’s theory, this thesis also positions itself firmly on the ‘pro-narrative’ side in 

the debate over the nature of Trump’s mode of communication. This sparks the question of why 

the results of this thesis seem to differ from Anderson’s argument.   

 

A suggestion about why this is the case and the advantages and drawbacks of this thesis’ 

analytical framework will be discussed in further detail below, along with potential implications 

and suggestions for further research. However, before turning to these points, a discussion will 

be held on what is referred to as noise; what it is, why and when it exists, and what it might 

mean for the projection of strategic narratives.  

 

6.1. Noise in communication; strategic or unintentional? 

One observation made during the analysis was that the major speeches delivered by Trump did 

not come across as incoherent or rambling, as Trump’s mode of speaking is often described. 

With the exception of one speech; the one declaring national emergency on February 15, 2019. 
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The analysis found that the relevant text sections in this speech did indeed form narratives. 

However, the only time the question of whether the story predominated in the text was difficult 

to answer was during the analysis (and complete read-through before deciding on themes) of 

this particular speech. This could arguably be the case because there was much more ‘noise’ in 

this speech and the following Q&A than in both other speeches and the collected Tweets5. But 

why is some content perceived as noise? One proposition is that noise is content that does not 

fit the story that is being told, does not follow a common thread for the reader to follow, or is 

incomprehensible. The question that one might pose in relation to narrative is whether the story 

can get lost in the noise? This seems like a possibility, because if there is a lot of noise, there 

are a lot of distractions in the text that make it difficult for reader to follow the storyline and 

know what belongs to the story and what does not. However, evaluating effects of noise on 

strategic narratives is arguably best done through a focus on the reception phase (Miskimmon 

et al., 2018, p. 9). This is the case because it is the audience that has to filter out the noise in 

order to perceive the projected narrative. These questions and propositions can thereby not be 

answered here given that the reception of narratives falls outside the scope of this thesis.  

 

Another aspect of noise has already been touched upon in the previous research section, namely 

noise from a broad range of other actors. This kind of noise arguably also makes it more difficult 

for state actors to project a narrative that is received by the intended audiences (see for example 

Hayden, 2013; Khaldarova & Pantti, 2016; Miskimmon et al., 2013). While the two types of 

noise might be different things, one could argue that they are nevertheless connected. Firstly, 

they are both partly made possible by the internet and social media (at least ‘internal noise’ on 

Twitter). Secondly, one could argue that one noise might follow from the other. If there is a 

myriad of voices and opinions circulating on social media, how can a political actor make itself 

heard in the noise without adapting to it? Audiences are bombarded by communication, 

including opinions and views on world matters; must not a state actor also bombard the 

audiences in order to be heard? By being exceptional and controversial in his communication, 

Trump is likely to draw more attention to himself and make more people listen to him regardless 

of their opinion about what he says. As often said with regards to entertainment; there is no bad 

publicity. Hence, if making a lot of noise (both in terms of volume and content) makes people 

pay attention to you and the things you say (including strategic narratives), then it must be 

considered an at least somewhat successful strategy.  

 

                                                
5 It should be noted that by only looking at relevant Tweets, much of the noise on Twitter is automatically 
removed in the data collection process. 
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However, as noted in the beginning of this section, only one of the speeches by Trump was 

clearly filled with noise. This sparks the question of why an actor is making noise in some 

instances but not in others. The most straightforward answer might be that Trump’s speeches 

are likely written by different speech-writers and sometimes by Trump himself. However, 

another proposition regarding the difference in noise-projection is that a political actor might 

actively choose to project noise in order to conceal something. State representatives might for 

example want to conceal inconsistencies in their narratives, or content that is expected to be 

controversial or disapproved of among audiences. If this content is mentioned in external 

communication but overshadowed by noise, then the actor might not be met with as much 

resistance to it since flaws are not as apparent. This could arguably be the case in this specific 

speech; declaring national emergency on the U.S. southern border might very well be a measure 

that is both controversial and inconsistent.  

 

6.2. Discussion on results 
The results of this thesis seem to stand in contrast to the argument made by Anderson. However, 

this is most likely the case because Anderson’s conception of narrative is more different to that 

of Miskimmon et al. than initially assumed. In essence, her argument is based on whether what 

Trump says and does, as well as his policy goals, fit into one broad coherent narrative. This 

indicates that her definition about a one storyline refers only to having a single narrative, which 

she argues that Trump cannot commit to (Anderson, 2019, p. 11). Whether or not a political 

actor wields a single narrative is arguably what authors within the field of strategic narratives 

refer to as narrative coherence (Miskimmon et al., 2018, p. 8)(Hellman & Wagnsson, 2017, p. 

164). While this conceptual discrepancy can explain why the conclusions differ, Anderson is 

arguably not sufficiently clear about what she means by narrative in the phrasing of her main 

conclusions. To state that “Donald Trump has successfully abandoned political narratives” is 

quite the bold conclusion regardless of how she defines narratives since a large portion of 

narrative research defines it differently. It is also precisely because of this that the conceptual 

discrepancy does not render this thesis irrelevant. Even though the definitions differ, both 

Anderson’s article and this thesis do indeed talk about narratives in a political context. The 

evaluation of whether her argument about Trump not using narrative was accurate according to 

the strategic narrative framework can therefore still be considered a contribution to narrative 

research. After all, Trump does talk and write differently to his predecessors; according to 

Anderson to the extent that he is “fundamentally anti-narrative” (Anderson, 2019, p. 11). 
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6.3. Discussion on the analytical framework 

This section discusses the advantages and drawbacks of the analytical framework. One first 

consideration is that the analytical framework might be too simplistic for evaluating whether a 

text can be considered a narrative or not. Perhaps the mere presence of these components is not 

enough to make a text a narrative. One potential alternative or complement to focusing on the 

components of a narrative would perhaps be to focus more on causality, or how the parts are 

meaningfully connected. As argued by Miskimmon et al., “narratives are frameworks that allow 

humans to connect apparently unconnected phenomena around some causal transformation” 

(Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 5). However, according to the authors it is the particular structure 

of the narrative (actors; events, plot, and time; and setting and space), that give sense to the 

individual parts (Miskimmon et al., 2013, p. 5). This indicates that it is difficult to get at the 

causality aspect without going through the narrative structure. If one departs from Miskimmon 

et al.´s theory, it would in any case be difficult to argue that at text that does in fact contain 

actors, a sequence of events, a context, a problem and a resolution, is not a narrative. In sum, 

while the analytical framework developed in this thesis ‘only’ looks for the presence of 

narrative components, doing so it still accounts for the central defining of features of narratives 

in terms of time sequencing, causality, and the problem-solution dynamic. The framework is 

therefore considered complex enough for determining whether a text can be considered a 

strategic narrative.  

 

However, while focusing on whether the components of a narrative are present in the material 

enables an evaluation of whether texts are narratives, it does not do much more than that. An 

alternative would have been to conduct a thicker analysis, where one or a few narratives are 

identified and analyzed more thoroughly and critically (Miskimmon et al., 2018, pp. 33–41). 

Such an approach would arguably make it possible to say something about potential meanings 

of narratives, as well as for identifying inconsistencies or contradictions that are not identifiable 

with the chosen framework. However, since the point of departure was that there might not 

even be any narratives, such a framework was not deemed most fit for the purpose of this thesis. 

Nevertheless, a thicker analysis is preferable in further research on the Trump administration’s 

narratives. 

 

Another potential criticism is that it is inappropriate to compare an argument about strategic 

narratives projected by a state and the communicative mode of one individual. However, states 

will always communicate, at least to a certain extent, through representatives, and the President 



 

 35 

(or equivalent) is undeniably the main representative of any state. Furthermore, the analysis did 

not find Trump to use narratives any less than the other state representatives and official sources 

being analyzed. 

 

In sum, while the analytical framework has its limitations, it was deemed as able to determine 

if texts can be classified as narratives or not, and therefore fit for the aim of this thesis. Apart 

from being a tool for this particular thesis, this framework also constitutes a contribution to the 

research field of strategic narratives as it may be used by others with similar ambitions as this 

thesis, or as an initial step for differentiating between narratives and non-narratives before 

moving on to thicker narrative analyses. 

 

6.4. Implications and suggestions for further research 

Based on the results of this thesis we can (at least for now) leave behind any doubt about the 

underlying assumption to strategic narrative research; that communication matters in 

international politics. Even a leader of the most powerful nation in the world who is skeptical 

of traditional expressions of authority is forming and projecting strategic narratives. With this 

in mind, one should perhaps instead turn the attention to less powerful states. If even the U.S. 

is bound to project strategic narrative as a means to shape the behavior of others, then all other 

states would arguably be bound to do so as well. However, few nations have the resources that 

the U.S. and other powerful states such as Russia have to invest in strategic narrative projection. 

It is therefore interesting to consider both in practice and in further research if the projection of 

strategic narratives is yet another area in which weaker states are falling behind.  

 

Another possible avenue for further research is into the concept of noise elaborated upon above, 

with a focus on the reception phase of strategic narratives. More thorough empirical research 

focusing specifically on the construction of one over-arching narrative by the Trump 

administration is also warranted. This entails an explicit focus on narrative coherence and 

whether a potential lack of coherence is intentional or not. It would also be interesting for 

further research to compare the Trump administration’s narratives to previous U.S. narratives 

as well as the new narrative proposed by Mr. Y (2011). 
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Appendices  
 

Appendix A: Detailed description of Tweet collection 

The two months of Tweets that were reviewed in the first data collection phase did not include 

a lot of Tweets that were deemed relevant to this thesis. Because of this, a longer time period 

was chosen for the collection of theme-specific data on Twitter in the second data collection 

phase. The Twitter search during the second collection phase was therefore conducted for the 

entire year of 2018.  

 

In the second data collection phase, the theme and related key words were used as a base to 

collect additional Tweets for analysis. The search was conducted for one theme at the time 

based on the related key words. All Tweets that were considered relevant to any of the chosen 

themes were copied into a document and sorted according to theme. When there was a video or 

picture with text embedded in a Tweet, these were included for analysis as well. As for the 

contents of the videos (usually clips from speeches), I used transcripts found online when they 

were available (and necessary given the length of the video). When it was not possible to find 

any transcripts, I transcribed what happened and what was being said myself. These transcripts 

and texts that appeared on pictures embedded in Tweets were written below the Tweets in the 

document where all Tweets were complied. Tweets that only consisted of quotes from speeches 

that were already included in the speech-material were excluded. 

 

The year-long search unintentionally resulted in more Tweets than could be analysed within 

the scope of the thesis and shorter time periods were therefore chosen for each theme. How the 

time periods were decided for each theme is described below.   

 

For the theme about the international system, the month of July was chosen. This particular 

month was chosen because during that time period, there were more relevant Tweets for the 

theme than during other months. The initial search generated 24 Tweets that were sorted into 

this theme.  

 

For the Story of America theme, a lesser number of Tweets were generated from the initial 

search. For that reason, the chosen time period was from January-July. The reason for this 

choice is that the first half of 2018 entailed more relevant Tweets than the second. July was 
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included as well in order for a relevant Tweet from the 4th of July to be included in the analysis. 

The initial search generated 28 Tweets. 

 

For the terrorism theme, the month of December was chosen. The reason for this is that it was 

during that month that ISIS was declared defeated, and there was therefore more 

communication about the theme than during other months. The initial search generated 14 

Tweets on this theme during December.  

 

The theme on reciprocal deals and relations was communicated on quite evenly throughout the 

year. The initial search generated the highest number of Tweets (17) during the month of 

December, and that month was therefore chosen  

 

The Iran theme generated a large number of Tweets in the initial search. Apart from regular 

communication on this theme from state representatives, there are three events that are clear in 

the communication. These three events are the protest in Iran in the beginning of 2018, the 

withdrawal from the nuclear deal in May, and the imposition of sanctions towards Iran in 

November. The time period chosen for analysis is the month of May. The months of January 

and November would also have been viable choices, but May was chosen because in that month, 

there was more variation in who communicated on the theme on Twitter. The initial search 

generated 34 Tweets during May.  

 

The North Korea theme was also communicated on throughout the year, but the communication 

culminated around President Donald Trump’s meeting with North Korean leader Kim Jung-un 

in June. In June alone, the initial search generated 63 Tweets. Furthermore, the communication 

on Twitter relating to this meeting stretched further back than June, with the first hint among 

the generated Tweets being in March. Between this Tweet from 6 March and the end of June, 

the initial search generated 113 Tweets. It was deemed beneficial to look at Tweets from this 

entire period, but 113 Tweets were considered slightly too many for the scope of this thesis. 

Therefore, Tweets that stated something that has already been stated in another Tweets by the 

same account were removed. Tweets that focused more on another issue than North Korea, for 

example what the media and opposition think about what is happening, were also removed. 

These measures brought down the total amount of Tweets on this theme a bit, but the rest were 

considered to be of substantial relevance and were therefore kept. The combination of Tweets 

into related series made it possible to still keep a fairly large number of Tweets, since every 
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individual Tweet was not analysed on its own but together with related Tweets from the same 

account.  

 

Some consecutive Tweets included several clips from the same speech or interview. In some 

cases, only the included clips were analysed as part of the Twitter communication. However, 

some of these speeches were instead chosen to be included in the analysis as speeches. When a 

speech that appeared in Tweets was chosen to be included in its entirety in the analysis, the 

Tweets with quotes and clips from that speech were excluded from the analysis. The two 

speeches that were added to the material this way include President Trump’s speech from May 

8, 2018 when he announced that the U.S. is withdrawing from the Iran nuclear deal (The White 

House, 2018b), and Secretary of State Mike Pompeo’s address on the Trump-administration’s 

Iran strategy on 21 May 2018 (The Heritage Foundation, 2018). 

 

The year-long search for Tweets also yielded more hits than could be displayed, which meant 

that only the most relevant Tweets according to Twitter’s algorithm could be seen. In order to 

mitigate the potential risk of missing important Tweets, additional searches were done to 

include missed Tweets that added to the (potential) story. This was done after time periods for 

each theme had been decided and Tweets outside of these had been removed from the 

document. These additional searches were conducted by searching for Tweets from the same 

account and around the same dates as all Tweets in the document, one by one. The purpose was 

to find any missed Tweets that added to the potential story. All related Tweets that were found 

this way were not included in the material; only Tweets that added something new were 

included. This meant that another Tweet that said more or less the same thing as one that was 

already included did not have any added value and was therefore left out. 

 

 If these additional searches were not conducted, there was a risk of deeming a Tweet or a series 

of Tweet as not being a narrative, when in fact it was part of a narrative that was projected 

through consecutive Tweets on that subject. Since Tweets added this way inevitably added to 

the same topic, they became part of the same unit of analysis as the Tweet around which this 

additional search was made. 
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Appendix B: Summary of Results 

Tweets 
 

No Date 
Number of 
Tweets Type of text Source Theme Narrative 

1 2018-07-06 1 Tweet Trump 
International 
system Yes 

2 2018-07-08 2 Tweet Pompeo 
International 
system Yes 

3 2018-07-11-2018-07-12 2 Tweet Pompeo 
International 
system No* 

4 2018-07-13 2 Tweet DoS 
International 
system No* 

5 2018-07-12 1 Tweet  Pompeo 
International 
system No 

6 2018-07-15-2018-07-19 12 Tweet (video) Trump 
International 
system Yes 

7 2018-07-15-2018-07-16 3 Tweet Pompeo 
International 
system No* 

8 2018-07-18-2018-07-19 3 Tweet (video) DoS 
International 
system Yes 

9 2018-07-20-2018-07-21 4 Tweet Pompeo 
International 
system Yes 

10 2018-07-26 2 Tweet Trump 
International 
system Yes 

11 2018-07-25-2018-07-27 5 Tweet (video) Pompeo 
International 
system Yes 

12 2018-07-30 6 Tweet (video) DoS 
International 
system Yes 

13 2018-01-08-2018-01-09 7 Tweet (photo) Whitehouse Story of America Yes 
14 2018-01-08-2018-01-09 3 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
15 2018-01-14 1 Tweet Pence Story of America Yes 
16 2018-01-15 1 Tweet Whitehouse Story of America Yes 
17 2018-01-17 1 Tweet  Whitehouse Story of America No* 
18 2018-01-19 3 Tweet (video) Pence Story of America Yes 
19 2018-02-08 2 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America No 
20 2018-02-12 1 Tweet Pence Story of America No 
21 2018-02-15 1 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
22 2018-03-15 2 Tweet (video) DoS Story of America Yes 
23 2018-03-20 1 Tweet Trump Story of America Yes 
24 2018-04-04 1 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
25 2018-04-04 1 Tweet DoS Story of America No 
26 2018-04-12 2 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
27 2018-05-04-2018-05-05 2 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America No 
28 2018-05-23 2 Tweet (video) Whitehouse Story of America No 
29 2018-05-25 2 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
30 2018-05-27 1 Tweet Trump Story of America No 
31 2018-05-28 3 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
32 2018-07-04 4 Tweet (video) Trump Story of America Yes 
33 2018-12-19-2018-12-24 13 Tweet (video) Trump Terrorism Yes 
34 2018-12-19-2018-12-21 8 Tweet Whitehouse Terrorism Yes 
35 2018-12-02 1 Tweet Pompeo Reciprocity No* 
36 2018-12-03-2018-12-29 16 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 
37 2018-12-04-2018-12-08 4 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 
38 2018-12-08 1 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 
39 2018-12-13 1 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 
40 2018-12-24 1 Tweet Trump Reciprocity No 
41 2018-12-24 2 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 



 

 46 

42 2018-12-27 1 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 
43 2018-12-28 3 Tweet Trump Reciprocity Yes 
44 2018-05-01 4 Tweet DoS Iran Yes 
45 2018-05-25 1 Tweet (video) DoS Iran Yes 
46 2018-05-07-2018-05-13 4 Tweet Trump Iran Yes 
47 2018-05-13-2018-05-26 12 Tweet Pompeo Iran Yes 
48 2018-03-06-2018-06-17 29 Tweet (video) Trump North Korea Yes 
49 2018-03-13-2018-06-13 6 Tweet (video) VP North Korea Yes 
50 2018-04-19-2018-06-12 25 Tweet (video) DoS North Korea Yes 
51 2018-05-04-2018-06-28 22 Tweet Pompeo North Korea Yes 

52 2018-05-10-2018-06-15 15 
Tweet (video 
and photo) Whitehouse North Korea Yes 

 
DoS=Department of State. 
 
 
Speeches and official documents 
 

No Title Date 
Number of 
sections 

Type of 
text Source Theme Narrative 

53 

Remarks by 
President Trump on 
the Joint 
Comprehensive Plan 
of Action  2018-05-08 1 Speech Trump Iran Yes 

54 

Mike Pompeo's 
public address on the 
Trump 
administration’s Iran 
strategy 2018-05-21 1 Speech Pompeo Iran Yes 

55 
Speech declaring 
national emergency 2019-02-15 4 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 

56 Same as above 2019-02-15 2 
Speech & 
Q&A Trump North Korea Yes 

57 Inaugural address 2017-01-20 2 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
58 Same as above 2017-01-20 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

59 

Address to the UN 
General Assembly 
September 2017 2017-09-19 4 Speech Trump International system Yes 

60 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
61 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
62 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
63 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
64 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
65 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
66 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump North Korea Yes 
67 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Iran Yes 
68 Same as above 2017-09-19 1 Speech Trump Terrorism Yes 

69 

Address to the UN 
General Assembly 
September 2018 2018-09-25 3 Speech Trump International system Yes 

70 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump International system No 
71 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump North Korea Yes 
72 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump Terrorism Yes 
73 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump Iran Yes 
74 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
75 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
76 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
77 Same as above 2018-09-25 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

78 
Remarks at the UN 
GA September 2019 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump International system Yes 
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79 Same as above 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump 
International system 
and Story of America Yes 

80 Same as above 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
81 Same as above 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump Iran Yes 
82 Same as above 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump North Korea Yes 
83 Same as above 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump Terrorism Yes 
84 Same as above 2019-09-24 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

85 
State of the Union 
Address 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

86 Same as above 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
87 Same as above 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
88 Same as above 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
89 Same as above 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump Terrorism Yes 
90 Same as above 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump Iran Yes 
91 Same as above 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump North Korea Yes 

92 

Remarks by 
President Trump at a 
Salute to America 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

93 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
94 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
95 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
96 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
97 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
98 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
99 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

100 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
101 Same as above 2019-07-04 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 
102 Preface to the NSS dec-17 1 Document Trump International system Yes 
103 Remarks on the NSS 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

104 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump 
Reciprocity and Story 
of America Yes 

105 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump International system Yes 
106 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 

107 
State of the Union 
Address 2018-01-30 1 Speech Trump International system Yes 

108 Remarks on the NSS 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Terrorism Yes 
109 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Iran Yes 
110 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Terrorism Yes 
111 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Reciprocity Yes 
112 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump North Korea Yes 
113 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump International system Yes 
114 Same as above 2017-12-18 1 Speech Trump Story of America Yes 

115 

Summary of the 
2018 National 
Defense Strategy of 
the United States of 
America 2018 1 Document DoD International system Yes 

 
 
DoD=Department of Defense. 
 
The ones classified as No* are texts that were not classified as narratives on their own, but their content aligns 
with stories told elsewhere. 
 


