VILNIUS UNIVERSITY
FACULTY OF PHILOLOGY

Magdalena Przemyska

Stancetaking strategies in American and Polish political discourse:

Facts, acts and emotions

Thesis submitted in partial fulfilment of requirements for the degree of MA in English Studies

(Literature, Linguistics, Culture)

Supervisor — Assoc. Prof. Dr. Anna Ruskan

Vilnius, 2023



Acknowledgements

First and foremost, I would like to express my sincere gratitude to my supervisor Assoc. Prof. Dr. Anna
Ruskan for the continuous assistance, guidance, and advice. I am genuinely grateful for the shared
knowledge, valuable comments, and suggestions, as well as the amount of spent time. The completion
of this thesis could not have been possible without such a wonderful person and supervision. Also, I
would like to show appreciation to all professors with whom I had a chance to work during this
programme. These professors have always been sympathetic and welcoming, and as an international
student, I really appreciate it. Finally, I would like to thank my family and friends for their support and

constant inspiration.



Abstract

This thesis focuses on epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies in American and Polish
political discourse. The study investigates the distribution and use of the categories of epistemic,
effective, and attitudinal stance in political speeches on the war in Ukraine delivered by the President of
the United States of America Joe Biden, and the President of the Republic of Poland, Andrzej Duda. The
aim of this thesis is to reveal how politicians representing two different countries and cultures express
their positioning on the war in Ukraine and what factors may determine the distribution of stancetaking
strategies in their discourse. The study presents a combination of quantitative and qualitative analysis.
The results have shown a different distribution of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stance in the
speeches of the American and Polish Presidents. Joe Biden prefers the use of effective stance, while
Andrzej Duda favours the use of attitudinal stance. Joe Biden’s preference in the use of effective stance
could be explained by the fact that it enables the speaker to control the realization of an event, which is
of great importance when addressing an international audience. Andrzej Duda’s preference in the use of
attitudinal stance could be substantiated by the proximity both to the audience and the event. The most
common category of epistemic stance is Epistemic Modality, both in American and Polish discourse.
There is a difference in the use of the categories of effective stance due to Joe Biden’s preference in the
use of Intentionality and Andrzej Duda’s preference in the use of Deonticity. Both speakers convey
attitudinal stance mainly through lexical means and show identical preference in the use of evaluative

parameters.
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Introduction

In addition to communicating propositional content, the speaker commonly expresses emotions,
evaluations, or positions; specifically, stance (Biber et al. 2021, 958). As stance can convey many
meanings, it can be categorized as epistemic, effective, or attitudinal (Biber ef al. 2021; Marin-Arrese
2021b). These meanings can be accomplished by a variety of linguistic devices, i.e., grammatical,
lexical, and lexico-grammatical (Biber & Gray 2014; Biber & Zhang 2018). However, the distinction
between epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stance can be ambiguous, due to the circumstance that one
stance marker can convey different meanings and one proposition can contain more than one stance
marker.

Stance has been explored in connection with other categories, for instance, modality (e.g.,
Greenbaum 1996; Griffiths 2006), evidentiality (e.g., Cappeli 2007; Marin-Arrese et al. 2022), or
evaluation (e.g., Biber & Gray 2014; Biber & Zhang 2018). Stance and stance-related approaches have
also been investigated in different languages from a contrastive perspective, for instance, in English and
Spanish (Marin-Arrese 2015), in English and Lithuanian (Solien¢ 2008), or in English and Polish
(Warchat & tyda 2009a, 2009b; Warchat 2010), as well as in different discourses, for instance, in
academic discourse (e.g., Hyland 2005), journalistic discourse (e.g., Marin-Arrese 2015), parliamentary
discourse (e.g., Vasilescu 2010), or political discourse (e.g., Marin-Arrese 2011; Aboghunaim 2020;
Martin de la Rosa et al. 2020; Marin-Arrese 2021b).

In recent research, much attention has been paid to the analysis of epistemic, effective, and
attitudinal stance in political discourse. For instance, Marin-Arrese (2011, 2021b) investigated epistemic
and effective stance in the discourse of British, American and Spanish politicians, revealing the
interpersonal style of the speakers as well as variation of stance resources across languages and cultures.
However, to my knowledge, this phenomenon has not been examined before in Polish political
discourse, thus, this thesis will attempt to investigate it. Conducting this study seems to be significant,
as it may contribute to the fulfilment of the existent gap and expansion of the present knowledge on
epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies in political discourse, especially in the
context of war. Moreover, this study appears to be important, firstly, because the United States provides
much assistance to Ukraine and secondly, because of Poland’s geographical position as well as its aid to
Ukrainian people. Thus, it seems to be crucial to implement the contrastive approach and analyse
stancetaking strategies deployed by the main representative of each country, namely, the President of
the United States, Joe Biden, and the President of the Republic of Poland, Andrzej Duda.

The aim of this thesis is to reveal how politicians representing two different countries and cultures

express their positioning on the war in Ukraine and what factors may determine the distribution of



stancetaking strategies in their discourse. In order to accomplish the stated aim, the following objectives
were made:
1. To identify and classify epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies in Joe Biden’s
and Andrzej Duda’s speeches on the war in Ukraine.
2.To identify similarities and differences in the distribution and use of epistemic, effective, and
attitudinal stancetaking strategies in the speeches delivered by the two Presidents.
It is hypothesized that there will be variation in the use of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal
stancetaking strategies in the speeches of the two Presidents determined possibly by the different target
audience (international vs national) that the speakers address as well as by the different geographical
proximity of the two countries to Ukraine. Distributional differences could also be a sign of intercultural
differences defining American and Polish political discourse.
The thesis includes three main sections: a theoretical background, data and methodology, and
stancetaking strategies in American and Polish political discourse. The thesis ends with conclusions of

the most significant aspects.



1. Theoretical background

This section will provide a theoretical overview of the pivotal concepts and issues concerning stance.
The section consists of four subsections. Subsection 1.1 introduces the notion of stance; subsection 1.2
presents types of stance; subsection 1.3 demonstrates linguistic realizations of stance and is divided into

stance expressions in English and Polish; and subsection 1.4 describes stance in discourse.
1.1. The notion of stance

One of the characteristics of communication, which is of central importance, is stancetaking (Jaffe 2009,
3). Stancetaking and the concept of stance, however, are complex phenomena, thus, it is significant to
start with several perspectives of stance and observe how different scholars tried to approach stance
(e.g., Hunston & Thompson 2000; Kérkkédinen 2006; Du Bois 2007; Biber et al. 2021).

Along with communicating propositional content, the speaker commonly expresses emotions,
evaluations, or positions; namely he/she takes a stance (Biber ef al. 2021, 958). This general definition
of stance could be followed by a more developed approach to stance presented by Du Bois (2007). Du
Bois (2007, 163) defines stance as a single act consisting of several triplet sets of distinctive constituents
and procedures. In accordance with this approach, the concept of stance is comprehended as three acts
in one, creating a so-called stance triangle. Thus, in the process of taking a stance “the stancetaker (1)
evaluates an object, (2) positions a subject (usually the self), and (3) aligns with other subjects” (Du Bois
2007, 163). On this account, a set of three actors, i.e., first subject, second subject, and stance object,
and a set of three actions, i.e., evaluation, positioning, and alignment are distinct, yet subordinate aspects
of a stance act. The principle of a stance triangle can be illustrated by the following example:

Speaker A: It is nice weather today.

Speaker B: Yeah, it is perfect.

To illustrate, Speaker B says that today the weather is perfect. Speaker B, i.e., stancetaker and the first
subject, evaluates that the weather, i.e., a referential stance object toward which the stance is directed, is
perfect. Positioning and alignment of Speaker B are formulated in response to some prior stance and the
second subject, i.e., Speaker A saying that today the weather is nice. In such interaction, the notion of
intersubjectivity is present, as the first person’s subjectivity and another person’s subjectivity are
involved (Du Bois 2007, 140). Like Du Bois (2007), Kérkkdinen (2006, 700) argues that stance arises
from an interaction between interlocutors in a certain context. In this case, it is an expression of
intersubjective stance which emerges from a collective evaluative engagement. Here, stance is also being

shaped by other discourse participants, rather than being an isolated act.



Hunston and Thompson (2000, 5), on the other hand, perceive stance in terms of evaluation.
Evaluation is an extensive concept which encompasses the speaker’s expression of attitudes, points of
view, or emotions towards particular objects or propositions, which reveals the speaker’s system of
values (Hunston & Thompson 2000, 6).

The perspectives on stance provided above have one aspect in common, namely, they all involve
an evaluative dimension. The notion of evaluation is indeed connected to stance, as it alludes to any
piece of discourse that can be perceived as communicating an attitude or assessment (Biber & Zhang

2018, 99).

1.2. Types of stance

As stance can convey many meanings, it can communicate different semantic distinctions (Biber ef al.
2021, 964). For instance, Biber et al. (2021), indicate epistemic, attitudinal and style of speaking stance.
Marin-Arrese’s study (2021b) draws on Langacker’s (2009) distinction between epistemic and effective
stance. Different types of stance signify different stancetaking strategies. This study, however, is focused
on epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies, thus, these types of stance will be
accordingly discussed.

According to Biber et al. (2021, 964), epistemic stance conveys the speaker’s comments on the
status of information in a proposition. The expressions of epistemic stance can cover a wide range of
meanings, containing among others certainty, doubt, possibility, probability, epistemic necessity, or
knowledge (Boye 2016; Biber et al. 2021). These meanings can be placed on a so-called epistemic scale
which ranges from a high degree of certainty to a low degree of certainty (Nuyts 2001, 22). On the
epistemic level, the speaker strives for epistemic control, i.e., knowledge, to construct the conception of
reality (Langacker 2009, 173). Thus, epistemic stance is concerned with the factuality of a situation
(Huddleston & Pullum 2002, 173) and accordingly can cover indicated in the title facts. Epistemic stance
is connected with the categories of epistemic modality and evidentiality, which will be presented further.

Epistemic modality alludes to an assessment of the truth value of the proposition (Greenbaum
1996; Griffiths 2006). Evidentiality refers to the source of knowledge and certainty regarding the
proposition (Cappeli 2007, 96). Evidentiality is acknowledged to relate to epistemic modality, since both
evaluate something — evidentiality evaluates the evidence, while epistemic modality evaluates the
likelihood of some abstract construct. Thus, epistemic evaluation cannot take place without some
evidential evaluation (Cappeli 2007, 128). Epistemic stance encompasses epistemic evaluation, as it
indicates the speaker’s evaluation of the possibility of a state of affairs (Cappeli 2007, 122). Here, the
performance of epistemic evaluation is based on the source of information or evidence which entitles

the speaker to produce a statement (Marin-Arrese ef al. 2022, 57). In this respect, the speaker, i.e., the
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evaluator, creates knowledge which is “certainly supported by evidence” (Cappeli 2007, 125).
Evidentiality is then an expression of epistemic stance, as the speaker’s epistemic positioning is always
accomplished because of some source of information or evidence (Cappeli 2007, 126), because, as stated
by Nuyts (2001, 34), “without any evidence one cannot evaluate the probability of the state of affairs”.
This evidence can be direct, i.e., Direct Perceptual Evidentiality, and indirect, i.e., Indirect Inferential
Evidentiality and Indirect Reportative Evidentiality (Marin-Arrese et al. 2022).

In accordance with Marin-Arrese (2021b, 292), epistemic stance enables the speaker to control the
conceptions of reality. Epistemic modality and evidentiality, as the approaches which assess the truth
value and the source of knowledge and certainty of a proposition, can provide support for the proposition
and accordingly control the audience’s acceptance of the conception of reality (Marin-Arrese 2021b,
292).

As stated by Marin-Arrese (2021b, 292), effective stance conveys the speaker’s estimation of the
status of an event and its execution or actualization. The expressions of effective stance can cover a wide
range of meanings, including desirability, intentionality, necessity, or possibility (Marin-Arrese 2011,
267). On the effective level, the speaker strives for the control to effect the actual occurrence of an event.
Here, effective control refers to the exercise of power, thus, the speaker’s purpose is to make the audience
actually do something toward the realization of the event, not just acknowledge it (Langacker 2009,
167). Thus, effective stance can cover indicated in the title acts. Effective stance is related to event
modality, i.e., deontic and dynamic modality, which deal with the expressions of the participant’s
internal and external possibility and necessity, or attitudinal predicates which indicate the speaker’s
commitment, inclination, or intention concerning the event’s occurrence (Marin-Arrese 2011, 266).

Deontic modality alludes to human control over the situation, such as permission or obligation. In
addition, it relates to constraints grounded in society, such as duty, morality, laws, and rules (Greenbaum
1996; Griftiths 2006). Dynamic modality, on the contrary, makes a reference to the speaker’s ability or
willingness to do something (Huddleston & Pullum 2002, 178). The distinction between deontic and
dynamic modality should be drawn, as dynamic ability does not express the speaker’s attitude towards
factuality or actualisation of the situation (Huddleston & Pullum 2002, 179).

In accordance with Biber et al. (2021, 966), attitudinal stance conveys the speaker’s attitudes and
feelings. The expressions of attitudinal stance can communicate either positive or negative meanings.
These meanings can be employed within different evaluative parameters. For instance, Bednarek (2009,
42) distinguishes core parameters, i.e., Comprehensibility, Emotivity, Expectedness, Importance,
Possibility/Necessity, Reliability, and peripheral parameters, i.e., Evidentiality, Mental State, Style. To
illustrate, one of the core evaluative parameters is Comprehensibility. Within this parameter something
can be situated on a scale as comprehensible, meaning positive, or incomprehensible, meaning negative

(Bednarek 2009, 45). Such positive/negative distinction and description can be applied to all attitudes,
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since an attitude alludes to the values due to which one is able to connect emotional answers with the
discourse participants or a particular course of action (Bednarek 2009, 27). Thus, attitudinal stance can
cover indicated in the title emotions. As argued by Biber and Zhang (2018, 99), attitudinal stance is
closely related to evaluation. Evaluation, however, is a comprehensive concept which is subject to, for
instance, immediate context or one’s suppositions about value. As a consequence, evaluation can be
expressed through any means that can be comprehended as communicating an attitude (Biber & Zhang

2018, 99). This issue will be further explained in the following subsection.

1.3. Linguistic realizations of stance

Stance can be expressed by a variety of linguistic elements, i.e., grammatical, lexical, and lexico-
grammatical.

Grammatical stance markers contain two separate components, specifically, one which represents
the stance and one which represents a proposition communicated by that stance (Biber ef al. 2021, 961).
Thus, the grammatical stance markers can be as follows:

a)Stance adverbials, containing single adverbs, adverb phrases, prepositional phrases, comment
clauses, and hedges (e.g., fortunately, in fact);
b)Stance complement clauses controlled by an adjective, noun, verb, and extraposed structures (e.g.,
I am happy that he will come.);
c)Modals and semi-modals (e.g., must, might, have to, ought to);
d)Stance nouns controlled by prepositional phrase (e.g., I do not take responsibility for his
behaviour.);,
e)Premodifying stance adverbs (e.g., I am really happy).
Grammatical stance markers can communicate three types of stance: epistemic, effective and attitudinal
(Biber et al. 2021, 964).

Lexical marking of stance, on the contrary, “differs from grammatical stance marking in that it
involves only a single proposition, rather than a stance relative to some other proposition” (Biber et al.
2021, 960). As stated by Biber and Gray (2014, 220), stance can be communicated by evaluative or
value-laden lexis, where the specific words convey attitudes, emotions, and evaluations, thus, they
convey attitudinal stance (e.g., sad, bad). Despite being lexically based, such a stance is grammatically
embedded because it demands an allusion to the circumstances that create the setting for the statement,
allowing one to acknowledge that this is the speaker’s assessment. Therefore, this assessment can be
conveyed through evaluative lexical means, such as adjectives, main verbs, or nouns (Biber et al. 2021,

960).
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Stance, furthermore, can be expressed through morpho-syntactic means, such as aspect, tense, and
voice; discourse patterns, such as reiteration, quotation; phonological means, such as pitch, intensity,
and intonation; and non-verbal means, such as facial appearance, gesticulation, and posture (Vasilescu
2010, 370-371; Biber et al. 2021, 959). These morpho-syntactic means, discourse patterns, phonological
means, and non-verbal means are not linguistically explicit; thus, one can encounter difficulties with
determining what attitude is determined by the speaker to be communicated (Biber ef al. 2021, 959). As

a consequence, speakers rather convey stance through the use of grammatical or lexical stance markers.

1.3.1. Stance expressions in English

The expressions of stance in English are well explored within different approaches, such as modality
and evidentiality. Therefore, the presentation of stance expressions in English will be done in accordance
with these notions.

In English, epistemic stance is expressed by markers of epistemic modality, such as modal
auxiliaries, modal adverbs and complement clauses, as well as by markers of evidentiality. The meaning
of epistemic possibility is communicated by the modal verbs could/may/might. The meaning of
epistemic necessity is conveyed by the modal verb must. Modal verbs such as will/lwould and
shall/should/ought to express prediction (Greenbaum 1996, 260-263).

The modal adverbs related to epistemic modality and epistemic stance are classified by Simon-
Vandenbergen and Aijmer (2007) into four types, namely, epistemic adverbs (e.g., certainly, no doubt)
which express strong commitment, evidential adverbs (e.g., clearly, obviously) which show certainty
subjected to some evidence, expectation adverbs (e.g., of course, inevitably) which convey certainty
subjected to some expectations, and speech act adverbs (e.g., arguably, admittedly) which indicate
certainty “through conveying explicitly that the speaker’s viewpoint is to be seen in the light of
alternative voices” (Simon-Vandenbergen & Aijmer 2007, 84). It should be noted that in the study by
Simon-Vandenbergen and Aijmer (2007), evidential adverbs are part of certainty adverbs. As stated by
Simon-Vandenbergen and Aijmer (2007, 41), “the rhetorical function or effect of an adverb of certainty
is to signal that an utterance presents a stronger argument than an alternative one.” Thus, the use of the
adverbs of certainty allows the speaker to affect the audience’s attitudes or perspectives. It is also
important to indicate low confidence adverbs. Such adverbs show the situation is likely to be true or
cannot be true at all (Rozumko 2019, 441), therefore, they denote some doubt. Adverbs, such as maybe,
perhaps, probably, likely, possibly, presumably, and conceivably, represent this category.

Complement clauses controlled by adjectives, nouns, and verbs also convey epistemic modality.
As illustrated by Biber and Gray (2014), adjectives or nouns controlled by that complement clause can

communicate epistemic certainty (e.g., certain, fact), or epistemic likelihood (e.g., likely, assumption);
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and adjectives followed by to complement clause can also express epistemic certainty and likelihood
(e.g., sure, unlikely) (Biber and Gray 2014, 228).

Markers of evidentiality, which express epistemic stance, can be divided into those denoting direct
evidence, i.e., Direct Perceptual Evidentiality, and indirect evidence, i.e., Indirect Inferential
Evidentiality and Indirect Reportative Evidentiality (Marin-Arrese et al. 2022). The distinction between
direct and indirect evidence could be simply comprehended as whether the speaker directly participated
in or witnessed the event or not. Thus, Direct Perceptual Evidentiality refers to the speaker’s direct
access to the evidence through the senses of, for instance, sight or hearing (Boye 2010, 295), therefore,
it can be expressed by verbs of perception such as see or hear. Both Indirect Inferential Evidentiality
and Indirect Reportative Evidentiality concern the speaker’s indirect access to the information. The main
difference between these types of indirect evidence, however, is that Indirect Inferential Evidentiality is
based on the inferences acquired through perceptual or conceptual evidence, while Indirect Reportative
Evidentiality is based on the mediated access to the information obtained through communication with
an external source (Marin-Arrese et al. 2022, 58-59). Thus, Indirect Inferential Evidentiality can be
expressed through markers derived from the verb see (e.g., saw, seen) or the verb seem (e.g., seem,
appear), and the adverbs (e.g., clearly, evidently). Indirect Reportative Evidentiality can be
communicated through markers stemming from the verb say (e.g., it is said, it is reported) or the adverbs
(e.g., allegedly, reportedly) (Marin-Arrese et al. 2022).

When discussing the expressions of evidentiality, it is also important to refer to verbs of cognitive
attitude. As stated by Cappeli (2007, 126), verbs of cognitive attitude (e.g., believe, know, think) can be
situated along the uncertainty dimension which consequently indicates epistemic meaning. However,
they may be as well interpreted as conception-based inferences (Marin-Arrese ef al. 2022, 68), which
highlights their evidential dimension and shows the close connection between the epistemic and
evidential meanings.

In English, effective stance is expressed by means of deontic and dynamic modality, such as modal
auxiliaries. Deontic modality deals with the meanings of permission or obligation (Huddleston & Pullum
2002, 184). Permission can be conveyed through modal verbs such as can/could and may/might.
Obligation can be expressed by modal verbs and semi-modals such as should/ought to and must/have
to/need to (Greenbaum 1996, 260-264). In order to communicate volition, which is the meaning of
dynamic modality, modal verbs such as will/would and shall/should are used. Volitional meaning can
also be expressed through the expression would like. The study by Rozumko (2019) proposes a category
of adverbs of necessity. Although necessity is associated both with epistemic and deontic modality
(Rozumko 2019, 128), it can be argued that adverbs such as necessarily or inevitably communicate rather

deontic meaning, since they convey something that is necessitated by circumstances. Simon-
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Vandenbergen and Aijmer (2007, 188) also draw attention to the deontic rather than epistemic necessity
expressed by these adverbs.

Attitudinal stance in English can be communicated through adjectives or nouns which control
complement clauses. Similarly, as in case of epistemic meaning, these adjectives and nouns operate as
controlling words that communicate a particular meaning, namely an attitudinal meaning (Biber & Gray
2014, 221). The study by Biber and Gray (2014) also supplies a categorization of adjectives and nouns
followed by either that or to complement clauses which demonstrate attitudinal dimension. Adjectives
and nouns controlled by that complement clause express attitude/emotion (e.g., afraid, fear), or
evaluation (e.g., acceptable, critical), while those followed by to complement clause communicate
attitude/emotion (e.g., angry, grateful), or evaluation (e.g., appropriate, wrong) (Biber & Gray 2014,
228).

1.3.2. Stance expressions in Polish

The expressions of stance in Polish will be presented analogously to the above-mentioned approaches
in English, namely, the notions of modality and evidentiality.

In Polish, epistemic stance is also conveyed through markers of epistemic modality, such as modal
auxiliaries, and modal adverbs, as well as by markers of evidentiality. In Polish, however, modality is
manifested through the category of mood which is marked on the verb as a result of a particular set of
inflections (Rozumko 2019, 77). Polish, as an inflectional language, requires mood which respectively
provides a modal frame. In comparison to English, Polish modal verbs manifest a rather low level of
grammaticalization and therefore, they do not form such a clear-cut subsystem (Warchat & £yda 2009b;
Rozumko 2019). Nevertheless, it is still possible to indicate the following Polish modal verbs, i.e., moc
‘can’, musie¢ ‘must’, wolec¢ lit. ‘prefer’, mie¢ lit. ‘have’, trzeba ‘must’, nalezy ‘should’, powinien
‘should’, wolno ‘may’, mozna ‘can’, da sie lit. ‘canbe’, and bedzie ‘will” (Rozumko 2019, 78). Epistemic
moc signifies possibility, musie¢ indicates the strongest level of certainty and commitment, while
powinien signifies a slightly lower level of epistemic necessity (Warchat 2010, 125).

In Polish, other markers of modality, such as modal adverbs, mostly convey epistemic meanings.
According to Rozumko (2019, 119), in Polish, like in English, the categorization of the adverbs is
subjected to their level of certainty. The study by Grochowski et al. (2014) provides the most
comprehensive overview of Polish modal markers. Interestingly, many of these markers have a close
similarity to the markers recognized in the study by Simon-Vandenbergen and Aijmer (2007). Therefore,
in accordance with the classification by Grochowski et al. (2014), the following types of modal adverbs
in Polish can be distinguished: high confidence markers, e.g., na pewno ‘certainly’, z pewnoscig

‘certainly’; markers of conviction, e.g., oczywiscie ‘of course’, naturalnie ‘naturally’; confirmatory

15



markers, e.g., rzeczywiscie ‘really’, faktycznie ‘really’; inferential markers, e.g., wida¢ ‘apparently’,
widocznie ‘apparently’; non-eliminating markers, e.g., chyba ‘probably’, moze ‘maybe’; markers of
hypotheses, e.g., prawdopodobnie ‘presumably’, pewnie ‘likely’; and reportive markers, e.g., podobno
‘supposedly’, pono¢ ‘supposedly’.

When it comes to markers of evidentiality in Polish, as in English, they can be expressed through
verbs of perception. These verbs can denote both direct and indirect evidentiality, as they encompass
visual widziec¢ ‘see’, auditory sfysze¢ ‘hear’, and tactile czuc¢ ‘feel’ meanings (Gujarek 2010, 78). Indirect
Inferential Evidentiality can be expressed through inferential adverbs. The equivalent for the adverbs
indicating a high level of certainty, such as ‘clearly’, ‘obviously’, or ‘evidently’, is wyraznie. The
equivalent for the adverbs conveying a lower level of certainty, such as ‘seemingly’ and ‘apparently’, is
widocznie (Rozumko 2019, 230). The remaining evidence-based inferential adverbs include ewidentnie,
Jjawnie, najwyrazniej, najwidoczniej, and najoczywisciej (Rozumko 2019, 267). Inferential meaning can
be also conveyed through the epistemic verbal phrases wydaje sie, Ze and zdaje si¢, Ze which are
analogous to the English verb seem (Wiemer 2006, 53). These phrases refer to some sensory perception,
therefore, they cannot be employed in conception-based inferences (Wiemer 2006, 55).

Verbs of cognitive attitude in Polish seem to be not so well analysed in comparison to English.
Nevertheless, the study by Szczyrbak (2018) supplies some information regarding the communication
of epistemic stance through them in Polish. In her study, verbs of cognitive attitude are considered within
the positions of Knowing, Unknowing and Believing. Knowing pertains to the speaker’s certainty,
Unknowing alludes to the speaker’s absence of certainty, while Believing refers to all information that
is possible, probable, or uncertain, irrespective of the level of conveyed uncertainty (Szczyrbak 2018,
212). The verb wiedzie¢ ‘know’ can be found in the position of Knowing and manifest certain knowledge
(Szczyrbak 2018, 214). The verbs wierzy¢ ‘believe’, sqdzic¢, mysle¢, and uwazac ‘think’ can be found
in the position of Believing and show the speaker’s assumptions, beliefs, and conjectures (Szczyrbak
2018, 219).

In Polish, effective stance is expressed by means of deontic modality, such as modal auxiliaries
and modal adverbs. Modal verbs moc ‘can’, musie¢ ‘must’, and powinien ‘should’ primarily denote
deontic meanings (Warchat & Lyda 2009b, 235). Despite the fact that most of the modal adverbs in
Polish communicate epistemic meanings, some can be employed in the deontic contexts as emphasizers,
for instance, koniecznie ‘necessarily’ expresses deontic sense of circumstantial necessity (Rozumko
2019, 79). Although in Polish dynamic modality is not determined as a separate type of modality
(Rozumko 2019, 52), the meanings associated with dynamic modality and effective stance can be
expressed by the verb moc ‘can’.

It seems that attitudinal stance in Polish has not attracted academic attention. None of the studies

provides a categorization of adjectives, adverbs, or nouns according to their emotive dimension, as for
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instance Biber and Gray (2014) do. This circumstance could be caused by the fact that “Polish culture
does not have a tradition of elaborate verbalization of emotions or of highly developed analysis of one’s
own emotions (characteristic of mainstream modern American culture)” (Wierzbicka 1999, 258). It
could be argued, however, that the translating approach toward the examination of emotive language in
Polish could be adopted. Even though emotive meaning is strongly subjective (Bednarek 2009, 46), yet
the adjective, such as krytyczny ‘critical’, the adverb, such as niestety “‘unfortunately’, or the noun, such
as strach ‘fear’ can be easily identified and classified.

Ultimately, one more issue should be noted. As mentioned above, Polish is an inflectional
language (Warchat & Lyda 2009b; Rozumko 2019). Therefore, one should be aware of the verb
inflection. For instance, the modal verb musie¢ ‘must’ can be expressed as musze, musiatem, musisz,
musiates, musi, musiat, etc., depending on the personal pronoun or tense. Therefore, in the discussion of
findings, the study will provide the presentation of different forms of the same verb which were the most

frequent in the Polish sub-corpus.

1.4. Stance in discourse

The studies of stance are in most cases corpus-based, and their attention is centred on comparative and
quantitative analyses of both spoken and written discourses (Biber & Zhang 2018, 100). Spoken and
written discourses, however, differ in the prevalence of stance expressions. Namely, spoken register,
such as conversation or speech, is characterized by the dense employment of expressions of stance
contrary to written register, such as academic research paper, which is rather deprived of stance markers
(Biber & Zhang 2018, 100).

Stance and stance-related approaches have been also investigated in different languages from a
contrastive perspective. Epistemic stance strategies were compared in English and Spanish by Marin-
Arrese (2015); markers of epistemic possibility and necessity were examined in English and Lithuanian
by Soliené (2008); epistemic modality markers in English and Polish were explored by Warchat and
Lyda (2009a, 2009b); and modal verbs of epistemic necessity and inference were considered by Warchat
(2010). Such cross-linguistic studies allow to compare the realizations of stance in the two languages
and identify language-specific features of stance.

Stance and associated with it approaches have been as well analysed in different discourses, for
instance, in academic discourse (Hyland 2005), journalistic discourse (Marin-Arrese 2015),
parliamentary discourse (Vasilescu 2010), or political discourse (e.g., Marin-Arrese 2011; Aboghunaim
2020; Martin de la Rosa et al. 2020; Marin-Arrese 2021b). Such studies contribute to the investigation
of discourse-specific characteristics of stance, as stance can acquire different functions in distinct

discourses. To illustrate, for instance, academic discourse is considered to be “faceless” (Biber & Zhang
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2018, 100), meaning the absence of stance markers, while political discourse, on the contrary, is
perceived to be persuasive (Harutyunyan & Yeghiazaryan 2021, 15).

Since political discourse is persuasive, it can be positioned on the scale of manipulation which
consists of persuasion and coercion (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 293). Persuasion can be aligned with
epistemic control, as it is belief-based and concerns the speaker’s aim to convince the audience to accept
his or her beliefs. Coercion therefore can be aligned with effective control, as it relates to the speaker’s
intent to coerce the audience to act in a particular way (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 293). As persuasion is the
primary strategy of argumentation (Usyk & Voloshchuk 2018, 224), political discourse is therefore also
argumentative. In argumentative political discourse, the speaker aims at arousing a particular reaction
among the audience — opinion, meaning the use of epistemic stance; behaviour, meaning the use of
effective stance; or emotional state, meaning the use of attitudinal stance (Usyk & Voloshchuk 2018,
225). To persuade, coerce, or argue, the speaker not only uses certain words but also various strategies,
such as stylistic devices, reiteration, thymes, or emotive language (Usyk & Voloshchuk 2018, 224;
Harutyunyan & Yeghiazaryan 2021, 16). Emotions and emotive vocabulary play an important function
in persuasion, as they enable the speaker to convince about the value of a particular aspect (Marin-Arrese
2021a, 136). In fact, there is a relationship between emotions and argumentation, as emotional
argumentation affects the emotional state of the audience (Usyk & Voloshchuk 2018, 224).

The use of specific vocabulary and stancetaking strategies moreover constructs an interpersonal
style of the speaker. Interpersonal style involves the strategic use of language and rhetorical strategies,
which in consequence create identity, in this case, political identity. Such identity can be influenced by
the social role of the speaker, for instance, whether it is President or Prime Minister, as well as by
personal and political objectives (Marin-Arrese 2011, 264). For instance, in the study by Marin-Arrese
(2011), English speakers, i.e., President George W. Bush and Prime Minister Tony Blair prefer to use
epistemic stance, while the Spanish speaker, i.e., President of Government of Spain Jos¢ Maria Aznar
Loépez favours the use of effective stance. In another study by Marin-Arrese (2021b), the preferred way
of persuasion by President George W. Bush and Prime Minister Tony Blair is on the contrary effective
stance. Undeniably, the context of the speeches plays a significant role in the choice of stancetaking
strategies, however, it could be argued that the personal and political goals in a particular situation affect

this selection as well.
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2. Data and methodology

The data of the present study comprise ten speeches on Ukraine-Russia war delivered by the President
of the United States, Joe Biden, and 18 speeches given by the President of the Republic of Poland,
Andrzej Duda. The former comprise 19,760 words, and the latter consist of 17,454 words. In total, the
self-compiled corpus of the presidential speeches on the war in Ukraine contains 37,214 words. The

speeches were collected from official websites, namely, www.whitehouse.gov and www.prezydent.pl.

The process of corpus compilation was subject to some criteria, such as the same context, i.e., the
Ukraine-Russia war, and the time span, i.e., from February 2022 until February 2023. The decision to
focus on political discourse and the circumstance of war could be justified by the fact that in such
discourse and context, a wide range of stance devices can be found.

This study explores epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stance expressed primarily by grammatical
or lexico-grammatical means. As stated by Biber and Zhang (2018, 99), grammatical stance requires
“(a) a grammatical constituent containing a lexical item that expresses a stance meaning; (b) a
grammatical constituent with a proposition that is framed by the lexical item”, therefore, in this research,
the focus was put on:

a) Adjectives followed by that or to complement clause (e.g., And whatever Russia does next, we re
ready to respond with unity, clarity, and conviction.);,
b)Nouns followed by that or to complement clause (e.g., And we re united in our resolve to defend
our NATO Alliance.);
c)Verbs followed by that or to complement clause (e.g., I want to begin by thanking President
Zelenskyy for his passionate message this morning.);
d)Adverbs (e.g., And it’s clearly helped Ukraine inflict dramatic losses on Russian forces.);,
¢) And modal and semi-modal verbs (e.g., We must remain unified today and tomorrow and the day
after and for the years and decades to come.).
In most cases, adjectives, nouns, and verbs were followed by an explicit that clause, where a proposition
is present. However, there were also cases of the retrieved that complement clause or clauses with a zero
complementizer (e.g., And if we listen to his speech last night — and many of you did, I know — he’s —
he’s setting up a rationale to go much further.). A retrieved complement clause relies on implicit
meanings or reference (Biber et al. 2021, 1037). Regarding adverbs, a distinction should be drawn
between stance adverbs and adverbs modifying an element of a clause. Stance adverbs (e.g., obviously,
unfortunately) convey an overt attitude or assessment with regard to the proposition (Biber & Zhang
2018, 106) and can be paraphrased by the structure with the adjective, whereas adverbs that modify an
element of a clause do not express stance. Accordingly, clearly in (d) above could be paraphrased as /¢

is clear that it’s helped Ukraine inflict dramatic losses on Russian forces. Here, the adverb clearly
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functions as an adverb denoting stance. Concerning included items, two more issues should be noted,
namely, markers which signify the speaker’s stance, i.e., the first-person stance (e.g., [ want, we want),
and mental state predicates (e.g., believe, know, think) which mark cognitive attitude, i.e., qualificational
meaning, rather than a mental activity, i.e., non-qualificational meaning (Cappeli 2007, 94).

The criterion for exclusion had to be established as well. Therefore, the following items were

excluded:

a)Markers occurring in generic statements and conveying no speaker stance/positioning (e.g., a
human can),

b)Markers which pertain to past events that have already happened and do not relate to the moment
of utterance (e.g., But the battle for democracy could not conclude and did not conclude with the
end of the Cold War.), and future facts (e.g., Tomorrow, NATO will convene a summit — we’ll be
there — to bring together the leaders of 30 Allied nations and [...]);

c)Modal markers will and would which occur in if conditional clause;

d)Modal marker will which is used in general statements signifying a high probability of occurrence
of an event, thus, being almost equivalent to stating a fact (Kreidler 1998, 246);

e) Pragmatic markers of shared knowledge (e.g., you know);

f) Reported speech which makes reference to the third person (e.g., He thought he’d get the

Finlandization of NATO.).

Stance can also be expressed by lexical means, in which case, as argued by Biber and Zhang (20138,
99), stance is closely related to evaluation. Biber and Gray (2014) as well as Biber ef al. (2021) provide
the term of attitudinal stance, which is frequently expressed by lexical means. Thus, this study also takes
into account attitudinal stance conveyed through lexical devices (e.g., This is critical to me.). This
instance of lexical stance differs from grammatical stance in that it does not contain a proposition framed
by the lexical item, but rather it includes value-laden lexis (Biber & Gray 2014, 220).

Stance markers selected for the study were analysed within the frameworks designed by Marin-
Arrese (2021b) and Biber and Gray (2014). Since Marin-Arrese (2021b) focuses on epistemic and
effective stance, whereas Biber and Gray (2014) explore epistemic and attitudinal stance, it appeared to
be crucial to combine these two frameworks in order to categorize stance markers comprehensively.
Moreover, the selection of Marin-Arrese’s framework (2021b) could be substantiated by the fact that
her classification has been adopted in other studies of the speaker’s stance in political discourse (e.g.,
Marin-Arrese 2011; Martin de la Rosa et al. 2020). To analyse attitudinal stance, mainly disclosed
through lexical means, Bednarek’s (2009) framework of evaluation was used. The process of classifying
expressions of attitudinal stance has been based on the core evaluative parameters of Comprehensibility,
Emotivity, Expectedness, and Importance. Besides, Bednarek (2009) acknowledges the core evaluative

parameters of Possibility/Necessity and Reliability, as well as peripheral evaluative parameters of
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Evidentiality, Mental State, and Style, however, these have been excluded because the same expressions
can be found in Marin-Arrese’s (2021b) or Biber and Gray’s (2014) (e.g., possible, seem) classifications.

The methodology of the study is a combination of quantitative and qualitative analysis. After a
close reading of all speeches, the identification of the selected stance markers as epistemic, effective, or
attitudinal was done and classified according to the categories presented by Marin-Arrese (2021b), Biber
and Gray (2014), and Bednarek (2009). Some modifications, however, were made to the original
framework presented by Marin-Arrese (2021b). Firstly, the category of Evidentiality which includes
direct and indirect evidence was created. Secondly, the category of Factives which includes personal
cognitive and impersonal factives was formed.

After the expressions of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stance were identified in the
presidential speeches, the relative frequencies of the markers per 1,000 words were calculated.
Subsequently, the quantitative results were complemented by a discussion concerning the use of
epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies in the American and Polish political discourse
concerning the war in Ukraine. It was important to base the discussion not only on the core function of
these expressions, i.e., epistemic, effective, and attitudinal, but also on their rhetorical impact on the

audience in the light of war rhetoric.
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3. Stancetaking strategies in American and Polish political discourse

This section will be devoted to the demonstration and discussion of stancetaking strategies in American
and Polish political discourse in the context of the war in Ukraine. The section is divided into four sub-
sections, which subsequently concern the overall distribution of stancetaking strategies, as well as a
more detailed presentation of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies and their

realizations.

3.1. Overall distribution of stancetaking strategies in American and Polish political

discourse

The overall distribution of types of stance in the American and Polish presidential speeches on the war
in Ukraine shows that Joe Biden uses fewer stancetaking strategies in comparison to Andrzej Duda (see
Table 1). Such difference could be substantiated by Poland’s geographical proximity as well as cultural
ties with Ukraine. Since the Polish President feels more connected to a neighbouring country and realizes
the seriousness of war threat in his country, he deploys more stancetaking strategies. Thus, such selection
of stancetaking strategies is affected by the personal and political goals of each speaker. Joe Biden
prefers to use effective stance (38% of all types of stance), however, the difference between all
stancetaking strategies in his speeches is not prominent. A slight difference between attitudinal and
epistemic stance can be observed, as they appropriately constitute 32.5% and 29.5% of all types of
stance. Similarly, results in the study by Marin-Arrese (2021b) revealed the preference in the use of
effective stance by George W. Bush and Tony Blair. In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, on the contrary, there
is a considerable preference in the use of attitudinal stance which amounts to almost half of the
stancetaking strategies (46.7% of all types of stance). Nevertheless, the difference between the remaining
stancetaking strategies is not so big, as epistemic and effective stance respectively represent 29.7% and

23.6% of all types of stance.

Table 1. The distribution of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stance in Joe Biden’s and Andrzej Duda’s political

speeches (raw numbers, relative frequency per 1,000 words, and percentage)

Stance BIDEN DUDA
19,760 words 17,454 words
N R % N R %
Epistemic 295 14.92 29.5 323 18.5 29.7
Effective 380 19.23 38 257 14.72 23.6
Attitudinal 325 16.44 32.5 508 29.1 46.7
TOTAL 1000 50.59 100 1088 62.32 100
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Concerning distributional differences of each type of stance in the speeches of the two Presidents,
epistemic stance as well as attitudinal stance are more frequent in Andrzej Duda’s discourse than in Joe

Biden’s. However, effective stance is more frequent in Joe Biden’s speeches.

3.2. Epistemic stancetaking strategies and their realizations

Epistemic stance is employed to convey the speaker’s estimation of the status of information in a
proposition, inclusive of, for instance, certainty, factuality, truthfulness or source of knowledge (Biber
et al. 2021, 964). Following Marin-Arrese (2021b), epistemic stance in this study is divided into the
following categories, i.e., Epistemic Modality (EM), Indirect Inferential Evidentiality, which in this
study will include direct evidence, i.e., Direct Perceptual Evidentiality, and indirect evidence, i.e.,
Indirect Inferential Evidentiality and Indirect Reportative Evidentiality, thus, the self-created category
of Evidentiality (EVID), Personal Cognitive Factives and Impersonal Factives, which in this study will
be connected and constitute the self-created category of Factives (FAC), Cognitive Attitude (CGA), and
Marked Enunciational Positioning (MEP) (see Table 2). Therefore, the following findings will be

presented in consonance with these types of epistemic stance.

Table 2. The categories of epistemic stance in Joe Biden’s and Andrzej Duda’s political speeches (raw numbers, relative

frequency per 1,000 words, and percentage)

Epistemic BIDEN DUDA
stance 19,760 words 17,454 words

N R % N R %
EM 167 8.45 56.61 135 7.73 41.8
EVID 24 1.21 18.14 33 1.89 10.22
FAC 39 1.97 13.22 41 2.35 12.69
CGA 29 1.46 9.83 87 4.98 26.93
MEP 36 1.82 12.2 27 1.55 8.36
TOTAL 295 14.9 100 323 18.5 100

Before the detailed presentation of findings regarding the types of epistemic stance, it is important
to discuss their distribution (see Table 2). In Joe Biden’s speeches, Epistemic Modality represents the
most frequent category. The remaining types of epistemic stance, however, are characterized by a rather
identical distribution, as they range from 1.21 to 1.97 times per 1,000 words. In Andrzej Duda’s
speeches, Epistemic Modality is also the most frequent category, yet it is slightly lower in comparison
to its frequency in Joe Biden’s speeches. The similar preference in the use of the markers of Epistemic
Modality by the two speakers could be explained by the context of the speeches, as both Presidents try
to persuade the audience to accept a certain conception of reality. In Andrzej Duda’s discourse, one can

observe, however, the difference in the relative frequency of the remaining categories of epistemic
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stance. Markers of Cognitive Attitude appear 4.98 times per 1,000 words, Factives occur 2.35 times per
1,000 words, while markers of Evidentiality and Marked Enunciational Positioning do not exceed 2

times per 1,000 words.

3.2.1. Epistemic modality

Epistemic Modality expresses the speaker’s evaluation of the existence of a designated event, either its
actual or potential appearance (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 293).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, Epistemic Modality is a significantly favoured category, mostly
expressed through probability modals (e.g., will, would, be going to). The predominance of this category
could be explained by the character of the event, where the speaker’s speculation or prediction can be

conveyed, as in (1), (2), and (3):

(1) We will have a different future — a brighter future rooted in democracy and principle, hope and
light, of decency and dignity, of freedom and possibilities. (Biden_5)

(2) No, you will not take my country. No, you will not take my freedom. No, you will not take my future.
(Biden_10)

(3) Now — now, I want to be honest with you: This could be a long and difficult battle. (Biden_4)

Examples (1) and (2) indicate a somewhat higher degree of the speaker’s certainty, in comparison to (3),
where a low level of possibility can be seen. In (1) and (2), the speaker attempts to convince the audience
of the truth of the proposition. It is an important rhetorical strategy, specifically in the context of war.
The predominance of the modal verb will and respectively the higher degree of the speaker’s
commitment could be substantiated by the desire to persuade the audience to accept the current status of
reality.

Similarly, in Andrzej Duda’s speeches, Epistemic Modality is dominant and mostly communicated
through the probability modal bedzie ‘will’ (e.g., bedq, bedzie), as in (4) and (5). The prevalence of this
category, as in Joe Biden’s speeches, again could be substantiated by the context of the utterances. As
the modal verb will constitutes the most powerful probability marker (Celce-Muria & Larsen-Freeman
1999, 143), the speaker’s degree of certainty and dedication is considerable, as can be seen in (4) and

(5) below:

(4) Ale waznych deklaracjach, bo one bedq prowadzily — nie mam watpliwosci — do rzeczywiscie
powaznych sankcji wobec Rosji i jej liderow. Sankcji, ktore — mam nadzieje — bedg miaty skutek

otrzezwiajgcy i blokujgcy. (Duda_5)
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‘But important declarations, because they will lead — I have no doubts — to really serious sanctions

towards Russia and its leaders. Sanctions that — I hope — will have a sobering and blocking effect.’
(5) Dobrze wiemy, ze droga do tego zwyciestwa jest jeszcze daleka i bedzie okupiona wielkim wysitkiem

i ofiarami. Ale nie ma innej drogi. (Duda_18)

‘We know very well that the road to this victory is still long and will be paid with great effort and

sacrifices. But there is no other way.’

In (4), using another epistemic expression nie mam watpliwosci ‘1 have no doubts’, the speaker shows a
strong conviction about the consequences of important declarations which certainly will contribute to
serious sanctions. Furthermore, the verb mam nadzieje ‘I hope’, as an effective expression of
Intentionality, strengthens the speaker’s certainty about the occurrence of certain effects of imposed
sanctions. In (5), in spite of not being one hundred percent certain, the Polish President is still very
confident about the forthcoming efforts and sacrifices, as there is no other way to win the war.

There were 39 instances of adverbs signifying epistemic necessity, such as oczywiscie ‘of course’,
na pewno ‘certainly’, or z calq pewnosciqg ‘certainly’, which constitute the vast majority. In (6) below,
the speaker indicates certainty about the appearance of discussions about the final form of strengthening

the eastern flank of the Alliance:

(6) Oczywiscie na pewno bedg dyskusje na temat ostatecznego ksztattu wzmocnienia wschodniej flanki
Sojuszu — jakie to majq by¢ konkretnie ilosci? Czym wschodnia flanka — jezeli chodzi o
infrastrukture — ma by¢ wzmocniona? (Duda_10)

‘Of course, there will certainly be discussions about the final form of strengthening the eastern
flank of the Alliance - what are the exact amounts? What is the eastern flank — in terms of

infrastructure — to be strengthened with?’

Interestingly, in the example above, the speaker combines two strong adverbs, i.e., oczywiscie ‘of course’
and na pewno ‘certainly’, thus, his commitment to the assessment is also strong. There were as well
probability adverbs representing a lower level of certainty, such as chyba ‘probably’, moze ‘maybe’,
prawdopodobnie ‘probably’, or najprawdopodobniej ‘probably’. These low probability modals
comprise 14 instances. They are used in the contexts where the speaker’s assessment about the
occurrence of an event is not that high or, for instance, when the speaker does not want to vouch for the
validity of the proposition, as he is not completely certain about it. Interestingly, the US President takes
advantage of only three instances of low probability modals.

The results regarding this category can be compared to the findings of the research by Marin-

Arrese (2021b), where epistemic modality is the most prevailing category of epistemic stance or by
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Aboghunaim (2020), where epistemic modality constitutes the most frequent device used by Barack

Obama and Tony Blair. Both studies were related to political discourse and the context of war.

3.2.2. Evidentiality

Evidentials show the source of the provided information or evidence, which gives the speaker permission
to produce a concrete claim (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 294).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, evidentials are the least dominant category. Here, nonetheless, one can
observe Joe Biden’s preference to use the verb see (e.g., [ saw, we saw, we have seen), which makes a

provision of conclusions based on the sense of sight or other evidence, as in examples (7) and (8) below:

(7) We saw a staged political theater in Moscow — outlandish and baseless claims that Ukraine was —
Ukraine was about to invade and launch a war against Russia, that Ukraine was prepared to use
chemical weapons, that Ukraine committed a genocide — without any evidence. (Biden_2)

(8) In the past week, we’ve seen shelling increase in the Donbas, the region in eastern Ukraine

controlled by Russian-backed separatists. (Biden 2)

Example (7) above illustrates Indirect Inferential Evidentiality which is based on conceptual evidence.
The speaker indeed did not see a staged political theater, but rather it is a conclusion constructed on the
basis of conceptual evidence, i.e., claims that Ukraine was about to invade Russia. Example (8), on the
other hand, displays Direct Perceptual Evidentiality which is based on non-mediated access to the
evidence. In both instances, the US President feels entitled to produce such statements, since they are
based on evidence and show how the knowledge necessary for the claim was acquired (Marin-Arrese et
al. 2022).

The most frequently used evidential category in Joe Biden’s speeches is Indirect Inferential
Evidentiality, including 14 instances, and Direct Perceptual Evidentiality, including eight instances. The
predominance of inferences could be explained by the fact that the speaker does not personally
participate in the events, thus, the evidence is acquired indirectly.

Furthermore, there were a few occurrences of adverbs, as clearly in (9) and allegedly in (10):

(9) And once the war started, we immediately rushed $350 million in additional aid to further address
their needs: hundreds of anti-air systems, thousands of anti-tank weapons, transport helicopters,
armed patrol boats, and other high-mobility vehicles, radar systems that help track incoming

artillery and unmanned drones, secure communications equipment and tactical gear, satellite
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imagery and — and analysis capacity. And it’s clearly helped Ukraine inflict dramatic losses on
Russian forces. (Biden_4)
(10) Two hundred thousand people have allegedly already left. (Biden 5)

In (9), the speaker comes to the conclusion by alluding to the formerly presented facts in his speech,
thus, it is an instance of inferential. Due to the use of the adverb clearly, the author draws a conclusion
about the significance of additional assistance to Ukraine. It may seem that the US President aims at the
control of the public’s acceptance of the importance of provided additional aid to justify the enormous
amount of money spent on it. In (10), on the contrary, reportative meaning, which marks the absence of
the speaker’s commitment to the made claim (Marin-Arrese ef al. 2022), is illustrated.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, the use of evidentials is also characterized by a rather low number.
Nevertheless, the Polish President shows preference in the use of the verb widzie¢ ‘see’ (e.g., widziatem,

widzimy, widzielisSmy), as in instances (11) and (12) below:

(11) Na wtasne oczy widzialem slady zbrodni. Widzialem ogrom ludzkiego nieszczescia. Widzialem
cierpienie, widziatem bol, widziatem zburzone domy. Widzialem niewyobrazalng tragedie Waszego
narodu. (Duda_14)

‘I saw the crime with my own eyes. I have seen the enormity of human misery. I have seen
suffering, I have seen pain, I have seen houses destroyed. I have seen the unimaginable tragedy of
your people.’

(12) Widzimy w mediach te dramatyczne, zatrwazajqce, przerazajgce sceny, ktore codziennie dziejq sig
na Ukrainie. (Duda_9)

‘We see in the media these dramatic, frightening, terrifying scenes that are happening in Ukraine

every day.’

Example (11) illustrates Direct Perceptual Evidentiality, as the author speaks about his visit to Ukraine.
Direct Perceptual Evidentiality can be also seen in (12) since the speaker makes a reference to the
dramatic, frightening, terrifying scenes seen in the media. Both (11) and (12) are subject to visual
sensation, thus, the Polish President is authorized to deliver such assertions (Marin-Arrese et al. 2022).
In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, Direct Perceptual Evidentiality is used more frequently, inclusive of
27 examples, in comparison to Indirect Inferential Evidentiality, inclusive of 6 examples. There were no
instances of Indirect Reportative Evidentiality. The predominance of direct evidentials could be
explained by the fact that the speaker either participated in the events or had direct access to the sensory

evidence.
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3.2.3. Factivity

Factives presuppose the truth of the proposition defined by the complement clause (Marin-Arrese 2021b,
294). There are two types of Factives — Personal Cognitive Factives and Impersonal Factives. The
connection of Personal Cognitive Factives and Impersonal Factives in this study was caused by the fact
that both of these types present the speaker’s complete support for the proposition, however, one
incorporates personal pronouns, thus, it is connected to subjectivity, while the other does not include
personal pronouns, thus, it is not clear whether it is the speaker’s or shared view (Marin-Arrese 2021b,
294).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, this category is the second most preferable device. This could be
explained by the circumstance that Joe Biden perceives a high degree of epistemic support and tries to
construct the perception of the events as facts. Impersonal Factives are incorporated more often (e.g., in
fact, really, it is true) than Personal Cognitive Factives, where the use of the verb know (e.g., I know, we
know) predominates. Moreover, regarding the verb know, it is used more frequently with the singular
first-person pronoun /. As a result, it is possible for the speaker to represent his point of view and position
himself subjectively, rather than present a shared perspective (Marin-Arrese 2011). For instance, in (13),
(14), or (15), the US President presupposes conformity with the proposition, at the same time indicating

his strong commitment:

(13) In fact, we started our assistance to Ukraine before this war began, as they started to do exercises
along the Ukrainian border — the Russians — starting in March of last year. (Biden 4)
(14) I know this is hard and that Americans are already hurting. (Biden 2)

(15) But we already know Putin’s war against Ukraine will never be a victory. (Biden_3)

In (14), due to subjective positioning, the speaker demonstrates personal responsibility for the critical
task of limiting the pain of American people. In (15), the speaker endeavours to persuade the audience
that Putin’s war will never be a victory and presents it almost as a fact. The use of the plural personal
pronoun we, however, strives for the presentation of evaluation which is potentially distributed between
a few people, for instance, the members of the government or people in general. Because of this, the
speaker does not take full accountability for the statement.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, the category of Factives is used rather rarely. The speaker takes
advantage of both Personal Cognitive Factives and Impersonal Factives, however, the latter
predominate. Impersonal Factives include expressions, such as rzeczywiscie ‘really’ or ‘in fact’ and

naprawde ‘really’, as in (16):
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(16) To robi rzecgywiscie ogromne wrazenie. (Duda_11)

‘It really makes a huge impression.’

In (16), the speaker expresses his commitment by stating that the defence systems built on the streets of
Kyiv make a huge impression. The adverb really intensifies the speaker’s support for the communicated
information. Personal Cognitive Factives, on the other hand, primarily consist of the verb wiedzie¢

‘know’ (e.g., wiem, wiemy), as in (17):

(17) Wiemy, ze konsekwencje tej wojny dotykajq nas wszystkich, ale takze wielu ludzi na catym swiecie,
ale pamietamy, Ze to ukrainski narod placi za wolnos¢ najwyzszq ceng — ceng Zycia. (Duda_18)
‘We know that the consequences of this war affect all of us, but also many people around the world,
but we remember that it is the Ukrainian nation that pays the highest price for freedom - the price

of life.’

The Polish President, however, uses more frequently the verb know with the plural first-person pronoun
we. This could be explained by the speaker’s desire to position himself intersubjectively. Intersubjective
positioning allows to present a shared perspective and thus avoid accountability (Marin-Arrese 2011).
In the circumstances of war rhetoric, it seems to be a reasonable strategy since it is a very sensitive topic.
In (17), due to intersubjectivity, the speaker is not responsible for assuming that the consequences of the

war affect all people.

3.2.4. Cognitive attitude

The category of Cognitive Attitude communicates the speaker’s attitude or beliefs with respect to events
and representations (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 295).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, one can observe a slight preference in the use of verbs of cognitive
attitude (e.g., I believe, I think), as well as expressions, such as in my view, from my perspective, which
indicate the speaker’s partial support for the proposition (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 295). The verb believe
predominates and represents a rather strong commitment, regardless of being a non-factive verb
signifying epistemic uncertainty (Cappeli 2007, 168), as in (18). Regarding the verb believe, it is also
important to emphasise its evidential dimension, as the speaker’s strong commitment to the likelihood
of the occurrence of an event is based on some affective evidence (Cappeli 2007, 170). In (18), although
the speaker cannot be one hundred percent certain about the occurrence of a massive military attack
against Ukraine, the degree of certainty is nonetheless high, as there is also a high possibility for it to

take place:
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(18) We still believe that Russia is poised to go much further in launching a massive military attack

against Ukraine. (Biden 1)

The use of the verb believe is a significant rhetorical strategy, as somebody’s beliefs cannot be contested.
In addition, the speaker employs the personal pronoun we, thus, showing a shared attitude rather than a
personal conviction. The verb think, when denoting a stance, can express an evaluative process (Cappeli

2007, 183), as in (19) below:

(19) And, by the way, [ — I don’t say this often, but I think we should give enormous credit to the folks

in your agencies that are on the ground in Ukraine, in these spots. (Biden_6)

In (19), the verb think is followed by the deontic should, which demonstrates necessity. Due to the use
of the deontic expression, the speaker’s statement as well as commitment are strengthened, thus showing
no degree of doubt. Moreover, the speaker uses the adversative marker but which allows to present a
contrastive meaning (Biber et al. 2021, 81) and intensify the rhetorical effect of the speech. Even though
the US President does not say it often, nevertheless, he thinks that enormous credit should be given to,
probably, the press or reporters that are present in the battlefield.

Besides that, the speaker uses markers which are close to certainty (e.g., no doubt, beyond a doubt,

I’'m sure), as in (20):

(20) There is no doubt — no doubt that the United States and every NATO Ally will meet our Article 5

commitments, which says that an attack on one is an attack on all. (Biden_2)

In (20), as a result of repetition, the message is intensified. The use of such a device could be
substantiated by the character of the event, as the speaker seeks to show a high degree of dedication to
meet Article 5 commitments.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, Cognitive Attitude is the second most preferable category, where the
use of the verb of cognitive attitude wierzy¢ ‘believe’ (e.g., wierze, wierzymy) predominates. The verb
believe is a rhetorical device frequently present in political discourse, which could be explained by the
possibility to save one’s face (Cappeli 2007, 174). The Polish President significantly prefers the use of
the singular first-person pronoun /. As a result, the audience can perceive attitudes and beliefs which are
directly and accordingly subjectively attributed to the speaker (Marin-Arrese 2011). Despite the fact that
in (21) and (22) the verb believe portrays a strong commitment (Cappeli 2007, 168), it represents the
speaker’s partial support for the proposition (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 295):
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(21) Wierze, Ze przyczynimy si¢ do zakonczenia tej rosyjskiej agresji i do powrotu normalnosci na
Ukraine i dla Ukrainy — dla Ukraincow, dla naszych sgsiadow. (Duda_5)

‘I believe that we will contribute to the end of this Russian aggression and the return of normality
to Ukraine and for Ukraine — for Ukrainians, for our neighbors.’

(22) Wierze w to gleboko, Ze Ukraina nie tylko si¢ obroni, ale wierze w to gleboko, Ze Ukraina zwyciezy,
Ze odzyska catos¢ swoich ziem dzisiaj okupowanych przez Rosje, Ze Ukraina odbuduje sie, takze
dzigki polskiemu wsparciu, ale tez dzieki wsparciu wszystkich uczciwych panstw i narodow, panstw
Europy Zachodniej, USA i innych panstw demokratycznych. (Duda_15)

‘I deeply believe that Ukraine will not only defend itself, but I deeply believe that Ukraine will
win, that it will regain all of its lands currently occupied by Russia, that Ukraine will rebuild itself,
thanks to Polish support, but also thanks to the support of all honest countries and nations, countries

of Western Europe, the USA and other democratic countries.’

In these statements, the speaker cannot be completely certain about the contribution to ending the war,
as well as the victory of Ukraine. Interestingly, in the corpus many instances of the adverb gfeboko
‘deeply’, as in (22), were identified. The use of deeply intensifies the degree of commitment and
strengthens the speaker’s sincerity (Cappeli 2007, 177).

Moreover, there were many occurrences of markers conveying a rather high certainty, such as nie
mam watpliwosci ‘1 have no doubts’, nie ma wqtpliwosci ‘no doubt’, and jestem przekonany ‘I am

convinced’, as in (23):
(23) Nie mam Zadnych wqtpliwosci, Ze musimy udziela¢ Ukrainie i Ukraincom petnego wsparcia, jakie
tylko jest mozliwe. (Duda_11)
‘I have no doubts that we must give Ukraine and Ukrainians all possible support.’
In the example above, the speaker is certain about the necessity of providing support to the Ukrainian
people. In this context, the speaker aims at producing a sense of need to aid, to act. Due to the use of
deontic must, the statement is strengthened.

3.2.5. Marked enunciational positioning

Marked Enunciational Positioning, as the name suggests, pertains to the act of enunciation, i.e., making

a statement where the speaker attests to the communicated proposition (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 295).
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Joe Biden most frequently uses the verb say (e.g., as [ said, we said, as we 've been saying), as well
as announce or tell. As can be seen in (24) below, the speaker signals himself as the creator of the
statement, which contributes to the manifestation of his commitment. In addition, the speaker can give
a demonstration of his authority, as in (25), where the clarification of a possibly confusing matter for the

audience is done. In this case, the speaker positions himself as credible enough to give an explanation:

(24) And as I said, Russian forces remain positioned in Belarus to attack Ukraine from the north,
including war planes and offensive missile systems. (Biden_1)

(25) To put it simply, Russia just announced that it is carving out a big chunk of Ukraine. (Biden 1)

Andrzej Duda most frequently uses the verb podkresli¢ ‘emphasize’, either as an infinitive form
in conjunction with the verb of effective Intentionality want, or as an expression with personal pronouns,
for instance, podkreslam ‘1 emphasise’. Nonetheless, this category is the least preferred. In (26), the
speaker vouches for the communicated information by saying that Ukraine can count on Poland and the
Polish people. The verb want, as an expression of intention, together with very strongly intensify the

statement, as shown below:

(26) 1 jeszcze raz chce bardzo mocno podkreslié: Ukraina, Ukraincy, wladze ukrainskie, mogq liczy¢ na
Polske, mogqg liczy¢ na Polske, na Polakow. (Duda_15)
‘And once again [ want to emphasize very strongly: Ukraine, Ukrainians, Ukrainian authorities can

count on Poland, they can count on Poland, on Poles.’

There were also a few occurrences of the phrase mozna smiato powiedzie¢ ‘one can safely say’, through
which the speaker shows commitment, as in (27), where the Polish President assures that today’s NATO

Summit was strong.

(27) Dlatego dzisiejszy szczyt NATO — mozna smialo powiedzie¢ — byt mocny. (Duda_5)
‘That is why today’s NATO Summit - one can safely say - was strong.’

3.3. Effective stancetaking strategies and their realizations

Effective stance is employed to convey the speaker’s estimation of the status of an event and its
execution, inclusive of, for instance, acceptance or obligation towards some action (Marin-Arrese
2021b). Thus, through effective expressions, the speaker can control the realization of events. In

accordance with Marin-Arrese (2021b), effective stance comprises the following categories, i.e.,
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Deonticity (DM), Directivity (DIR), Normativity (NRM), Intentionality (INT), and Potentiality (POT)
(see Table 3). Therefore, the following findings will be presented in consonance with these types of

effective stance.

Table 3. The categories of effective stance in Joe Biden’s and Andrzej Duda’s political speeches (raw numbers, relative

frequency per 1,000 words, and percentage)

Effective BIDEN DUDA
stance 19,760 words 17,454 words
N R % N R %

DM 62 3.13 16.31 108 6.18 42.02
DIR 32 1.61 8.42 36 2.06 14.01
NRM 8 0.4 2.11 13 0.74 5.06
INT 193 9.76 50.79 57 3.26 22.18
POT 85 43 22.37 43 2.46 16.73
TOTAL 380 19.2 100 257 14.7 100

Before the detailed presentation of findings regarding the types of effective stance, it is significant
to discuss their distribution (see Table 3). In Joe Biden’s speeches, Intentionality indicates the highest
frequency. The remaining types of effective stance are characterized by a dissimilar and quite broad
distribution, ranging from 4.3 to 0.4 times per 1,000 words. The preference of Intentionality indicates
the speaker’s pursuit of the creation of a specific attitude towards the accomplishment of an action. In
Andrzej Duda’s speeches, on the other hand, Deonticity represents the highest frequency. The
domination of Deonticity signifies that the speaker places more importance on acting. Even though
Poland is less powerful than the United States, the factor of neighbouring relations plays a relevant role.
Therefore, the personal and political goals of each speaker affect the choice of stancetaking strategies.
In the Polish President’s discourse, Intentionality, Potentiality, and Directivity are distributed quite
similarly, in the range of 3.26 to 2.06 times per 1,000 words, while Normativity is considerably low.

Interestingly, the same preference in the categories of effective stance can be seen in the study by
Marin-Arrese (2021b), where George W. Bush favours the use of Intentionality, while Tony Blair prefers

expressions of Deonticity.
3.3.1. Deonticity
Deonticity refers to the necessity of an action (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 295).
In Joe Biden’s speeches, surprisingly, it is not the most preferable device, as could be anticipated.

Nonetheless, the speaker still strives for control and shows commitment to the occurrence of some

action, due to the use of deontic modality (e.g., must, have to, should, cannot), as in (28) and (29):
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(28) We must commit now to be in this fight for the long haul. We must remain unified today and
tomorrow and the day after and for the years and decades to come. (Biden_5)
(29) They cannot be extinguished by tyrants like Putin and his armies. They cannot be erased by people

— from people’s hearts and hopes by any amount of violence and intimidation. (Biden_2)

In (28), the speaker addresses the audience and makes a determined message to demonstrate a duty,
which is moreover strengthened by the repetition of the modal verb must. In (29), the modal verb cannot
expresses the impossibility of carrying out an action (Celce-Muria & Larsen-Freeman 1999, 144). In
addition to the modal meaning, the US President expresses a negative attitude towards Putin by
comparing him to a tyrant. Such an emotionally embedded statement indicates the importance of
democracy and human dignity, and furthermore, enhances the rhetorical effect of the presidential speech.
In Joe Biden’s speeches, the modal verb must dominates. The dominance of must could be explained by
the context of the speeches, as it acts as a significant rhetorical strategy. In this way, the speaker attempts
to show the necessity to take a particular action.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, on the contrary, Deonticity is the most favoured device. The speaker’s
stance and involvement in the actualization of an action are very strong, as modal verbs musie¢ ‘must’

(e.g., musimy, musi, muszq) and nie wolno ‘must not’ are dominant, as in (30):

(30) Nie wolno nam, nie wolno spotecznosci miedzynarodowej okazywac ,,zmeczenia” tq wojng,
musimy pomagac¢, musimy wspiera¢. (Duda_16)
‘We must not, the international community must not show “fatigue” with this war, we must help,

we must support.’

In (30), due to the use of the most powerful marker of deontic modality, i.e., must (Kreidler 1998, 241),
the message is strengthened. The speaker combines the modal verb must with negation ‘nie wolno’,
which in consequence makes the designation of the necessity more forceful, as it indicates a prohibition.
Moreover, the repetition of musimy ‘we must’ intensifies the statement. In the context of war rhetoric,
the implementation of such markers is of great importance, as for instance in (30), where the speaker
shows the necessity to provide assistance and support.

The modal verb powinien ‘should’ (e.g., powinni, powinny, powinien) constitutes another very
frequently used expression. Despite the fact that it denotes a weaker strength (Kreidler 1998, 241), it
still signifies the necessity of action, as in (31), where the speaker states that it is necessary to draw
conclusions for the future and remember about the provisions of international law and the possibility of

holding perpetrators accountable:
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(31) W obliczu bezprawnych dziatan powinnismy wyciggng¢ wnioski na przysztosé. Powinnismy
pamigtac o zapisach prawa miedzynarodowego oraz mozliwosci pociggania do odpowiedzialnosci
oprawcow. (Duda_16)

‘In the face of unlawful actions, we should draw conclusions for the future. We should remember

about the provisions of international law and the possibility of holding perpetrators accountable.’

Moreover, there were markers indicating impersonal necessity, such as trzeba, nie trzeba, and
nalezy (Warchat & Lyda 2009a, 252). It is possible to translate them as ‘it is necessary to’ or ‘it is not
necessary to’, as there is no personal pronoun to designate a person responsible for carrying out an action.
For instance, in (32), the speaker attributes the duty to conduct diplomacy and apply hard measures

collectively:

(32) Trzeba — oczywiscie — prowadzic dyplomacje, ale oprocz tego trzeba takze stosowaé twarde srodki,
ktore bedg przywolywaly Rosje do porzqdku i ktore bedg od Rosji twardo wymagaly przestrzegania
prawa migdzynarodowego. (Duda_10)

‘It is necessary to, of course, conduct diplomacy, but in addition, it is necessary to also apply hard
measures that will bring Russia to order, and which will firmly require Russia to comply with

international law.’

3.3.2. Directivity

Directivity incorporates the usage of imperatives, which may differ in the degree of their strength
(Marin-Arrese 2021b, 296).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, there are a few occurrences of imperatives with a hortative force (e.g., let
me, let us, let’s), as in (33). These expressions are characterized by a higher frequency, which could be
explained by the fact that the speaker strives for the construction of commitment and execution of
designated actions. Apart from that, there is a small number of imperatives with a directive force (e.g.,
look, think, imagine), as in (34), and even fewer instances of verbs of communication with a directive
illocutionary force (e.g., I urge the Congress to). Interestingly, example (34) illustrates two different
imperatives, which intensify the statement and contribute to the creation of a sense of importance, as the

speaker urges the public to complete the critical tasks:

(33) Let us move forward with faith and conviction and with an abiding commitment to be allies not of
darkness, but of light. (Biden_10)
(34) Look, let’s get both of these critical tasks done. (Biden_7)
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In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, Directivity is not used that often, yet it is possible to point out a
preference in the use of imperatives with hortative value. These expressions, however, include the
negation nie ‘not’, namely nie dajmy sie ‘let’s not’, as in (35). Regardless of the negative form, the
speaker still seeks to carry out an indicated task. In (35), repeating the imperative three times, the speaker

calls the audience to follow a particular behaviour and reinforces the urgency to act:

(35) Nie dajmy si¢ skiocic, nie dajmy si¢ podzielié, nie dajmy sie zmyli¢. (Duda_3)

‘Let’s not get us to quarrel, let’s not be divided, let’s not get us confused.’

Besides, there were a few occurrences of verbs of communication with directive illocutionary force, i.e.,
wzywad ‘call’ and apelowac ‘appeal’ (e.g., wzywam, wzywamy, apeluje, apelujemy), as in (36), and even

fewer examples of imperatives with directive force and indirect directives, e.g.:

(36) Wzywamy Rosje do deeskalacji i wycofania sit wojskowych skoncentrowanych wokot granic
Ukrainy oraz natychmiastowego powstrzymania si¢ od dalszych dziatan zbrojnych. (Duda 1)
‘We call on Russia to de-escalate and withdraw its military forces concentrated around Ukraine’s

borders and immediately refrain from further military action.’

In (36), the author positions himself intersubjectively in order to represent a collective power (Marin-

Arrese 2011).

3.3.3. Normativity

The category of Normativity concerns claims that refer to the significance and rightness of suggested
action (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 296). As a result, the speaker can designate the desirability of the action’s
realization.

In Joe Biden’s speeches, it is the least preferable type of effective stance. In spite of that, there are
a few instances of nouns, inclusive of responsibility and right, which represent justification of rightness,
as in (37), where a rationale for collective responsibility to help the Ukrainian people is emphasised. The
use of such a rhetorical strategy is of great importance, as the speaker seeks to persuade the audience

about the right reaction and way of conduct:

(37) All the world democracies have a responsibility to help. (Biden_5)
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In (38) below, on the contrary, the author indicates insufficiency to only speak with rhetorical flourish.

Instead, it is significant to do the work of democracy:

(38) It’s not enough to speak with rhetorical flourish, of ennobling words of democracy, of freedom,
equality, and liberty. (Biden_5)

Similarly, in Andrzej Duda’s speeches, this category is characterized by the lowest frequency.
Nonetheless, seven instances of the noun prawo ‘right’, as in (39), were identified, while the remaining
markers consist of expressions designating desirability of the action’s realization, for instance, istotne

Jjest ‘it is important’, wazne jest ‘it is important’, as in (40) below:

(39) Chce jasno powiedzieé: tylko Ukraina ma prawo decydowac o swojej przysztosci. Tylko Ukraina
ma prawo sama o sobie decydowad! (Duda_14)
‘I want to be clear: only Ukraine has the right to decide its future. Only Ukraine has the right to
decide for itself!’

(40) Istotne jest tez, aby zabezpieczona zostata granica NATO z Biatorusiq, gdyz stata si¢ ona dzis
kolejnym okrggiem wojskowym Rosji. (Duda_4)
‘It is also important to secure NATO’s border with Belarus, as it has become another military

district of Russia today.’

In (39), the Polish President puts an emphasis on the fact that Ukraine has a right to decide about its
future and for itself. This statement constitutes the justification for why the world and the international
community should demand Russia cease its aggression. The message is furthermore strengthened by
saying chce jasno powiedzie¢ ‘1 want to be clear’, as it represents the speaker’s strong positioning. In
(40), on the other hand, the author provides a reason for why it is important to secure NATO’s border

with Belarus.

3.3.4. Intentionality

Intentionality incorporates the speaker’s indication of commitment, inclination, intention, or volition to
carry out an action (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 296).

Joe Biden significantly favours this category. This could be justified by the context of the speeches,
as the speaker seeks to construct a specific attitude towards the course of action and persuade the
audience of his commitment to carry out an action. Intentionality is primarily expressed through verbs,

such as modals of volition (e.g., will, will not, would), verbs indicating commitment, intention, or
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volition (e.g., be going to, I want, we want), and verbs indicating inclination (e.g., I would like, I hope).
In (41), one can observe the speaker’s strong stance, as a consequence of the use of the verb of volition

with the adjective clear, and reiteration of the modal of volition will:

(41) And I also want to be clear though: We will make sure Ukraine has weapons to defend against an
invading Russian force. We will — we will send money and food and aid to save the Ukrainian

people. And I will welcome the Ukrainian refugees. (Biden_3)

Moreover, the example above shows the shift from the personal pronoun we to the personal pronoun 7,
which contributes to the construction of subjective positioning (Marin-Arrese 2011). As a result, the
speaker takes responsibility for the realization of an action, i.e., welcoming the Ukrainian refugees. In
(42), once more, the speaker expresses willingness to support Ukraine. In addition, by means of saying

an unmistakable message, the conveyed intention is strengthened:

(42) And we’re going to provide more support for Ukraine. We’re going to continue to stand together
with our Allies in Europe and send an unmistakable message: We will defend every single inch of

NATO territory with the full might of a united and galvanized NATO. (Biden_3)

Furthermore, notwithstanding that much lower in number, the second frequent stance marker in
this category was realized by nouns (e.g., commitment, determination, desire, willingness, will). In the
light of war rhetoric, these stance nouns demonstrate strong authorial positioning, as in (43) and (44). In
these statements, the speaker uses the personal pronoun our, in order to stress that this commitment and

this determination are connected to collective accountability, as shown below:

(43) And this will include drones, which — which demonstrates our commitment to sending our most
cutting-edge systems to Ukraine for its defense. (Biden_4)
(44) And the world is united in our support for Ukraine and our determination to make Putin pay a very

heavy price. (Biden_4)

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, Intentionality is the second most chosen category of effective stance.

Here, the predominant verb is chcie¢ ‘want’ (e.g., chce, chcemy), as in (45):

(45) W kazdym razie chce jeszcze raz zapewnic o tym, ze — mimo wszystkich grozb, mimo agresywnej
postawy ze strony Rosji i jej wladz — jesteSmy razem, stoimy przy Ukrainie solidarnie, mowimy

jednym gtosem. (Duda_6)
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‘Anyway, I want to reassure you once again that, despite all the threats, despite the aggressive
attitude of Russia and its authorities, we are together, we stand by Ukraine in solidarity, we speak

with one voice.’

In the example above, the speaker reassures the audience about being together in solidarity. In the
circumstances of war, it is a significant strategy which allows the speaker to trigger the desirable attitude
among the audience towards the realization of an action.

In addition, there were instances of the modal of volition, specifically, bedzie ‘will’ (e.g., bede,
bedziemy), as in (46), and the verb showing inclination, such as mie¢ nadzieje ‘hope’ (e.g., mam nadzieje,

mamy nadzieje), as in (47):

(46) Bo taka jest rola NATO — broni¢ wolnego Swiata, wspiera¢ wolny swiat. Jestesmy i bedziemy
solidarni z Ukraing. (Duda_17)

‘Because that’s the role of NATO - to defend the free world, to support the free world. We are and
will be in solidarity with Ukraine.’

(47) Mamy nadzieje, Ze agresja rosyjska zostanie przerwana. Mamy nadzieje, Ze jednak wtadze
rosyjskie dokonajq refleksji nad tym, Ze to si¢ Rosji nie optaca: ani jej wtadzom, ani panstwu, ani
przede wszystkim obywatelom. (Duda_2)

‘We hope that Russian aggression will be stopped. We hope, however, that the Russian authorities
will reflect on the fact that it does not pay off for Russia: neither for its authorities, nor for the state,

nor, above all, for its citizens.’

In (46), the Polish President expresses strong stance on the present as well as future commitment, as he
promises to remain in solidarity with Ukraine. In (47), as the speaker repeats the verb hope, his
inclination is strengthened. In both examples, due to intersubjective positioning, the speaker

demonstrates a shared responsibility (Marin-Arrese 2011).

3.3.5. Potentiality

Potentiality is pertinent to the participant’s internal or external possibility of carrying out an action.
Internal possibility alludes to one’s ability to execute a specified action, while external possibility refers
to the external circumstances because of which the event is possible (Marin-Arrese 2021b, 297).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, it is the second most preferable type of effective stance, predominantly
expressed through modals of possibility (e.g., can, could), as in (48), but also nouns (e.g., ability,

authority), as in (49), and adjectives (e.g., possible):
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(48) So, the United States, standing shoulder-to-shoulder with our Allies and partners, is going to
continue to do all we can to support Ukraine. (Biden 9)

(49) Now I'm once again using my presidential authority to activate — to activate additional security
assistance to continue to help Ukraine fend off Russia’s assault — an additional 3800 million in

assistance. (Biden_4)

In (48), the speaker aims at increasing the audience’s consciousness of the possibility of the execution
of an event. In the circumstances of war, it is of great importance to persuade people about the
potentiality of action, in order to arouse a sense of hope. In (49), on the contrary, the speaker indicates
his own authority, which shows his internal possibility to activate additional security assistance.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, the category of Potentiality is not that common, nonetheless, the
President shows a preference in the use of the modal of possibility mozna ‘can’ or ‘could’ (e.g., mozna,

mogli, mogq), as in (50) below:

(50) Ale — oczywiscie — najwazniejszym tematem byto to, jakie jeszcze srodki Sojusz Potnocnoatlantycki
moZe i powinien przedsigwzig¢ w tym kierunku, by przerwad, zakonczy¢ rosyjskq agresje na
Ukraine. (Duda_10)

‘But - of course - the most important topic was what other measures the North Atlantic Alliance can

and should take in this direction in order to stop and end the Russian aggression against Ukraine.’

In (50), the speaker alludes to the internal possibilities of the North Atlantic Alliance to stop Russian

aggression. Not only does the speaker mark the potentiality of the event’s realization but also, he uses

an expression of deontic modality should which contributes to the creation of the sense of necessity.
Additionally, there were a few instances of the verb starac si¢ ‘try’ (e.g., staram sig, staramy sig),

asin (51):

(51) I w tej sytuacji nie moze by¢ zasady ,, business as usual” w relacjach z Rosjq, bo bytaby to zwykta
zdrada zasad uczciwego demokratycznego Swiata, ktory wszyscy staramy si¢ wspottworzyc.
(Duda_5)

‘And in this situation, there can be no “business as usual” principle in relations with Russia, because
it would be a simple betrayal of the principles of an honest democratic world that we all try to co-

create.’
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In (51), the speaker mentions an attempt to create an honest democratic world. The statement presents
the possibility of realizing this action. The message is also strengthened by a simple betrayal, as the
continuation of the “business as usual” with Russia would not allow for the creation of an honest

democratic world.

3.4. Attitudinal stancetaking strategies and their realizations

Attitudinal stance is employed to convey the speaker’s personal attitudes and emotions (Biber et al.
2021). As mentioned in the literature review, it can be expressed through any means that can be
comprehended as communicating an attitude, inclusive of lexical evaluation (Biber & Zhang 2018, 99).

Thus, this study encompasses both grammatical and lexical expressions of attitudinal stance.

3.4.1. Attitudinal stance realized by grammatical means

Joe Biden rarely expresses attitudinal stance through grammatical resources, as they comprise only 17
instances (5.23% of attitudinal stance). Nouns followed by a complement clause, as in (52) and (53),

constitute the most frequent markers of attitudinal stance expressed by grammatical means:

(52) And yesterday, I had the honor to stand with President Zelenskyy in Kyiv to declare that we will
keep standing up for these same things no matter what. (Biden_10)

(53) I didn’t have to speak the language or understand the language to feel the emotion in their eyes,
the way they gripped my hand, and little kids hung on to my leg, praying with a desperate hope that
all this is temporary,; apprehension that they may be perhaps forever away from their homes, almost

with debilitating sadness that this is happening all over again. (Biden_5)

In (52), the noun honor expresses the US President’s positive attitude towards the President of Ukraine.
In (53), the noun apprehension expresses negative feelings experienced by Ukrainian children for whom
Joe Biden feels sympathy.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, attitudinal stance is also rather rarely represented through
grammatical means, as it incorporates 52 instances (10.24% of attitudinal stance), where stance adverbs

are the most frequently used device, as in (54) and (55):

(54) Bo — na szczescie — jest sSwiadomosé, ze jezeli Rosja bedzie miata tu sukces, bedzie mogta go
odtrgbié i on bedzie rzeczywisty, realny, krotko mowigc: jezeli Rosja odniesie zwycigstwo, to bedzie

atakowata dalej. (Duda_13)
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‘Because - fortunately - there is an awareness that if Russia is successful here, it will be able to
trumpet it and it will be real, real, in short: if Russia is victorious, it will continue to attack.’

(55) Niestety, jest to, czego najbardziej si¢ obawialismy i od czego staralismy si¢ odwies¢ Prezydenta
Wtadimira Putina i wladze rosyjskie — a mianowicie od ataku na Ukraing. (Duda_2)
‘Unfortunately, this is what we feared most and what we tried to dissuade President Vladimir Putin

and the Russian authorities from — namely, from attacking Ukraine.’

The instances of attitudes above represent positive as well as negative stance expressions. In (54), the
speaker evaluates the positivity of the awareness of the current situation. In (55), the speaker’s evaluation
refers to the unfortunateness of the attack on Ukraine.

The following subsections will deal with lexical attitudinal stance and its categories which

constitute the majority of attitudinal stancetaking strategies.

3.4.2. Attitudinal stance realized by lexical means

To analyse attitudinal stance expressed by lexical means, Bednarek’s (2009) core evaluative parameters
were applied. The parameters of Emotivity, Importance, Comprehensibility, and Expectedness were
identified. Therefore, the following findings will be presented in consonance with these categories of

lexical attitudinal stance.

Table 4. The categories of attitudinal stance expressed by lexical means in Joe Biden’s and Andrzej Duda’s political

speeches (raw numbers, relative frequency per 1,000 words, and percentage)

Attitudinal stance BIDEN DUDA
19,760 words 17,454 words
N R % N R %

Emotivity 227 11.49 73.7 344 19.7 75.44
Importance 57 2.88 18.51 100 5.72 21.93
Comprehensibility 17 0.86 5.52 8 0.45 1.75
Expectedness 7 0.35 2.27 4 0.22 0.88
TOTAL 308 15.5 100 456 26 100

In Joe Biden’s speeches (see Table 4), attitudes are primarily communicated through lexical
means, which constitute 308 instances (94.77% of attitudinal stance). Similarly, in Andrzej Duda’s
speeches, attitudinal stance is primarily conveyed through lexical means, which make up 456 instances
(89.76% of attitudinal stance). Nonetheless, worth noticing is that Joe Biden uses lexical categories of
attitudinal stance less frequently than Andrzej Duda. Such a difference could be caused by the fact that
the US President puts more emphasis on the current action (effective stance), while the Polish President

tries to appeal to the audience emotionally. Poland does not have the same power and possibilities of
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bringing into effect important actions as the United States, therefore there is more emphasis on the
emotive dimension of stance. Moreover, interestingly, identical preference in the use of evaluative
parameters can be observed. Emotivity is the most frequent category both in Joe Biden’s and Andrzej

Duda’s speeches and Expectedness is the least preferable category.

3.4.3. Emotivity

The category of Emotivity is connected with the speaker’s evaluation of elements as either positive or
negative (Bednarek 2009, 45). Emotivity, however, can be a problematic evaluative parameter.
According to Bednarek (2009, 46-47), the analysis of the emotive meaning is strongly subjective, as it
can be influenced by, for instance, the context, cultural or ideological positioning. Thus, it cannot be
objectively identified and verified.

Joe Biden significantly favours this category. This could be explained by the circumstances in
which the speeches were produced, as the topic of war can evoke numerous emotions, as can be seen in

(56) and (57) below:

(56) Putin has the gall to say he’s “de-Nazifying” Ukraine. It’s a lie. It’s just cynical. (Biden_5)

(57) Further Russian assault into Ukraine remains a severe threat in the days ahead. (Biden 1)

In (56), the speaker evaluates Putin’s conduct in a highly negative way by using negative words such as
lie and cynical. In (57), on the other hand, the US President associates Russia with adverse aspects, such
as assault and threat.

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, the category of Emotivity is in a similar way considerably preferred.
Here, the context of the speeches also influenced its predominance, as it was possible to identify a

number of both favourable and unfavourable evaluations, as in (58) and (59):

(58) Ukraincy krwawiq si¢ codziennie, odpierajgc napas¢ Rosjan — ale potrzebujq wsparcia. Sg
niezwykle dzielni, ogromnie bohaterscy, ponoszq straszliwe straty, Rosjanie mordujq kobiety i
dzieci, burzq domy, gwatcg. (Duda_12)

‘Ukrainians bleed every day fending off Russian onslaught - but they need support. They are
extremely brave, extremely heroic, suffer terrible losses, the Russians murder women and
children, demolish houses, rape.’

(59) Ten trudny moment, w ktorym si¢ znalezlismy, wymaga od nas wszystkich — w szczegolnosci

politykow i mediow — wielkiej odpowiedzialnosci. (Duda_3)
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‘This difficult moment in which we find ourselves requires great responsibility from all of us -

politicians and the media in particular.’

In (58), the speaker evaluates Ukrainians positively by attributing to them the qualities of bravery and
heroism, while Russians are viewed negatively, since there is reference to Russian onslaught. In (59),
the Polish President evaluates the current circumstances as difficult. The adjective difficult intensifies
the statement and increases the importance of great responsibility.

In general, both speakers evaluate positively such aspects as Ukraine and Ukrainians, the conduct
of President Volodymyr Zelenskyy, or the assistance provided to Ukraine. Negative evaluation concerns
generally the circumstance of war and connected to it issues, for instance, the conduct of President
Vladimir Putin or actions of the Russian military. Both speakers frequently attribute negative
connotations to Russia (e.g., Russian aggression, Russian assault, Russian onslaught, Russian threat),
as can be seen in (57) and (58). In the light of war rhetoric, it seems to be a significant strategy, as the
speakers aim at the creation of two opposing sides — the good one and the bad one. When the audience
perceives something as either positive or negative it becomes easier to justify the urgency to act, aid, or

support.

3.4.4. Importance

The parameter of Importance refers to the speaker’s evaluation of the significance and relevance of a
particular aspect. Expressions of Importance can be situated on a continuum from important to
unimportant (Bednarek 2009, 50).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, this category is the second most preferable device which could be
explained by the character of the event, as the speaker has a desire to demonstrate the importance of
taking some steps. In (60), the speaker states that the US regarded Russian attack seriously and
accordingly acted on it. The adverb very strengthens the speaker’s attitude. In (61), the expression sacred

obligation stresses the relevance of defending each and every inch of NATO territory, e.g.:

(60) We took the threat of Putin invading very seriously, and we acted on it. (Biden_4)
(61) We have a sacred obligation, we have a sacred obligation under Article 5 to defend each and every

inch of NATO territory with the full force of our collective power. (Biden_5)

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, the category of Importance is similarly the second most favourable.
The justification for such deployment is identical, as the speaker aims at the creation of a sense of

significance among the audience, as shown below:
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(62) Najwazniejsza jest jednosé, jednosc i jeszcze raz jednosé. (Duda 3)
‘The most important is unity, unity and one more time unity.’

(63) Nienaruszalnos¢ tych granic stanowi fundamentalny element swiatowego porzqdku i w kazdym
przypadku warunek pokoju. (Duda_16)
‘The inviolability of these borders is a fundamental element of the world order and, in any case, a

condition for peace.’

In (62), the Polish President evaluates unity as highly important. The speaker indicates the importance
of collective collaboration in the current circumstances. In (63), on the other hand, the speaker highlights
the importance of the inviolability of state borders, as they constitute a fundamental element of the world

order and a condition for peace.

3.4.5. Comprehensibility

The parameter of Comprehensibility concerns the speaker’s evaluation of entities as being within or
above his/her comprehension. Expressions of Comprehensibility can be placed on a continuum from
comprehensible to incomprehensible (Bednarek 2009, 45).

Although Joe Biden uses this category rather rarely, still several occurrences were identified. In
(64), the statement contains the concept of mental clarity clear which is furthermore strengthened by
crystal. The speaker further specifies which aspects have become crystal clear because of this new battle

for freedom, e.g.:

(64) And my message to the rest of Europe: This new battle for freedom has already made a few things
crystal clear. (Biden 5)

Andrzej Duda also utilizes the category of Comprehensibility seldomly, yet again it is possible to

indicate some instances. In (65), the speaker presents Poland’s strong position regarding every war:

(65) Stanowisko Polski w obliczu kazdej wojny jest klarowne i jasne: zZgdamy bezwzglednego
poszanowania migedzynarodowo uznanych granic panstwowych. (Duda_16)
‘Poland’s position in the face of every war is lucid and clear: we demand unconditional respect for

internationally recognized state borders.’
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The expressions klarowne ‘lucid’ and jasne ‘clear’ referring to mental clarity make the message

comprehensible. In the circumstances of war rhetoric, it is significant to communicate a firm position.

3.4.6. Expectedness

The parameter of Expectedness concerns the speaker’s evaluation of situations as either expected or
unexpected (Bednarek 2009, 48).

In Joe Biden’s speeches, this category is the least preferable, with only seven instances. In (66),
the speaker uses the expression of counter expectation unprecedented, which evaluates the outcome of
sanctions which probably have never been imposed before on any country, thus, their nature is

unexpected:

(66) As a result of these unprecedented sanctions, the ruble almost is immediately reduced to rubble.

(Biden_5)

In Andrzej Duda’s speeches, the category of Expectedness is similarly the rarest, with only four
occurrences. In (67), the Polish President likewise uses the expression of counter expectation

niespotykanej ‘unprecedented’, however, in this case, it provides an evaluation of the noun skala ‘scale’:

(67) Ponadto, nalezy natozy¢ na Rosje sankcje o niespotykanej dotgd skali, w czym duzq role do
odegrania ma Unia Europejska. (Duda_4)
‘In addition, sanctions of an unprecedented scale should be imposed on Russia, in which the

European Union has a large role to play.’
In the example above, the speaker tries to persuade the audience about the necessity of imposition of

sanctions which are characterized by extraordinary scale.

The findings of this study showed similarities and differences in the distribution and use of epistemic,
effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies in the speeches delivered by Joe Biden and Andrzej

Duda. These results contributed to the main conclusions which will be presented in the following section.
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Conclusions

Stance, that is, the expression of attitudes, emotions, evaluations, or positions, can be classified as
epistemic, effective, or attitudinal (Biber et al. 2021; Marin-Arrese 2021b). These types of stance, as
well as stance-related approaches, such as modality, evidentiality, or evaluation, have been widely
analysed in different languages and discourses. However, to my knowledge, epistemic, effective, and
attitudinal stance have not been examined before in Polish political discourse, either individually or
comparatively. The focus was rather laid on the contrastive analysis of, for instance, epistemic modality
markers in English and Polish by Warchat and Lyda (2009a, 2009b) or of modal verbs of epistemic
necessity and inference in English and Polish by Warchat (2010). Thus, the current study aimed at the
revelation of how politicians representing two different countries and cultures express their positioning
on the war in Ukraine and what factors may determine the distribution of stancetaking strategies in their
discourse.

The results of the research show a different distribution of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal
stance in the speeches of the American and Polish Presidents. Joe Biden favours effective stance, while
he uses epistemic stance least frequently. Andrzej Duda, on the other hand, significantly prefers
attitudinal stance and uses effective stance least frequently. Joe Biden’s preference in the exploitation of
effective stance could be explained by the fact that it enables the speaker to control the realization of a
particular event (Marin-Arrese 2021b). Similarly, in the study by Marin-Arrese (2021b), the results
revealed the preference in the use of effective stance by George W. Bush and Tony Blair. In the
circumstance of war, such rhetorical strategy is of great importance, as the speaker indicates the necessity
to undertake some action or shows commitment, inclination, intention, or volition to carry out an action.
On the contrary, the predominance of attitudinal stance in Andrzej Duda’s speeches could be
substantiated by the fact that his audience is rather national than international. Due to the proximity both
to the audience and the event, the emotional dimension is dominant and exerts an influence on the Polish
President’s use of stance (Marin-Arrese 2021a). Moreover, despite the assistance provided to Ukraine,
Poland does not have such power and possibilities as the United States. Thus, the speaker may see no
‘need’ to overuse epistemic and effective strategies, as the target audience is smaller.

The most common category of epistemic stance is Epistemic Modality, both in Joe Biden’s and
Andrzej Duda’s speeches. Probability modals, such as will, would, and be going to are the most frequent
markers in the American discourse, while the modal verb bedzie ‘will’ is the most dominant device in
the Polish discourse. Such frequency and similarity could be explained by the context of war. The modal
verb will constitutes the most powerful probability marker (Celce-Muria & Larsen-Freeman 1999, 143),
therefore, it allows the speaker to persuade the audience to accept the future course of events. In a similar

way, Epistemic Modality is the most prevailing category of epistemic stance in the study by Marin-
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Arrese (2021b) and the most frequent means used by Barack Obama and Tony Blair in the research by
Aboghunaim (2020). The salience of epistemic modality, especially in the context of war, shows the
speaker’s attempt to control the perception of reality. In such circumstances, it is important to arouse a
sense of certainty cautiously.

The current study found a difference in the distribution of the categories of effective stance in the
speeches of the two Presidents. Joe Biden has a preference in utilizing the category of Intentionality,
where the modals of volition will, will not, and would, and verbs of commitment, intention, or volition
be going to and want prevail. The prevalence of Intentionality in Joe Biden’s speeches could be justified
by the speaker’s desire to construct a certain attitude towards the realization of an action and persuade
the audience about his commitment. Andrzej Duda, on the contrary, shows a preference in the use of
Deonticity, where the modal verbs musie¢ ‘must’ and powinien ‘should’ dominate. Domination of
Deonticity could be substantiated by the speaker’s attempt to demonstrate a necessity to take a specific
action. In the circumstance of war, it is a significant rhetorical strategy, specifically, that the modal verb
must constitutes the strongest marker (Kreidler 1998, 241) and allows to create a strong message.
Interestingly, the same results can be seen in the study by Marin-Arrese (2021b), where the US politician
George W. Bush prefers Intentionality, while the politician from the European country, i.e., Tony Blair
favours deontic modality. Such a difference in the distribution of effective stance in the discourse of the
two speakers could be caused by Poland’s geographical position, as the factor of neighbouring relations
seems to be crucial in this case.

In a similar manner, both Joe Biden and Andrzej Duda communicate attitudinal stance mainly
through lexical resources. There is also an identical preference in the use of evaluative parameters, since
Emotivity represents the most frequent parameter. The prevalence of Emotivity could be explained by
the context in which the speeches were produced, as the topic of war can induce numerous emotions.
Moreover, evaluation of aspects as either positive or negative enables the speaker to persuade the
audience about their value (Marin-Arrese 2021a, 136), which in the context of war seems to be
important, as the speakers aim at the creation of two opposing sides — the good one and the bad one, and
justification of their actions, assistance, support, efc.

It could be claimed that the aim of this study has been achieved. The hypothesis has been
confirmed that there is variation in the use of epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies
in the speeches of the two Presidents determined by the different target audience (international vs
national) that the speakers address as well as by the different geographical proximity of the two countries
to Ukraine. Indeed, two main differences and two main similarities can be observed in the strategic use
of language by Joe Biden and Andrzej Duda which might have been caused by culture. In such
argumentative political discourses, although the speakers aim at arousing different reactions among the

audience, yet they possess the same objective of addressing the problem of war in Ukraine. Undeniably,
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the context of the speeches plays a significant role in the choice of stancetaking strategies, however,
personal and political goals of the speakers affect this selection as well.

Finally, implications for future research can be suggested. The findings of this study can serve as
a reference point for scholars who would be interested in the investigation of the same issue. It is
recommended to continue this research, since it is the first comparative study regarding the use of
epistemic, effective, and attitudinal stancetaking strategies in American and Polish political discourse.
The future study could focus on the investigation of speakers representing different social roles, not only
Presidents but also, for instance, the United States Vice President and the Polish Prime Minister, and

compare the use of stancetaking strategies depending on the status of the speaker.
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Joe Biden www.whitehouse.gov

Andrzej Duda www.prezydent.pl

Data sources

50



References

Aboghunaim, Nada Mohsin Taher. 2020. Modality in political discourse. The Islamic College University
Journal 2 (58), 77-91.

Bednarek, Monika. 2009. Evaluation in media discourse: Analysis of a newspaper corpus. New York,
London: Continuum.

Biber, Douglas, Meixiu Zhang. 2018. Expressing evaluation without grammatical stance: Informational
persuasion on the web. Corpora 13 (1), 97-123.

Biber, Douglas, Stig Johansson, Geoffrey N. Leech, Susan Conrad & Edward Finegan. 2021. Grammar
of spoken and written English. Amsterdam, Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company.

Boye, Kasper. 2010. Evidence for what? Evidentiality and scope. STUF-Language Typology and
Universals 63 (4), 290-307.
Boye, Kasper. 2016. The expression of epistemic modality. In The Oxford handbook of modality and
mood. Jan Nuyts & Johan van der Auwera, eds. 117-140. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Cappelli, Gloria. 2007. “I reckon I know how Leonardo Da Vinci must have felt...” Epistemicity,
evidentiality and English verbs of cognitive attitude. Pari: Pari Publishing.

Celce-Muria, Marianne, Diane Larsen-Freeman. 1999. The grammar book: An ESL/EFL teacher’s
course. 2nd edition. Boston, MA: Heinle & Heinle Publishers.

Du Bois, John W. 2007. The stance triangle. In Stancetaking in discourse: Subjectivity, evaluation,
interaction. Robert Englebretson, ed. 139-182. Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing Company.

Greenbaum, Sidney. 1996. The Oxford English grammar. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Griffiths, Patrick. 2006. An introduction to English semantics and pragmatics. Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press.

Grochowski, Maciej, Anna Kisiel & Magdalena Zabowska. 2014. Stownik gniazdowy partykut polskich.
[The dictionary of Polish particles]. Krakéw: Polska Akademia Umiejetnosci.

Gujarek, Beata. 2010. Evidentiality in English and Polish. Master’s thesis. University of Edinburgh.

Harutyunyan, Gohar, Arpine Yeghiazaryan. 2021. Persuasion strategies in political discourse. Foreign
Languages in Higher Education 2 (31), 14-29.

Huddleston, Rodney, Geoffrey Pullum. 2002. The Cambridge grammar of the English language.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hunston, Susan, Geoffrey Thompson. 2000. Evaluation in text: Authorial stance and the construction
of discourse. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Hyland, Ken. 2005. Stance and engagement: A model of interaction in academic discourse. Discourse

Studies 17 (2), 173-192.

51



Jaffe, Alexandra. 2009. Introduction: The sociolinguistics of stance. In Stance: Sociolinguistic
perspectives. Alexandra Jaffe, ed. 3-28. New York: Oxford University Press.

Kaérkkiinen, Elise. 2006. Stance taking in conversation: From subjectivity to intersubjectivity. Text &
Talk 26 (6), 699-731.

Kreidler, Charles W. 1998. Introducing English semantics. London: Routledge.

Langacker, Ronald W. 2009. Enunciating the parallelism of nominal and clausal grounding. In
Investigations in cognitive grammar. Ronald W. Langacker, ed. 148-184. Berlin, New York:
Mouton de Gruyter.

Marin-Arrese, Juanna I. 2011. Effective vs. epistemic stance and subjectivity in political discourse.
In Critical discourse studies in context and cognition. Chris Hart, ed. 257-290. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins.

Marin-Arrese, Juanna I. 2015. Epistemicity and stance: A cross-linguistic study of epistemic stance
strategies in journalistic discourse in English and Spanish. Discourse Studies 17 (2), 210-225.

Marin-Arrese, Juanna I. 2021a. Stance, emotion and persuasion: Terrorism and the press. Journal of
Pragmatics 177, 135-148.

Marin-Arrese, Juanna 1. 2021b. Winds of War: Epistemic and effective control in political discourse.
Cultura, Lenguaje y Representacion 26, 289-307.

Marin-Arrese, Juanna I, Marta Carretero & Aurelija Usoniené. 2022. Evidentiality in English. In
Evidential marking in European languages: Toward a unmitary comparative account. Bjorn
Wiemer & Juana I. Marin-Arrese, eds. 57-94. Berlin, Boston: Mouton de Gruyter.

Martin de la Rosa, Victoria, Elena Dominguez Romero, Maria Pérez Blanco & Juana 1. Marin-Arrese.
2020. Epistemic and effective stance in political discourse: The European refugee crisis. In
Positioning and stance in political discourse: The individual, the party, and the party line.
Lawrence N. Berlin, ed. 141-156. Wilmington, Malaga: Vernon Press.

Nuyts, Jan. 2001. Epistemic modality, language, and conceptualization. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Rozumko, Agata. 2019. Modal adverbs in English and Polish. A functional perspective. Biatystok:
Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu w Biatymstoku.

Simon-Vandenbergen, Anne-Marie, Karin Aijmer. 2007. The semantic field of modal certainty: A
corpus-based study of English adverbs. Berlin, New York: Mouton de Gruyter.

Szczyrbak, Magdalena. 2018. Knowing, unknowing or believing? Epistemic stance in Donald Tusk’s
testimony in the trial on the Polish air force Tu-154 air crash. Studies in Polish Linguistics 13 (4),
209-236.

Solien¢, Audroné. 2008. Markers of epistemic possibility and necessity in Lithuanian and English: A
corpus-based study. Corpus Linguistics, Computer Tools, and Applications - State of Art: PALC
2007 17, 253-267.

52



Usyk, Galyna, Iryna Voloshchuk. 2018. Argumentation in political discourse: Semantic, composition
and stylistic register. Humanities and Social Sciences Review 08 (02), 223-232.

Vasilescu, Andra. 2010. Metastance in the Romanian parliamentary discourse: Case studies. Revue
Roumaine de Linguistique 4, 365-380.

Warchat, Krystyna. 2010. Taking stance across languages: High-value modal verbs of epistemic
necessity and inference in English and Polish linguistics research articles. Linguistica Silesiana
31, 123-136.

Warchat, Krystyna, Andrzej Lyda. 2009a. Epistemic modality markers in Polish-English and English
Polish consecutive interpreting: Modal values and categories. In W kregu teorii: Studia
Jjezykoznawcze dedykowane Profesorowi Kazimierzowi Polanskiemu in memoriam. [In the circle
of theory: Linguistic studies dedicated to Professor Kazimierz Polanski in memoriam]. Henryk
Fontanski, Rafal Molencki & Olga Wolinska, eds. 247-265. Katowice: Wydawnictwo
Uniwersytetu Slaskiego.

Warchat, Krystyna, Andrzej Lyda. 2009b. Interpreting stance: Epistemic modality markers in Polish-
English consecutive interpreting. In On language structure, acquisition and teaching: Studies in
honour of Janusz Arabski on the occasion of his 70th birthday. Maria Wysocka & Bozena
Leszkiewicz, eds. 221-242. Katowice: Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Slaskiego.

Wiemer, Bjorn. 2006. Particles, parentheticals, conjunctions and prepositions as evidentiality markers
in contemporary Polish. (A first exploratory study). Studies in Polish Linguistics (3), 5-67.
Wierzbicka, Anna. 1999. Comparing emotional norms across languages and cultures: Polish vs. Anglo-

American. In Emotions across languages and cultures: Diversity and universals. Anna

Wierzbicka, ed. 240-272. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

53



Summary

Autoriaus pozicijos strategijos amerikiec€iy ir lenky politiniame diskurse: faktai, veiksmai ir

emocijos

Sis baigiamasis darbas nagrinéja autoriaus pozicijos strategijas amerikie¢iy ir lenky politiniame
diskurse. Darbe tiriamos episteminé, paveikumo ir vertinimo autoriaus pozicijos strategijos ir jy
distribucija JAV prezidento Joe Bideno ir Lenkijos prezidento Andrzejaus Dudos politinése kalbose,
skirtose karo Ukrainoje tematikai. Autoriaus pozicija ir su ja susijusios kategorijos, tokios kaip
modalumas, evidencialumas ar vertinimas, yra placiai tirtos jvairiose kalbose ir diskursuose, taciau, Si
tema nebuvo tirta lenky politiniame diskurse. Tod¢l Sio darbo tikslas yra atskleisti, kaip dviejy skirtingy
Saliy ir kulttiry politikai iSreiSkia savo pozicija apie karg Ukrainoje ir kokie veiksniai gali lemti skirtingy
autoriaus pozicijos strategijy distribucija.

Atlikto tyrimo rezultatai parod¢ skirtingg episteminés, paveikumo ir vertinimo autoriaus pozicijos
strategijy distribucijg JAV ir Lenkijos prezidenty kalbose. Joe Bidenas teikia pirmenybe¢ paveikumo
strategijai, Andrzejus Duda — vertinamgjai. Daznai vartojamos paveikumo strategijos Joe Bideno
kalbose pabrézia kalbétojo ketinimus atlikti biitinus veiksmus karo akivaizdoje ir raginimag padéti
Ukrainos gyventojams. Paveikumo strategijy dominavimas JAV prezidento kalbose siejamas su
tarptautine auditorija, | kurig kreipiasi Joe Bidenas savo kalbose. Daznai vartojamos vertinimo
strategijos, susijusios su emocijy raisSka, Andrzejaus Dudos kalbose atspindi kalbétojo kreipimasi |
mazesn¢ auditorijg ir didesnj nerima dél vykstancio karo kaimyninéje Salyje. Tiek JAV, tiek Lenkijos
prezidenty kalbose daZniausiai vartojamos episteminino modalumo priemonés, rodancios kalbétojo
svarstyma apie kalbamos situacijos teisingumg. Paveikumo strategijy distribucija JAV ir Lenkijos
prezidenty kalbose rodo, kad Joe Bidenas teikia pirmenyb¢ intencionalumui, o Andrzejus Duda —
deontiskumui. Dazniausios vertinimo strategijos prezidenty kalbose siejasi su emocionalumo dimensija.

Sio tyrimo rezultatai papildo kitus tyrimus apie jvairias autoriaus pozicijos strategijas politiniame
(ypatingai karo) diskurse, bet taip pat gali biiti atskaitos tasku Sia tema besidomintiems mokslininkams.
S tyrima rekomenduojama testi, nes tai yra pirmasis lyginamasis autoriaus pozicijos strategijy tyrimas

amerikieciy ir lenky politiniame diskurse.

Raktiniai ZodZiai: autoriaus pozicija, autoriaus pozicijos strategijos, episteming strategija, paveikumo

strategija, vertinimo strategija, politinis diskursas, angly kalba, lenky kalba
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Appendix 1

1.
Well, good afternoon. Yesterday, Vladimir Putin recognized two regions of Ukraine as independent states and he bizarrely
(AT, LEX, emotivity) asserted that (382, NO) these regions are no longer part of Ukraine and their sovereign territory. To

3RP NO) it is carving out a big chunk of Ukraine.

put it simply (EP, MEP), Russia just announced that (
Last night, Putin authorized Russian forces to deploy into the region — these regions. Today, he asserted that (3RP, NO) these
regions are — actually (EP, IFV, = in fact) extend deeper than the two areas he recognized, claiming large areas currently
under the jurisdiction of the Ukraine government.

He’s setting up a rationale to (AT, NOUN, = reason) take more territory by force, in my view (EP, CGA). And if we listen
to his speech last night — and many of you did, I know (EP, CFV, ‘that’)— he’s — he’s setting up a rationale to (AT,
NOUN) go much further.

This is the beginning of a Russian invasion of Ukraine, as he indicated and asked permission to be able to do from his Duma.
So, let’s begin to (EF, DIR) — so, I’m going to (EF, INT) begin to impose sanctions in response, far beyond the steps we
and our Allies and partners implemented in 2014. And if Russia goes further with this invasion, we stand prepared to (EF,
POT) go further as — with sanction.

Who, in the Lord’s name, does Putin think gives him the right to (EF, NRM) declare new so-called countries on territory
that belonged to his neighbors? This is a flagrant violation (AT, LEX, emotivity) of international law, and it demands a
firm response (AT, LEX, importance) from the international community.

Over the last few months, we have coordinated closely with our NATO Allies and partners in Europe and around the world
to prepare that response. We’ve said (EP, MEP) all along and I’ve told (EP, MEP) Putin to his face a mon- — a month a-
— more than a month ago that we would (EP, EM) act together and the moment Russia moved against Ukraine.

Russia has now undeniably (AT, LEX, emotivity) moved against Ukraine by declaring these independent states.

So, today, I'm announcing the first tranche of sanctions to impose costs on Russia in response to their actions yesterday.
These have been closely coordinated with our Allies and partners, and we’ll continue to escalate sanctions if Russia escalates.
We’re implementing full blocking sanctions on two large Russian financial institutions: V.E.B. and their military bank.
We’re implementing comprehensive sanctions (AT, LEX, importance) on Russian sovereign debt. That means we’ve cut
off Russia’s government from Western financing. It can (EP, EM, prediction) no longer raise money from the West and
cannot (EP, EM, prediction) trade in its new debt on our markets or European markets either.

Starting today and continuing in the days ahead, we will (EF, INT) also impose sanctions on Russia’s elites and their family
members. They share in the corrupt gains of the Kremlin policies and should (EF, DM) share in the pain as well.

And because of Russia’s actions, we’ve worked with Germany to ensure (EF, INT, = make sure, ‘that’) Nord Stream 2
will not (EF, INT, promised) — as I promised (EF, INT) — will not (EF, INT, promised) move forward.

As Russia contemplates its next move, we have our next move prepared as well. Russia will pay an even steeper price if it
continues its aggression, including additional sanctions.

The United States will continue to (EF, INT) provide defensive assistance to Ukraine in the meantime. And we’ll continue
to (EF, INT) reinforce and reassure our NATO Allies.

Today, in response to Russia’s admission that (EP, MEP, = statement) it will not (EP, EM, based on this statement)
withdraw its forces from Belarus, I have authorized additional movements of U.S. forces and equipment already stationed in

Europe to strengthen our Baltic Allies — Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania.
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Let me be clear (EF, DIR): These are totally defensive moves on our part. We have no intention of fighting Russia. We
want to (EF, INT) send an unmistakable message (AT, LEX, comprehensibility), though, that the United States, together
with our Allies, will (EF, INT) defend every inch of NATO territory and abide by the commitments we made to NATO
(EF, NRM).

We still believe that (EP, CGA) Russia is poised to (EF, INT) go much further in launching a massive military attack
against Ukraine. I hope (EF, INT, ‘that’) I’'m wrong about that — hope (EF, INT, ‘that’) we’re wrong about that. But
Russia has only escalated its threat against the rest of Ukrainian territory, including major cities and including the capital city
of Kyiv.

There are — there are still well over 150,000 Russian troops surrounding Ukraine. And as I said (EP, MEP), Russian forces
remain positioned in Belarus to attack Ukraine from the north, including war planes and offensive missile systems.

Russia has moved troops closer to Ukraine’s border with Russia. Russia’s naval vessels are maneuvering in the Black Sea to
Ukraine’s south, including amphibious assault ships, missile cruisers, and submarines.

Russia has moved supplies of blood and medical equipment into position on their border. You don’t need blood unless you
plan on starting a war.

And over the last few days, we’ve seen (EP, EVID, DIR) much of the playbook that Secretary Blinken laid out last week at
the United Nations Security Council come to pass: a major increase in military provocations and false-flag events along the
line of contact in the Donbas; dramatically staged (AT, LEX, emotivity), conveniently (AT, LEX, emotivity) on-camera
meeting of Putin’s Security Council to grandstand for the Russian public; and now political provocation of recognizing
sovereign Ukrainian territory as so-called independent republics in clear violation (AT, LEX, comprehensibility), again,
of international law.

President Putin has sought authorization from the Russian parliament to use military force outside of Russian territory. And
this set the stage for further pretexts and further provocations by Russia to try to (3®P) justify further military action.

None of us — none of us should (EF, DM) be fooled. None of us will (EP, EM) be fooled. There is no justification.
Further Russian assault (AT, LEX, emotivity) into Ukraine remains a severe threat (AT, LEX, emotivity) in the days
ahead. And if Russia proceeds, it is Russia, and Russia alone, that bears the responsibility.

As we respond, my administration is using every tool at our disposal to protect American businesses and consumers from
rising prices at the pump. As I said (EP, MEP) last week, defending freedom will (EP, EM) have costs for us as well, here
at home. We need to (EF, DM) be honest about that.

But as we will (EP, EM) do — but as we do this, I’'m going to take (EF, INT) robust action (AT, LEX, importance) and
make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the pain of our sanctions is targeted at the Russian economy, not ours.

We are closely monitoring energy supplies for any disruption. We’re executing a plan in coordination with major oil-
producing consumers and producers toward a collective investment to secure stability and global energy supplies.

This will (EP, EM) be — this will (EP, EM) blunt gas prices. I want to (EF, INT) limit the pain the American people are
feeling at the gas pump. This is critical to me (AT, LEX, importance).

In the last few days, I have been in constant contact with European leaders, including with Ukrainian President Zelenskyy.
Vice President Harris met in person with leaders in Germany over the weekend at the Munich Conference, including President
Zelenskyy.

At every step, we have shown that the United States and our Allies and partners are working in unison — which he hasn’t
been counting on — Mr. Putin. We’re united in our support of Ukraine. We’re united in our opposition to Russian aggression
(AT, LEX, emotivity). And we’re united in our resolve to (EF, INT) defend our NATO Alliance. And we’re united in our
understanding of the urgency and seriousness of the threat (AT, LEX, importance) Russia is making to global peace and

stability.
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Yesterday, the world heard clearly (ambiguous) the full extent of Vladimir Putin’s twisted rewrite of history (AT, LEX,
emotivity), going back more than a century, as he waxed eloquently (AT, LEX, emotivity), noting that — well, I’m not
going to (EF, INT) go into it, but nothing in Putin’s lengthy remarks indicated any interest in pursuing real dialogue on
European security in the year 2022.

He directly attacked Ukraine’s right to (EF, NRM) exist. He indirectly threatened territory formerly held by Russia,
including nations that today are thriving democracies (AT, LEX, emotivity) and members of NATO. He explicitly (AT,
LEX, comprehensibility, in a very clear way) threatened war unless his extreme demands (AT, LEX, emotivity) were
met.

And there is no question that Russia is the aggressor (AT, LEX, emotivity). So we’re clear-eyed about the challenges we’re
facing.

Nonetheless, there is still time to avert the worst-case scenario (AT, LEX, emotivity) that will (EP, EM) bring untold
suffering (AT, LEX, emotivity) to millions of people, if they move as suggested.

The United States and our Allies and partners remain open to (AT, ADJ) diplomacy if it is serious. When all is said and
done, we’re going to (EF, INT) judge Russia by its actions, not its words.

And whatever Russia does next, we’re ready to (EF, INT) respond with unity, clarity, and conviction.

We’ll probably have more to say about this as we — if it moves on. I’'m hoping (EF, INT, ‘that’) diplomacy is still available.
Thank you all very much.

2.

Sorry to keep you waiting. Good afternoon. The Russian military has begun a brutal assault (AT, LEX, emotivity) on the
people of Ukraine without provocation, without justification, without necessity.

This is a premeditated attack (AT, LEX, emotivity). Vladimir Putin has been planning this for months, as I’ve been — as
we’ve been saying (EP, MEP) all along. He moved more than 175,000 troops, military equipment into positions along the
Ukrainian border.

He moved blood supplies into position and built a field hospital, which tells you all you need to (EF, DM, participant-
external necessity) know about his intentions all along.

He rejected every good-faith effort the United States and our Allies and partners made to address our mutual security concerns
through dialogue to avoid needless conflict (AT, LEX, emotivity) and avert human suffering (AT, LEX, emotivity).

For weeks — for weeks, we have been warning that (EP, MEP, = say) this would (EP, EM) happen. And now it’s
unfolding largely as we predicted.

In the past week, we’ve seen (EP, EVID, DIR) shelling increase in the Donbas, the region in eastern Ukraine controlled by
Russian-backed separatists.

Rus- — the Russian government has perpetrated cyberattacks against Ukraine.

We saw (EP, EVID, INF) a staged political theater in Moscow — outlandish and baseless claims that (EP, EVID,
REPORT) Ukraine was — Ukraine was about to invade and launch a war against Russia, that Ukraine was prepared to
(EF, POT) use chemical weapons, that Ukraine committed a genocide (AT, LEX, emotivity) — without any evidence.
We saw (EP, EVID, INF) a flagrant violation (AT, LEX, emotivity) of international law in attempting to unilaterally
create two new so-called republics on sovereign Ukrainian territory.

And at the very moment that the United Nations Security Council was meeting to stand up for Ukraine’s sovereignty to stave
off invasion, Putin declared his war.

Within moments — moments, missile strikes began to fall on historic cities across Ukraine.

Then came in the air raids, followed by tanks and troops rolling in.
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We’ve been transparent (AT, LEX, emotivity) with the world. We’ve shared declassified evidence (AT, LEX,
comprehensibility) about Russia’s plans and cyberattacks and false pretexts (AT, LEX, emotivity) so that there can be no
(EP, EM) confusion or cover-up about what Putin was doing.

Putin is the aggressor (AT, LEX, emotivity). Putin chose this war. And now he and his country will (EP, EM) bear the
consequences.

Today, I’m authorizing additional strong sanctions (AT, LEX, importance) and new limitations (AT, LEX, importance)
on what can (EF, POT) be exported to Russia.

This is going to (EP, EM) impose severe costs (AT, LEX, importance) on the Russian economy, both immediately and
over time.

We have purposefully (AT, LEX, emotivity) designed these sanctions to maximize the long-term impact on Russia and to
minimize the impact on the United States and our Allies.

And I want to be clear (EF, INT): The United States is not doing this alone. For months, we’ve been building a coalition of
partners representing well more than half of the global economy.

Twenty-seven members of the European Union, including France, Germany, Italy — as well as the United Kingdom, Canada,
Japan, Australia, New Zealand, and many others — to amplify the joint impact of our response.

I just spoke with the G7 leaders this morning, and we are in full and total agreement. We will (EF, INT) limit Russia’s ability
to (EF, POT) do business in Dollars, Euros, Pounds, and Yen to be part of the global economy. We will (EF, INT) limit
their ability to (EF, POT) do that. We are going to (EF, INT) stunt the ability to (EF, POT) finance and grow Rus- — the
Russian military.

We’re going to (EF, INT) impose major — and we’re going to (EF, INT) impair their ability to (EF, POT) compete in a
high-tech 21st century economy.

We’ve already seen (EP, EVID, INF) the impact of our actions on Russia’s currency, the Ruble, which early today hit its
weakest level ever — ever in history. And the Russian stock market plunged today. The Russian government’s borrowing
rate spiked by over 15 percent.

In today’s actions, we have now sanctioned Russian banks that together hold around $1 trillion in assets.

We’ve cut off Russia’s largest bank — a bank that holds more than one third of Russia’s banking assets by itself — cut it off
from the U.S. financial system.

And today, we’re also blocking four more major banks. That means every asset they have in America will (EP, EM, based
on the information) be frozen. This includes V.T.B., the second-largest bank in Russia, which has $250 billion in assets.
As promised (EF, INT), we’re also adding names to the list of Russian elites and their family members that are sanctioning
— that we’re sanctioning as well.

As I said (EP, MEP) on Tuesday, these are people who personally (=directly) gain from the Kremlin’s policies, and they
should (EF, DM) share in the pain. We will (EF, INT) keep up this drumbeat of those designations against corrupt
billionaires (AT, LEX, emotivity) in the days ahead.

On Tuesday, we stopped the Russian government from raising money from U.S. or European investors.

Now, we’re going to (EF, INT) apply the same restrictions to Russia’s largest state-owned enterprises — companies with
assets that exceed $1.4 trillion.

Some of the most powerful impacts (AT, LEX, importance) of our actions will (EP, EM, prediction) come over time as
we squeeze Russia’s access to finance and technology for strategic sectors of its economy and degrade its industrial capacity
for years to come.

Between our actions and those of our Allies and partners, we estimate that (EP, CGA, suspect) we’ll (EP, EM, prediction)

cut off more than half of Russia’s high-tech imports.
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It will (EP, EM) strike a blow to their ability to (EF, POT) continue to modernize their military. It’ll (EP, EM) degrade
their aerospace industry, including their space program. It will (EP, EM) hurt their ability to (EF, POT) build ships, reducing
their ability to (EF, POT) compete economically. And it will (EP, EM) be a major hit (AT, LEX, importance) to Putin’s
long-term strategic ambitions.

And we’re preparing to (EF, INT) do more. In addition to the economic penalties we’re imposing, we’re also taking steps
to (EF, INT) defend our NATO Allies, particularly in the east.

Tomorrow, NATO will (NO, future fact) convene a summit — we’ll (NO, future fact) be there — to bring together the leaders

of 30 Allied nations and close partners to affirm our solidarity and to map out the next steps we will (EF, INT) take to further
strengthen all aspects of our NATO Alliance.

Although we provided over $650 million in defensive assistance to Ukraine just this year — this last year, let me say it again
(EF, DIR): Our forces are not and will not (EF, INT) be engaged in the conflict with Russia in Ukraine. Our forces are not
going to Europe to fight in Ukraine but to defend our NATO Allies and reassure those Allies in the east.

As I made crystal clear (AT, LEX, comprehensibility), the United States will (EF, INT) defend every inch of NATO
territory with the full force of American power. And the good news (AT, LEX, emotivity) is: NATO is more united and
more determined than ever.

There is no doubt (EP, CGA) — no doubt (EP, CGA) that the United States and every NATO Ally will (EP, EM) meet
our Article 5 commitments, which says that an attack on one is an attack on all.

Over the past few weeks, I ordered thousands of additional forces to Germany and Poland as part of our commitment to
NATO.

On Tuesday, in response to Russia’s aggressive action (AT, LEX, emotivity), including its troop presence in Belarus and
the Black Sea, I’ve authorized the deployment of ground and air forces already stationed in Europe to NATO’s eastern flank
Allies: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, and Romania.

Our Allies have also been stepping up, adding — the other Allies, the rest of NATO — adding their own forces and
capabilities to ensure our collective defense.

And today, within hours of Russia’s unleashing its assault, NATO came together and authorized and activated — an activation
of response plans.

This will (EP, EM) enable NATO’s high-readiness forces to deploy and — when and where they’re needed to protect our
NATO Allies on the eastern boundaries of Europe.

And now I’m authorizing additional U.S. forces and capabilities to deploy to Germany as part of NATO’s response, including
some of U.S.-based forces that the Department of Defense placed on standby weeks ago.

I’ve also spoken with Defense Secretary Austin and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, General Milley, about preparations for
additional moves should (EF, DM) they become necessary to (EF, DM) protect our NATO Allies and support the greatest
military Alliance in the history of the world — NATO.

As we respond, my administration is using the tools — every tool at our disposal to protect American families and businesses
from rising prices at the gas pump.

You know (pragmatic marker of shared knowledge), we’re taking active steps to (EF, INT) bring down the costs. And

American oil and gas companies should not (EF, DM) — should not (EF, DM) exploit this moment to hike their prices to
raise profits.

You know, in our sanctions package, we specifically designed to allow (EF, POT, permission) energy payments to continue.
We are closely monitoring energy supplies for any disruption. We have been coordinating with major oil producing and

consuming countries toward our common interest to secure global energy supplies.
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We are actively working with countries around the world to evaluate a collective release from the Strategic Petroleum
Reserves of major energy-consuming countries. And the United States will, if conditions allow, release additional barrels of
oil as conditions warrant.

I know (EP, CFV, ‘that’) this is hard and that Americans are already hurting. I will (EF, INT, it’s a promise) do everything
in my power to limit the pain the American people are feeling at the gas pump. This is critical to me (AT, LEX, importance).
But this aggression cannot (EF, DM, strengthen the necessity) go unanswered. If it did, the consequences for America
would be much worse. America stands up to bullies. We stand up for freedom (AT, LEX, emotivity). This is who we are.
Let me also repeat (EF, DIR) the warning I made last week: if Russia pursues cyberattacks against our companies, our
critical infrastructure, we are prepared to (EF, POT) respond.

For months, we have been working closely with our private — with the private sector to harden their cyber defenses, sharpen
our ability to (EF, POT) respond to Russian cyberattacks as well.

I spoke late last night to President Zelenskyy of Ukraine, and I assured (EP, CGA) him that the United States, together with
our Allies and partners in Europe, will (EF, INT) support the Ukrainian people as they defend their country. We’ll (EF,
INT) provide humanitarian relief to ease their suffering.

And in the early days of this conflict, Russian propaganda outlets will (EP, EM) keep trying to (3RP) hide the truth and claim
success for its military operation against a made-up threat (AT, LEX, emotivity).

But history has shown time and again how swift gains in territory eventually give way to grinding occupations, acts of mass
civil — mass civil disobedience, and strategic dead-ends.

The next few weeks and months will (EP, EM) be hard on the people of Ukraine. Putin has unleashed a great pain (AT,
LEX, emotivity) on them. But the Ukrainian people have known 30 years of independence, and they have repeatedly shown
that they will not (EF, INT) tolerate anyone who tries to (NO) take their country backwards.

This is a dangerous moment (AT, LEX, emotivity) for all of Europe, for the freedom around the world. Putin has a — has
committed an assault on the very principles that (EP, IFV) uphold global peace.

But now the entire world sees clearly (ambiguous) what Putin and his Kremlin — and his Kremlin allies are really (EP, IFV)
all about. This was never about genuine security concerns on their part. It was always about naked aggression (AT, LEX,
emotivity), about Putin’s desire for empire by any means necessary — by bullying Russia’s neighbors through coercion and
corruption, by changing borders by force, and, ultimately, by choosing a war without a cause.

Putin’s actions betray his sinister vision (AT, LEX, emotivity) for the future of our world — one where nations take what
they want by force.

But it is a vision that (AT, NOUN) the United States and freedom-loving nations (AT, LEX, emotivity) everywhere will
(EP, EM) oppose with every tool of our considerable power (AT, LEX, importance).

The United States and our Allies and partners will (EP, EM) emerge from this stronger, more united, more determined, and
more purposeful.

And Putin’s aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) against Ukraine will (EP, EM) end up costing Russia dearly (AT, LEX,
emotivity) — economically and strategically. We will (EF, INT) make sure (EF, INT) of that. Putin will (EP, EM) be a
pariah on the international stage. Any nation that countenances Russia’s naked aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) against
Ukraine will (EP, EM) be stained by association.

When the history of this era is written, Putin’s choice to (EF, INT) make a totally unjustifiable war (AT, LEX,
comprehensibility) on Ukraine will (EP, EM) have left Russia weaker and the rest of the world stronger.

Liberty, democracy, human dignity — these are the forces far more powerful than fear and oppression. They cannot (EF,

DM, strengthen the necessity) be extinguished by tyrants like Putin (AT, LEX, emotivity) and his armies. They cannot
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(EF, DM, strengthen the necessity) be erased by people — from people’s hearts and hopes by any amount of violence and
intimidation. They endure.

And in the contest between democracy and autocracy, between sovereignty and subjugation, make no mistake: Freedom will
(EP, EM) prevail.

God bless the people of a free and democratic Ukraine. And may God protect our troops.

3.

Good morning. I’m sorry to keep you waiting. I’ve just spoken for some time with President Zelenskyy of Ukraine.

I told him (EP, MEP, ‘that’), as I have each and every time we’ve spoken, the United States stands with the people of
Ukraine and their bravely — as they bravely fight to defend their country. And they are doing that.

And as Putin continues his merciless assault (AT, LEX, emotivity), the United States and our Allies and partners continue
to work in lockstep to ramp up the economic pressure on Putin and to further isolate Russia on the global stage.

Later today, together with other NATO Allies and the G7 — Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the United Kingdom —
as well as the European Union — we’re going to (EF, INT) jointly announce several new steps to squeeze Putin and hold
him more — even more accountable for his aggression against Ukraine (AT, LEX, emotivity).

And I want to (EF, INT) speak to a few of those points today.

First, each of our nations is going to (EF, INT) take steps to (EF, INT, = we) deny most-favored-nation status to Russia. A
most-favored-nation status designation means two countries have agreed to trade with each other under the best possible
terms — low tariffs, few barriers to trade, and the highest possible imports allowed.

In the United States, we call this “permanent normal trade relations” — PNTR — but it’s the same thing. Revoking PNTR
for Russia is going to (EP, EM) make it harder for Russia to do business with the United States. And doing it in unison with
other nations that make up half of the global economy will (EP, EM) be another crushing blow (AT, LEX, emotivity) to
the Russian economy that’s already suffering very badly (AT, LEX, emotivity) from our sanctions.

And I want to (EF, INT) thank Speaker Pelosi, Leader McCarthy, Leader Schumer and McConnell, and Senators Wyden
and Crapo, Representatives Neal and Brady for their bipartisan leadership on this in the Congress.

I would like to (EF, INT) offer a special thanks to Speaker Pelosi who has been a strong advocate (AT, LEX, importance)
for revoking PNTR and who agreed to hold off on that in the House until I could (EF, POT) line up all of our key allies to
keep us in complete unison. Unity among our allies is critically important (AT, LEX, importance), as you all know (EP,
CFYV, assignment of knowledge status), from my perspective (EP, CGA), at least.

Many issues divide us in Washington, but standing for democracy in Ukraine, punishing Russia’s aggression (AT, LEX,
emotivity) should not (EF, DM) be one of those issues.

The free world is coming together to confront Putin. Our two parties here at home are leading the way. And with that
bipartisan cooperation, I’m looking forward to (EF, INT, = can’t wait to, committed to the action) signing into law the
bill revoking PNTR — which is, again, most people think of it as “most-favored-nations” status.

We’re also taking a further step of banning imports of goods from several signature sectors of the Russian economy, including
seafoods, vodka, and diamonds.

And we’re going to (EF, INT) continue to squeeze Putin. The G7 will (EF, INT) seek to (EF, INT, = we) deny Russia the
ability to (EF, POT) borrow from leading multinational institutions, such as the International Monetary Fund and the World
Bank.

Putin is an aggressor — is the aggressor (AT, LEX, emotivity). And Putin must (EF, DM) pay the price.

He cannot (EF, DM) pursue a war that threatens the very foundations — which he’s doing — the very foundations of

international peace and stability and then ask for financial help from the international community.
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The G7 is also stepping up pressure on corrupt Russian billionaires. We’re adding new names to the list of oligarchs and their
families that we’re targeting. And we’re increasing coordination among the G7 countries to target and capture their ill-
begotten gains (AT, LEX, emotivity).

They support Putin. They steal from the Russian people. And they seek to (3%P) hide their money in our countries. They’re
part of a — that kleptocracy that exists in Moscow. And they must (EF, DM) share in the pain of these sanctions.

And while we’re going after these — their superyachts and their vacation homes worth hundreds of milli- — millions of
dollars, we’re also going to (EF, INT) make it harder for them to buy high-end products manufactured in our country. We’re
banning the export of luxu- — luxury goods to Russia. They’re also the latest steps we’re taking, but they’re not the last steps
we’re going to (EF, INT) take.

And as I said (EP, MEP) at the beginning of all of these steps, we’re going to (EF, INT) hit Putin harder because the United
States and our closest Allies and partners are acting in unison.

The totality of our sanctions and export controls is crushing the Russian economy.

The ruble has lost more than half its value. They tell me (EP, EVID, INF, the source of information, =1 am told, ‘that’)
it takes about 200 rubles to equal 1 dollar these days. The Moscow stock exchange has been closed for fully — for two weeks
because they know (3%P) the moment it opens, it will (EP, EM) probably (EP, EM) collapse.

Credit rating agencies has downgraded Russia’s government to “junk” status — its economy to “junk” status.

The list of businesses and international corporations leaving Russia is growing by the day.

We’re also continuing the close cooperation with Allies and partners to make sure that (EF, INT) the close cooperation we
continue to have, the Ukrainian people are — are able to (3%P) defend their own nation.

The United States has sent more than $1 billion in security assistance to Ukraine over the last year, including anti-armor and
anti-air capabilities — taking out tanks and planes and helicopters — with new shipments arriving every day.

We, the United States, are also facilitating significant shipments (AT, LEX, importance) of security assistance from our
Allies and partners to Ukraine.

On the humanitarian front, we’re working closely with the U.N. and humanitarian organizations to support the people of
Ukraine who have been displaced by the violence in Ukraine.

We’re providing — we’re providing tens of thousands of tons of human supplies — excuse me, humanitarian supplies —
food, water, medicines — coming via truck and train every single day.

Yesterday in Poland, Vice President Harrins — Harris announced an additional $53 million in additional humanitarian
support to Ukraine. That brings the total humanitarian assistance to $107 million in just two weeks.

We’ve joined in this effort by more — with more than 30 other countries who are providing hundreds of millions more.
And last night, to their great credit (AT, LEX, emotivity), the Congress passed a bipartisan spending bill that included an
additional $13.6 billion in new assistance to the Ukrainian people. And I look forward to (EF, INT, committed to the
action) signing that immediately.

And I also want to be clear (EF, INT) though: We will (EF, INT) make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) Ukraine has weapons to
defend against an invading Russian force. We will (EF, INT) — we will (EF, INT) send money and food and aid to save
the Ukrainian people. And I will (EF, INT) welcome the Ukrainian refugees. We welcome them here with open arms if they
need access.

And we’re going to (EF, INT) provide more support for Ukraine. We’re going to (EF, INT) continue to stand together with
our Allies in Europe and send an unmistakable message (AT, LEX, comprehensibility): We will (EF, INT) defend every
single inch of NATO territory with the full might of a united and galvanized NATO.

62



We will not (EF, INT, speaker is fully committed because it’s also followed by must) fight a war against Russia in
Ukraine. Direct confrontation between NATO and Russia is World War Three, something we must (EF, DM) strive to
prevent.

But we already know (EP, CFV, ‘that’) Putin’s war (AT, LEX, emotivity) against Ukraine will (EP, EM) never be a
victory.

He hoped to (3%P) dominate Ukraine without a fight. He failed.

He hoped to (3%P) fracture European resolve. He failed.

He hoped to (3%P) weaken the transatlantic alliance. He failed.

He hoped to (3®P) split apart American democracies, in terms of our positions. He failed.

The American people are united. The world is united. And we stand with the people of Ukraine. We will not (EF, INT) let
autocrats and would-be emperors dictate the direction of the world.

Democracies are rising to meet this moment, rallying the world to the side of peace and the side of security.

We’re showing our strength, and we will not (EF, INT) falter.

May God bless all of you. God bless Ukraine. And God bless our troops.

4.

Good afternoon. I want to (EF, INT) begin by thanking President Zelenskyy for his passionate message (AT, LEX,
emotivity) this morning. I listened to it in the private residence, and he was convincing. And — significant speech (AT,
LEX, importance).

He speaks for a people who have shown remarkable courage and strength (AT, LEX, emotivity) in the face of brutal
aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) — courage and strength that has inspired not only Ukrainians but the entire world.

Putin is inflicting appalling — appalling devastation and horror (AT, LEX, emotivity) on Ukraine — bombing apartment
buildings, maternity wards, hospitals.

I mean, it’s — it’s God awful (AT, LEX, emotivity). I was speaking about this with the — our — our Commander, behind
me here — General Milley. | mean, it just is amazing (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Yesterday, we saw (EP, EVID, INF) reports that Russian forces were holding hundreds of doctors and patients hostage in
the largest hospital in Mariupol. These are atrocities (AT, LEX, emotivity). They’re an outrage to the world (AT, LEX,
emotivity). And the world is united in our support for Ukraine and our determination to (EF, INT) make Putin pay a very
heavy price (AT, LEX, emotivity).

America is leading this effort, together with our Allies and partners, providing enormous levels of security (AT, LEX,
importance) and humanitarian assistance that we’re adding to today and we’re going to (EF, INT) continue to do more in
the days and weeks ahead.

We are crippling Putin’s economy (AT, LEX, emotivity) with punishing sanctions that’s going to (EP, EM) only grow
more painful over time with the entire NATO and EU behind us, and many other countries.

What’s at stake here are the principles that (EP, IFV) the United States and the united nations across the world stand for.
It’s about freedom. It’s about the right (EF, NRM) of people to determine their own future. It’s about making sure (EF,
INT, ‘that’) Ukraine never — will (EP, EM) never be a victory for Putin, no matter what advances he makes on the
battlefield.

The American people are answering President Zelenskyy’s call for more help, more weapons for Ukraine to defend itself,
more tools to fight Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity). And that’s what we’re doing.

In fact (EP, IFV), we started our assistance to Ukraine before this war began, as they started to do exercises along the

Ukrainian border — the Russians — starting in March of last year.
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We took the threat of Putin invading very seriously (AT, LEX, importance, we took a serious attitude), and we acted on
it. We sent Ukraine more security assistance last year — $650 million in weapons, including anti-air and anti-armor
equipment before the invasion — more than we had ever provided before. So, when the invasion began, they already had in
their hands the kinds of weapons they needed to counter Russian advances.

And once the war started, we immediately rushed $350 million in additional aid to further address their needs: hundreds of
anti-air systems, thousands of anti-tank weapons, transport helicopters, armed patrol boats, and other high-mobility vehicles,
radar systems that help track incoming artillery and unmanned drones, secure communications equipment and tactical gear,
satellite imagery and — and analysis capacity. And it’s clearly (EP, EVID, INF, conclusion) helped Ukraine inflict
dramatic losses (AT, LEX, emotivity) on Russian forces.

On Saturday, my administration authorized another $200 million to keep a steady flow of weapons and ammunition moving
to Ukraine. Now I’'m once again using my presidential authority to (EF, POT) activate — to activate additional security
assistance to continue to help Ukraine fend off Russia’s assault (AT, LEX, emotivity) — an additional $800 million in
assistance. That brings the total of new U.S. security assistance to Ukraine to $1 billion just this week. These are the lar- —
these are direct transfers of equipment from our Department of Defense to the Ukrainian military to help them as they fight
against this invasion.

And I thank the Congress for appropriating these funds.

This new package on its own is going to (EP, EM) provide unprecedented assistance (AT, LEX, expectedness) to Ukraine.
It includes 800 anti-aircraft systems to make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the Ukrainian military can (EF, POT) continue to —
can (EF, POT) continue to stop the planes and helicopters that have been attacking their people and to defend their Ukrainian
airspace.

And at the request of President Zelenskyy, we have identified and are helping Ukraine acquire additional longer-range anti-
aircraft systems and the munitions for those systems.

Our new assistance package also includes 9,000 anti-armor systems. These are portable, high — high-accurate — high
accurately — high-accuracy shoulder-mounted missiles that the Ukrainian forces have been using with great effect to destroy
invading tanks and armored vehicles.

It’1l (NO, future fact) include 7,000 small arms — machine guns, shotguns, grenade launchers — to equip the Ukrainians,
including the brave women and men (AT, LEX, emotivity) who are defending their cities as civilians, and they’re on the
countryside as well. And we’re — and we — and as well as the ammunition, artillery, and mortar rounds to go with small
arms — 20 million rounds in total. Twenty million rounds. And this will (NO, future fact) include drones, which — which
demonstrates our commitment to (EF, INT) sending our most cutting-edge systems to Ukraine for its defense.

And we’re not doing this alone. Our Allies and partners have stepped up to provide significant shipments (AT, LEX,
importance) of security assistance and will (EF, INT) continue to help facilitate these deliveries as well.

The United States and our Allies and partners are fully committed to (EF, INT) surging weapons of assistance to the
Ukrainians. And more will (EF, INT) be coming as we source additional stocks of equipment that are — that we’re ready
to (EF, INT) transfer.

Now — now, I want to (EF, INT) be honest with you: This could (EP, EM) be a long and difficult battle (AT, LEX,
emotivity). But the American people will (EF, INT, willing to support) be steadfast in our support of the people of Ukraine
in the face of Putin’s immoral, unethical attacks (AT, LEX, emotivity) on civilian populations. We are united in our
abhorrence of Putin’s depraved onslaught (AT, LEX, emotivity), and we’re going to (EF, INT) continue to have their
back as they fight for their freedom, their democracy, their very survival. And we’re going to (EF, INT) give Ukraine the
arms to fight and defend themselves through all the difficult days ahead (AT, LEX, emotivity).
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We’re going to (EF, INT) continue to mobilize humanitarian relief to support people within Ukraine and those who have
been forced to flee Ukraine.

In just the past few weeks, we’ve provided $300 million in humanitarian assistance to the people in Ukraine and in
neighboring countries. Tens of thousands of tons of food, water, medicine, and other basic supplies to support the people in
need.

Our experts on the ground in Poland and Moldova and other neighboring countries are there to make real-time assessments
of the rapidly evolving crisis (AT, LEX, emotivity) and get urgently needed humanitarian supplies (AT, LEX,
importance) to the people in need when they need it.

And we will (EF, INT) support Ukraine’s economy with direct financial assistance as well.

And together with our Allies and partners, we will (EF, INT) keep up the pressure on Putin’s crumbling economy (AT,
LEX, emotivity), isolating him on the global stage. That’s our goal: make Putin pay the price, weaken his position while
strengthening the hand of the Ukrainians on the battlefield and at the negotiating table.

Together with our Allies and partners, we’re going to (EF, INT) stay the course. And we’ll (EF, INT) do everything we can
(EF, POT) to push for and end this tragic, unnecessary war (AT, LEX, emotivity). This is a struggle that pits the appetites
of an autocrat against humankind’s desire to (EF, INT) be free.

And let there be no doubt (EP, CGA, ‘that’), no uncertainty, no question: America stands with the forces of freedom. We
always have and we always will (EF, INT).

I want to (EF, INT) thank you all. And God bless you. And now I'm going to (NO, future fact) walk over and sign this
legisla- — sign this bill to allow the drawdown of those materials.

And may God protect the young Ukrainians who are out there defending their country.

What I’'m signing here is the Delegation of Authority Under Section 506(a)(1) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961.

Translated into plain English: a total of $800 million in defense articles.

5.

Thank you, thank you, thank you. Please, if you have a seat, be seated. If you don’t, come up on stage. Thank you very much.
It’s a great honor to be here (AT, LEX, emotivity). Mr. President, they tell me (=1 am told, but there’s no claim) you’re
over there somewhere. There you are. Thank you, Mr. President.

“Be not afraid.” They were the first words at the first public address of the first Polish Pope after his election on October of
1978. They were words that would (EP, EM, hypothesis) come to define Pope John Paul II. Words that would (EP, EM)
change the world.

John Paul brought the message here to Warsaw in his first trip back home as Pope in June of 1979. It was a message about
the power — the power of faith, the power of resilience, and the power of the people.

In the face of a cruel and brutal system of government (AT, LEX, emotivity), it was a message that helped end the Soviet
repression in the Central land and Eastern Europe 30 years ago. It was a message that will (EP, EM) overcome the cruelty
and brutality of this unjust war (AT, LEX, emotivity).

When Pope John Paul brought that message in 1979, the Soviet Union ruled with an iron fist behind an Iron Curtain.

Then a year later, the Solidarity movement took hold in Poland. And while I know (EP, CFV, ‘that’) he couldn’t (EF,
POT) be here tonight, we’re all grateful (AT, LEX, emotivity) in America and around the world for Lech Watfesa.

It reminds me (EP, CFV) of that phrase of philosopher Kierkegaard: “Faith sees best in the dark.” And there were dark
moments (AT, LEX, emotivity).
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Ten years later, the Soviet Union collapsed, and Poland and Central and Eastern Europe would (NO, PAST) soon be free.
Nothing about that battle for freedom was simple or easy. It was a long, painful slog (AT, LEX, emotivity) fought over not
days and months, but years and decades.

But we emerged anew in the great battle for freedom (AT, LEX, emotivity): a battle between democracy and autocracy,
between liberty and repression, between a rules-based order and one governed by brute force (AT, LEX, emotivity).

In this battle, we need to (EF, DM) be clear-eyed. This battle will not (EP, EM) be won in days or months either. We need
to (EF, DM) steel ourselves for the long fight ahead.

Mr. President, Mr. Prime Minister, Mr. Mayor, members of the Parliament, distinguished guests, and the people of Poland,
and I suspect (EP, CGA, ‘that’) some people of Ukraine that are here: We’re, we are gathered here at the Royal Castle in
this city that holds a sacred place in the history of not only of Europe, but humankind’s unending search for freedom.

For generations, Warsaw has stood where liberty has been challenged and liberty has prevailed.

In fact (EP, IFV), it was here in Warsaw when a young refugee, who fled her home country from Czechoslovakia was under
Soviet domination, came back to speak and stand in solidarity with dissidents.

Her name was Madeleine Korbel Albright. She became one of the most ardent supporters of democracy (AT, LEX,
emotivity) in the world. She was a friend with whom I served. America’s first woman Secretary of State. She passed away
three days ago.

She fought her whole life for essential democratic principles (AT, LEX, importance). And now, in the perennial struggle
for democracy and freedom (AT, LEX, emotivity), Ukraine and its people are on the frontlines fighting to save their nation.
And their brave resistance (AT, LEX, emotivity) is part of a larger fight for an essential democratic principles (AT, LEX,
importance) that unite all free people: the rule of law; free and fair elections; the freedom to speak, to write, and to assemble;
the freedom to worship as one chooses; freedom of the press.

These principles are essential in a free society. But they have always — they have always been under siege. They’ve always
been embattled. Every generation has had to (NO, PAST) defeat democracy’s mortal foes (AT, LEX, emotivity). That’s
the way of the world — for the world is imperfect, as we know (EP, CFV, ‘that’). Where the appetites and ambitions of a
few forever seek to (3*P) dominate the lives and liberties of many.

My message to the people of Ukraine is the message I delivered today to Ukraine’s Foreign Minister and Defense Minister,
who I believe (EP, CGA, ‘that”) are here tonight: We stand with you. Period.

Today’s fighting in Kyiv and Mariupol and Kharkiv are the latest battle in a long struggle (AT, LEX, emotivity): Hungary,
1956; Poland, 1956 then again 1981; Czechoslovakia, 1968.

Soviet tanks crushed democratic uprisings, but the resistance continued until finally, in 1989, the Berlin Wall and all of the
walls of Soviet domination — they fell. They fell. And the people prevailed.

But the battle for democracy could not (NO, PAST) conclude and did not conclude with the end of the Cold War.

Over the last 30 years, the forces of autocracy have revived all across the globe. Its hallmarks are familiar ones: contempt for
the rule of law, contempt for democratic freedom, contempt for the truth itself.

Today, Russia has strangled democracy — has sought to (3®P) do so elsewhere, not only in its homeland. Under false claims
(AT, LEX, emotivity) of ethnic solidarity, it has invaded neighboring nations.

Putin has the gall to say (AT, LEX, emotivity) he’s “de-Nazifying” Ukraine. It’s a lie (AT, LEX, emotivity). It’s just
cynical (AT, LEX, emotivity). He knows (3RP) that. And it’s also obscene (AT, LEX, emotivity).

President Zelenskyy was democratically elected. He’s Jewish. His father’s family was wiped out in the Nazi Holocaust. And
Putin has the audacity, like all autocrats before him, to believe that (3%°) might will (EP, EM) make right.

In my own country, a former president named Abraham Lincoln voiced the opposing spirit to save our Union in the midst of

a civil war. He said (NO), “Let us have faith that right makes might.” “Right makes might.”
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Today, let us (EF, DIR) now have that faith again. Let us (EF, DIR) resolve to put the strength of democracies into action
to thwart the denigns of our — the designs of autocracy. Let us (EF, DIR) remember that (EP, CFV) the test of this moment
is the test of all time.

The Kremlin wants to (3%P) portray NATO enlargement as an imperial project aimed at destabilizing Russia. Nothing is
further from the truth. NATO is a defensive alliance. It has never sought the demise of Russia.

In the lead-up to the current crisis (AT, LEX, emotivity), the United States and NATO worked for months to engage Russia
to avert a war. I met with him in person and talked to him many times on the phone.

Time and again, we offered real diplomacy (AT, LEX, emotivity) and concrete proposals (AT, LEX, emotivity) to
strengthen European security, enhance transparency, and build confidence on all sides.

But Putin and Russia met each of the proposals with disinterest in any negotiation, with lies and ultimatums. Russia was bent
on violence from the start.

I know (EP, CFV, ‘that’) not all of you believed me and us when we kept saying (EP, MEP, ‘that’), “They are going to
(EP, EM) cross the border. They are going to (EP, EM) attack.”

Repeatedly, he asserted (3RP, NO), “We have no interest in war.” Guaranteed (= say) he would not (NO, REPORTED
SPEECH) move.

Repeatedly saying he would not (NO, REPORTED SPEECH) invade Ukraine.

Repeatedly saying Russian troops along the border were there for “training” — all 180,000 of them.

There is simply (AT, ADV) no justification or provocation for Russia’s choice of war. It’s an example of one of the oldest
of human impulses: using brute force (AT, LEX, emotivity) and disinformation to satisfy a craving for absolute power and
control.

It’s nothing less than a direct challenge to the rule-based international order established since the end of World War Two.
And it threatens to (3%P) return to decades of war that ravaged Europe before the international rule-based order was put in
place. We cannot (EF, DM) go back to that. We cannot (EF, DM).

The gravity of the threat is why the response of the West has been so swift and so powerful and so unified, unprecedented,
and overwhelming (AT, LEX, expectedness, so intensifies).

Swift and punishing costs are the only things that are going to (EP, EM, speculation) get Russia to change its course.
Within days of its invasion, the West had moved jointly with sanctions to damage Russia’s economy.

Russia’s Central Bank is now blocked from the global financial systems, denying Kremlin’s access to the war fund it stashed
around the globe.

We’ve aimed at the heart of Russia’s economy by stopping the imports of Russian energy to the United States.

To date, the United States has sanctioned 140 Russian oligarchs and their family members, seizing their ill-begotten gains
(AT, LEX, emotivity): their yachts, their luxury apartments, their mansions.

We’ve sanctioned more than 400 Russian government officials, including key architects of this war.

These officials and oligarchs have reaped enormous benefit from the corruption connected to the Kremlin, and now they
have to (EF, DM) share in the pain.

The private sector is acting as well. Over 400 private multinational companies have pulled out of doing business in Russia
— left Russia completely — from oil companies to McDonald’s.

As a result of these unprecedented sanctions (AT, LEX, expectedness), the ruble almost is immediately reduced to rubble.
The Russian economy that’s true, by the way. It takes about 200 rubles to equal one dollar.

The economy is on track to be cut in half in the coming years. It was ranked — Russia’s economy was ranked the 11th biggest

economy in the world before this evasion — invasion. It will soon not (EP, EM) even rank among the top 20 in the world.
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Taken together, these economic sanctions are a new kind of economic statecraft with the power to (EF, POT) inflict damage
that rivals military might.

These international sanctions are sapping Russian strength, its ability to (EF, POT) replenish its military, and its ability —
its ability to (EF, POT) project power. And it is Putin — it is Vladimir Putin who is to blame, period.

At the same time, alongside these economic sanctions, the Western world has come together to provide for the people of
Ukraine with incredible levels of military, economic, and humanitarian assistance (AT, LEX, importance).

In the years before the invasion, we, America, had sent over $650 million, before they crossed the border, in weapons to
Ukraine, including anti-air and anti-armor equipment.

Since the invasion, America has committed another $1.35 billion in weapons and ammunition.

And thanks to the courage and bravery of the Ukrainian people (AT, LEX, emotivity) the equipment we’ve sent, and our
colleagues have sent have been used to devastating effect (AT, LEX, emotivity) to defend Ukrainian land and airspace. Our
Allies and partners have stepped up as well.

But as I’ve made clear (EP, MEP): American forces are in Europe — not in Europe to engage in conflict with Russian
forces. American forces are here to defend NATO Allies.

Yesterday, I met with the troops that are serving alongside our Polish allies to bolster NATO’s frontline defenses. The reason
we wanted to (EF, INT) make clear is their movement on Ukraine: Don’t even think (EF, DIR) about moving on one single
inch of NATO territory.

We have a sacred obligation (AT, LEX, importance), we have a sacred obligation (AT, LEX, importance) under Article
5 to defend each and every inch of NATO territory with the full force of our collective power.

And earlier today, 1 visited your National Stadium, where thousands of Ukrainian refugees are now trying to (3*P) answer
the toughest questions (AT, LEX, emotivity), a human can (NO) ask: “My God, what’s going to happen to me? What’s
going to happen to my family?”

I saw (EP, EVID, DIR) tears in many of the mothers’ eyes as [ embraced them; their young children — their young children
not sure whether to smile or cry. One little girl said, “Mr. President” — she spoke a little English — “is my brother and my
daddy — are they going to be okay? Will I see them again?” Without their husbands, their fathers, in many cases, their
brothers or sisters who stayed back to fight for their country.

I didn’t have to (NO) speak the language or understand the language to feel the emotion in their eyes, the way they gripped
my hand, and little kids hung on to my leg, praying with a desperate (AT, LEX, emotivity) hope that (AT, NOUN) all this
is temporary; apprehension that (AT, NOUN, = fear) they may (EP, EM) be perhaps (EP, EM, perhaps intensifies)
forever away from their homes, almost with debilitating sadness (AT, LEX, emotivity) that this is happening all over again.
But I was also struck by the generosity of the people of Warsaw — for that matter, all the Polish people — for the depths of
their compassion, their willingness to (EF, INT) reach out opening their hearts.

I was saying (EP, MEP, ‘that’) to the Mayor they’re preparing to (3%P) open their hearts and their homes simply (AT,
ADV) to help. I also want to (EF, INT) thank my friend, the great American chef, José Andrés, and his team who helped
feeling those feeding those who are yearning to be free.

But helping these refugees is not something Poland or any other nation should (EF, DM, shouldn’t) carry alone. All the
world democracies have a responsibility to (EF, NRM) help. All of them. And the people of Ukraine can (EF, POT,
external circumstances) count on the United States to meet its responsibility.

I’ve announced (EP MEP, ‘that’), two days ago, we will (EF, INT) welcome 100,000 Ukrainian refugees. We already have
8,000 a week coming to the United States of other nat- — nationalities.

We’ll (EF, INT) provide nearly $300 million of humanitarian assistance, providing tens of thousands of tons of food, water,

medicine, and other basic supplies.
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In Brussels, I announced (EP, MEP, ‘that’) the United States is prepared to (EF, POT) provide more than $1 billion, in
addition, in humanitarian aid.

The World Food Programme told us that (EP, EVID, INF = We are told, ‘that’) despite significant obstacles (AT, LEX,
emotivity), at least some relief is getting to major cities in Ukraine, but not Metropol — no, excuse me, Mar- — not Mariupol,
because Russian forces are blocking relief supplies.

But we’ll not (EF, INT) cease our efforts to (EF, POT) get humanitarian relief wherever it is needed in Ukraine and for the
people who’ve made it out of Ukraine.

Notwithstanding the brutality of Vladimir Putin (AT, LEX, emotivity), let there be no doubt that (EP, CGA) this war
has already been a strategic failure for Russia already. Having lost children myself — I know that’s (EP, CFV) no solace to
the people who’ve lost family.

But he, Putin, thought (NO) Ukrainians would (NO) roll over and not fight. Not much of a student of history. Instead, Russian
forces have met their match with brave and stiff Ukrainian resistance (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Rather than breaking Ukrainian resolve, Russia’s brutal tactics (AT, LEX, emotivity) have strengthened the resolve.
Rather than driving NATO apart, the West is now stronger and more united than it has ever been.

Russia wanted less of a NATO presence on its border, but now we have a stronger presence, a larger presence, with over a
hundred thousand American troops here, along with all the other members of NATO.

In fact (EP, IFV), Russia has managed to cause something I’m sure (EP, CGA, ‘that’) he never intended: The democracies
of the world are revitalized with purpose and unity found in months that we’d once taken years to accomplish.

It’s not only Russia’s actions in Ukraine that are reminding us of democracy’s blessing (AT, LEX, emeotivity). It’s our own
country — his own country, the Kremlin, is jailing protestors. Two hundred thousand people have allegedly (EP, EVID,
REP) already left. There’s a brain drain — leaving Russia. Shutting down independent news. State media is all propaganda,
blocking the image of civilian targets, mass graves, starvation tactics of the Russian forces in Ukraine.

Is it any wonder, as I said (EP, MEP), that 200,000 Russians have all left their country in one month? A remarkable brain
drain (AT, LEX, emotivity) in such a short period of time, which brings me to my message to the Russian people: I've
worked with Russian leaders for decades. I sat across the negotiating table going all the way back to Soviet Premier Alexei
Kosygin to talk arms control at the height of the Cold War.

I’ve always spoken directly and honestly (AT, LEX, emotivity) to you, the Russian people.

Let me say this (EF, DIR), if you’re able to listen: You, the Russian people, are not our enemy.

I refuse to believe that (EP, CGA) you welcome the killing of innocent children and grandparents (AT, LEX, emotivity)

or that you accept hospitals, schools, maternity wards that, for God’s sake (AT, LEX, emotivity, frustration), are being
pummeled with Russian missiles and bombs; or cities being surrounded so that civilians cannot (EF, POT) flee; supplies
cut off and attempting to starve Ukrainians into submission.

Millions of families are being driven from their homes, including half of all Ukraine’s children. These are not the actions of
a great nation.

Of all people, you, the Russian people, as well as all people across Europe, still have the memory of being in a similar
situation in the late thirties and forties — the situation of World War Two — still fresh in the minds of many grandparents
in the region.

What — whatever your generation experienced — whether it experienced the Siege of Leningrad or heard about it from your
parents and grandparents — train stations overflowing with terrified families (AT, LEX, emotivity) fleeing their homes;
nights sheltering in basements and cellars; mornings sitting through the rubble in your homes — these are not memories of

the past. Not anymore. Because it’s exactly what the Russian army is doing in Ukraine right now.
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March 26, 2022. Just days before — we’re at the twenty-fir- — you were a 21st century nation with hopes (AT, LEX,
emotivity) and dreams that (AT, LEX, emotivity) people all over the world have for themselves and their family.

Now, Vladimir Putin’s aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) have cut you, the Russian people, off from the rest of the world,
and it’s taking Russia back to the 19th century.

This is not who you are. This is not the future reserve — you deserve for your families and your children. I’m telling you
the truth (EP, MEP): This war is not worthy (AT, LEX, emotivity) of you, the Russian people.

Putin can (EF, POT) and must (EF, DM) end this war. The American people stand with you and the brave citizens of
Ukraine (AT, LEX, emotivity) who want peace.

And my message to the rest of Europe: This new battle for freedom has already made a few things crystal clear (AT, LEX,
comprehensibility).

First, Europe must (EF, DM) end its dependence on Russian fossil fuels. And we, the United States, will (EF, INT) help.
That’s why just yesterday, in Brussels, I announced a plan with the President of the European Commission to get Europe
through the immediate energy crisis.

Over the long term, as a matter of economic security and national security and for the survivability of the planet, we all need
to (EF, DM) move as quickly as possible to clean, renewable energy. And we’ll (EF, INT) work together to help get that
done so that the days of any nation being subject to the whims of a tyrant (AT, LEX, emotivity) for its energy needs are
over. They must (EF, DM) end. They must (EF, DM) end.

And second, we have to (EF, DM) fight the corruption coming from the Kremlin to give the Russian people a fair chance.
And finally, and most urgently (AT, LEX, importance), we maintain absolute unity — we must (EF, DM) — among the
world’s democracies.

It’s not enough to (EF, NRM) speak with rhetorical flourish, of ennobling words of democracy, of freedom, equality, and
liberty. All of us, including here in Poland, must (EF, DM) do the hard work of democracy (AT, LEX, emotivity) each
and every day. My country as well.

That’s why that’s why I came to Europe again this week with a clear and determined message (AT, LEX,
comprehensibility) for NATO, for the G7, for the European Union, for all freedom-loving nations (AT, LEX, emotivity):
We must (EF, DM) commit now to be in this fight for the long haul. We must (EF, DM) remain unified today and tomorrow
and the day after and for the years and decades to come.

It will not (EP, EM) be easy. There will (EP, EM) be costs. But it’s a price we have to (EF, DM) pay. Because the darkness
that drives autocracy is ultimately no match for the flame of liberty that lights the souls of free people everywhere.

Time and again, history shows that it’s from the darkest moments (AT, LEX, emotivity) that the greatest progress follows.
And history shows this is the task of our time, the task of this generation.

Let’s remember (EF, DIR, ‘that’): The hammer blow that brought down the Berlin Wall, the might that lifted the Iron
Curtain were not the words of a single leader; it was the people of Europe who, for decades, fought to free themselves.
Their sheer bravery (AT, LEX, emotivity) opened the border between Austria and Hungary for the Pan-European Picnic.
They joined hands for the Baltic Way. They stood for Solidarity here in Poland. And together, it was an unmistakable and
undeniable force of the people (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) that the Soviet Union could not (NO, PAST) withstand.
And we’re seeing (EP, EVID, INF) it once again today with the brave Ukrainian people (AT, LEX, emotivity), showing
that their power of many is greater than the will of any one dictator.

So, in this hour, let the words of Pope John Paul burn as brightly today: “Never, ever give up hope, never doubt, never tire,

never become discouraged. Be not afraid.”
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A dictator bent on rebuilding an empire will (EP, EM) never erase a people’s love for liberty (AT, LEX, emotivity).
Brutality will (EP, EM) never grind down their will to (EF, INT, = volition) be free. Ukraine will (EP, EM) never be a
victory for Russia — for free people refuse to (3®P) live in a world of hopelessness and darkness (AT, LEX, emotivity).
We will (EP, EM) have a different future — a brighter future rooted in democracy and principle, hope and light, of decency
and dignity, of freedom and possibilities.

For God’s sake (AT, LEX, emotivity), this man cannot (EF, DM) remain in power.

God bless you all. And may God defend our freedom. And may God protect our troops. Thank you for your patience. Thank
you. Thank you. Thank you.

6.

Good morning, everyone. Sorry to keep you waiting a little bit. I had the honor of spending some time with the Ukrainian
Prime Minister, who’s in town today. And he is meeting with some of my Cabinet members, including the Secretary of
Treasury and others.

And we had a— a good discussion (AT, LEX, emotivity). I talked about what I’m about to tell you about today, as well as
— he was thanking the American people for their support, understands it’s significant, and was — we talked about keeping
everyone together, in terms of Europe, the European Union, and others, in the effort to (EF, POT) stop Putin’s brutality
(AT, LEX, emotivity).

But before I head out to the West Coast, I want to (EF, INT) quickly update the American people on the latest steps we’re
taking to (EF, INT) support the people of Ukraine and to hold Putin accountable for his brutal and bloody war (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

Russian forces have retreated from Kyiv, leaving behind them a horrifying evidence (AT, LEX, emotivity). And you’ve
seen it and you reported it — your folks. And, by the way, I — I don’t say this often (EP, MEP), but I think (EP, CGA,
‘that’) we should (EF, DM) give enormous credit to the folks in your agencies that are on the ground in Ukraine, in these
spots. And they’re — they’re really — I’ve spoken to several of them. It’s a— we owe them. But uncovering these evidences
of their atrocities and war crimes against the Ukrainian people — it’s so clear (EP, EVID, INF) to the whole world now.
Now they’ve launched and refocused their campaign to seize new territory in eastern Ukraine.

And we’re in a critical window (AT, LEX, importance) now of time where that — they’re going to (EP, EM) set the stage
for the next phase of this war.

And the United States and our Allies and partners are moving as fast as possible to continue to provide Ukraine the forces
that they need — the weapons they need — excuse me — and the equipment they need — their forces need to (EF, DM)
defend their nation.

Last week, I signed an $800 million package of security assistance to Ukraine that included new capabilities like artillery
systems and armored personnel carriers — equipment that is responsive to Ukraine’s needs and tailored to support the
intensified fighting in the Donbas region, which is a different war than in other places because both — topographically it’s
different. It’s flat, it’s not in the mountains, and it requires different kinds of weapons to be more effective.

Today, I’'m announcing another $800 million to further augment Ukraine’s ability to (EF, POT) fight in the east — in the
Donbas region.

This package includes heavy artillery weapons — dozens of Howitzers — and 144,000 rounds of ammunition to go with
those Howitzers. It also includes more tactical drones.

In the past two months, we’ve moved weapons and equipment to Ukraine at record speed.

We’ve sent thousands of anti-armor and anti-air missiles, helicopters, drones, grenade launchers, machine guns, rifles, radar

systems. More than 50 million rounds of ammunition had already been sent.
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The United States alone has provided 10 anti-armor systems for every one Russian tank that’s in Ukraine — a 10 to 1 ratio.
We’re sharing and will (EF, INT) continue to share significant, timely intelligence (AT, LEX, importance) with Ukraine
to help defend them against Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).

And on top of this, these direct contributions from the United States, we’re facilitating; we’re the outfit facilitating the
significant flow of weapons and systems (AT, LEX, importance) to Ukraine from other Allies and partners around the
world, like the S-300 long-range, anti-aircraft systems that Slovakia recently transferred to Ukraine. We are getting them in
there.

We won’t (EP, EM) always be able to (EF, POT) advertise everything we — that our partners are doing to support Ukraine
in its fight for freedom.

But to modernize Teddy Roosevelt’s famous advice: Sometimes we will (EP, EM) speak softly and carry a large Javelin.
Because we’re sending a lot of those in as well.

You know, but we’re not — we’re not sitting on the funding that Congress has provided for Ukraine. We’re sending it directly
to the frontlines of freedom (AT, LEX, emotivity), to the fearless and skilled Ukrainian fighters (AT, LEX, emotivity)
who are standing in the breach.

You got to admit (EF, DIR), you have — must (EP, EM, assumption) be amazed at the courage of this country, the resolve
that they’re showing, not just the milit- — their military, but the average citizen: men and women, young — young men,
young women as well.

It’s — you know, the sustained and coordinated support of the international community, led and facilitated by the United
States, has a — is a significant reason (AT, LEX, importance) why Ukraine is able to (3%P) stop Russia from taking over
their country thus far.

Every American taxpayer, every member of our Armed Forces can (EF, POT) be proud of the fact that (EP, IFV) our
country’s generosity and the skill and service of our military helped arm and repel Russia’s aggression (AT, LEX,
emotivity) in Ukraine, to beat back Putin’s savagery (AT, LEX, emotivity) that tried to (3%P) seize Ukraine’s capital and
wipe out Ukraine’s government.

The Battle of Kyiv was a historic victory for the Ukrainians. It was a victory for freedom, won by the Ukrainian people with
unprecedented assistance (AT, LEX, expectedness) by the United States and our Allies and our partners.

Now — now we have to (EF, DM) accelerate that assistance package to help prepare Ukraine for Russia’s offensive that’s
going to (EP, EM) be more limited in terms of geography, but not in terms of brutality — not in terms of brutality.
Combined with our recent drawdowns, it will (EP, EM) ensure a steady flow of weapons and equipment into Ukraine over
the next few weeks.

However, with this latest disbursement, I’ve almost exhausted the drawdown authority I have that Congress authorized for
Ukraine in a bipartisan spending bill last month.

In order to sustain Ukraine for the duration of this fight, next week I’m going to (EF, INT, going to -> have to = stronger)
— have to (EF, DM) be sending to Congress a supplemental budget request to keep weapons and ammunition flowing
without interruption to the brave Ukrainian fighters (AT, LEX, emotivity) and to continue to deliver economic assistance
to the Ukrainian people.

Hope (AT, NOUN, ‘that’) — and my hope (AT, NOUN, ‘that’) is and my expectation (EP, CGA, = belief, ‘that’) is
Congress would (EP, EM) move and act quickly. And I want to (EF, INT) thank the Congress — Democrats and
Republicans — for their support for the people of Ukraine.

Our unity at home, our unity with our Allies and partners, and our unity with the Ukrainian people is sending an unmistakable
message (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) to Putin: He will (EP, EM) never succeed in dominating and occupying all of
Ukraine. He will not (EP, EM) — that will not (EP, EM) happen.
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In addition to bolstering Ukraine’s resistance on the battlefield, we’re also demonstrating our support for the people of
Ukraine.

Today, the United States is announcing that (EP, MEP, = we) we intend to (EF, INT) provide an additional $500 million
in direct economic assistance to the Ukrainian government.

This brings our total economic support for Ukraine to $1 billion in the past two months.

This is money the government can (EF, POT) help, use to help stabilize their economy, to support communities that have
been devastated by the Russian onslaught (AT, LEX, emotivity), and pay the brave workers (AT, LEX, emotivity) that
continue to provide essential services (AT, LEX, importance) to the people of Ukraine.

You know, these past weeks have seen a terrible human cost (AT, LEX, emotivity) of Putin’s ambition for conquest and
control. Approximately two thirds — two thirds — of all Ukrainian children have been displaced from their homes. More
than 5 million Ukrainians have fled their country. It’s an absolute outrage (AT, LEX, emotivity). The idea this is happening
approaching the second quarter of the 21st century is just ...

Last month, when I was in Europe, I announced that (EP, MEP) the United States would (EP, EM) welcome 100,000
Ukrainians so that we share in the responsibility of supporting Ukrainians fleeing Putin’s war machine (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

We’ve already welcomed tens of thousands of Ukrainians to the United States.

And today, I’m announcing a program, “Unite for Ukraine” — a new program to enable Ukrainians seeking refuge to come
directly from Europe to the United States.

This new humanitarian parole program will (EP, EM) complement the existing legal pathways available to Ukrainians,
including immigrant visas and refugee processing.

It will (EP, EM) provide an expedient channel for secure, legal migration from Europe to the United States for Ukrainians
who have a U.S. sponsor, such as a family or an NGO.

This program will (EP, EM) be fast. It will (EP, EM) be streamlined. And it will (EP, EM) ensure (3*P) the United States
honors its commitment to (EF, INT) go to the Ukrainian people and need not go through our southern border.

We’re also continuing to ratchet up the pressure on Putin and further isolate Russia on the world stage.

Yesterday, the Treasury Department rolled out additional measures to crack down on the entities and individuals attempting
to evade our unprecedented sanctions (AT, LEX, expectedness) — not just ours, but throughout the West.

Today, I’'m announcing that (EP, MEP) the United States will (EF, INT) ban Russian-affiliated ships from our ports, as
they did in Europe.

That means no ship — no ship that sails under the Russian flag or that is owned or operated by Russian interests will (EF,
INT) be allowed to dock in a United States port or access our shores. None. None.

This is yet another critical step (AT, LEX, importance) we’re taking (EF, INT) in concert with our partners in the European
Union, the United Kingdom, and Canada and — further to deny Russia the benefits of the international economic system that
they so enjoyed in the past.

We don’t know (NO) how long this war will (EP, EM) last. But as we approach the two-month mark, here’s what we do
know (EP, CFV, ‘that’):

Putin has failed to achieve his grand ambitions on the battlefield. After weeks of shelling Kyiv, Kyiv still stands.

President Zelenskyy and his democratically elected government still remain in power.

And the Ukrainian armed forces, joined by many brave Ukrainian civilians (AT, LEX, emotivity), have thwarted Russia’s
conquest of their country.

They have been bolstered from day one by an unstinting supply of weapons, ammunition, armor, intelligence from the nations

of the free world led by us, the United States.
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As Russia continues to grind out the military advances and — their military advances and the brutalities against Ukraine
(AT, LEX, emotivity), Putin is banking on us losing interest. That’s been my view (EP, CGA); you’ve heard me say this
from the beginning. He was counting on NATO, the European Union, our allies in Asia cracking, moving away. He’s betting
on Western unity will (EP, EM) crack. He’s still betting on that.

And, once again, we’re going to (EF, INT, committed to the action) prove him wrong. We will not (EF, INT) lessen our
resolve. We’re going to (EF, INT) continue to stand with the brave and proud people of Ukraine (AT, LEX, emotivity).
We will (EP, EM) never fail in our determination to (EF, INT) defend freedom and oppose tyranny. It’s as simple as that
(AT, LEX, comprehensibility).

So, again, I want to (EF, INT) thank the American people — thank the American people for their support of the Ukrainian
people. This is our — this is our responsibility, it seems to me (EP, CGA), and we’ve been able to (EF, POT) hold the
whole world together in this effort.

So, thank you very much. Thank you.

7.

Hello, everybody. Good morning. I just signed a request to Congress for critical security, economic, and humanitarian
assistance to help Ukraine continue to counter Putin’s aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) and — at a very pivotal moment
(AT, LEX, importance).

We need this bill to support Ukraine in its fight for freedom. And our NATO Allies, our EU partners — they’re going to
(EF, INT, commitment) pay their fair share of the costs as well, but we have to (EF, DM) do this. We have to (EF, DM)
do our part as well, leading the Alliance.

The cost of this fight is not cheap, but caving to aggression is going to (EP, EM) be more costly if we allow (EF, POT) it
to happen.

We either back the Ukrainian people as they defend their country, or we stand by as the Russians continue their atrocities
and aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) in Ukraine.

Every day — every day, the Ukrainians pay for the — a price with — and the price they pay is with their lives for this fight.
So, we need to (EF, DM) contribute arms, funding, ammunition, and the economic support to make their courage and
sacrifice have purpose so they can (EF, POT) continue this fight and do what they’re doing.

It’s critical (AT, LEX, importance) this funding gets approved and approved as quickly as possible.

You know, long before Russia lost i- — launched its brutal invasion (AT, LEX, emotivity), [ — I made clear how the
United States would (EP, EM) respond. I predicted (EP, MEP, ‘that’) they would (EP, EM) invade, and they surely (EP,
EM, epistemic necessity) did.

We said (EP, MEP, ‘that’) we’d not (EF, INT) send U.S. troops to fight Russian troops in Ukraine, but we would (EF,
INT) provide robust military assistance (AT, LEX, importance) and try to (EF, POT) unify the Western world against
Russia’s aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).

I said (EP, MEP, ‘that’) I would (EF, INT) impose powerful sanctions (AT, LEX, importance) on Russia and that we’d
(EF, INT) destroy and develop — we’d (EF, INT) destroy this myth that somehow, they could (EP, EM) continue to move
without the rest of the world acting; that we’d (EF, INT) deploy additional forces to defend NATO territory, particularly in
the east, along the Russian and Belarus borders.

That’s exactly — that’s exactly what we said (EP, MEP, ‘that’) we would do (EF, INT), and we did.

But despite the disturbing rhetoric (AT, LEX, emotivity) coming out of the Kremlin, the facts are plain for everybody to

see. We’re not attacking Russia; we’re helping Ukraine defend itself against Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).
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And just as Putin chose to (3®P) launch this brutal invasion (AT, LEX, emotivity), he could (EF, POT, his ability) make
the choice to (EF, INT) end this brutal invasion (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Russia is the aggressor (AT, LEX, emotivity). No if, ands, or buts about it. Russia is the aggressor (AT, LEX, emotivity).
And the world must (EF, DM) and will (EF, INT) hold Russia accountable.

Russia’s continued assault on — is yielding immense human costs (AT, LEX, emotivity).

We’ve seen (EP, EVID, DIR) — we’ve seen (EP, EVID, DIR) them leave behind horrifying evidence of their atrocities
and war crimes (AT, LEX, emotivity) in the areas they tried to (3®P) control.

And as long as the assaults and atrocities continue, we’re going to (EF, INT) continue to supply military assistance.

And I might (EP, EM) note, parenthetically: You know, there’s a dinner this weekend to celebrate the press. Think (EF,
DIR) of what the American press has done — the courage it has taken to stay in these warzones, the courage it has taken to
report every single day.

I’ve always had respect for the press, but I can’t tell (EP, MEP) you how much respect I have watching — watching them
in these zones where they’re under fire, risking their own lives to make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the world hears the truth.
Imagine (EF, DIR) if we weren’t getting that information. It’d (EP, EM) be a different world. It’d (EP, EM) be a different
circumstance.

In the past two months, Russia launched its brutal attack (AT, LEX, emotivity) and has moved weapons and equipment to
Ukraine at — we’ve moved — we’ve moved weapons and equipment to Ukraine at record speed.

Thanks to the aid we’ve provided, Russian forces have been forced to retreat from Kyiv. It doesn’t mean they’re not going
to (EP, EM) try to come back, but they’ve retreated thus far.

We’ve sent thousands of anti-armor, anti-air missiles, helicopters, drones, grenade launchers, machine guns, rifles, radar
systems, more than 50 million rounds of ammunition. The United States alone has provided 10 anti-armor systems for every
Russian tank that is in Ukraine — 10 to 1.

We’re providing Ukraine significant, timely intelligence (AT, LEX, importance) to help them defend themselves against
the Russian onslaught (AT, LEX, emotivity).

And we’re facilitating a significant flow of weapons and systems (AT, LEX, importance) to Ukraine from our Allies and
partners around the world, including tanks, artillery, and other weapons.

That support is moving with unprecedented speed (AT, LEX, expectedness).

Much — much of the new equipment we’ve announced in the past two mon- — two weeks has already gotten to Ukraine,
where it can (EF, POT) be put to direct use on the battlefield.

However, we have almost exhausted what we call — the fancy phrase — the “drawdown authority” that Congress authorized
Ukraine — authorized for Ukraine in a bipartisan spending bill last month. Basically (NO, it doesn’t express any emotion),
we’re out of money.

And so, that’s why today, in order to sustain Ukraine as it — as it continues to fight, I’'m sending Congress a supplemental
budget request.

It’s going to (EP, EM) keep weapons and ammunition flowing without interruption to the brave Ukrainian fighters (AT,
LEX, emotivity) and continue delivering economic and humanitarian assistance to the Ukrainian people.

This so-called supplemental funding addresses the needs of the Ukrainian military during the crucial weeks and months
ahead (AT, LEX, importance). And it begins — it begins to transition to longer-term security assistance that’s going to
(EP, EM) help Ukraine deter and continue to defend against Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).

This assistance would (EP, EM, hypothesis) provide even more artillery, armored vehicles, anti-armor systems, anti-air

capabilities that have been used so effectively thus far on the battlefield by the Ukrainian warriors.
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You know, and it’s going to (EP, EM) deliver much-needed humanitarian assistance as well as food, water, medicines,
shelter, and other aid to Ukrainians displaced by Russia’s war (AT, LEX, emotivity), and provide aid to those seeking
refuge in other countries from Ukraine.

It’s also going to (EP, EM) help schools and hospitals open. It’s going to (EP, EM) allow_pensions and social support to
be paid to the Ukrainian people so they have something — something in their pocket. It’s also going to (EP, EM) provide
critical resources to address food shortages around the globe.

Ukraine — Ukraine was one of the world’s largest agriculture producers. It typically grows 10 percent of all the wheat that’s
shipped around the world.

Putin has asserted (3®°, NO) sanctions are blocking food from Ukraine and Russia getting on the market — the sanctions
we’ve imposed on Russia. Simply not true (AT, LEX, comprehensibility).

Putin’s war (AT, LEX, emotivity), not sanctions, are impacting the harvest of food and disrupting the movement of that
food by land and sea to nations around the globe that need it.

This funding is going to (EP, EM) help ease rising food prices at home as well, and abroad, caused by Russia’s war (AT,
LEX, emotivity) in Ukraine.

It’s going to (EP, EM) help support American farmers produce more crops like wheat and oilseed, which is good for rural
America, good for the American consumer, and good for the world.

And this supplemental request will (EP, EM) use the Defense Production Act to expand domestic production and reserve —
and the reserve of critical materials — materials like nickel and lithium that have been disrupted by Putin’s war (AT, LEX,
emotivity) in Ukraine and that are necessary to (EF, DM) make everything from defense systems to automobiles.

And I hope (EF, INT, ‘that’) Congress — I hope (EF, INT, ‘that’) Congress will (EP, EM) move on this funding quickly.
I believe (EP, CGA, ‘that’) they will (EP, EM).

I want to (EF, INT) thank Congress — Democrats and Republicans — for their support of the people of Ukraine.

And next week, [ will (NO, future fact) be in Alabama to visit a Lockheed Martin plant that manufactures the Javelin anti-
tank missile we’ve been sending to Ukraine, and to thank the American workers — thank them — for producing the weapons
that helped stop Russia’s advances in Ukrainian cities like Kyiv.

Their hard work has played a critical role (AT, LEX, importance) in ensuring Putin’s strategic failure in Ukraine, and they
should (EF, DM) know that (3%°) we know (EP, CFV, ‘that’) it.

In addition to this supplemental funding, I’m also sending to Congress a comprehensive package of — that will (EP, EM)
enhance our underlying effort to (EF, POT) hold accountable the Russian oligarchs and make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) we
take their — take their ill-begotten gains (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ha, we’re going to (EF, INT) “accommodate” them.
We’re going to (EF, INT) scize their yachts, their luxury homes, and other ill-begotten gains (AT, LEX, emotivity) of
Putin’s kleptoc- — yeah — kleptocracy (AT, LEX, emotivity) and klep- — the guys who are the kleptocracies. But these
are bad guys (AT, LEX, emotivity).

This legislative package strengthens our law enforcement capabilities to seize property linked to Russia’s kleptocracy (AT,
LEX, emotivity).

It’s going to (EP, EM) create new, expedited procedures for forfeiture and seizure of these — of these properties. And it’s
going to (EP, EM) ensure that when the oligarchs’ assets are sold off, funds can (EF, POT) be used directly to remedy the
harm Russia caused in their help — and help build Ukraine.

Additionally, yesterday, Ru- — Russia threatened two of our Allies with a cut-off of energy supplies.

While America has ended all Russian fossil fuel imports because we are able to (EF, POT) use our vast support (AT, LEX,
importance) — supply of power in our country, some European countries have faced more challenges in reducing their

reliance on Russian fuel.
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Russia has long claimed to (3®P°, NO) be, quote, “the reliable source of energy” for the world. No matter what the differences
are, their customers are always going to (EP, EM) be — be in good shape.

But these actions prove that energy is not just a commodity that Russia sells to help meet other countries’ needs, but a weapon
it will (EP, EM) use to deploy against those who stand against their aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).

So, let me be clear (EF, DIR): We will not (EF, INT) let Russia intimidate or blackmail their way out of these sanctions.
We will not (EF, INT) allow (EF, POT) them to use their oil and gas to avoid consequences for their aggression (AT,
LEX, emotivity).

We’re working with other nations — like Korea, Japan, Qatar, and others — to support our effort to (EF, POT) help the
European allies threatened by Russia with gas blackmail and their energy needs in other ways.

Aggression will not (EP, EM) win. Threats will not (EP, EM) win.

This is just another reminder of the imperative for Europe and the world to move more and more of our power needs to clean
energy.

In the United States, we’re doing that right now. Last year, we deployed more solar, wind, and battery storage than any year
in our history — enough to power 56 million American homes.

Earlier this month, we acted to bolster the — our reli- —the reliance on our nuclear energy facilities, which generates more
than half of our carbon-free power. And we’re just getting started. I look at this as a serious problem (AT, LEX,
importance), but also an enormous opportunity (AT, LEX, importance) — an opportunity.

Bottom line: All these actions we’ve been taking are about the truth — this truth (EP, IFV): Investing in Ukraine’s freedom
and security is a small price to pay to punish Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity), to lessen the risk of future conflicts.
Y ou know, throughout our history, we’ve learned that (EP, EVID, INF, deduction) when dictators do not pay the price for
their aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity), they cause more chaos and engage in more aggression. They keep moving. And the
costs, the threats to America and the world keep rising.

We can’t (EF, DM) let this happen.

Our unity at home, our unity with our Allies and partners, and our unity with the Ukrainian people is sending an unmistakable
message (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) to Putin: You will (EP, EM) never succeed in dominating Ukraine.

Finally, we’re going to (EF, INT) continue to deliver critical support (AT, LEX, importance) to Ukraine. We must also
not (EF, DM) let our guard down in our fight against COVID-19 at home and abroad. That’s why ’m, again, urging
Congress to (EF, DIR) act on my request for $22.5 billion in emergency resources so the American people can (EF, POT)
continue to protect themselves from COVID-19.

The reason we were so successful in the past is because I was able to (EF, POT) work with drug manufacturers to order
significant quantities (AT, LEX, importance) of material we needed ahead of time to get in the front of the line. Without
additional funding, we can’t (EF, POT) preorder the amount of vaccines we need, and we risk losing our spot in line for
vaccines that target multiple variants.

We’re running out of supply for therapeutics like antiviral pills that we desperately (AT, LEX, emotivity) need.

Without additional funding, we’re unable to (EF, POT) purchase the lifesaving treatment for the American people. We’ve
donated more vaccines and treatments to the world than all other nations in the world combined. If the U.S. won’t (EP, EM)
do it, no one else is really going to (EP, EM) step up and do it.

Without additional funding, the United States won’t (EP, EM, = we) be able to (EF, POT) help stop the spread around the
world and close off ongoing suppor- — sources of the supply chain disruptions.

Look (EF, DIR), let’s (EF, DIR) get both of these critical tasks (AT, LEX, importance) done. No delays, no excuses, just
action now. Now.

Thank you all. Thank you.
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8.

Well, good afternoon, everybody. And thank you, Jim, for the invitation to be here today and, Linda, for the warm welcome
today. And Congressman Sewell — -woman Sewell, thank you for all you do for the people of this state and the country and
for your friendship — our friendship.

I wanted to (EF, INT) come down to Alabama to make sure that (EF, INT) the American people know what workers at
this —

And, by the way, if you have a seat, please take it. By the way, sometimes — the press is always fair with me, but once —
every once in a while, I make a mistake — not like — well, once a speech.

But, at any rate, | — years ago, when I first started talking to this — for this job, I said (EP, MEP), “Please take your seats.”
There weren’t any seats. Everyone was standing. There were no chairs. So, I just wanted to (EF, INT) make sure (EF, INT,
‘that’) I checked whether you had seats.

Look (EF, DIR), the American people know what workers at this facility are doing and support — to support Ukraine’s fight
for freedom.

And the bottom line is I came to say thank you, thank you, thank you. That’s the reason I’m here.

I’ve been on those battlefields where these missiles are fired, and I spent a lot of time going in and out of Iraq and Afghanistan
— maybe (EP, EM, probability modal) a total of 40 times. And I tell you what (EP, MEP, he marks the act of
enunciation): You’re — and I’ve been in Ukraine a lot prior to the war and on the border since the war. And it’s — it’s
amazing (AT, LEX, emotivity) what you’ve done.

We see (EP, EVID, DIR) on the news every single day the atrocities and the war crimes that are being committed by Russian
forces in Ukraine, directed by Vladimir Putin. And it really (EP, IFV) is gut-wrenching (AT, LEX, emotivity).

We see (EP, EVID, INF) the incredible bravery of the Ukrainian fighters (AT, LEX, emotivity) defending their country
from ev- — with everything they have. And, by the way, it’s not just their warriors. It’s not just their military. It’s people in
the street — people in the street, staying behind. A lot have gotten out — 5 million — but a lot are staying, including women
as well as men, staying to fight for their country.

And — and we know that (EP, CFV) the United States is leading our Allies and partners around the world to make sure
that (EF, INT) courageous Ukrainians (AT, LEX, emotivity) who are fighting for the future of their nation have the
weapons and the capacity and ammunition and equipment to defend themselves against Putin’s brutal war (AT, LEX,
emotivity). A lot of war crimes being committed.

But what we don’t — what we don’t see — we don’t always see — is the work that so much of — that makes so much of
this possible (EF, POT, circumstances external to the participant which make the event possible). And that’s you. It’s
not hyperbole (AT, LEX, comprehensibility). It’s you. You make it possible (EF, POT). You make it possible (EF, POT)
for them to have a shot.

You know, during World War Two, the United States was known as the arsenal of democracy. There was Rosie the Riveter
— who I actually (EP, IFV, = in fact) got to meet, quite frankly (EP, CGA), before she passed away — and a lot of people
who, in fact (EP, IFV), kept the — kept it going.

I was — a slight digression — I went over for the 50th anniversary of the — the end of World War Two. And I was in
Normandy, and I went up afterwards with the — to the cemetery. And I was walking by myself. And it’s — it’s incredible
(AT, LEX, emotivity). It’s immaculate. It’s perfectly manicured, and the headstones are all the same.

I looked down one row, and I saw (EP, EVID, DIR) three names — same names. A father and two sons who had died in the

landing. And I was bent down, and I was reading the dates of their birth. And all of a sudden, I heard behind me, “Attention!”
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And I turned around and there was a gentleman who had to (EP, EM) be in his early 80s, in a wheelchair, being wheeled by
his son who — big guy — looked like Hoss Cartwright — and his — and his wife and one of their — and a daughter.

And he saluted me, so I saluted him, and — at the time. And I turned around, and I said (EP, MEP), “Thank you for what
you did. Thank you for saving — literally (AT, LEX, emeotivity) saving civilization.”

And he put his hand on his wife’s — his wife — his hand was on her shoulder. And he said (NO), “No, no. She did it. She
did it.”

And I looked at her, and he said (NO), “She built the landing craft that got us in here. She and her friends — they’re the ones
that did it.” And he went on. And he filled up.

And all of a sudden, it dawned on me: You’re doing it. You really (EP, IFV) are doing it. You’re making a gigantic
difference (AT, LEX, importance) for these poor sons of guns who are under such enormous, enormous pressure (AT,
LEX, emotivity) and firepower.

Those Javelins I saw (EP, EVID, DIR) — there’s 10 for every tank that there is in Ukraine right now. You’re changing
people’s lives. We built the weapons — no, you really (EP, IFV) do. But we built the weapons and the equipment that helped
defend freedom and sovereignty in Europe years ago. But that’s true (EP, IFV) again today.

You know, some of the best, most effective weapons in our arsenal are those Javelin missiles, like the ones manufactured
right here in Pike County.

They’re highly portable. They’re extremely effective (AT, LEX, importance) against a wide range of armored targets. They
can (EF, POT) hit targets up to 4,000 meters away and have a “fire-and-forget” capability. That means the person firing can
(EF, POT) — and I know (EP, CFV, ‘that’), you know it, but for anybody who may (EP, EM) be listening — can (EF,
POT) change positions or take cover before that Javelin even strikes home and strikes the target.

In fact (EP, IFV), they’ve been so important there’s even a story about Ukrainian parents naming their children — not a
joke — their newborn child “Javelin” or “Javelina.” Not a joke.

So, the brave people of Ukraine (AT, LEX, emotivity), including the many civilians who have taken up arms to defend
their country, deserve every ounce of credit for pushing back the Russian assault (AT, LEX, emotivity) and frustrating
Putin’s desire to (EF, INT) dominate Ukraine.

We’re at an inflection point in history, for real — it comes along about every six or eight generations — where things are
changing so rapidly that we have to (EF, DM) be in control.

Folks, there’s an ongoing battle in the world between autocracy and democracy. Xi Jinping, the leader of China, who I've
talked — I’ve spent more time with than any other world leader has — over 78 hours on the — either in person or on the
telephone with him. And the fact of the matter is (EP, IFV) he just is straightforward about it. He says (NO, REPORTED
SPEECH) that democracies cannot (NO) be sustained in the 21st century. Not a joke. They cannot (NO) be sustained —
because things are moving so rapidly, democracies require consensus, and it’s hard to (NO) get consensus, therefore they
can’t (NO) keep up with an autocracy — one-man rule.

But that’s not going to (EP, EM) be the case. If that happens, the whole world changes.

And because of you — in this first, really (EP, IFV), battle, if you will — for that to determine whether that’s going to (EP,
EM) happen is because you’re making it possible (EF, POT). You’re making it pessible (EF, POT) for the Ukrainian people
to defend themselves without us having to risk getting in a third world war by sending in American soldiers fighting Russian
soldiers.

My dad used to have an expression. He’d say (NO), “The only war worse than one that’s intended is one that’s unintended.”
You’re allowing (EF, POT) the Ukrainians to defend themselves. And quite frankly (EP, CGA), they’re making fools of

the Russian military in many instances.
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A big part of the reason they’ve been able to (3RP) keep on fighting and to make this war a strategic failure for Russia is
because the United States, together with our Allies and partners, have had their back.

The United States alone has committed more than 5,500 Javelins to Ukraine. You’re changing the nation. You really (EP,
IFV) are. Add (EF, DIR) to that, significant supplies (AT, LEX, importance) from our Allies and partners, as well as
many thousands of other anti-tank and anti-air weapons, helicopters, armored vehicles, artillery, coastal defense systems.
Before Russia attacked, we made sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) Ukraine had Javelins and other weapons to strengthen their
defenses, so Ukraine was ready for whatever happened.

And in the last two months, we continued to move even more resources and equipment at a rapid pace into Ukraine. We’ve
made sure that (EF, INT) there are no interruptions in the flow of equipment to Ukraine.

Since Russia invaded Ukraine just over two months ago, we have sent more than $3 billion in security assistance to Ukraine
— alone, us — not counting our Allies. And that money is a direct investment in defending freedom and democracy itself.
Because if you don’t stand up to dictators, history has shown us they keep coming. They keep coming. Their appetite for
power continues to grow.

And every worker in this facility and every American taxpayer is directly contributing to the case for freedom. And that’s
something we can (EF, POT) all be incredibly (AT, LEX, emotivity) proud of, in my view (EP, CGA).

Last week, I sent Congress — if you excuse a point of personal privilege, talking like an old senator — but I sent a
supplemental budget — a fancy way of saying we need more money — to make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the United States
can (EF, POT) continue to send weapons directly to the frontlines of freedom in Ukraine and to continue to provide economic
and humanitarian assistance to help the Ukrainian people.

And I urge the Congress to (EF, DIR) pass this funding quickly to help Ukraine continue to succeed against Russian
aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity), just as they did when they won the Battle of Kyiv, and to make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’)
the United States and our Allies can (EF, POT) replenish our own stocks of weapons to replace what we’ve sent to Ukraine.
As I 'said (EP, MEP) from the beginning, this fight is not going to (EP, EM) be cheap, but caving to aggression would (EP,
EM, hypothesis) even be more costly.

We either back the Ukrainian people as they defend their country or stand by as Russia continues its atrocities and aggression.
I know what my answer is, and I think (EP, CGA, ‘that’) you all do too. I bet I know what the answer of this plant is.
There’s something else here that — to be understand. Being the arsenal of democracy also means good-paying jobs for
American workers in Alabama and the states all across America where defense equipment is manufactured and assembled.
Two hundred and sixty-five people here at this plant are directly employed working on the Javelin program. All told,
Lockheed Martin has brought nearly 3,000 jobs to Alabama.

The Armed Forces of the United States of America is going to (EF, INT) continue to be the best-armed, most capable fighting
force in the history of the world.

In order to do that, we have to (EF, DM) make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) our vital defense suppliers are getting the inputs and
supplies they need to produce and protect and provide the full capacity.

Ilearned (EP, EVID, INF) on the tour today that each of the Javelins you produce includes more than 200 semiconductors.
I’ve been a broken record, as the press will (EP, EM) tell you, on our need to be able to (EF, POT) produce more
semiconductors in the United States.

We invented the sucker, going to the moon — we, the United States. We’re the one that modernized it. We’ve done more
than anybody else. But guess what? We stopped investing in ourselves. We stopped investing in ourselves.

And so, now we’re back in the game, making sure that (EF, INT) we become — we become the primary producer of those

semiconductors — computer chips that power much of our modern lives.
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They’re in our phones, our cars, almost anything that has an on/off switch. And the semiconductor is critical to (AT, ADJ)
defense production capacity, as you — you all know better than I do.

That’s why we are making it as hard as we can (EF, POT) for Russia to get a hold of semiconductors and advanced
technologies that it could (EP, EM) use to upgrade its military during this conflict, and why we’re taking steps to (EF,
INT) make it easier to source what we need here in the United States during a global semiconductor shortage.

And just one more — there is just one more reason why Congress has to (EF, DM) act quickly to provide the emergency
funding for the so-called CHIPS Act by passing the broader Bipartisan Innovation Act so we can (EF, POT) produce tens
of millions of these chips.

There is something we have to (EF, DM) focus on and something I’ve focused on from my earliest days of our
administration: I’m determined to (EF, INT) make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the United States holds the technological high
ground in competition with other nations, especially China, as we move forward.

Folks, you know, we — we used to invest, as a nation, years ago — 35 years ago, we invested 2 percent of our entire GDP
in research and development. We do half of that now. We do half of that. We used to be number one in the world. Now we’re
number 13 in the world. My administration — we’re changing that.

The United States used to own the innovation field. In fact (EP, IFV), it was a Department of Defense research program that
established DARPA. It was the first development of an anti-tank missile with advanced infrared guidance systems that
culminated in today’s Javelin.

The Bipartisan Innovation Act is going to (EP, EM) help reverse decades-long decline in federal research and development
investment. And it should (EP, EM, assumption) create jobs and support entire families, and expand U.S. manufacturing
and strengthen our national security.

Where in God’s name is it written that the United States can (EF, POT) no longer be a leading manufacturer in the world.
We’ve created, just in the last 17 months, 465,000 permanent manufacturing jobs in America. We have the best workers, the
most competent employees, the best science in the world.

And by funding the CHIPS Act, we’re going to (EF, INT, promise) ensure the semiconductors that power the economy and
our national security are made here in America again.

Today, all — all the world’s most advanced chips are made overseas. But the events of the past few years have proven
beyond a doubt (EP, CGA) that America’s security should (EF, DM) never be held hostage to events overseas — not a
pandemic, not a war, not the politics of — ambition, or other countries.

Fundamentally (AT, ADV), there’s a national — this is a national security issue. This is one of the reasons why the Chinese
Communist Party is lobbying folks to oppose this bill. And it’s an issue that unites Democrats and Republicans.

So, let’s get it done (EF, DIR). Let’s get it done (EF, DIR).

In her introduction, Linda said (NO) she personally touched every single solitary Javelin — 50,000 — that had been
manufactured in this plant 20 years ago.

I was worried to (AT, ADJ) shake your hand. I thought (EP, CGA, ‘that’) you may — I might (EP, EM) be electrocuted.
But that’s where they start: right here with American skill, American craftsmanship, American patriotism.

And just a few days ago, the Wall Street Journal quoted a young Ukrainian fighter saying, and I quote, “Without the Javelins,
it would have been very hard to stop the enemy pushing ahead.” End of quote.

So, these weapons, touched by the hands — your hands — are in the hands of Ukrainian heroes (AT, LEX, emotivity),
making a significant difference (AT, LEX, importance). And that’s something each and every day you could (EP, EM)
and should (EP, EM, deduction) be proud of.
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And I’m once more urging Congress to (EF, DIR) quickly pass the supplemental funding bill for over $30 billion to help

the Ukrainians so they can (EF, POT) keep — they can (EF, POT) keep all of the very, very — all of you very, very busy
for a while here.

So, again, let me end (EF, DIR) where I began. I came for a basic reason, from the bottom of my heart (AT, LEX,
emotivity): to say thank you. Thank you, thank you, thank you for what you do. Thank you for what you continue to do.
Unless you go out in the field and see it, you don’t realize what a difference you’re making.

May God bless you all. And may God protect our troops. Thank you so much.

9.

Good almost morning. It’s exactly noon. Thank you for being here.

Yesterday marked 11 months since Russia’s brutal, full-scale invasion (AT, LEX, emotivity) of Ukraine; 11 months in
which the Ukrainian people have showed Putin and the world the full force of their courage and the indomitable
determination to (AT, LEX, emotivity) (EF, INT) live free.

And through every single step of this herrific war (AT, LEX, emotivity), the American people have been strong and
unwavering in their support.

And Democrats and Republicans in Congress have stood together. The United States has worked in lockstep with our Allies
and partners around the world to make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the Ukrainian people are in the strongest possible position to
defend their nation, their families, and against the brutal — the truly brutal aggression of Russia (AT, LEX, emotivity).
We haven’t seen (EP, EVID, INF) the likes of this in a long time.

The United States and Europe are fully united.

This morning, I had a long conversation with our NATO Allies — German Chancellor Scholz, French President Macron,
Prime Minister Sunak, and the Italian Prime Minister, Meloni — to continue our close coordination in our full support of
Ukraine. Because you all know — I’ve been saying (EP, MEP, ‘that’) this a long time — the expectation (EP, CGA,
‘that’) on the part of Russia is we’re going to (EP, EM) break up, we’re not going to (EP, EM) stay united. But we are
fully, thoroughly, totally united.

With spring approaching, the Ukrainian forces are working to defend the territory they hold and preparing for additional
counter-offensives. To liberate their land, they need to (EF, DM) be able to counter Russia’s evolving tactics and strategy
on the battlefield in the very near term.

They need to (EF, DM) improve their ability to (EF, POT) maneuver in open terrain.

And they need an enduring capability to deter and defend against Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) over the long
term.

The Secretary of State and the Secretary of the — of the military are behind me. Are — they — they’ve been deeply, deeply
involved in this — this whole effort.

Armored capability, as General Austin will (NO, future fact) tell you, spe- — is — has been — has been critical (AT,

LEX., importance). And that’s why the United States has committed hundreds of armored fighting vehicles to date, including

more than 500 as part of the assistance package we announced last Friday.

And today — today, I’m announcing that (EP, MEP) the United States will (NO, future fact) be sending 31 Abram tanks
to Ukraine, the equivalent of one Ukrainian battalion.

Secretary Austin has recommended this step because it will (EP, EM) enhance the Ukraine’s capacity to (EF, POT,

=ability) defend its territory and achieve its strategic objectives.
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The Abrams tanks are the most capable tanks in the world. They’re also extremely complex (AT, LEX, comprehensibility)
to operate and maintain, so we’re also giving Ukraine the parts and equipment necessary to (EF, DM) effectively sustain
these tanks on the battlefield.

And we begi- — we’ll (EF, INT) begin to train the Ukrainian troops on these issues of sustainment, logistics, and
maintenance as soon as possible.

Delivering these tanks to the field is going to (EP, EM) take time, time that we’ll see (NO, lack of info) — we’ll (EF, INT)
use to make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the Ukrainians are fully prepared to (EF, POT) integrate the Abram tanks into their
defenses.

We also closely coordinated this announcement with our Allies.

The American contribution will (NO, future fact) be joined by an additional announcement, including that will (EP, EM) be
— will (EP, EM) be readily available and more easily integrated for use on the battlefield in the coming weeks and months
from other countries.

I’'m grateful to Chancellor Scholz for providing German Leopard 2 tanks and will (EF, INT) lead an effort to (EF, POT)
organize the European contribution of two tank battalions for Ukraine.

I want to (EF, INT) thank the Chancellor for his leadership and his steadfast commitment to (AT, LEX, emotivity) (EF,
INT) our collective efforts to (EF, POT) support Ukraine.

Germany has really (EP, IFV) stepped up, and the Chancellor has been a strong, strong voice (AT, LEX, importance) for
unity — a close friend — and for the level of effort we’re going to (EF, INT) continue.

Supporting Ukraine’s ability to (EF, POT) fight off Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) to defend its sovereignty
and territorial integrity is a worldwide commitment. Not just lo- — it’s worldwide commitment.

Last week, Germany — in Germany, Secretary Austin convened the Ukraine Defense Contact Group for the eighth time.
This group is made up of some 50 nations — 50 nations — each making significant contributions (AT, LEX, importance)
of their own to Ukraine’s integrity, each fully committed to (EF, INT) making Ukraine remain strong and independent and
able to (3RP) defend itself against Russian threats and violence (AT, LEX, emotivity).

I want to (EF, INT) thank every member of that coalition for continuing to step up.

The UK — the United Kingdom — recently announced that (3®P, NO) it is donating Challenger 2 tanks to Ukraine. France
is contributing AMX-10s, armored fighting vehicles.

In addition to the Leopard tanks that Germany, like the United States, is also — Germany is also sending a pat- — a Patriot
missile battery. The Netherlands is donating a Patriot missile and launchers.

France, Canada, the UK, Slovakia, Norway, and others have all donated critical air defense systems to help secure Ukrainian
skies and save the lives of innocent civilians (AT, LEX, emotivity) who are literally (AT, ADV) the target — the target of
Russia’s aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Poland is sending armored vehicles. Sweden is donating infantry fighting vehicles. Italy is giving artillery. Denmark and
Estonia are sending howitzers. Latvia is providing more Stinger missiles. Lithuania is providing anti-aircraft guns. And
Finland recently announced its largest package of security assistance to date.

You may (EP, EM) remember, when [ was asked a while ago, what I think (EP, CGA, ‘that’) was going to (EP, EM)
happen. And I said — I let Putin know. He thought (NO, PAST) that he was going to (NO) have — end up with the
Finlandization of Europe. Well, he’s got the NATOization of Finland. He’s gotten something that he never intended.
Together with our Allies and partners, we’ve sent more than 3,000 armored vehicles, more than 800 artillery systems, more
than 2 million rounds of artillery ammunition, and more than 50 advanced multi-launch rocket systems, anti-ship and air

defense systems, all to help Ukraine counter brutal aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) that is happening because of Russia.
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And, look (EF, DIR), today’s announcement builds on the hard work and commitment from countries around the world, led
by the United States of America, to help Ukraine defend its sovereignty and its territorial integrity.

That’s what this is about: helping Ukraine defend and protect Ukrainian land. It is not an offensive threat to Russia. We are
— there is no offensive threat to Russia.

If Russian troops returned to Russia, they’ll (EP, EM) be there for — where they belong, and this war would (EP, EM) be
over today.

That’s what we all want: an end to this war in just and lasting terms.

You know, our teams do not permit one nation — we’re not going to (EF, INT)_allow (EF, POT) one nation to steal a
neighbor’s territory by force.

Our terms that preserve Russia’s sovereign — Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial integrity and honor the U.N. Charter,
that’s our — they’re the terms we’re working on.

And, you know, these are — these the terms we all signed up for and 143 nations voted for in the United Nations General
Assembly last October.

So, the United States, standing shoulder-to-shoulder with our Allies and partners, is going to (EF, INT) continue to do all
we can (EF, POT) to support Ukraine.

Putin expected (3*P) Europe and the United States to weaken our resolve. He expected (3®P) our support for Ukraine to
crumble with time. He was wrong (AT, LEX, emotivity). He was wrong (AT, LEX, emotivity). And he was wrong from
the beginning, and he continues to be wrong.

We are united. America is united and so is the world.
And we approach the one-year mark — as we do — of the Russian full-scale invasion of Ukraine, we remain as united and
determined as ever in our conviction and our cause.

These tanks are further evidence of our enduring and unflagging commitment to Ukraine and our confidence in the skill of
the Ukrainian forces.
As I told (EP, MEP) President Zelenskyy when he was here — and today is his birthday, by the way — in December: We’re
with you for as long as it takes, Mr. President.
Ukrainians are fighting an age-old battle against aggression and domination. It’s a battle Americans have fought proudly time
and again, and it’s a battle we’re going to (EF, INT) make sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) the Ukrainians are well equipped to fight
as well.

This is about freedom. Freedom for Ukraine, freedom everywhere. It’s about the kind of world we want to (EF, INT) live
in and the world we want to (EF, INT) leave our children.

So, may God protect the brave Ukrainian defenders (AT, LEX, emotivity) of their country who keep the flame of liberty
burning brightly as we can (EF, POT).

Thank you.

10.

Hello, Poland! One of our great allies. President Duda, Prime Minister — Mr. Prime Minister, Mr. Mayor, and to all the
former ministers and presidents, as well as mayors and Polish political leaders from all across the country: Thank you for
welcoming me back to Poland.

You know, it was nearly one year ago nearly one year ago I spoke at the Royal Castle here in Warsaw, just weeks after
Vladimir Putin had unleashed his murderous assault (AT, LEX, emotivity) on Ukraine. The largest land war in Europe
since World War Two had begun. And the principles that (EP, IFV) had been the cornerstone of peace, prosperity, and

stability on this planet for more than 75 years were at risk of being shattered.
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One year ago, the world was bracing for the fall of Kyiv. Well, I have just come from a visit to Kyiv, and I can (EF, POT)
report: Kyiv stands strong! Kyiv stands proud. It stands tall. And most important, it stands free.

When Russia invaded, it wasn’t just Ukraine being tested. The whole world faced a test for the ages.

Europe was being tested. America was being tested. NATO was being tested. All democracies were being tested. And the
questions we faced were as simple as they were profound.

Would we (EP, EM, all hypothesis) respond, or would we (EP, EM) look the other way? Would we (EP, EM) be strong,
or would we (EP, EM) be weak? Would (EP, EM) be — we would (EP, EM) — would we (EP, EM) be — all of our
allies — would (EP, EM) be united or divided?

One year later, we know (NO, no ‘that”) the answer.

We did respond. We would (EP, EM, hypothesis) be strong. We would (EP, EM) be united. And the world would not (EP,
EM) look the other way

We also faced fundamental questions (AT, LEX, importance) about the commitment to (EF, INT) the most basic of
principles. Would we (EP, EM) stand up for the sovereignty of nations? Would we (EP, EM) stand up for the right (EF,
NRM) of people to live free from naked aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity)? Would we (EP, EM) stand up for democracy?
One year later, we know (NO) the answers.

Yes, we would (EP, EM) stand up for sovereignty. And we did.

Yes, we would (EP, EM) stand up for the right (EF, NRM) of people to live free from aggression. And we did.

And we would (EP, EM) stand up for democracy. And we did.

And yesterday, I had the honor to (AT, NOUN) stand with President Zelenskyy in Kyiv to declare that (EP, MEP) we will
(EF, INT) keep standing up for these same things no matter what.

When President Putin ordered his tanks to roll into Ukraine, he thought (NO, PAST) we would (NO) roll over. He was wrong
(AT, LEX, emotivity).

The Urai- — the Ukrainian people are too brave.

America, Europe, a coalition of nations from the Atlantic to the Pacific — we were too unified.

Democracy was too strong.

Instead of an easy victory he perceived and predicted, Putin left with burnt-out tanks and Russia’s forces in delay — in
disarray.

3 Instead, he got the NATOization of Finland — and Sweden.

He thought (NO, PAST) NATO would (NO) fracture and divide. Instead, NATO is more united and more unified than ever
— than ever before.

He thought (NO, PAST) he could (NO) weaponize energy to crack your resolve — Europe’s resolve.

Instead, we’re working together to end Europe’s dependence on Russil fo- — Russian fossil fuels.

He thought (NO, PAST) autocrats like himself were tough and leaders of democracies were soft.

And then, he met the iron will of America and the nations everywhere that refused to (3%P) accept a world governed by fear
and force.

He found himself at war with a nation led by a man whose courage would (EP, EM) be forged in fire and steel: President
Zelenskyy.

President Putin — President Putin is confronted with something today that he didn’t think (3®°, NO) was possible (NO) a
year ago. The democracies of the world have grown stronger, not weaker. But the autocrats of the world have grown weaker,
not stronger.

Because in the mo- — moments of great upheaval and uncertainty, that knowing what you stand for is most important, and

knowing who stands with you makes all the difference.
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The people of Poland know (3RP) that. You know that. In fact (EP, IFV), you know — you know it better than anyone here
in Poland. Because that’s what solidarity means.

Through partition and oppression, when the beautiful city was destroyed after the Warsaw Uprising, during decades under
the iron fist of communist rule, Poland endured because you stood together.

That’s how the brave leaders (AT, LEX, emotivity) of the opposition and the people of Belarus continue to fight for their
democracy.

That’s how the resolve of Moldovan people, resolve (EF, INT) of the people of Moldova to live in freedom gained them
independence and put them on the path to EU membership.

President Sandu is here today. I’'m not sure where she is. But I’'m proud to (AT, ADJ) stand with you and the freedom-
loving people (AT, LEX, emotivity) of Moldova. Give her a round of applause.

One year in- — one year into this war, Putin no longer doubts the strength of our coalition. But he still doubts our conviction.
He doubts our staying power. He doubts our continued support for Ukraine. He doubts whether NATO can (EF, POT)
remain unified.

But there should (EP, EM, assumption) be no doubt (EP, CGA): Our support for Ukraine will not (EF, INT) waver,
NATO will not (EF, INT) be divided, and we will not (EF, INT) tire.

President Putin’s craven lust (AT, LEX, emotivity) for land and power will (EP, EM) fail. And the Ukrainian people’s
love for their country will (EP, EM) prevail.

Democracies of the world will (EF, INT) stand guard over freedom today, tomorrow, and forever. For that’s what — that’s
what’s at stake here: freedom.

That’s the message I carried to Kyiv yesterday, directly to the people of Ukraine.

When President Zelenskyy said — he came to the United States in December — quote — he said: “This struggle will define
the world and what our children and grandchildren — how they live, and then their children and grandchildren.”

He wasn’t only speaking about the children and grandchildren of Ukraine. He was speaking about all of our children and
grandchildren. Yours and mine.

We’re seeing (EP, EVID, INF) again today what the people of Poland and the people all across Europe saw for decades:
Appetites of the autocrat cannot (EF, DM) be appeased. They must (EF, DM) be opposed.

Autocrats only understand one word: “No.” “No.” “No.”

“No, you will not (EP, EM, prediction, it will not happen) take my country.” “No, you will not (EP, EM) take my
freedom.” “No, you will not (EP, EM) take my future.”

And I’'ll (NO, future fact) repeat tonight what I said (EP, MEP, ‘that’) last year in this same place: A dictator bent on
rebuilding an empire will (EP, EM) never be able to (3®P) erase the people’s love of liberty (AT, LEX, emotivity). Brutality
will (EP, EM) never grind down the will of the free. And Ukraine — Ukraine will (EP, EM) never be a victory for Russia.
Never.

For free people refuse to (3%P) live in a world of hopelessness and darkness.

You know, this has been an extraordinary year (AT, LEX, emotivity) in every sense.

Extraordinary brutality (AT, LEX, emotivity) from Russian forces and mercenaries. They have committed depravities,
crimes against humanity, without shame or compunction. They’ve targeted civilians with death and destruction. Used rape
as a weapon of war. Stolen Ukrainian children in an attempt to (EF, POT) — in an attempt to (EF, POT) steal Ukraine’s
future. Bombed train stations, maternity hospitals, schools, and orphanages.

No one — no one can (EF, DM, cannot) turn away their eyes from the atrocities Russia is committing against the Ukrainian
people. It’s abhorrent (AT, LEX, emotivity). It’s abhorrent (AT, LEX, emotivity).

But extraordinarily (AT, LEX, emotivity), as well, has been the response of the Ukrainian people and the world.
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One year after the bombs began to fall and Russian tanks rolled into Ukraine, Ukraine is still independent and free.

From Kherson to Kharkiv, Ukrainian fighters have reclaimed their land.

In more than 50 percent of the territory Russia held last year, the blue and the yellow flag of Ukraine proudly waves once
again.

President Zelenskyy still leads a democratically elected government that represents the will of the Ukrainian people.

And the world has already voted multiple times, including in the United Nations General Assembly, to condemn Russia’s
aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity) and support a just peace (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Each time in the U.N., that vote has been overwhelming.

In October, 143 nations in the United Nations condemned Russia’s illegal annexation (AT, LEX, emotivity). Only four —
four in the entire U.N. — voted with Russia. Four.

So, tonight, I speak once more to the people of Russia.

The United States and the nations of Europe do not seek to (EF, INT, = we) control or destroy Russia. The West was not
plotting to (NO) attack Russia, as Putin said (NO) today. And millions of Russian citizens who only want to (3%P) live in
peace with their neighbors are not the enemy.

This war was never a necessity; it’s a tragedy (AT, LEX, emotivity).

President Putin chose this war. Every day the war continues is his choice. He could (EF, POT) end the war with a word.
It’s simple (AT, LEX, comprehensibility). If Russia stopped invading Ukraine, it would (EP, EM) end the war. If Ukraine
stopped defending itself against Russia, it would (EP, EM) be the end of Ukraine.

That’s why, together, we’re making sure (EF, INT, ‘that’) Ukraine can (EF, POT) defend itself.

The United States has assembled a wor- — worldwide coalition of more than 50 nations to get critical weapons and supplies
to the brave Ukrainian fighters (AT, LEX, emotivity) on the frontlines. Air defense systems, artillery, ammunition, tanks,
and armored vehicles.

The European Union and its member states have stepped up with unprecedented commitment to (AT, LEX, expectedness)
(EF, INT) Ukraine, not just in security assistance, but economic, and humanitarian, refugee assistance, and so much more.
To all of you here tonight: Take a moment (EF, DIR). And I’'m serious when I say this (EP, MEP): Turn on (EF, DIR)
and look (EF, DIR) — turn around (EF, DIR) and look at (EF, DIR) one another. Look at (EF, DIR) what you’ve done
so far.

Poland is hosting more than 1.5 million refugees from this war. God bless you.

Poland’s generosity, your willingness to (EF, INT, noun) open your hearts and your homes, is extraordinary.

And the American people are united in our resolve as well.

All across my country, in big cities and small towns, Ukrainian flags fly from American homes.

Over the past year, Democrats and Republicans in our United States Congress have come together to stand for freedom.
That’s who Americans are, and that’s what Americans do.

The world is also coming together to address the global fallout from President Putin’s war (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Putin tried to (3%P) starve the world, blocking the ports in the Black Sea to stop Ukraine from exporting its grain, exacerbating
the global food crisis that hit developing nations in Africa especially hard.

Instead, the United States and the G7 and partners around the world answered the call with historic commitments to (EF,
INT) address the crisis and to bolster global food supplies.

And this week, my wife, Jill Biden, is traveling to Africa to help bring attention to this critical issue (AT, LEX, importance).
Our commitment (EF, INT) is to the people of Ukraine and the future of Ukraine — a Ukraine that’s free, sovereign, and

democratic.
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That was the dream of those who declared Ukraine’s independence more than 30 years ago — who led the Orange Revolution
and the Revolution of Dignity; who braved ice and fire on the Maidan and the Heavenly Hundred who died there; and those
who continue still to root out Kremlin’s efforts to (EF, POT) corrupt, coerce, and control.

It’s a dream for those Ukrainian patriots who have fought for years against Russia’s aggressions (AT, LEX, emotivity) in
the Donbas and the heroes who have given everything, given their lives, in the service of their beloved Ukraine (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

I was honored to (AT, ADJ) visit their memorial in Kyiv yesterday to pay tribute to the sacrifice of those who lost their
lives, standing alongside President Zelenskyy.

The United States and our partners stand with Ukraine’s teachers, its hospital staff, its emergency responders, the workers in
cities across Ukraine who are fighting to keep the power on in the face of Russia’s cruel bombardment (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

We stand with the millions of refugees of this war who have found a welcome in Europe and the United States, particularly
here in Poland.

Ordinary people all across Europe did whatever they could (EF, POT) to help and continue to do so. Polish businesses, civil
society, cultural leaders — including the First Lady of Poland, who is here tonight — have led with the heart and
determination, showcasing all that’s good about the human spirit.

Madam First Lady, we love you (AT, LEX, emotivity). Thank you all.

I’'ll (EP, EM) never forget, last year, visiting with refugees from Ukraine who had just arrived in Warsaw, seeing their faces
exhausted and afraid — holding their children so close, worrying they might (EP, EM) never see their fathers, their husbands,
their brothers or sisters again.

In that darkest moment (AT, LEX, emotivity) of their lives, you, the people of Poland, offered them safety and light. You
embraced them. You literally (AT, LEX, emotivity) embraced them. I watched. I watched the looks on their faces.
Meanwhile, together we have made sure that (EF, INT) Russia is paying the price for its abuses.

We continue to maintain the largest sanctions regime ever imposed on any country in history. And we’re going to (EF, INT)
announce more sanctions this week together with our partners.

We’ll (EF, INT, promise) hold accountable those who are responsible for this war. And we will (EF, INT, promise) seek
justice for the war crimes and crimes against humanity continuing to be committed by the Russians.

You know, there is much for us to be proud of over the — all that we have achieved together this past year. But we have to
(EF, DM) be honest and cleared-eyed as we look at the year ahead.

The defense of freedom is not the work of a day or of a year. It’s always difficult (AT, LEX, emotivity). It’s always
important (AT, LEX, importance).

As Ukraine continues to defend itself against the Russian onslaught (AT, LEX, emotivity) and launch counter-offensives
of its own, there will (EP, EM) continue to be hard and very bitter days, victories and tragedies. But Ukraine is steeled for
the fight ahead. And the United States, together with our Allies and partners, are going to (EF, INT) continue to have
Ukraine’s back as it defends itself.

Next year, [ will (NO, future fact) host every member of NATO for our 2024 summit in the United States. Together, we’ll
(NO, future fact) celebrate the 75th anniversary of the strongest defensive alliance in the history of the world — NATO.
And and let there be no doubt (EP, CGA), the commitment (EF, INT) of the United States to our NATO Alliance and
Article 5 is rock solid. And every member of NATO knows (3%P) it. And Russia knows (3%P) it as well.

An attack against one is an attack against all. It’s a sacred oath. A sacred oath to defend every inch of NATO territory.
Over the past year, the United States has come together with our Allies and partners in an extraordinary coalition (AT,

LEX, emotivity) to stand against Russian aggression (AT, LEX, emotivity).
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But the work in front of us is not just what we’re against, it’s about what we’re for. What kind of world do we want to (EF,
INT) build?

We need to (EF, DM) take the strength and capacity of this coalition and apply it to lifting up — lifting up the lives of people
everywhere, improving health, growing prosperity, preserving the planet, building peace and security, treating everyone with
dignity and respect.

That’s our responsibility (AT, LEX, importance). The democracies of the world have to (EF, DM) deliver it for our
people.

As we gather tonight, the world, in my view (EP, CGA), is at an — at an inflection point. The decisions we make over the
next five years or so, are going to (EP, EM) determine and shape our lives for decades to come.

That’s true (EP, IFV, ‘that’) for Americans. It’s true (EP, IFV, ‘that’) for the people of the world.

And while decisions are ours to make now, the principles and the stakes are eternal. A choice between chaos and stability.
Between building and destroying. Between hope and fear. Between democracy that lifts up the human spirit and the brutal
hand of the dictator (AT, LEX, emotivity) who crushes it. Between nothing less than limitation and possibilities, the kind
of possibilities that (EF, POT) come when people who live not in captivity but in freedom. Freedom.

Freedom. There is no sweeter word than freedom. There is no nobler goal than freedom. There is no higher aspiration than
freedom.

Americans know (3%P) that, and you know it. And all that we do now must (EF, DM) be done so our children and
grandchildren will (EP, EM) know it as well.

Freedom.

The enemy of the tyrant and the hope of the brave and the truth of the ages.

Freedom.

Stand with us. We will (EF, INT) stand with you.

Let us (EF, DIR) move forward with faith and conviction and with an abiding commitment to (EF, INT) be allies not of
darkness, but of light. Not of oppression, but of liberation. Not of captivity, but, yes, of freedom.

May God bless you all. May God protect our troops. And may God bless the heroes of Ukraine (AT, LEX, emotivity) and
all those who defend freedom around the world.

Thank you, Poland. Thank you, thank you, thank you for what you’re doing. God bless you all.
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Appendix 2

1.

Szanowni Panowie Prezydenci — Drogi Wolodymyrze, Drogi Gitanasie,

Szanowni Panstwo!

To specyficzny moment (AT, LEX, emotivity) w dziejach naszej wspolpracy jako prezydentéw. To specyficzny moment
(AT, LEX, emotivity) takze w historii Trojkata Lubelskiego, ktory tworza prezydenci naszych panstw. I wierze (EP, CGA)
w to, ze beda (EP, EM) tworzyli niezaleznie od tego, ile lat uptynie od dzisiejszego dnia.

Dzi$ wspolnie z Prezydentem Litwy, Gitanasem Nauséda, przybywamy do Kijowa na znak naszej solidarnosci z Prezydentem
Ukrainy, naszym przyjacielem (AT, LEX, emotivity) Wolodymyrem Zetenskim; z zaprzyjaznionym z naszymi narodami
narodem ukrainskim; z panstwem Ukraing, ktore dzisiaj stoi wobec glebokiego kryzysu (AT, LEX, emotivity) i grozby
poteznej rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Dzis$ jeste§my razem jako przywodcy panstw Trojkata Lubelskiego. To nasze kolejne spotkanie w tym formacie. Na poczatku
grudnia mieli$my okazj¢ rozmawia¢ podczas wideokonferencji, pod koniec grudnia widzieliSmy si¢ na Ukrainie, w Hucie.
Jestesmy tez w stalym kontakcie telefonicznym. Konsultujemy si¢ przed najwazniejszymi spotkaniami (AT, LEX,
importance) i rozmowami z przywodcami §wiata — w mysl zasady, ze (EP, IFV) ,,nic o nas bez nas” i w mys$l zasady (EP,
IFV, ‘ze’) ,nic o Ukrainie bez Ukrainy”.

Nasze dzisiejsze spotkanie tu, na Ukrainie — w Kijowie, stolicy Ukrainy — jest wyrazem solidarnosci I wsparcia dla naszych
przyjaciol na Ukrainie (AT, LEX, emotivity) w tym bardzo trudnym (AT, LEX, emotivity) przede wszystkim dla nich
— lecz takze dla nas wszystkich — czasie. Wszyscy, jak tu stoimy we trzech, jesteSmy prezydentami panstw sasiadujacych z
Rosja, ktora stanowi dzisiaj dla Ukrainy realne zagrozenie (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ale dla nas jest takze sasiadem, do
ktorego apelujemy o pokoj i spoko;j.

Jako Prezydent Polski znajacy tez wielu Rosjan nie mam watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) takze Rosjanie — zwykli mieszkancy
wielkiego rosyjskiego panstwa — chcg (3rd) zy¢ w spokoju, nie chcg walczy¢, cheg budowaé swojg przysziosé, cheg byc
postrzegani jako ludzie dobrzy, uczciwi (AT, LEX, emotivity), jako po prostu obywatele §wiata; tak jak i mieszkancy
naszych krajoéw — w normalny sposob.

Podczas tych dzisiejszych rozmow — co oczywiste (EP, EVID, INF) — skupilismy si¢ gtownie na kwestiach zwigzanych z
bezpieczenstwem. Dziatania Rosji w regionie budza nasze ogromne zaniepokojenie (AT, LEX, emotivity). Traktujemy je
bardzo powaznie (AT, LEX, importance) i §ledzimy kazde wydarzenie, kazdy kolejny krok podejmowany przez Rosjg,
przez Prezydenta Putina, kazdy kolejny wydawany przez niego rozkaz, kazda kolejng podejmowang przez niego decyzjg.
Sledzimy je z najwyzsza uwaga (AT, LEX, importance).

Uwazamy (EP, CGA) — niestety (AT, ADV) — Ze stanowig one zagrozenie nie tylko dla Ukrainy, lecz dla calego naszego
regionu, w tym wschodniej flanki NATO i catej Unii Europejskiej. Dlatego tez wymieniliSmy si¢ informacjami na temat
prowadzonych przez nas wszystkich dziatan, podejmowanych inicjatyw, rozméw, ktore prowadzimy praktycznie (EP, IFV)
na co dzien w roznych formatach i na r6znych forach politycznych.

Na naszych oczach w widoczny sposob zatamuje si¢ system architektury bezpieczenstwa w Europie, ktory przez ostatnie
dziesieciolecia gwarantowat spokoj. Jest to czas wielkiego testu (AT, LEX, emotivity) dla europejskiej solidarnosci, ale
takze dla jednosci Unii Europejskiej i NATO. Nie mozemy (EF, DM) dopusci¢ (EF, POT) do tego, zeby na skutek
zewnetrznych naciskow i gier obnazone zostaty stabosci i roznice pomigdzy panstwami cztonkowskimi.

Jednym z nadrzednych celéw (AT, LEX, importance) Prezydenta Rosji, Wiadimira Putina, jest pokazanie stabosci Paktu
Ponocnoatlantyckiego i Unii Europejskiej — tych wielkich wspélnot (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktore sa dzisiaj $wiatowymi
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symbolami stabilno$ci i bezpieczenstwa (AT, LEX, importance). W tym trudnym czasie (AT, LEX, emotivity) musimy
(EF, DM) pokaza¢ jedno$¢, przezwycigzy¢ wszelkie podziaty i rozne spojrzenia na sytuacj¢. Musimy (EF, DM) powiedzie¢
wyrazne ,,stop!” (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) neoimperialnej polityce Rosji.

Pamietajmy, ze (EF, DIR) gra nie toczy si¢ wylacznie o granice wplywow rosyjskich czy o suwerennos$¢ Ukrainy, ale przede
wszystkim — o nowa architekturg bezpieczenstwa na $wiecie, o ktorg wszyscy mamy obowiazek dbac i ktora przez wiele lat
z wielkim mozolem (AT, LEX, emotivity) tworzono, aby zapewni¢ w jak najszerszym zakresie bezpieczenstwo i
mozliwosci pomys$lnego, niezachwianego rozwoju.

Mamy nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) nie dojdzie do wybuchu wojny. Apelujemy (EF, DIR) do Prezydenta Wtadimira Putina, do
decydentow w Rosji, aby wstrzymali si¢ od wydania rozkazu rozpoczgcia operacji zbrojnej przeciwko Ukrainie. To wazny
rozwojem a wojna, ktora nie wiadomo dokad zaprowadzi Europg, a moze (EP, EM) i $wiat. Miejmy (EF, DIR) to wszyscy
na wzgledzie.

Polska zdecydowanie (EP, EM) potepia decyzj¢ Prezydenta Wiadimira Putina o uznaniu przez Federacj¢ Rosyjska
samozwanczych republik na terytorium Ukrainy, tzw. Donieckiej Republiki Ludowe;j i tzw. Luganskiej Republiki Ludowe;.
Oznacza to de facto odrzucenie przez strong rosyjska porozumien minskich, ktérych Rosja byta przeciez sygnatariuszem.
Jest to krok, ktory trudno (AT, ADJ) inaczej odczytywac jak krok agresywny (AT, LEX, emotivity), stanowiacy kolejne
ztamanie prawa mig¢dzynarodowego przez Rosj¢. Decyzja ta stanowi jawne i bezsprzeczne podwazenie (AT, LEX,
comprehensibility) integralnosci terytorialnej i suwerennosci Ukrainy.

Polska wyraza solidarno$¢ oraz petne poparcie dla Ukrainy i wzywa (EF, DIR) przedstawicieli Federacji Rosyjskiej do
zaprzestania nielegalnych dziatan razaco (AT, LEX, emotivity) naruszajacych podstawowe zasady (AT, LEX,
importance) prawa mi¢dzynarodowego, ktorego takze i Rosja ma obowiazek przestrzegac, jezeli uwaza si¢ za panstwo
nalezace do wielkiej wspolnoty panstw réznych organizacji mi¢dzynarodowych, w ktérych razem wspotdziatamy.
Wzywamy (EF, DIR) Rosj¢ do deeskalacji i wycofania sit wojskowych skoncentrowanych wokot granic Ukrainy oraz
natychmiastowego powstrzymania si¢ od dalszych dziatan zbrojnych.

We wspolpracy z partnerami podejmujemy wszelkie niezbedne (AT, LEX, importance) i przewidziane normami prawa
miedzynarodowego kroki na rzecz wsparcia integralnosci terytorialnej Ukrainy. Agresja strony rosyjskiej (AT, LEX,
emotivity) musi (EF, DM) si¢ spotkac¢ ze zdecydowana i wszechstronng reakcja (AT, LEX, importance) spoteczno$ci
miedzynarodowej — w tym w postaci powaznych sankcji (AT, LEX, importance) politycznych i ekonomicznych.

Nie ma miejsca na tworzenie stref wptywow we wspotczesnym §wiecie. Ukraina zasluguje na przyznanie statusu panstwa
kandydujacego do Unii Europejskiej. Razem z Panem Prezydentem Gitanasem Nausédg bedziemy (EF, INT) czynié, co w
naszej mocy, aby osiggna¢ ten cel.

Dzigkuje.

2.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Niestety (AT, ADV), jest to, czego najbardziej si¢ obawiali$my i od czego staraliSmy si¢ (EF, POT) odwies¢ Prezydenta
Wiadimira Putina i wladze rosyjskie — a mianowicie od ataku na Ukraing. To jest bezprecedensowy akt naruszenia (AT,
LEX, expectedness) prawa mi¢dzynarodowego i gwaltu na suwerennym i niepodleglym panstwie (AT, LEX, emotivity)
— to, co obserwujemy dzisiaj od wczesnych godzin porannych.

Woezoraj na temat obaw wlasnie o rosyjska agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity) rozmawialismy w Kijowie z Prezydentem
Wotodymyrem Zetenskim i jego wspotpracownikami. Dzisiaj rano przed godz. 6 takze rozmawiatem z Panem Prezydentem.

Na biezaco zrelacjonowat mi sytuacje.
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Teraz — jak Panstwo widzieli — przedyskutowali$my to na biezaco tutaj, w gronie os6b odpowiedzialnych za bezpieczenstwo
Rzeczypospolitej. Podejmujemy, oczywiscie (EP, EM), odpowiednie dzialania (AT, LEX, importance), ktore juz od
pewnego czasu — co tu ukrywac — tocza si¢, wigc to jest tylko pewna aktualizacja stanu i omowienie przez nas biezacej
sytuacji.

Jak powiedzialem (EP, MEP): bezprecedensowy akt agresji (AT, LEX, expectedness), kolejne naruszenie przez Rosj¢
prawa mi¢dzynarodowego. Wierze w to gleboko (it intensifies), ze (EP, CGA) spoteczno$¢ migdzynarodowa w sposob
jednoznaczny na to zareaguje. Dzisiaj z cala pewnos$cia (EP, EM) przez caly dzien bedziemy (EF, INT) w kontakcie z
przywodcami panstw Unii Europejskiej i NATO, bedziemy (EF, INT) rozmawiali. Co do dalszych wydarzen beda (EF,
INT) Panstwo informowani na biezgco, jak sytuacja bgdzie (NO, future fact) si¢ rozwijata. Z cala pewnoscia (EP, EM)
bedziemy (EF, INT) mieli w najblizszym czasie spotkania.

Mam nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) jutro spotkamy si¢ w formacie Bukaresztanskiej Dziewiatki — jak to nazywamy — czyli panstw
NATO Europy Srodkowo—Wschodniej. Ale takze zapowiadali swoja obecno$¢ Przewodniczaca Komisji Europejskiej i
oczywiscie (EP, EM) Sekretarz Generalny NATO. To byto wczoraj. Dzisiaj sytuacja zmienia si¢ na biezaco, wigc — jak
méwie (EP, MEP) — w ciagu dnia na pewno (EP, EM) beda (EP, EM) trwaty konsultacje, beda (EF, INT) Panstwo na
biezaco informowani.

Chce (EF, INT) zapewni¢ (EP, CGA) z calg stanowczo$cig: stoimy przy Ukrainie, tak jak to bylo mowione przez ostatnie

miesigce, tygodnie i wczoraj przez nas w Kijowie z Panem Prezydentem Gitanasem Nausédg i Panem Prezydentem
Zelenskim. Stoimy przy Ukrainie jako jej sasiedzi, jako Sojusz Pétnocnoatlantycki, jako Unia Europejska.

Mamy nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) agresja rosyjska (AT, LEX, emotivity) zostanie przerwana. Mamy nadzieje, ze (EF, INT)
jednak wtadze rosyjskie dokonajg refleksji (AT, NOUN) nad tym, Ze to si¢ Rosji nie optaca: ani jej wladzom, ani panstwu,
ani przede wszystkim obywatelom. Apeluje (EF, DIR) do rosyjskich obywateli, aby nie sekundowali wladzom w tym
dziataniu. Apeluje o (EF, DIR) zaprzestanie dzialan wojennych, o0 pozostawienie Ukrainy w spokoju.

I zapewniam, ze (EP, CGA) jako cztonek spotecznosci miedzynarodowej bede (EF, INT) czynit wszystko, zeby to, co
dzieje si¢ dzisiaj na Ukrainie, jak najpredzej zostalo zatrzymane i aby Ukraina mogta (EF, POT) dalej spokojnie trwac jako
panstwo w swoich granicach uznanych politycznie od kilku dziesigcioleci, i mogta (EF, POT) dalej spokojnie (AT, LEX,
emotivity) i swobodnie si¢ rozwijac.

Dzigkuj¢ bardzo.

3.

Drodzy Rodacy,

Szanowni Panstwo!

Dzi$ nad ranem wojska rosyjskie rozpoczgty zbrojna agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity) przeciwko naszemu sasiadowi,
niepodlegtej, suwerennej Ukrainie. Decyzja Wtadimira Putina w Europie rozp¢tana zostata wojna. Oznacza ona niezliczone
tragedie, Smier¢ i zniszczenie (AT, LEX, emotivity). Nikt nie zna tego lepiej od nas Polakéw, tak ciezko (AT, LEX,
emotivity) doswiadczonych przez wojny i agresje.

Nasi sasiedzi — Ukraincy zdaja dzisiaj najtrudniejszy mozliwy egzamin (AT, LEX, emotivity) ryzykujac wlasnym zyciem.
Egzamin, ktorego stawka jest niepodlegtos¢ ich panstwa. Bronia nie tylko swojej wolnosci, ale wolnosci nas wszystkich —
Europejczykow. Moga (EF, POT) w tym liczy¢ na petne wsparcie ze strony Polski.

Mowitem o tym wczoraj w Kijowie zaledwie na kilka godzin przed rosyjska inwazja (AT, LEX, emotivity). Jako Polska,
bylis$my, jestesmy i bedziemy (EF, INT) solidarni z Ukraing i ukrainskim narodem.

Agresja rosyjska (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing, to punkt zwrotny dla calej naszej zachodniej wspolnoty. Do tej pory

wielu swiatowych przywodcow tudzito sie, ze z Wladimirem Putinem i Rosja mozna (EF, POT) prowadzi¢ normalne
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negocjacje, zawiera¢ porozumienia, ktére beda (EP, EM) respektowane. Jako Polska wielokrotnie ostrzegaliémy przed taka
postawa.

Mowit o tym Prezydent Lech Kaczynski w swoim przemowieniu wygloszonym w trakcie rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX,
emotivity) na Gruzje, kiedy ostrzegal ,, dzisiaj Gruzja, jutro Ukraina, pojutrze panstwa battyckie, a pozniej moze i czas na
moj kraj, na Polske!”. Niestety (AT, ADV) nie wyciagni¢to wnioskow z tamtej lekcji i wydarzyly sig, i wydarzaja kolejne
tragedie.

Dlatego dzisiaj tak wazna (AT, LEX, importance) jest jedno$¢ i wspolne zdecydowane stanowisko (AT, LEX,
importance) wobec Rosji calej zachodniej wspolnoty. Musimy (EF, DM) na t¢ kolejna agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity)
zareagowac niezwykle stanowczo, twardo (AT, LEX, importance). W ostatnich dniach wielokrotnie rozmawiatem o tym
ze §wiatowymi przywodcami.

Potrzebne sg bardzo dotkliwe sankcje (AT, LEX, importance), ktore uderza we wszystkie obszary funkcjonowania
rosyjskiego agresora (AT, LEX, emotivity).

W tych niezwykle trudnych dniach (AT, LEX, emotivity) nie mozemy (EF, DM) da¢ si¢ podzieli¢. Tylko razem mozemy
(EF, POT) skutecznie przeciwstawi¢ si¢ zlu. Najwazniejsza jest jednos¢ (AT, LEX, importance), jedno$¢ i jeszcze raz
jednos¢.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Jako Prezydent Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej i Zwierzchnik Sit Zbrojnych zapewniam o pelnej gotowosci do zapewnienia
bezpieczenstwa naszym granicom. JesteSmy w statym kontakcie z naszymi sojusznikami z NATO. Jutro w Warszawie
odbedzie si¢ spotkanie przywodcoéw panstw naszego regionu, a w Brukseli specjalny szczyt Sojuszu Potnocnoatlantyckiego.
Jeste$my zjednoczeni, by (united to) zapewni¢ bezpieczenstwo wszystkim krajom sojuszu.

Rosyjski atak (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukrain¢ dobitnie (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) pokazat, jak wazna (AT, LEX,

importance) jest rola NATO, jak wazna (AT, LEX, importance) jest obecnos$¢ wojsk amerykanskich w Polsce i w Europie.

Dzisiaj w sytuacji zagrozenia bezpieczenstwa widzimy wyraznie (EP, EVID, INF) jak silne i wazne sa wiezi
transatlantyckie (AT, LEX, importance). Stany Zjednoczone s3 i powinny (EF, DM) pozosta¢ liderem w kwestii
bezpieczenstwa na $wiecie.

Wojna na Ukrainie stawia przed naszym panstwem takze inne powazne wyzwania (AT, LEX, emotivity). Musimy (EF,
DM) by¢ przygotowani do (EF, POT) przyjecia wielu uchodzcow z Ukrainy. Ludzi, ktorzy beda (EP, EM) u nas szukaé
bezpiecznego schronienia przed tragedia wojny (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Jestem przekonany, ze (EP, CGA) okazemy im solidarno$¢ i udzielimy wszelkiej mozliwej pomocy. Wielokrotnie
pokazywalismy, ze w momentach trudnych (AT, LEX, emotivity) zawsze potrafimy (EF, POT) stanag¢ na wysokosci
zadania. Bo tacy jako narod jestesmy.

Ten trudny moment (AT, LEX, emotivity), w ktorym si¢ znalezliSmy, wymaga od nas wszystkich — w szczegolnosci
politykow i mediow — wielkiej odpowiedzialno$ci (AT, LEX, importance). JesteSmy i bedziemy (EP, EM) obiektem
rosyjskiej propagandy i dezinformacji (AT, LEX, emotivity). Nie dajmy (EF, DIR) si¢ sktoci¢, nie dajmy (EF, DIR)
si¢ podzieli¢, nie dajmy (EF, DIR) si¢ zmyli¢.

Drodzy Rodacy!

Dzi$ jako zachodni §wiat zdajemy egzamin z wiarygodnosci. To od tego w jaki sposob wspolnie zareagujemy na zlo, ktore
dzieje si¢ na naszych oczach zalezy przyszto$¢ wolnego swiata. W tych dniach odpowiadamy na kluczowe pytanie (AT,
LEX, importance): czy wartosci, ktére wspdlnie wyznajemy — wolnos$¢, demokracja, praworzadnos¢, prawa cztowieka,
solidarnos¢ naprawde (EP, IFV) co$ znacza czy sa tylko pieknymi hastami (AT, LEX, emotivity)? Dla nas, Polakow, sa
one fundamentem.

Niech zyje wolna, niepodlegta i demokratyczna Ukraina!
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Niech zyje Polska!

4.

Ekscelencje, Szanowni Panstwo Prezydenci, Panie i Panowie, Drodzy Przyjaciele,

Bardzo sie ciesze, ze (AT, VERB) zgodziliicie si¢ na to dzisiejsze spotkanie naszego formatu Bukaresztanskiej Dziewiatki.
Bardzo dzi¢kuje takze Pani Przewodniczacej Komisji Europejskiej, ze przybyta, zeby by¢ z nami w tym waznym momencie
(AT, LEX, importance) — pokaza¢ jedno$é naszej wspolnoty w Europie Srodkowej, ktéra dzisiaj jest tak bardzo skupiona
na tym, co dzieje si¢ w naszym sasiedztwie; na tym, co dzieje si¢ na bratniej nam wszystkim Ukrainie (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

Weczoraj nad Europg powrdcity demony wielkiej wojny (AT, LEX, emotivity) niewidziane od 1945 r. Za obrazy wojny,
ktoére docieraja do nas z Ukrainy, odpowiedzialny jest jeden i tylko jeden kraj — jest nim putinowska Rosja (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

W Europie zdazylismy juz zapomnie¢, czym jest wojna. Niestety (AT, ADV) spokojny sen bogatych Europejczykow i
przyzwolenie na ciagte dozbrajanie si¢ Rosji — glownie ze srodkdéw pozyskanych ze sprzedazy ropy i gazu na europejskie
rynki — doprowadzily do sytuacji, w ktdrej wezoraj obudziliSmy si¢ w catkiem nowej rzeczywistosci.

Dlatego spotykajac si¢ dzi§ w gronie panstw wschodniej flanki NATO nie mozemy (EF, DM) poprzesta¢ na biernym
potepianiu (AT, LEX, emotivity) tego brutalnego ataku (AT, LEX, emotivity). Musimy (EF, DM) przejs¢ do
konkretnych czynéw (AT, LEX, importance). W wojnie na Ukrainie stawka jest caly system bezpieczenstwa
euroatlantyckiego. Zgadzam si¢ z apelem Prezydenta Wolodymyra Zetenskiego, ktory powiedziat: ,,jesli dzi§ nam nie
pomozecie, jutro do waszych drzwi zapuka wojna”. Kraje naszego regionu powinny (EP, EM) rozumie¢ te stowa, jak nikt
inny. Duza czg$¢ historii XX wieku w naszej cz¢Sci Europy przebiegala w cieniu rosyjskiej dominacji (AT, LEX,
emotivity). Doskonale wiemy (NO), w jakich kategoriach rozumujg rosyjskie elity polityczne. Rozumieja wylacznie jezyk
sity. Tak funkcjonowatla Rosja carska, potem komunistyczna, a dzi§ Uputinowska. Nastal czas, by (EF, NRM) solidarnie
przeméwic do Rosjan tym samym jezykiem.

Odpowiedz Zachodu musi (EF, DM) by¢ stanowcza, jednolita (AT, LEX, importance) i realizowana wspolnie przez cala

wspolnote potnocnoatlantycka.

Musimy (EF, DM) mocniej wspiera¢ Ukraing, szczeg6lnie poprzez dostawy uzbrojenia, ale takze pomoc gospodarcza,
finansowg i humanitarng. Zachéd musi (EF, DM) zrobi¢ wszystko, co w jego mocy, aby Rosja poniosta na Ukrainie
kosztowna porazke (AT, LEX, emotivity). Nastal tez czas, by (EF, NRM) na wschodniej flance NATO doszlo do
zasadniczych zmian militarnych. Chee (EF, INT) podkreslié, ze (EP, MEP) nasza adaptacja wojskowa nie moze (EF, DM)
by¢ juz postrzegana jako cel dlugoterminowy, potrzebujemy jej tu i teraz. Istotne jest tez, aby (EF, NRM) zabezpieczona
zostata granica NATO z Bialorusia, gdyz stala si¢ ona dzi$§ kolejnym okregiem wojskowym Rosji.

Ponadto, nalezy (EF, DM) natozy¢ na Rosj¢ sankcje o niespotykanej (AT, LEX, expectedness) dotad skali, w czym duza
role (AT, LEX, importance) do odegrania ma Unia Europejska. Powinny (EF, DM) one uderza¢ w rosyjski system
finansowy, w rosyjski przemyst, poprzez embargo na zaawansowane technologie, w tym takze dla sektora energetycznego
oraz w rosyjskie elity, poprzez zamrozenie ich aktywow, uniemozliwienie im podrdézy i dziatalnos$ci gospodarczej na
Zachodzie. Powstrzyma¢ Putina moezna (EF, POT) jedynie poprzez wygenerowanie gigantycznych kosztow (AT, LEX,
emotivity) tej wojny dla Rosji. Co wigcej sankcjami nalezy (EF, DM) bezzwlocznie objaé takze Bialorus, ktora nie tylko
zezwolita Rosji na przeprowadzenie ataku z jej terytorium, ale bierze w nim aktywny udziat.

Szanowni Panstwo,

Najblizsze dni i tygodnie beda (EP, EM) decydujace nie tylko dla przyszlosci pozimnowojennego systemu bezpieczenstwa

europejskiego, ale takze dla losow catego $wiata. Gra nie toczy si¢ wylacznie o wolnos¢ i suwerennos¢ Ukrainy. Nie mozemy

94



(EF, DM) by¢ biernymi widzami (AT, LEX, emotivity). Od naszej postawy zalezy, jak ta historia si¢ zakonczy. Jak to ujat
Winston Churchill: ,,epoka zwtoki, potsrodkéw, tagodzenia i wyciszania, przekladania na po6zniej, zbliza si¢ do konca.

Rozpoczyna si¢ epoka stawiania czota konsekwencjom.”

5.

Szanowni Panstwo Prezydenci — Drodzy Przyjaciele,

Szanowni Panstwo!

ZakonczyliSmy dwa szczyty w ramach wspolnoty Sojuszu Potnocnoatlantyckiego: szczyt Bukaresztanskiej Dziewiatki — jak
ja nazywamy — czyli panstw Europy Srodkowej, cztonkéw Sojuszu Potnocnoatlantyckiego, format, ktory stworzylismy w
2016 roku przed szczytem NATO w Warszawie, wtedy spotkaliémy si¢ po raz pierwszy w tej formule; i oczywiscie (EP,
EM) szczyt NATO wszystkich panstw Sojuszu. Oba o charakterze nadzwyczajnym i nie trzeba (EF, DM) nikomu
tlumaczy¢, ze oba zwiazane z rosyjska napascia (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing, z wojna, ktdra toczy si¢ tam drugi dzien
— ging ludzie, tragedia, uchodzcy, §mier¢.

Musze Panstwu powiedzieé, ze (EP, MEP) jest zatrwazajacym przezyciem (AT, LEX, emotivity), kiedy przyjezdzasz
do prezydenta sasiedniego kraju, twojego kolegi, zeby wesprze¢ go w trudnej sytuacji (AT, LEX, emotivity) w obliczu
agresji, ktora — juz wiadomo — jest nieuchronna, i styszysz od niego, ze juz si¢ mozecie (EP, EM) wigcej nie spotkac. Bo on
zostaje do konca i na pewno (EP, EM) do konca bedzie (EP, EM) swojego kraju bronil. Na pewno (EP, EM) nie bedzie
(EP, EM) stamtad uciekat.

W ostatnich dniach wszyscy wielokrotnie rozmawialiSmy z Prezydentem Wolodymyrem Zetenskim — i w Kijowie, my z
Panem Prezydentem Gitanasem Nauséda dwa dni temu, i potem codziennie telefonicznie po kolejnych aktach rosyjskiej
agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity), w ich obliczu. Wielu prezydentow, ktorzy dzisiaj si¢ spotkaliSmy, rozmawiato z Prezydentem
Wotodymyrem Zetenskim w tych dniach — Prezydenci dzisiaj o tym mowili. Telefonicznie rozmawiat chyba (EP, EM) z
wigkszoscia. I wszyscy byli jednakowo wstrza$nigcei.

Dlatego dzisiejszy szczyt NATO — mozna $mialo powiedzie¢ (EP, MEP) — byl mocny. Tak samo jak i nasz szczyt tutaj,
spotkanie Bukaresztanskiej Dziewiatki. Mocny w tonie (AT, LEX, importance), mocny w deklaracjach (AT, LEX,
importance). Ale waznych deklaracjach (AT, LEX, importance), bo one beda (EP, EM) prowadzily — nie mam
watpliwosci (EP, CGA) — do rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) powaznych sankcji (AT, LEX, importance) wobec Rosji i jej
lideréw. Sankcji, ktére — mam nadzieje (EF, INT) — beda (EP, EM) mialy skutek otrzezwiajacy i blokujacy (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

Bo — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — wszyscy, absolutnie (AT, ADV) wszyscy jednoznacznie wspieramy tutaj Ukraine. I wszyscy

doktadnie wiedza, kto jest agresorem, a kto ofiara agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity) — nie ma co do tego Zzadnych watpliwos$ci

(EP, CGA). I w tej sytuacji nie moze (EP, EM) by¢ zasady ,,business as usual” w relacjach z Rosja, bo bylaby (EP, EM)
to zwykla zdrada (AT, LEX, emotivity) zasad uczciwego demokratycznego $wiata (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktory wszyscy
staramy si¢ (EF, POT) wspoltworzyc¢.

W zwiazku z powyzszym nie mam watpliwosci, Zze (EP, CGA) postawa Sojuszu Péinocnoatlantyckiego i nasza postawa

dzisiaj wyrazona w deklaracji wspolnej, w komunikacie, ktory zostat wydany w wyniku szczytu NATO, do ktorego wszyscy
swoimi wystapieniami dolozyli$my stowa — ze ona bedzie (EP, EM) wcielona w zycie i bedzie (EP, EM) dziatata, takze w
ten sposob, ze kolejne organizacje i podmioty beda (EP, EM) ustanawialy wtasne sankcje wobec Rosji.

Poniewaz nie mozna (EF, DM) si¢ pogodzi¢ z agresja w Europie, ktora kiedy$ przezyla I i II wojn¢ §wiatowa, w ktorej
ludzie na odgtos strzatu cz¢sto do dzisiaj jeszcze drza — ci najstarsi czy ci na Balkanach. I gdzie widok ptaczacych matek

sciskajacych ptaczace dzieci, widok umierajacych ludzi czy ludzi uciekajacych z przerazeniem w oczach, z dobytkiem w
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rekach — budzi przerazajace skojarzenia (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ta uczciwa Europa (AT, LEX, emotivity) musi (EF,
DM) t¢ agresj¢ zatrzymac.

I wierze w to wlasnie, ze (EP, CGA) w wyniku naszych dziatan, naszej pracy w ten sposob tez przyczynimy si¢ do
powstrzymania tej agresji — wspierajac Ukraing na wszelkie mozliwe sposoby; na wszelkie sposoby, na ktore dzialajac
uczciwie (AT, LEX, emotivity), rzetelnie (AT, LEX, emotivity) i absolutnie przestrzegajac wszelkich norm, jesteSmy w
stanie (EF, POT) to zrealizowa¢.

Bardzo dzigkuj¢ Pani Prezydent i Panom Prezydentom, ze dzisiaj byli. Dzigkuje¢ rowniez wspottworcy formatu
Bukaresztanskiej Dziewiatki — Prezydentowi Rumunii, Klausowi Iohannisowi — ze byt dzisiaj z nami; wprawdzie zdalnie,
ale byl, otwierat razem ze mng nasze spotkanie. Dzigkuj¢ bardzo Panu Prezydentowi MiloSowi Zemanowi, Prezydentowi
Republiki Czeskiej, ze tez byl z nami obecny zdalnie — dzigkuj¢ za ich cenne wypowiedzi (AT, LEX, importance).
Dzi¢kuj¢ za kazde stlowo, ktore padto dzisiaj za Ukraing. Dzigkuj¢ jako sasiad Ukrainy, dzigkuj¢ jako jej przyjaciel (AT,
LEX, emotivity), dzi¢kuj¢ jako Prezydent Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej, ktory chce, zeby (NO ‘to’) za naszymi granicami nie
byto wojny; ktory chee, zeby wojna nie niepokoili si¢ jego rodacy.

Czynienie wszystkiego, aby takich sytuacji nie byto, uwazam po prostu za swoj obowigzek. Wychodze z zalozenia, ze (EP,
CGA) po to zostalem wybrany — zeby uczyni¢ wszystko, aby takich niepokojacych sytuacji (AT, LEX, emotivity) nie byto.
Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) przyczynimy si¢ do zakonczenia tej rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity) i do powrotu
normalnosci na Ukraing i dla Ukrainy — dla Ukraincéw, dla naszych sasiadow.

Dzigkuj¢ bardzo.

6.

Dobry wieczor!

Przed momentem zakonczyly si¢ konsultacje, ktére odbywalismy w formacie sojuszniczym na zaproszenie Pana Prezydenta
Standw Zjednoczonych, Joe Bidena. Konsultacje takie, jak byty juz poprzednio, w tym samym skladzie — z udzialem
Przewodniczacej Komisji Europejskiej, z udziatem Przewodniczacego Rady Europejskiej, Sekretarza Generalnego NATO,
Francji, Wielkiej Brytanii, Wtoch, oczywiscie (EP, EM) Republiki Federalnej Niemiec, Rumunii, naszym.

Rozmawialiémy o sprawach, ktére sg dzisiaj najwazniejsze (AT, LEX, importance), czyli o sytuacji, z jakg mamy do
czynienia na Ukrainie, o postgpowaniu Rosji w tej sprawie — zaréwno jezeli chodzi o eskalowanie konfliktu na Ukrainie i
rozwijaniu tam agresji, jak i grozbg¢ atomowa, jaka de facto wladze rosyjskie, a $cislej mowiac Prezydent Wiadimir Putin,
stawia przed $wiatem.

Zapewniam Panstwa, ze (EP, CGA) sojusznicy s3 absolutnie (AT, ADV) zjednoczeni; zapewniam, ze (EP, CGA) jest
petna koordynacja dziatan; zapewniam, ze (EP, CGA) stanowimy jedno. Absolutnie (AT, ADV) nikt si¢ nie wyltacza, nikt
nie chce (3rd) i§¢ swoja droga. Wszyscy doskonale zdaja sobie sprawe, ze (3rd) w tej ogromnie trudnej sytuacji (AT, LEX,
emotivity), ktora jest, poradzimy sobie tylko razem.

Co chce (EF, INT) bardzo mocno podkresli¢ (EP, MEP): wszyscy jednoznacznie mowia, ze (REPORTED SPEECH)
musimy sta¢ przy Ukrainie i twardo jej broni¢; ze nie mozemy tolerowaé sytuacji, w ktorej niepodlegle, suwerenne,
demokratyczne panstwo, ktore chciato i$¢ dalej drogg demokratycznych reform, zostaje zaatakowane z wola jego zniszczenia,
zniszczenia jego wladz i podporzadkowania go innemu, sasiedniemu mocarstwu.

Uczciwy Swiat (AT, LEX, emotivity) — $wiat Zachodu — nie moze (EF, DM) si¢ nigdy na co$ takiego zgodzi¢; na taka
zmiang porzadku europejskiego czy §wiatowego dokonang sita, ze ztamaniem wszystkich zasad prawa mi¢dzynarodowego.
Tutaj wszyscy sa absolutnie (AT, ADV) jednoznacznie razem, mamy wspolne stanowisko. Jednoznacznie wszyscy
powiedzieli, ze (3rd) absolutnie (EP, EM) nie ulegniemy zadnemu szantazowi — chece (EF, INT) to z calag moca podkresli¢
(EP, MEP).
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Trwaja w tej chwili caly czas konsultacje dotyczace sankcji, ktore jeszcze mozna (EF, POT) natozy¢ na Rosje; sankcji, ktore
rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) beda (EP, EM) dotkliwe, ktore spowoduja — wszyscy maja nadziej¢ — deeskalacj¢ rosyjskich
agresywnych zachowan (AT, LEX, emotivity). Nie sposob (EF, DM) tolerowac tego, ze ging dzieci, nie sposéb (EF, DM)
tolerowac¢ tego, ze bombardowane sa osiedla mieszkaniowe, ze zabija si¢ ludzi. To jest co$ strasznego (AT, LEX, emotivity)
—cos$, czego na takg skale Europa nie widziala od II wojny §wiatowe;j. I rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) jest to absolutnie porazajace
(AT, LEX, emotivity).

Dlatego wszyscy maja pewno$¢, ze (3rd) musimy (EF, DM) uczyni¢ wszystko, aby ta wojna si¢ zakonczyla, aby Rosja
zaprzestata tego agresywnego dzialania (AT, LEX, emotivity) i wrocita na swoje terytorium; aby wojska rosyjskie opuscity
terytorium Ukrainy, opuscity wszystkie terytoria okupowane. To jest niezwykle wazne (AT, LEX, importance).

Padlo tez wiele stow solidarnosci wobec nas w sytuacji, kiedy codziennie w tej chwili przybywaja do nas dziesiatki tysiecy
uchodzcéw z Ukrainy — ludzi, ktorzy stracili swoje domy, ktorzy uciekaja przed wojng. Dzigkuje wszystkim, ze udzielaja
pomocy, dzigkuje za to wielkie serce (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktore wida¢ (EP, EVID, DIR) u nas, Polakow; za te wszystkie
zaproszenia do prywatnych domoéw, za przynoszenie daréw, za niezwykla ofiarnosé¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity), za gotowos¢
do wspierania.

Dzigkuj¢ Panstwu ogromnie. Bylem przekonany, ze (EP, CGA) jestesmy takim wlasnie spoleczenstwem — ludzmi
otwartymi, ktorzy z sercem na dtoni sg gotowi (EF, INT) pomaga¢ tym, ktorzy znalezli si¢ w trudnej sytuacji (AT, LEX,
emotivity). Ogromnie, ogromnie jestem za to wdzieczny (AT, LEX, emotivity). Swiat to widzi. I wlasnie ze strony
przywddcow padaty zapewnienia o solidarno$ci, o gotowosci wsparcia, jezeli tylko to wsparcie bedzie (NO) nam potrzebne.
Takze serdecznie dzigkuj¢ moim rodakom za ich niezwykla postawe (AT, LEX, emotivity). Wierze w to glgboko, ze (EP,
CGA) wszyscy uchodzcy, wszyscy goscie, ktorzy do nas przybywaja, beda mogli (EP, EM) spedzi¢ u nas spokojny,
bezpieczny czas, a potem — mam nadzieje¢ (EF, INT) — jak najszybciej wroci¢ do swoich doméw, do swojego normalnego
zycia.

Rozmawiali$my — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — o tym, ze musimy (EF, DM) dziata¢ wspélnie, musimy (EF, DM) koordynowac
wszystkie swoje dzialania. Prositem, by udziela¢ Ukrainie pomocy — ze pomoc humanitarna jest tam bardzo potrzebna; ze
wszelka pomoc jest mile widziana. Bo — jak Panstwo wiedza — codziennie rozmawiam z Prezydentem Wotodymyrem
Zetenskim i rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) staram si¢ (EF, POT) zrealizowaé wszystkie te zapotrzebowania, ktore sa z tamte;j
strony zglaszane, proszac naszych sojusznikdw, by to, co potrzebne jest Ukrainie, przede wszystkim ludziom, by przetrwac
—aby byta niesiona pomoc humanitarna, zeby$smy to wszystko zapewnili, tak jak to powinno (EF, DM,) by¢ w takiej trudnej
sytuacji (AT, LEX, emotivity), w jakiej si¢ znalezli.

W kazdym razie chee (EF, INT) jeszcze raz zapewnié o tym, ze (EP, CGA) — mimo wszystkich grozb, mimo agresywnej
postawy (AT, LEX, emotivity) ze strony Rosji i jej wladz — jesteSmy razem, stoimy przy Ukrainie solidarnie, moéwimy
jednym glosem. I na tym wtasnie polega sita wspdlnoty Zachodu, wspolnoty NATO i Unii Europejskie;.

Dzigkuj¢ bardzo.

7.

Drodzy Rodacy,

Szanowni Panstwo!

Zaledwie tydzien temu bylem w pieknym, dumny Kijowie (AT, LEX, emotivity) i rozmawialem z Prezydentem
Wotlodymyrem Zetenskim. Kilka godzin p6zniej rosyjskie wojska zaatakowaly niepodlegta Ukraing. Rozpgtaty okrutna
wojne (AT, LEX, emotivity) przeciwko naszemu sasiadowi.

Dzi$ na Kijow spadaja bomby, a mieszkancy wspolnie z ukrainska armia bronig swojego miasta. Stolica jaki i cala Ukraina

stata si¢ dla wolnego §wiata symbolem obrony naszych wspolnych warto$ci: wolnosci, suwerennos$ci i demokracji.
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Od tygodnia cata Ukraina bohatersko (AT, LEX, emotivity) stawia czota najezdzcom. Placac przy tym najwyzsza ceng.
Atakowane sa domy mieszkalne, bloki, szkoty i szpitale. Liczne ataki ze strony wojsk rosyjskich maja znamiona
ludobéjstwa (AT, LEX, emotivity). Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) nie pozostang one bezkarne i ich sprawcy odpowiedza za nie
przed migdzynarodowymi trybunatami.

Jako Polska od pierwszego dnia aktywnie pomagamy naszym sgsiadom. Zabiegalismy na arenie mi¢dzynarodowej o jak
najostrzejsze sankcje (AT, LEX, importance) wobec agresorow i staly si¢ one faktem. Jestem w biezacym kontakcie z
Prezydentem Stanow Zjednoczonych, Sekretarzem Generalnym NATO, liderami Unii Europejskiej 1 innymi $wiatowymi
przywodcami. Dzi$ polski punkt widzenia zostat przyjety przez zdecydowana wigkszos¢ krajow Zachodu. To wielka zmiana
(AT, LEX, emotivity).

Jestesmy adwokatem Ukrainy w jej staraniach o (EF, POT) cztonkostwo w Unii Europejskiej. W ramach NATO udzielamy
konkretnej pomocy (AT, LEX, importance) bronigcej si¢ Ukrainie. Polska przyjeta juz ponad p6t miliona uchodzcow
uciekajacych przed tragedia wojny (AT, LEX, emotivity). Niemal codziennie rozmawiam z Prezydentem Zelenskim o tym,
w jaki jeszcze sposob mozemy (EF, POT) wesprze¢ naszych sgsiadow.

Prezydent Wotodymyr Zetenski poprosit (3rd) mnie réwniez, zebym przekazat wszystkim Polakom jego ptynace z glebi
serca podzickowania za wielkie wsparcie (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktérego Ukraina do$wiadcza od naszego kraju i
spoteczenstwa. Prawdziwych przyjaciot poznaje si¢ w biedzie.

Wiem, ze (EP, CFV) robicie to Panstwo z potrzeby serca. Zarowno przyjmujac naszych sasiadow pod swoj dach, pomagajac
W transporcie, organizujac zbiorki, akcje charytatywne, jak i przekazujac dary i wptacajac $rodki na pomoc dla Ukrainy. Jako
narédd kolejny raz pokazujemy, co to znaczy solidarnosc¢.

Dzigkuje Panstwu! Dzigkuje za to z calego serca!

Szanowni Panstwo,

Drodzy Rodacy!

Jestem w stalym kontakcie z premierem Mateuszem Morawieckim i ministrami. Cata administracja zaréowno rzadowa, jak i
samorzadowa stan¢ta przed wielkim wyzwaniem (AT, LEX, emotivity). Odpowiednie sluzby sa postawione w stan
najwyzszej gotowosci. Bardzo wysoko oceniam dzialania podejmowane w ostatnich dniach. Panstwo polskie zdaje egzamin.
Polska jest dzisiaj liderem pomocy dla Ukrainy. Wtasnie dlatego staliSmy si¢ i bedziemy (EP, EM) celem zorganizowanej,
cynicznej rosyjskiej propagandy i dezinformacji (AT, LEX, emotivity). Musimy (EF, DM) by¢ tego wszyscy $wiadomi.
Prébowano juz oczernia¢ Polske w zagranicznych mediach, wywotywac wrogie emocje (AT, LEX, emeotivity) wzgledem
uchodzcéw, ktorych przyjmujemy. Musimy (EP, EM) spodziewa¢ si¢ w najblizszym czasie wielu takich prowokacji.
Zapewniam, ze (EP, CGA) jako panstwo bedziemy (EF, INT) na nie stanowczo reagowac.

Ale prosze¢ tez wszystkich Panstwa o wyjatkowa rozwage i odpowiedzialno$¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity). Nie powielajmy
(EF, DIR) plotek i niesprawdzonych informacji. Nie dajmy si¢ (EF, DIR) wzajemnie sktocié, napusci¢ jedni na drugich.
Na tym wlasnie zalezy tym, ktorzy dopuscili si¢ tej brutalnej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Jedno$¢ i odpowiedzialno$¢ potrzebna jest nam wszystkim, ale szczegolnie w polityce. Mowitem dzisiaj o tym podczas Rady
Bezpieczenstwa Narodowego z udzialem zaré6wno politykow reprezentujacych strone rzadowa, jak i opozycje. Na jutro do
Patacu Prezydenckiego zaprosilem mojego kontrkandydata z wyborow prezydenckich, Prezydenta Warszawy Rafala
Trzaskowskiego, a takze przedstawicieli samorzadow.

Dzi$ potrzebna jest wspotpraca. To nie jest czas na polityczne kldtnie. Liczy si¢ Polska i jej bezpieczenstwo, liczy si¢ pomoc
dla walczacej o niepodleglos¢ Ukrainy. Tego wymaga polska racja stanu.

Niech zyje wolna, niepodlegta i demokratyczna Ukraina!

Niech zyje Polska!
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8.

Szanowny Panie Przewodniczacy,

Szanowni Panowie Generalowie,

Szanowne Panie i Szanowni Panowie Profesorowie,

Wszyscy Wielce Szanowni Panstwo,

Drodzy Cztonkowie Rady!

Bardzo dzigkuje za to kolejne spotkanie i bardzo dzigkuj¢ Panu Generalowi, Szefowi, Glownodowodzacemu Wojsk Obrony
Terytorialnej, Wiestawowi Kukule, za przyjecie zaproszenia na to spotkanie, bo mysle, ze (EP, CGA) jego obecnos$¢ dzi$
tutaj, na forum Rady, jest jak najbardziej stuprocentowo pezadana (AT, LEX, emotivity), i bardzo si¢ ciesze, ze (AT,
VERB) bedziemy (NO, future fact) dzisiaj t¢ dyskusj¢ tutaj prowadzic.

Coz tu wiele kry¢: z wielkim zajeciem (AT, LEX, emotivity), ale tez z wielka, nie ukrywam, fascynacja i podziwem (AT,

LEX, emotivity) obserwuj¢ walke narodu ukrainskiego — bo tak trzeba sobie jasno powiedzie¢ (EF, DIR) — o wolnos$¢, o
wlasne panstwo, o niepodlegtosc, o suwerenno$¢ Ukrainy.

Rosyjska napas¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity) sit o miazdzacej przewadze w stosunku do oficjalnie podawanych danych
statystycznych na temat armii ukrainskiej budzi dreszcz, kiedy poréwna si¢ te dane — jakimi sitami na wstgpie dysponowata
Rosja, a jakimi sitami na wstgpie dysponowata Ukraina.

Okazuje si¢ po ponad 10 dniach nieustannych w zasadzie (NO) walk, Ze przede wszystkim Ukraina dysponowata jednak tym,
czego nie oddawaty zadne statystyki, a mianowicie: ludzmi, ktorzy sa absolutnie (AT, ADV) zdeterminowani do tego, zeby
obroni¢ swoja ojczyzng. Okazuje si¢, ze jednak duch daje olbrzymia sile (AT, LEX, importance) w walce z materia.

Z jednej strony mamy w istocie pozbawione w ogromnym stopniu (AT, LEX, emotivity) woli walki i naprawde (EP, IFV)
rzeczywistego morale oddzialy rosyjskie, w tej chwili juz w duzym stopniu po prostu normalnie przestraszone; a z drugiej —
mamy absolutnie (AT, ADV) zdeterminowanych, oszalatych niemalze w obronie ojczyzny Ukraincow, ktorzy sa gotowi
oddac zycie na kazdym miejscu, zeby tylko obroni¢ ojczyzne.

Robi to ogromne wrazenie (AT, LEX, emotivity), ale przede wszystkim — patrzac chtodno z wojskowego punktu widzenia
— okazuje sig, ze t¢ gigantyczna rosyjska armie (AT, LEX, emotivity) udato si¢ Ukraincom w ogromnym stopniu (AT,
LEX, emotivity) zatrzymaé. A przeciez pierwotnie planowano, ze wlasciwie zakonczenie calej operacji specjalnej — jak to
nazwano — nastapi w dwa, trzy dni.

Tymczasem okazuje si¢, ze polegto najprawdopodobniej (EP, EM) ponad 10 tys. rosyjskich zotnierzy — a wigc de facto
tysigc zolnierzy na dzien — gdy w calej wojnie wietnamskiej wojska amerykanskie stracity ok. 50 tys. zolnierzy przez prawie
10 lat. A tutaj 10 tys. w 10 dni! Wigc straty sa po prostu niebywate. A wszystko jest wlasnie zastuga tej niezwyklej
determinacji (AT, LEX, emotivity), z jaka walcza Ukraincy.

Pytanie: kto walczy? Oczywiscie (EP, EM) sa ukrainscy zotnierze, bojownicy, ktdrzy przez osiem lat walczyli w Donbasie,
Fugansku, caty czas zmagali si¢, caly czas byli na linii frontu i zdobyli do§wiadczenie bojowe, ktore jest nie do przecenienia.
Ale przeciez to nie wszyscy. Przeciez ogromna czg$¢ tych ludzi nigdy pewnie (EP, EM) nawet nie miata w r¢ku broni. [
teraz na biezaco chwytaja za nia, 1 idg walczy¢, zeby broni¢ ojczyzny.

Jak to si¢ dzieje, ze przy tak niewielkiej w stosunku do rosyjskiej ilo§ci wyposazenia technicznego, czotgow, wozoéw
opancerzonych, samolotow, §migtowcoéw bojowych i transportowych Ukraincy — bo to jest armia, ale przeciez w ogromnym
stopniu (AT, LEX, emotivity) armia ochotnicza, obrona terytorialna mozna (EF, POT) by powiedzie¢, po prostu zwykli
obywatele, ktorzy chwycili za bron, czgsto m¢zczyzni w wieku dalece przekraczajacym normalny wiek poborowy, powazni,
juz niemalze starsi panowie — jednak walczg i sg w stanie zatrzymac¢ wroga. Oczywiscie (EP, EM) wsparci.

Oczywiscie (EP, EM) to wsparcie idzie, to wsparcie wida¢ (EP, EVID, DIR) — chociazby na materiatach wideo, na ktorych

ogladamy, w jaki sposob niszczone sg rosyjskie czotgi, rosyjskie $migtowce, rosyjskie samoloty: ze bardzo czegsto wystarczy
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wyposazenie indywidualnego zotierza; wyposazenie, ktorym jest si¢ w stanie postugiwac¢ indywidualny Zotnierz. Nie trzeba
(EF, DM) do tego grupy ani specjalnego wielkiego przygotowania (AT, LEX, emotivity). Proste, nowoczesne, niezwyklej
skutecznosci (AT, LEX, importance) uzbrojenie w stosunku do tego, czym dzisiaj dysponuje armia rosyjska — w ogromnym
stopniu przestarzatym sprzetem. Okazuje si¢, ze jest to obrona skuteczna.

Dobrze, ze (AT, ADJ) odbywa si¢ to dzisiejsze spotkanie, dobrze, ze (AT, ADJ) jest z nami Pan General, Szef Wojsk
Obrony Terytorialnej, bo o tym wiasnie trzeba (EF, DM) porozmawia¢ — takze w aspekcie przyjmowanej w tej chwili przez
Sejm ustawy o obronie ojczyzny: w jaki sposob ksztaltowac proces modernizacji polskiej armii, aby w jak najwigkszym
stopniu zarazem moc (be able to) w kazdej chwili stang¢ skutecznie do obrony ojczyzny.

Nie tylko poprzez supernowoczesne systemy, supernowoczesne czolgi, supernowoczesng obron¢ antyrakietows,
supernowoczesng obron¢ przeciwlotniczg sterowang cyfrowo, ale po prostu poprzez dobre podstawowe wyposazenie (AT,
LEX, emotivity) zwyklego Zotnierza piechura, ktory zgtosi si¢ na ochotnika i po krotkim przeszkoleniu bedzie (EF, POT)
w stanie skutecznie broni¢ i bedzie (EP, EM) stanowit realne zagrozenie (AT, LEX, emotivity) dla wroga — tak realne, ze
(AT, ADJ) nie bedzie (EP, EM) warto (AT, ADJ) zaatakowaé, poniewaz zagrozenie gigantycznych strat materialnych
(AT, LEX, emotivity), a przede wszystkim ludzkich, bedzie (EP, EM) ogromne. Jest to niezwykle wazny (AT, LEX,
importance) — w moim przekonaniu (EP, CGA) — etap modernizacji polskiej armii w taki sposob, aby caly czas zachowaé
bezpieczenstwo kraju w jak najwickszym stopniu.

Chce, zeby (EF, DIR) wlasnie o tym Panstwo dzisiaj porozmawiali. Chee (EF, INT) by¢ tez swiadkiem takiej dyskusji.
Chce, zeby (EF, DIR) wyrazil na ten temat swoje zdanie Pan General, Zeby wypowiedzieli si¢ w tej kwestii Panowie
Generatowie wlasnie jako eksperci w tych dziedzinach — takiej walki; walki, ktora ma charakter potpartyzancki, kiedy
rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) nastgpuje zwarcie wyposazonego technicznie przeciwnika z teoretycznie niewyposazonym
technicznie, ale dobrze wyposazonym bojowo Zotnierzem zdeterminowanym do obrony wlasnej ojczyzny.

Jestem przekonany, ze (EP, CGA) takich wlasnie Zotnierzy i takich wtasnie ludzi w Polsce mamy — ktorzy w razie potrzeby
beda (EP, EM) gotowi stanac i broni¢ Polski, jej granic i wolnosci tak, jak dzisiaj bronig jej m¢zczyzni i kobiety na Ukrainie.
Wierze absolutnie, ze (EP, CGA) jako spoteczenstwo jestesmy do tego zdolni.

I to, co dzieje si¢ na Ukrainie — przy catym tragizmie tych wydarzen (AT, LEX, emotivity), $mierci ludzi, wielkiego
nieszczescia (AT, LEX, emotivity), z ktorym stykamy si¢ takze u nas, przyjmujac ich w Polsce, do naszych domow,
uchodzcéw, kobiety, dzieci — przy catym tym nieszczgéciu ich postawa jest godna podziwu (AT, LEX, emotivity). 1
absolutnie godna nasladowania (AT, LEX, emotivity) w kazdym calu.

Bardzo dzickuje.

9.

Ekscelencjo, Szanowna Pani Wiceprezydent Stanow Zjednoczonych Ameryki,

Szanowni Panstwo!

To bardzo wazny moment (AT, LEX, importance) w naszych wspolnych relacjach, ale przede wszystkim w tej sytuacji,
z ktora obecnie mamy do czynienia tutaj, w Europie, za nasza wschodnig granica, na zaprzyjaznionej z nami, Polakami,
Ukrainie, gdzie rosyjskie wojska dokonuja barbarzynskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity), mordujac niewinnych ludzi (AT,
LEX, emotivity), cywilow, bombardujac szpitale potoznicze, z ktérych w dramatycznych okoliczno$ciach (AT, LEX,
emotivity) ewakuowane sg na noszach ranne kobiety tuz przed porodem. Nikt z nas nie spodziewal si¢, ze (EP, CGA) w
XXI wieku w ogole zobaczymy takie sytuacje.

Tym bardziej jest dla nas wszystkich tutaj, w Polsce, wielka satysfakcja (AT, LEX, emotivity), Zze (AT, NOUN) Pani

Wiceprezydent Standw Zjednoczonych, Kamala Harris, jest z nami dzisiaj w Warszawie, w naszym kraju, pokazujac sif¢ i
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glebie wigzi sojuszniczych — pokazujac zdecydowane zaangazowanie (AT, LEX, importance) Stanow Zjednoczonych
zardwno w bezpieczenstwo wschodniej flanki Sojuszu Potnocnoatlantyckiego, jak i Europy jako catosci.

Bo chce (EF, INT) z cala moca podkresli¢ (EP, MEP): nie ma zadnych watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) razem ze Stanami
Zjednoczonymi i naszymi pozostatymi sojusznikami w ramach Sojuszu Poétnocnoatlantyckiego, jak i z calym wolnym,
uczciwym Swiatem (AT, LEX, emotivity) — stoimy po stronie Ukrainy i bedziemy (EF, INT) starali si¢ (EF, POT) uczyni¢
wszystko, aby w jak najwigkszym stopniu Ukraing obronic.

Bardzo dzigkuj¢ Pani Wiceprezydent za przybycie, bardzo dzigkuj¢ za nasze dzisiejsze spotkania, za rozmowy, ktore
prowadziliSmy przed chwila zaréwno w formule w cztery oczy, jak i w formule delegacji polskiej i amerykanskie;j.
Omowilismy wszystkie wazne tematy (AT, LEX, importance).

Podkreslitem z cala mocg wazno$¢ i podzigkowalem za postawe wladz Stanéw Zjednoczonych — Pana Prezydenta Joe Bidena,
Pani Wiceprezydent i wspolpracownikow, ale takze amerykanskiego Kongresu, amerykanskiego parlamentu — w zwiazku z
koniecznoscia ustanowienia skutecznych sankeji (AT, LEX, importance) wobec Rosji. Stany Zjednoczone, jezeli chodzi
o te sankcje, s3 w absolutnej awangardzie i trzeba sobie jasno powiedzie¢ (EF, DIR): te sankcje dzialaja.

Dzigkuje takze za wszelkie wsparcie, ktore jest realizowane dla walczacej, bronigcej si¢ Ukrainy. Dzigkuj¢ za pomoc
humanitarna, ktora jest tam przekazywana.

Na re¢ce Pani Wiceprezydent sktadam takze podzigkowanie dla wszystkich amerykanskich organizacji, ktéore — wiem (EP,
CFV) —angazuja si¢ w poszukiwanie mozliwos$ci pomocy; wtasnie przede wszystkim pomocy humanitarnej, takze w zakresie
opieki medycznej i urzadzen stuzacych tej opiece dla dzieci, dla 0s6b chorych, dla rannych.

W te kwestie zaangazowana jest moja zona, Agata. Wiem, ze (EP, CFV) w tym zakresie takze wspolpracuje z roznymi
instytucjami ze Stanow Zjednoczonych i z Malzonka Pana Prezydenta Joe Bidena — sa w kontakcie. Ciesze sie, ze (AT,
VERB) wspotpraca polsko—amerykanska rozwija si¢, ale ciesze si¢ ogromnie, ze (AT, VERB) przede wszystkim stuzy
wspolnej pomocy walczacej Ukrainie, jak i wspolnej pomocy wszystkim tym, ktoérzy cierpig — wszystkim, ktorzy tej pomocy
od nas potrzebuja.

Mowitem (NO) dzisiaj Pani Wiceprezydent o sytuacji, ktora mamy; o tym, ze od szeregu dni przyjmujemy w Polsce
uchodzcoéw z Ukrainy; ze liczba osob, ktore do nas przybyty, zbliza si¢ do 1,5 mln. I z dumg powiedziatem Pani
Wiceprezydent — méwie to przede wszystkim do moich rodakow — ze (EP, MEP) ci ludzie nie zostali wystani wszyscy do
obozow dla uchodzcow.

Znalezli miejsce w polskich domach, przyjety ich polskie rodziny, zostali przyjeci do polskich hoteli, polskich pensjonatow,
polskich sanatoriow, najczesciej przez prywatnych ludzi — przez zwyktych Polakow, ktorzy czuja w sercu obowigzek pomocy
ludziom, ktérzy znalezli si¢ w potrzebie. Ogromnie za to moim rodakom dzigkuje. Jest to dla nas — polskich wtadz — powéd
(AT, NOUN) do dumy. Jestem Wam bardzo, bardzo wdzieczny (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Ale jednoczesnie poprositem Panig Wiceprezydent o wsparcie. Bo jest jasna sprawa, ze (EP, EVID, INF) tak ogromny
kryzys uchodzczy (AT, LEX, emotivity) stanowi dla Polski zaskoczenie i sytuacje trudna (AT, LEX, emotivity) — dla
polskich wladz, w dobie kryzysu, rosnacych w zwiazku z wojna cen, choc¢by paliw czy energii w ogole, w szerokim tego
stowa znaczeniu. Dlatego to wsparcie jest bardzo potrzebne i za kazda forme wsparcia bede (EF, INT) ogromnie wdzieczny
(AT, LEX, emotivity). Musimy (EF, DM) przetrwac ten trudny czas (AT, LEX, emotivity), pomagajac naszym sasiadom,
bo to jest w tej chwili bardzo wazne (AT, LEX, importance).

Ale przede wszystkim rozmawiali$my wilas$nie o kwestiach bezpieczenstwa.

Obecno$¢ Pani Wiceprezydent u nas to takze kolejna demonstracja obecno$ci amerykanskiej w Polsce — obok amerykanskich
zohierzy, ktorzy dzisiaj sa u nas, obok amerykanskich systeméw obronnych, ktore dzisiaj strzega naszego nieba i naszej

ziemi, jest takze obecna tutaj reprezentacja polityczna na najwyzszym szczeblu Stanéw Zjednoczonych w osobie Pani

101



Wiceprezydent, co stanowi jasny polityczny sygnal, gdzie dzisiaj dzieja si¢ wazne rzeczy (AT, LEX, importance) w
przestrzeni $wiatowej, w przestrzeni europejskie;j.

Musimy (EF, DM) uratowa¢ Ukraing. Wszyscy doskonale zdajemy sobie z tego sprawe, ze (EP, CFV) wszystkie r¢gce na
poktad. Ukrainie trzeba (EF, DM) poméc. Musimy (EF, DM) w tym zakresie zachowa¢ jedno$¢, musimy (EF, DM) by¢
razem, w Sojuszu Pétnocnoatlantyckim, zachowujac solidarno$¢, mowiac absolutnie (AT, ADV) jednym glosem; podobnie
jak musimy (EF, DM) by¢ razem w Unii Europejskiej, jak i we wszystkich innych wspdlnotach mi¢dzynarodowych.
Trzeba (EF, DM) ustanawia¢ kolejne sankcje przeciwko Rosji. Nie mozemy (EF, DM) tolerowa¢ dziatan militarnych, ktore
nosza cechy ludobojstwa.

Bo chyba (EP, EM) nikt nie ma watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) jezeli bombarduje si¢ szpitale, jezeli bombarduje si¢ szpitale,
w ktorych przebywaja kobiety w ciazy i dzieci, jezeli zabija si¢ zwyktych ludzi, zrzuca si¢ bomby, strzela si¢ rakietami w
osiedla mieszkalne, gdzie nie ma instalacji wojskowych — to jest to barbarzynstwo (AT, LEX, emotivity) noszace cechy
ludobojstwa, eliminacji narodu i jego zniszczenia.

W zwiazku powyzszym musimy (EF, DM) tutaj stana¢ twardo (AT, LEX, importance) jako przedstawiciele wolnego

$wiata. I Polska stoi tutaj razem ze Stanami Zjednoczonymi, tak jak stoja — nie mam co do tego zadnych watpliwosci (EP,

CGA) — wszyscy nasi sojusznicy, wszystkic uczciwe wiadze (AT, LEX, emotivity) i wszystkic uczciwe panstwa (AT,
LEX, emotivity), przede wszystkim panstwa demokratyczne.

Wspomniatem (NO) rowniez na zakonczenie naszej rozmowy, ze cheemy (EF, INT) wzmacnia¢ nasze bezpieczenstwo takze
sami — tutaj, w Polsce — rowniez dzigki zakupom amerykanskiego wyposazenia dla naszej armii; dzigki toczacym si¢ juz
programom — takim jak Patriot, Himars, program zakupu mysliwcow F-35 czy ostatnio rozpocz¢ty program zakupu dla
Polski czotgow Abrams. Poprositem Panig Wiceprezydent, zeby w miar¢ mozliwosci te programy zostaly przyspieszone,
poniewaz chcemy, by nasze wojsko jak najszybciej mialo nowoczesne wyposazenie.

Czy jest tego potrzeba? To juz chyba (EP, EM) kazdy widzi. Nie trzeba (EF, DM) komentowac, jaka jest sytuacja. Widzimy
(EP, EVID, DIR) w mediach te dramatyczne, zatrwazajace, przerazajace sceny (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktore codziennie
dzieja si¢ na Ukrainie. Ale jednoczesnie widzimy (EP, EVID, DIR) ogromne bohaterstwo (AT, LEX, emotivity) i
nieprawdopodobna determinacje (AT, LEX, emotivity) Ukraincoéw, przy ktorych stoimy i ktérych bedziemy (EF, INT)
wspierali ze wszystkich sil, zachowujac jednoczes$nie bezpieczenstwo naszych krajow, co dla nas wszystkich jest ogromnie
wazne (AT, LEX, importance).

Jeszcze raz bardzo serdecznie dzigkuj¢ Pani Wiceprezydent za przybycie do Warszawy, za demonstracj¢ tego, ze stoimy
razem i jesteSmy wielka euroatlantycka wspolnota wolnosci i bezpieczenstwa.

Dzigkuje.

10.

Dzien dobry, Szanowni Panstwo!

Jak Panstwo widzieli, dzisiaj po potudniu zakonczyt si¢ nadzwyczajny szczyt Sojuszu Poinocnoatlantyckiego. Zebrali si¢
wszyscy przedstawiciele panstw sojuszniczych, by w trybie nadzwyczajnym — bo ten szczyt nie byt wezesniej planowany,
zostat zwotany przez Prezydenta Stanéw Zjednoczonych, Joe Bidena — spotkac¢ si¢ tu, w Brukseli, i rozmawia¢, jakie kroki
trzeba (EF, DM) podja¢, by po pierwsze, zapewni¢ bezpieczenstwo Sojuszu Pélnocnoatlantyckiego, a $cislej mowiac,
krajow cztonkowskich, ktore znajdujg si¢ dzisiaj w poblizu granic Rosji; méwi¢ ,,w poblizu”, bo niekoniecznie wszystkie z
nig graniczace, ale te, ktore potencjalnie sa zagrozone ewidentnym widmem rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity),

bedacej nastgpstwem agresji na Ukraing, ktorag dzisiaj obserwujemy. O tym dzisiaj rozmawialismy.
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Ale — oczywiScie (EP, EM) — najwazniejszym tematem (AT, LEX, importance) bylo to, jakie jeszcze $rodki Sojusz
Potnocnoatlantycki moze (EF, POT) i powinien (EF, DM) przedsigwzia¢ w tym kierunku, by przerwac¢, zakonczy¢ rosyjska
agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing.

W ramach mojego podsumowania tego wszystkiego, o czym dzisiaj rozmawialiSmy — a co jest po cz¢sci zawarte, a po czgsci
niejako obok tego, co znalazlo si¢ w oficjalnym o§wiadczeniu, w oficjalnym stanowisku Sojuszu, a wigc wszystkich panstw

cztonkowskich — bedacego efektem dzisiejszego spotkania, powiem tak: ciesze sie ogromnie, ze (AT, VERB) Sojusz

zachowuje jednosc, ze stanowisko jest jednoznaczne.

To znaczy, ze musimy (EF, DM) uczyni¢ wszystko, postugujac si¢ pokojowymi narzedziami (AT, LEX, emotivity), ale
uzywajac narzedzi adekwatnych (AT, LEX, importance) do potrzeb, by przerwac rosyjska agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity)
na Ukraing, by doprowadzi¢ nie tylko do tego, ze nastapi zawieszenie broni — co bardzo mocno akcentowatem w swoim
wystapieniu — zawieszenie broni to za mato.

Powiem wigcej: zawieszenie broni to moze (EP, EM) wiasnie co$ takiego, czego Rosjanie dzisiaj bardzo potrzebujg. Biorac
pod uwage ogromne straty (AT, LEX, emotivity), jakie ponosza, chyba (EP, EM) nieporownywalne z niczym, co do tej
pory im si¢ zdarzyto — bo przeciez w Afganistanie w czasie catej wojny afganskiej poniesli takie straty, jakie poniesli w ciagu
niecatego miesigca swojego ataku na Ukraing.

To oni potrzebujg dzisiaj zawieszenia broni, by si¢ przegrupowaé, uzupetni¢ zapasy i poprawi¢ swoja logistyke. A wigc po
to, zeby zaraz po tym zawieszeniu broni z jeszcze wigksza sila (AT, LEX, emotivity) i jeszcze wigeksza brutalnoscia (AT,
LEX, emotivity) zaatakowa¢ Ukraing.

Jezeli miatoby doj$¢ do zawieszenia broni, to musi (EF, DM) by¢ ono polaczone z wycofaniem sit rosyjskich z
miedzynarodowo uznanych terenéw Ukrainy. A wigc z terenow panstwa ukrainskiego uznanego mig¢dzynarodowo —
podkreslam (EP, MEP) to bardzo mocno. I to mam nadzieje¢ (EF, INT), wybrzmiato dzisiaj nie tylko w moim wystapieniu,
lecz takze — co bylo dla mnie takze duza satysfakcja (AT, LEX, emotivity) — w kilku innych wystapieniach przywodcow
panstw i rzadéw. Wigc ta kwestia jest zasadnicza (AT, LEX, importance) i mam nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) spotecznos¢
Sojuszu Pénocnoatlantyckiego znakomicie ja rozumie.

Po drugie — bez watpienia (EP, CGA) wszyscy jednoznacznie mowili: ,,Musimy wspiera¢ Ukraing ze wszystkich sit. Nie
mozemy dopusci¢ do sytuacji, w ktorej Wiadimir Putin, w ktorej Rosja wygra t¢ wojn¢”. Ta wojna nie moze (EF, DM)
zosta¢ przez Rosj¢ wygrana, bo zwycigstwo Rosji w tej wojnie oznacza niebezpieczenstwo dla wschodniej flanki Sojuszu,
oznacza — w efekcie — niebezpieczenstwo dla catego NATO.

Trzeba (EF, DM) — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — prowadzi¢ dyplomacjg, ale oprocz tego trzeba (EF, DM) takze stosowac twarde
srodki, ktore beda (EP, EM) przywotywaly Rosje do porzadku i ktore beda (EP, EM) od Rosji twardo wymagaty
przestrzegania prawa mi¢dzynarodowego. Powrotu do przestrzegania prawa mi¢dzynarodowego!

Oczywiscie (EP, EM) kwestia odpowiedzialnosci za zbrodnie wojenne jest zupetnie odrgbna. Tym zajmujg si¢ dzisiaj
odpowiednie organy — trybunaly rozpoznajg t¢ sprawe, sledczy i prokuratorzy zajmuja si¢ zbieraniem dowodow, prowadza
postepowania. Ta sprawa jest oczywista (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) i wiclokrotnie juz méwilem, ze (EP, MEP) $wiat
musi (EF, DM) stana¢ na wysokosci zadania i winni zbrodni wojennych (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktore codziennie dziejg
si¢ na Ukrainie, musza (EF, DM) odpowiedzie¢ przed wlasciwymi organami karnymi. Ale to jest zupelnie inna kwestia
(AT, LEX, emotivity).

Dzisiaj zasadniczym zadaniem (AT, LEX, importance) jest to, by przerwa¢ mordowanie ludnosci cywilnej, by przerwaé
bombardowanie osiedli mieszkalnych, by odblokowa¢ ukrainskie miasta, gdzie obroncy caty czas si¢ bronia, ale gdzie
przeciez sa jeszcze tysiace, dziesiatki, wreez setki tysiecy cywilow, ktorzy sa pozbawieni srodkéw do zycia, bardzo czgsto

sa pozbawieni zywnosci, nie maja dzisiaj podstawowych warunkéw do normalnej egzystencji, przebywaja w schronach,
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piwnicach i codziennie ging. Wszyscy widzimy (EP, EVID, DIR) na materiatach telewizyjnych, ktére codziennie ogladamy
w mediach, zwloki lezace na ulicach ukrainskich miast.

Sa to sceny, jakie ostatni raz widzieliSmy (EP, EVID, DIR) w tej skali w czasie II wojny $§wiatowej. Mowig ,,w tej skali”,
bo oczywiscie (EP, EM) w czasie wojny w bylej Jugostawii — w Sarajewie i innych miastach, ktore wtedy byty atakowane,
we wspominanym dzisiaj Vukovarze — tez takie zdarzenia miaty miejsce, ale nie na t¢ skalg co dzisiaj. To sg ogromne miasta:
Mariupol — kilkaset tysigcy mieszkancow. Coz powiedzie¢ o Kijowie — wielomilionowe]j aglomeracji, wielomilionowej
metropolii, ktora dzisiaj si¢ broni, ktora jest dzisiaj w czg$ci osaczona przez Rosjan, ktora dzisiaj jest przygotowana, by
odeprzed rosyjskie szturmy (AT, LEX, emotivity), i ktora jest bombardowana?

Widzielismy (EP, EVID, DIR) w ostatnich dniach bombardowania dzielnic, centrow handlowych w stolicy Ukrainy —
przerazajace widoki (AT, LEX, emotivity). To sa zdjecia, jakie ogladaliSmy (EP, EVID, DIR) na materialach
archiwalnych z Il wojny $wiatowej. Podkreslalem (EP, MEP) w ostatnich dniach, ze Mariupol i niektore fragmenty Kijowa
przypominajg Warszawe z 1944 roku — kompletnie zrujnowana, kompletnie zburzona, az serce si¢ kraje.

O tym dzisiaj rozmawialiSmy, ale oczywiscie (EP, EM), tym bardzo waznym aspektem (AT, LEX, importance) dla mnie,
jako Prezydenta Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej — kraju, ktory graniczy z Ukrainag, kraju, ktory jest, oczywiscie (EP, EM), w
zwigzku z tym w potencjalnym zagrozZeniu imperializmem rosyjskim (AT, LEX, emotivity) — jest i bedzie (EP, EM)
zwigkszenie obecno$ci Sojuszu Péinocnoatlantyckiego na wschodniej flance Sojuszu. Bardzo si¢ ciesze, ze (AT, VERB)
ten temat podnosili w zasadzie wszyscy i ze nie zostal podniesiony ani jeden glos sprzeciwiajacy si¢ zwigkszeniu tej
obecnosci.

Ja i kilku innych Prezydentéw proponowalismy, zeby ta obecnos¢ byla w ogdle obecnoscia przeksztatcona z Enhanced
Forward Presence i Tailored Forward Presence na wysuni¢ta obecnos¢ obronng — czyli zmiana jej charakteru poprzez
wprowadzenie dodatkowych brygadowych grup bojowych, poprzez wzmocnienie w zwigzku z tym iloSciowe i jako$ciowe
obecnosci Sojuszu Polnocnoatlantyckiego, poprzez dodatkowe doposazenie sit zbrojnych armii panstw, ktore znajduja si¢ na
wschodniej flance, a takze poprzez wzmocnienie dodatkowym wyposazeniem przynajmniej na czas, dopdki te panstwa
swojego wyposazenia, cho¢by obrony przeciwrakietowej czy systemdw przeciwlotniczych, same we wlasnym zakresie nie
zakupig. To byly nasze postulaty do sojusznikow.

Sa to kwestie, ktore beda (EP, EM) dyskutowane przez najblizsze miesiace, bo — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — w tej kwestii
ostateczne decyzje nie zapadly. Jest to temat, ktory dzisiaj jest na stole wszystkich foréw, w jakich obraduje Sojusz
Ponocnoatlantycki. Bedziemy (EF, INT) w zwigzku z tym w najblizszych miesigcach o tym rozmawiali.

Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) odpowiednie decyzje (AT, LEX, importance) — juz konkretnie sformutowane — zostang podj¢te na
szczycie NATO w Madrycie, ktory — jak Panstwo wiedza — bedzie (NO, future fact) za dwa i p6t miesigca. Wigc mamy dwa
i pot miesigca na prowadzenie w tym zakresie negocjacji; na to, by polskie propozycje, ktére zostaty potozone na stole,
przedstawiaé¢, by naklania¢ do ich przyjecia, by dyskutowaé o nich z sojusznikami. To jest duze zadanie (AT, LEX,
importance).

Przed momentem rozmawiatem o tym takze z Prezydentami panstw baltyckich. SpotkaliSmy si¢ juz po posiedzeniu Sojuszu
Ponocnoatlantyckiego i rozmawialiSmy wilasnie konkretnie o tym, jaka praca czeka nas w najblizszych miesiacach, by
wzmocni¢ wschodnig flanke Sojuszu.

Jest to duze zadanie (AT, LEX, importance), ale powtarzam (EP, MEP): dla mnie bardzo waznym sygnalem (AT, LEX,
importance) jest to, ze nie ma zasadniczo sprzeciwu. Oczywiscie (EP, EM) na pewno (EP, EM) beda (EP, EM) dyskusje
na temat ostatecznego ksztaltu wzmocnienia wschodniej flanki Sojuszu — jakie to maja by¢ konkretnie ilosci? Czym

wschodnia flanka — jezeli chodzi o infrastruktur¢ — ma by¢ wzmocniona?

Natomiast nikt nie ma watpliwosci (EP, CGA) co do tego, Ze to wzmocnienie jest potrzebne — poczynajac od Sekretarza

Generalnego, poprzez wszystkich, oczywiscie (EP, EM) Prezydenta Standéw Zjednoczonych, Pana Joe Bidena, na
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poszczegolnych cztonkach Sojuszu konczac. Wszyscy sa tutaj absolutnie (AT, ADV) jednomyslni, zadnego sprzeciwu nie
bylo, co — uwazam (EP, CGA) — jest dla nas dobrg wiadomoscia (AT, LEX, emotivity). To z calg pewnoscia (EP, EM)
wzmocni nasze bezpieczenstwo.

Pan Prezydent Joe Biden bardzo mocno po raz kolejny podkreslit, ze (3rd) art. 5 jest i nie ma takich warunkow, w ktorych
nie chronilby on panstw cztonkowskich NATO. Nie ma takiej opcji, ze gdyby ktorekolwiek panstwo cztonkowskie zostato
zaatakowane, to art. 5 nie bedzie (EP, EM) uruchomiony.

Po raz kolejny ustyszelisSmy absolutnie twarda zdecydowana deklaracje (AT, LEX, importance) Prezydenta Stanow
Zjednoczonych, co — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — dla nas, zwlaszcza w dzisiejszej sytuacji, jest bardzo wazne (AT, LEX,
importance) i co przyjatem tez z duza satysfakcja (AT, LEX, emotivity). Chce (EF, INT) to przekaza¢ moim rodakom za
Panstwa posrednictwem, bo to ma dzisiaj dla wszystkich w naszej czg¢sci Europy i $wiata bardzo istotne znaczenie (AT,
LEX, importance).

Bardzo mocno podkreslitem (EP, MEP) — zreszta kilku Prezydentow réwniez to podkreslito (3rd) — ze wlasciwie nie ma co
juz wspomina¢ o Akcie NATO-Rosja z 1997 roku. Rosja catkowicie ten akt podeptata, ztamata zawarte w nim wszystkie
najwazniejsze zobowiazania (AT, LEX, importance). I méwienie dzisiaj, ze ten akt obowiazuje, ze ten akt kogokolwiek
wiaze, po prostu byloby (EP, EM) Smieszne (AT, LEX, emotivity).

W zwiagzku z powyzszym mamy carte blanche, jezeli chodzi o podejmowanie decyzji — zadnych zobowiazan wobec Rosji
nie ma. Rosja pogwalcita i ztamata wszystkie zasady prawa migdzynarodowego. Mato — ztamala zasady nawet praw wojny.
Na Ukrainie codziennie tamane sg zasady praw wojny! Wigc o czym my tutaj w ogéle moéwimy?

Wigc wsparcie dla Ukrainy jeszcze raz — wsparcie dla Ukrainy. Bylo bardzo dramatyczne wystapienie (AT, LEX,
emotivity) Pana Prezydenta Wotodymyra Zelenskiego. Musze powiedzieé, ze (EP, MEP) serce si¢ Sciskalo, gdy prosit o
pomoc, o wsparcie. Jest takie wrazenie, Ze (EP, CGA) bez watpienia (EP, CGA) moglibySmy (EF, POT) —jako wspdlnota
euroatlantycka, jako NATO — zrobi¢ wigcej; ze powinni§my (EF, DM) by¢ w tym zakresie bardziej aktywni, powinniSmy
(EF, DM) wiegcej w tej kwestii dziata¢. Na pewno (EP, EM) bedzie (EP, EM) to przedmiot troski przywodcow Sojuszu w
najblizszym czasie.

Byly jasne deklaracje, ze (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) pomoc dla Ukrainy zostanie zwigkszona. Przyjatem to z
satysfakcja. Szczegodlnie dla nas jest istotne (EF, NRM), by Ukraina byta wspierana, by nie przegrala tej wojny, tylko aby
byta to porazka Rosji, by Rosja potamala sobie zgby na Ukrainie. I w zwigzku z tym dwa razy si¢ zastanowita, zanim
zaatakuje w przysztosci czy to jeszcze raz Ukraing, czy kogokolwiek innego.

To sa takie najwazniejsze informacje (AT, LEX, importance), a wigc w duzej czgsci powtorzenie tego, co mowitem do
Panstwa w ostatnich dniach; co méwiliSmy z Panem Prezydentem Klausem lohannisem w czasie naszej konferencji prasowe;j
w Bukareszcie.

Mamy zaplanowane spotkania — jeszcze przed szczytem NATO w Madrycie bedzie (NO, future fact) spotkanie
Bukaresztanskiej Dziewiatki, gdzie panstwa Europy Centralnej nalezace do Sojuszu Poémlocnoatlantyckiego, czyli my,
bedziemy (NO, future fact) ostatecznie migdzy soba ustalali nasze stanowisko na szczyt NATO w Madrycie. Bedzie (NO,
future fact) jeszcze takze spotkanie — szczyt Trojmorza — tez przed szczytem NATO, wige dodatkowa sposobnos¢, by sig
spotka¢ w szerszym gronie niz tylko Bukaresztanska Dziewiatka. Wigc tych momentéw do rozmoéw, do negocjacji bedziemy
(NO, future fact) mieli jeszcze duzo.

Jak Panstwo widza, polityka mi¢dzynarodowa, a w szczegdlnosci polityka bezpieczenstwa, toczy si¢ obecnie niezwykle
intensywnie, bardzo szybko — takie sa wymagania chwili. Ale zapewniam, Ze (EP, CGA) pracujemy, by bezpieczenstwo w
jak najwigkszym stopniu zostato zapewnione i aby wszyscy w naszych krajach mogli (EF, POT) spa¢ spokojnie pewni

swojego jutra i tego, ze zaden z naszych krajow nie zostanie zaatakowany, poniewaz jeste§my razem, stoimy wspolnie.
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Nie ma dzisiaj potezniejszego sojuszu obronnego (AT, LEX, importance) niz NATO — wiadomo, ze NATO jest w stanie
pokona¢ kazdego. Nie ma takiego mocarstwa na §wiecie, ktdrego nie sa w stanie pokonac razem dziatajace kraje Sojuszu

Ponocnoatlantyckiego. Art. S jest tutaj kluczowy (AT, LEX, importance) i wspolna, kolektywna obrona ma znaczenie

absolutnie (AT, LEX, importance) zabezpieczajace przed jakakolwiek powazna grozba ataku (AT, LEX, emotivity).

I my tez ze swojej strony — jako Polska — powinniSmy (EF, DM) czyni¢ wszystko, by zbudowa¢ takze wtasny system
obronny w oparciu o nasze mozliwosci, o rozwoj naszych sil zbrojnych, o ich modernizacj¢ i wyposazenie, tak zeby si¢
Polski nie optacato atakowaé — zeby Wojsko Polskie bylo (EF, POT) w stanie w pierwszej kolejnosci odeprze¢ kazdego
napastnika, a pomoc Sojuszu Potnocnoatlantyckiego traktowa¢ wtedy wylacznie jako wsparcie w sytuacji, gdy byloby (EP,
EM) to konieczne.

Do tego dazymy, po to jest ustawa o obronie ojczyzny, po to sa nowe formuty finansowania wydatkéw na obronnos¢, po to
plany rozwoju polskiej armii — wtasnie zeby wszyscy mogli (EF, POT) si¢ czu¢ bezpiecznie; pewni, ze Wojsko Polskie jest

dostatecznie liczebne, sprawne i dobrze wyposazone, by obroni¢ nasze panstwo.

11.

Na pewno (EP, EM) byta to jedna z tych wizyt zagranicznych, ktéra zapamigtam do konca zycia, zwlaszcza wrazenie, jakie
zrobita Borodianka — miasteczko pod Kijowem, zniszczone przez rosyjskie samoloty i rakiety. Na pewno (EP, EM) wielkie
wrazenie (AT, LEX, emotivity) zrobilo miejsce starcia pomigdzy wojskami rosyjskimi a ukrainskimi — zniszczone
pozostatosci pojazdéw opancerzonych i czotgdw robig ogromne wrazenie (AT, LEX, emotivity), zwlaszcza jezeli widzi
si¢ obraz pola walki, tam rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) widoczny.

I samo miasto Kijow. Kijow — absolutnie (AT, ADV) gotowy do obrony. Kijéw — miasto, ktore widaé, ze (EP, EVID, INF)
w ostatnich dniach dostlownie (AT, LEX, emotivity) wyszlo spod oblezenia. Ale nie ma Zadnych watpliwosci (EP, CGA),

kiedy jest si¢ w Kijowie, kiedy patrzy si¢ na ulice, ze byto gotowe broni¢ si¢ do samego konca. Na ulicach sa zbudowane
barykady, w parkach sa wykopane okopy, pobudowane sg bunkry, ostony z workow z piaskiem. To robi rzeczywiscie (EP,
IFV) ogromne wrazenie (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Ale przede wszystkim, co chce (EF, INT) z cata moca podkreslic — niezwykla determinacja (AT, LEX, emotivity)
obroncéw Ukrainy, by obroni¢ swoja ojczyzng. Kiedy jest si¢ z nimi, kiedy rozmawia si¢ z Prezydentem Wotodymyrem
Zelenskim, kiedy rozmawia si¢ z jego wspotpracownikami, kiedy jest si¢ z ukrainskimi zotnierzami — a byliSmy z nimi
wlasciwie przez caly wczorajszy dzien, bo towarzyszyli nam i, oprocz naszych naszych zotnierzy i funkcjonariuszy Stuzby
Ochrony Panstwa, ochraniali nas takze ukrainscy zotnierze — determinacja tych ludzi do obrony ojczyzny, ich gotowos¢ do
walki jest rzeczywiScie (EP, IFV) niesamowita (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ten duch, bardzo potezny (AT, LEX, emotivity),
jest bardzo wyraznie (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) odczuwalny.

Nie mam zadnych watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) obroncy Ukrainy beda (EP, EM) bronili swojego kraju do samego konca,
ale mysle, ze (EP, CGA) dodatkowo ten duch jest wspierany po prostu wsciekloscia i takg zwykla, ludzka, meska zloscia 1
wscieklo$cig na oprawcow, bo inaczej tego nazwac nie mozna (EF, DM). Jezeli mordowani sg ludzie, jezeli zabija si¢ dzieci,
jezeli mordowane i gwalcone sg kobiety... Widzi si¢ zbombardowane budynki, w ktérych przeciez powinni (EP, EM)
mieszkac¢ ludzie, w ktorych powinno (EP, EM) si¢ toczy¢ normalne zycie, bloki, jak u nas, domy jednorodzinne, zniszczone
samochody, zabici zwykli kierowcy, ktorzy jechali gdzie$ sami albo z rodzinami — bo cate rodziny zostaty pomordowane...
WidzieliSmy (EP, EVID, DIR) dramatyczne filmy i zdjecia (AT, LEX, emotivity) — pokazywano nam obrazy, ktore
odkryto tuz po wycofaniu si¢ sit rosyjskich.

Rosjanie prowadza na Ukrainie wojn¢ totalng. Nie tylko z armig ukrainska, nie tylko z ukrainskimi ochotnikami, ktorzy
bronig Ukrainy z bronig w r¢ku, ale takze z kobietami i dzie¢mi, ze wszystkimi. Te obrazy sq nie do opisania (AT, LEX,

emotivity).
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Nie mam zadnych watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) musimy (EF, DM) udziela¢ Ukrainie i Ukraincom pelnego wsparcia, jakie
tylko jest mozliwe.

Tak, jak wczoraj powiedzialem (EP, MEP): zbrodnie powinny (EF, DM) by¢ osadzone. Zbrodniarze powinni (EF, DM)
zosta¢ skazani. Nie tylko ci, ktérzy bezposrednio zabijaja, ale takze i ci, ktorzy im na to pozwolili, takze i ci, ktorzy wydali
takie rozkazy. Bo nie mam zadnych watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) musialy (EP, EM) zosta¢ wydane rozkazy. Skoro ci ludzie
pozwalajg sobie na takie zachowania, muszg (EF, DM) zosta¢ skazani.

Ale zanim wszyscy nie zostang skazani, musza (EF, DM) zosta¢ otoczeni catkowitym ostracyzmem wspolnoty
miedzynarodowej. Po prostu wykluczeniem. Powinni (EF, DM) zosta¢ wykluczeni. Sankcje — poza gospodarczymi —
powinny (EF, DM) polega¢ mi¢dzy innymi na wykluczeniu: ze wspdlnot mi¢dzynarodowych, z organizacji sportowych, ze
wszystkich innych.

Nie mozemy (EF, DM) pozwoli¢, aby we wspotczesnym swiecie, w XXI wieku, mozna (EF, POT) si¢ bylo tak zachowac.
Bo jezeli bedziemy (EP, EM) na to pozwalali, to pre¢dzej czy p6zniej ludzkos¢ bedzie (EP, EM) zmierzala w kierunku
zagltady. Bo to jest wlasnie zagtada. Nie mam co do tego zadnych watpliwosci (EP, CGA).

Wierze w to glgboko, ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina zwyci¢zy, ze pozostanie wolnym, niepodlegtym, suwerennym krajem, ze
pozostanie naszym sasiadem.

Jeszcze raz ogromnie dzigkuj¢ moim rodakom za udzielanie pomocy naszym go$ciom z Ukrainy. Sa uchodzcami — tak, ale
przeciez wszyscy dobrze wiemy, ze (EP, CFV) sa naszymi go$¢mi. Dzigkuj¢ za to ogromnie, bo kiedy tam si¢ jest, cztowiek
rozumie, dlaczego oni si¢ u nas schronili.

Ta pomoc jest im ogromnie potrzebna (AT, LEX, importance). Jestem za nig moim rodakom ogromnie wdzieczny (AT,

LEX, emotivity), za to okazane serce. Wierze w to gleboko, ze (EP, CGA) te wlasnie okazane serca zmienig histori¢.

12.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Jestesmy w tej chwili w Rzeszowie. Razem z Panami Prezydentami wrocilismy z Kijowa, z Ukrainy. Za chwil¢ pozegnamy
si¢ 1 kazdy z nas wrdci do swoich normalnych, codziennych zadan w swoim kraju.

Przede wszystkim chee (EF, INT) bardzo podzigkowa¢ Panom Prezydentom — moim kolegom, naszym sgsiadom z panstw
baltyckich — za t¢ bardzo wazna wspo6lna wizyte (AT, LEX, importance) w Kijowie. Mysle, ze (EP, CGA) Zaden z nas
nie ma watpliwosci (EP, CGA) co do wartosci tej wizyty, naszej tam obecnosci, spotkania z Prezydentem Zelenskim, z jego
wspolpracownikami, rozmowy, ktora przeprowadziliSmy. Mamy nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) nasza obecnos$¢ byta dla wszystkich
obroncéw Ukrainy widomym znakiem wsparcia — bo na tym ogromnie nam zalezato.

Mamy tez nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) ten glos z Kijowa, ktory wezoraj daliSmy wszyscy razem — w pigtke z Panem Prezydentem
Zetenskim — zostat ustyszany na $wiecie. Bo rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) Ukraina walczy niezwykle bohatersko (AT, LEX,
emotivity) o swoja wolno$¢, niepodlegtos¢, suwerennosé. Ukraincy krwawia si¢ codziennie, odpierajac napas¢ Rosjan (AT,
LEX, emotivity) — ale potrzebuja wsparcia. S niezwykle dzielni (AT, LEX, emotivity), ogromnie bohaterscy (AT, LEX,
emotivity), ponosza straszliwe straty (AT, LEX, emotivity), Rosjanie morduja kobiety i dzieci, burza domy, gwatca.
Ukraina ogromnie cierpi i krwawi, ale potrzebuje wsparcia: zarowno tego o charakterze humanitarnym, politycznym, jak i
rzeczowym, militarnym — i tutaj aktywno$¢ spotecznosci mi¢dzynarodowej jest jej miezwykle potrzebna (AT, LEX,
importance). Podobnic jak powazna rozmowa (AT, LEX, importance) na temat funduszy na odbudowg¢ Ukrainy.
Wszyscy wierzymy, Ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina si¢ obroni, ze ludzie, ktérzy dzisiaj sa naszymi gos¢mi w Polsce i innych krajach
— Ukraincy, ktorzy uciekli ze swoich domow, przede wszystkim kobiety i dzieci, bojac si¢ wojny i $mierci, co jak pokazaty
Bucza, Irpien i inne miejsca, byto uzasadniong obawa (AT, LEX, emotivity), bo mordowano tam zwyktych ludzi i nadal

morduje si¢ na Ukrainie, cho¢by w Mariupolu — beda (EP, EM) mogli wroci¢ do swoich domow.
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Zeby mogli (EF, POT) normalnie zy¢ i si¢ odbudowag¢, potrzebujg wsparcia. To wsparcie finansowe dla Ukrainy muszg
(EF, DM) da¢ Unia Europejska i §wiat. Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) — jako spolecznos¢ migdzynarodowa — sprostamy temu
zadaniu.

Jeszcze raz bardzo dzigkuj¢ Panom Prezydentom.

Dzigkuj¢ bardzo.

13.

Dzien dobry, Szanowni Panstwo!

Przed chwila zakonczylo si¢ zwotane przez Pana Prezydenta Stanéw Zjednoczonych, Joe Bidena, spotkanie liderow w
formule — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — online, ale z zachowanie rezimow tajnosci, zgodnie ze wszystkimi standardami Sojuszu
Potnocnoatlantyckiego.

W tym spotkaniu brato udziat w sumie 12 liderow, liczac — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — z Prezydentem Stanéw Zjednoczonych.
Ale wérod uczestnikow byli tez: Sekretarz Generalny NATO, Przewodniczaca Komisji Europejskiej, Przewodniczacy Rady
Europejskiej. Z naszej czesci Europy — tutaj, z Europy Srodkowej — w spotkaniu bratem udziat ja i Prezydent Rumunii, Pan
Klaus Iohannis.

Ze swojej strony zdatem krotka relacje przede wszystkim Prezydentom, ale takze Premierom — bo byli obecni Premier
Wielkiej Brytanii, Kanclerz Niemiec, Premier Wloch — z wizyty na Ukrainie, w Kijowie, ale przeciez nie tylko, bo to takze
Borodianka, Irpien; bo to takze ten moment, gdy zapoznano nas z sytuacja i stanem wowczas prac ekshumacyjnych w Buczy.
Zdatem relacj¢ z rozmow z Prezydentem Zelenskim. byliSmy — ja i Prezydenci panstw battyckich — ostatnimi liderami, ktorzy
bezposrednio rozmawiali z Prezydentem Zetenskim twarza w twarz, nie za posrednictwem linii telefonicznych czy polaczenia
internetowego.

Przekazatem, jak wyglada w tej chwili sytuacja, jak ja obserwujemy, jakie byly oceny ukrainskie, jezeli chodzi o to, jak dalej
bedzie (EP, EM) rozwijala si¢ sytuacja w obwodach donieckim i tuganskim. Jestesmy w tej chwili §wiadkami rosyjskiej
ofensywy (AT, LEX, emotivity) na tym obszarze — spodziewanej zreszta przez stron¢ ukrainska, obserwowanej bacznie
przez wywiady wiasciwie wszystkich panstw swiata, w szczegolnosci NATO. Wida¢é (EP, EVID, DIR) bylo grupujace si¢
wojska — nie bylo watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) ten atak nastgpi.

Chce (EF, INT) podkresli¢ (EP, MEP) jedno: ocena calej tej sytuacji wsrod uczestnikow dzisiejszego spotkania z
Prezydentem Joe Bidenem na czele jest absolutnie (AT, ADV) jednoznaczna — wszyscy doskonale zdajemy sobie sprawe,
ze (EP, CFV) Ukraina wymaga wsparcia. W miar¢ mozliwosci Ukraina to wsparcie od poszczegdlnych panstw otrzymuje.
Byt caty szereg deklaracji dalszego wsparcia Ukrainy — zar6wno pod wzglgdem humanitarnym, jak i wsparcia rzeczowego.
Wigc tego Ukraina na pewno (EP, EM) moze (EF, POT) si¢ spodziewac.

Byta takze mowa o sankcjach. Rezimy sankcyjne caly czas sg analizowane, wszyscy mamy nadzieje, ze (EF, INT) bedzie
(EP, EM) zgoda co do tego, by te sankcje byly (EP, EM) rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) rozszerzane. Determinacja jest coraz
wigksza, coraz wigcej przywodcow mowi o sankcjach zwigzanych z gazem i ropg naftowa, a wigc zeby te sankcje polegaty
na tym, by tego od Rosji nie kupowac; aby szuka¢ kontraktow gdzie indziej; aby mozliwosci dochodow, z ktérych Rosja
finansuje wojng, po prostu Rosji odbierac.

Byta tez bardzo silnie podkreslana (AT, LEX, importance) kwestia odpowiedzialno$ci za zbrodnie wojenne, ktorych
dopuszczajg si¢ rosyjskie oddziaty na Ukrainie. byta kwestia odpowiedzialnos$ci nie tylko przywodcow rosyjskich, nie tylko
Wiadimira Putina, jego otoczenia, nie tylko generalicji, lecz takze oficeréw i zolierzy — rowniez po to, by byta §wiadomos¢,
ze (AT, NOUN) zbrodnie beda (EP, EM) $cigane. Prace prokuratordéw si¢ tocza, dokumentacja jest zbierana.

Jest bardzo powazna determinacja (AT, LEX, importance) ze strony przywodcow europejskich i swiatowych, by te

zbrodnie w sposob zdecydowany i jednoznaczny zostaly rozliczone. Padly takze mocne stowa (AT, LEX, emotivity), Ze nie
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wolno (EF, DM) dopusci¢ do tego, by Rosja po prostu wygrata t¢ wojne — ze ta wojna absolutnie (AT, ADV) nie moze
(EF, DM) by¢ rosyjskim sukcesem.

Bo — na szczescie (AT, ADV) — jest Swiadomos¢é, ze (AT, NOUN) jezeli Rosja bedzie (EP, EM) miala tu sukces, bedzie
(EP, EM) mogta go odtrabi¢ i on bedzie (EP, EM) rzeczywisty, realny, krotko méwiac: jezeli Rosja odniesie zwycigstwo,
to bedzie (EP, EM) atakowata dalej. Absolutnie (EP, EM) nie zaspokoi si¢ tym, co zdobyta na Ukrainie, absolutnie (EP,
EM) nie zaspokoi w ten sposob swoich imperialnych ambicji, bedzie (EP, EM) atakowata prawdopodobnie (EP, EM)
kolejne kraje i — oczywiscie (EP, EM) — spoteczno$¢ miedzynarodowa absolutnie (AT, ADV) nie moze (EF, DM) si¢ na
to zgodzié.

Trzeba powiedzie¢ jasno (EF, DIR): jezeli chodzi o jedno$¢ wérdd najwigkszych panstw Sojuszu Péinocnoatlantyckiego —
najwigkszych, ktore uczestniczyly dzisiaj w tym spotkaniu — jest absolutna jedno$¢, tutaj nie ma kompletnie Zadnych

watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) to stanowisko jest jednoznaczne. Jest absolutne potepienie rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX,

emotivity) na Ukraing.

Wszyscy mowia o absolutnym zlamaniu (AT, LEX, emotivity) wszelkich norm prawa mi¢dzynarodowego — o tym, ze
musi (EF, DM) zosta¢ to zatrzymane. I od tej strony panstwa Sojuszu Potnocnoatlantyckiego, a takze wtadze instytucji Unii
Europejskiej stoja zdecydowanie jak mur. I rosyjskie postepowanie absolutnie (AT, ADV) nie spotyka si¢ z choc¢by cieniem
akceptacji.

Byla mowa o tym, by nie bra¢ udziatu w posiedzeniach G20 i G7, jezeli mialaby bra¢ w nich udziat Rosja. Krétko mowigc:
by catkowicie pozbawi¢ Rosj¢ jakiejkolwiek akceptacji na arenie migdzynarodowej — ze to jest takze droga do tego, by po
prostu okaza¢ dezaprobate i szuka¢ sposobow na zatrzymanie Rosji.

Wigc kolejne spotkanie w tym bardzo waznym momencie (AT, LEX, importance), gdy wtasnie rozpoczal si¢ kolejny etap
rosyjskiej inwazji (AT, LEX, emotivity) — tym razem ofensywa w obwodach tuganskim i donieckim. Wszyscy wyrazali
absolutng aprobate dla inicjatywy Prezydenta Joe Bidena, jezeli chodzi o zwotanie tego spotkania, wszyscy zabrali gtos. Tak
ze tutaj — jak méwilem (EP, MEP) — stanowisko panstw uczestniczacych i ich lideréw jest absolutnie (AT, ADYV)
jednoznaczne.

Dzigkuje.

14.

Wotodymyrze!

Drodzy Przyjaciele!

jak mam teraz mowi¢, kiedy wzruszenie blokuje mi krtan?

Dzigkuje Wam z catego serca,

Wotodymyrze!

dzigkuje¢ w imieniu Rzeszowa, jego mieszkancow, dzigkuj¢ w imieniu Podkarpacia, catego polskiego pogranicza z Ukraina,
mieszkancow tego regionu, dzigkuj¢ w imieniu wszystkich Polakow. Dzigkuje¢ Ci ogromnie za Twoje wspaniale stowa (AT,
LEX, emotivity). Dzickuj¢ z catego serca!

Szcze ne wmerta Ukrajiny i stawa, i wola,

szcze nam, brattia Ukraijnci, usmichnet’sia dola.

Jeszcze Polska nie zgingta,

kiedy my zyjemy,

co nam obca przemoc wzigla,

szabla odbierzemy.

Szanowny Panie Prezydencie, Drogi Przyjacielu, Wotodymyrze,
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Szanowny Panie Przewodniczacy,

Szanowne Panie i Panowie Postowie,

Szanowni Panstwo,

Wszyscy Drodzy Przybyli Goscie,

Drodzy Ukrainscy Przyjaciele!

Jestem dzi§ w pieknym, dumnym Kijowie (AT, LEX, emotivity), w stolicy wolnej, niepodleglej, demokratycznej Ukrainy,
ktora prawie od 90 dni stawia bohaterski opor (AT, LEX, emotivity) barbarzynskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity). bylem
tutaj tez 23 lutego, zaledwie kilka godzin przed rozpoczgciem rosyjskiej inwazji (AT, LEX, emotivity). bylem, by wspierac
Ukraing i jej narod w niezwykle trudnym czasie (AT, LEX, emotivity) i zapewni¢, ze (EF, INT) Polska nigdy nie zostawi
Ukrainy same;j.

Bylem tu takze nieco ponad miesiac temu z Prezydentami panstw battyckich — Litwy, Lotwy i Estonii, z wyprébowanymi
przyjaciotmi Waszego kraju, aby rozmawia¢ o konkretnej pomocy (AT, LEX, importance) dla Was.

Ale podczas tamtej wizyty w Kijowie w pierwszej potowie kwietnia bytem takze w Borodziance i Irpieniu. Na wlasne oczy
widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) s$lady zbrodni. Widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) ogrom ludzkiego nieszcze$cia (AT, LEX,
emotivity). Widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) cierpienie, widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) bol, widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR)
zburzone domy. Widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) niewyobrazalna tragedie¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity) Waszego narodu. Wiem,
jak strasznych czynéow (AT, LEX, emotivity) dopuscili si¢ w Buczy i innych miejscach barbarzynscy najezdzcy (AT,
LEX, emotivity).

Musza (EF, DM) za to odpowiedzie¢ przed narodowymi trybunatami! To jest rzecz konieczna (AT, LEX, importance),
jezeli $wiat ma by¢ rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) swiatem sprawiedliwym! Jezeli $wiat ma by¢ rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV) Swiatem
wolnym!

Ale pomimo wielkich zniszczen (AT, LEX, emotivity), pomimo straszliwych zbrodni (AT, LEX, emotivity), wielkiego
cierpienia (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktorego kazdego dnia doswiadcza ukraifiski nardd, rosyjscy najezdzcy (AT, LEX,
emotivity) nie ztamali Was. Nie udato im si¢ to. Wierze w to gleboko, ze (EP, CGA) nigdy im si¢ to nie uda.

I chee (EF, INT) to powiedzie¢ z cata moca: wolny §wiat ma dzi$ twarz Ukrainy!

Jako Prezydent Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej mam zaszezyt (AT, NOUN) przemawia¢ przed Wami — przedstawicielami
ukrainskiego narodu — w ukrainskim parlamencie, w miejscu, gdzie bije serce wolnej, niepodlegtej i demokratycznej Ukrainy.
To ogromny przywilej (AT, LEX, emotivity) i wyrdznienie. Traktuje to jako wielki gest (AT, LEX, emotivity) przyjazni
wobec Polski i Polakow i dzigkuje za to z catego serca. Dzigkuje Wam, Przyjaciele.

Wielce Szanowni Deputowani,

Wszyscy Dostojni Przybyli Goscie,

ale przede wszystkim Wotodymyrze,

Szanowny Panie Prezydencie,

Panie Przewodniczacy!

Moment dziejowy sprawia, ze Ukraina i Polska maja niesamowita polityczng szanse (AT, LEX, emotivity) jako dwa blisko
spokrewnione narody tej samej czgsci Europy.

Panie Prezydencie, Wolodymyrze!

Sam mowites, ze jest nas razem ponad 80 miliondw i Ze razem jestesmy silniejsi. Nie wolno (EF, DM) nam tej szansy
zmarnowac.

Drodzy Ukrainscy Przyjaciele!
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Chcialbym, (EF, INT) zebyscie wiedzieli, ze Wasi bliscy — zony, rodzice, dzieci, wnuki, te miliony ludzi, ktérzy musieli
(NO, past) wyjecha¢ z Ukrainy, takze do Polski, uciekajac przed tragedia wojny (AT, LEX, emotivity) — nic sa dzi§ w
naszym kraju uchodzcami. Sg naszymi go$¢mi.

Zapewniam Was, ze (EP, CGA) kiedy Wy tak dzielnie walczycie w obronie niepodlegtosci swojego kraju, oni sg w polskich
domach bezpieczni. I bezpiecznie bedg (EP, EM) mogli powréci¢ do swojej ojczyzny, po tym jak pokonacie rosyjskiego
okupanta (AT, LEX, emotivity). Wierze w to gl¢boko, ze (EP, CGA) tak wtasnie bedzie (EP, EM).

To swoisty paradoks, ze (AT, NOUN) tak wielkie zlo (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktore wyrzadzaja na Ukrainie najezdzcy,
wyzwolito z drugiej strony tak wielkie dobro (AT, LEX, emotivity). Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) to dobro, te nawigzane
przyjaznie pomi¢dzy milionami Polakéw i Ukraincow sprawia, ze bedziemy (EP, EM) dobrymi sasiadami (AT, LEX,
emotivity) juz na zawsze. To wielka, dziejowa, historyczna szansa (AT, LEX, emotivity) i wielki, dziejowy, historyczny
przelom (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Panie Prezydencie, Wotodymyrze!

Panstwo Przewodniczacy!

Werchowna Rado!

Staj¢ przed dostojna Rada Najwyzsza jako Prezydent Polski, by podzigkowaé¢ — podkreslam (EP, MEP): staj¢, by
podzickowac. Do tej pory Wy dzigkowali$cie. Mowicie, ze Polska otworzyta granice dla 3,5 mln ukrainskich uchodzcow i
stata si¢ domem dla ponad 2 min z nich. To prawda (EP, IFV).

Mowicie, ze Polska data Ukrainie ogromna liczbe czotgdw, transporteréw opancerzonych, wyrzutni rakiet, broni, amunicj¢
— warte prawie 2 mld dolarow, ze caly czas powtarza innym, ze Ukraina musi (EF, DM) mie¢ wsparcie wolnego §wiata. To
prawda (EP, IFV).

Ze Polska niesie pomoc i nie przestraszyta si¢ rosyjskich, moskiewskich pogrézek (AT, LEX, emotivity). To tez prawda
(EP, IFV). Mowicie, ze Polska otworzyta swoja granicg i data Ukraincom takie same prawa, jakie posiadaja Polacy i przyjeta
do szkot Wasze dzieci. I to tez jest prawdg (EP, IFV).

Jednak to nie my jestesmy bohaterami. To Wy nimi jeste$cie.

Mowi¢ o tym z duma, bo Polska udzielita Ukrainie wsparcia, dlatego ze my w Was wierzyliSmy i wierzymy. na wiele
miesi¢cy przed wybuchem wojny bylem przekonany, ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina stawi skuteczny opér (AT, LEX, emotivity)
Rosji; ze bedzie (EP, EM) jak bohater wiersza wielkiego Iwana Franki, jak ,,duch szczo tito rwe do boju, rwe za postup,
szczastiaj woliu”.

Dzigkuj¢ Wam dzisiaj za to, ze bronicie Europy przed najazdem barbarzynstwa (AT, LEX, emotivity) i nowego
rosyjskiego imperializmu (AT, LEX, emotivity); Ze pokazujecie tyranom ich miejsce; ze udowodnili$cie, ze duch wolnego
narodu jest silniejszy! Dzigkuje¢ za to z calego serca. Pokazatas, Ukraino, ze jeste§ — jak moéwi Twoj hymn — kozackiego rodu.
Jestescie wielcy (AT, LEX, emotivity)!

Zwracam si¢ do Waszych zotlierzy — do zohlierzy ukrainskich, walczacych w Sitach Zbrojnych Ukrainy, Gwardii
Narodowej, jednostkach Obrony Terytorialnej, do bohaterskich obroncéow (AT, LEX, emotivity) Mariupola, rowniez tych,
ktorzy przebywaja obecnie w rosyjskiej niewoli (AT, LEX, emotivity), i do tych, ktdrzy na catej linii frontu stawiaja
zaciekly opor (AT, LEX, emotivity) najezdzcom.

Jestescie bohaterami Ukrainy (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ale jestescie tez bohaterami Polski, Europy i calego $wiata (AT,
LEX, emotivity).

Dzigkujemy Wam z catego serca! Przyjmijcie nasz wielki szacunek (AT, LEX, emotivity). Wielki (AT, LEX, emotivity)!
Z catego serca dzigkuj¢ w imieniu narodu polskiego, dzigkuj¢ za Wasz opor, za Wasze poswigcenie, za Wasza odwagg, za
Wasze umilowanie wolnosci (AT, LEX, emotivity) i ojczyzny. To ono bedzie (EP, EM) zrodlem Waszego zwycigstwa.
Wierzymy (EP, CGA) w to gleboko.
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Szanowni Panstwo!

Wrogowie wielokrotnie probowali nas sktocié, skierowac przeciwko sobie. Dzi$ takze probuja, straszac Polakow Ukraincami
i Ukraincéw Polakami. Wykorzystujac do tego bolesne tematy (AT, LEX, emotivity) z naszej wzajemnej przesztosci, z
naszej historii. Ale to si¢ im nie uda! Zbyt dobrze poznali$my te metody. Wiemy, ze (EP, CFV) napigcia w relacjach polsko—
ukrainskich stuza tylko obcym interesom. A nam, Polakom i Ukraificom, szkodza!

Nasze oba narody to dlugie wieki historii. Historii wspanialej (AT, LEX, emotivity), ale w wielu momentach takze i bardzo

trudnej.

Popehilismy wzajemnie wiele btgdow, za ktére zaptaciliSmy wysoka ceng.

Mowit o tym na Ukrainie, we Lwowie, Papiez Jan Pawel II, wielki oredownik (AT, LEX, emotivity) pokoju i pojednania
polsko—ukrainskiego. Przypomne (EF, DIR) jego pamigtne stowa:

,Niech dzieki oczyszczeniu pamigci historycznej wszyscy beda gotowi stawia¢ wyzej to, co jednoczy, niz to, co dzieli, azeby
razem budowac¢ przyszto$¢ oparta na wzajemnym szacunku, na braterskiej wspolnocie, braterskiej wspotpracy i autentycznej
solidarnosci”. Tak powiedzial Jan Pawet II we Lwowie.

Dzisiaj, bardziej niz kiedykolwiek, wspoélnie realizujemy to przestanie. I musimy (EF, DM) je realizowa¢ nadal w oparciu
o prawde¢ 1 wzajemny szacunek. Podczas mojej ostatniej wizyty w Watykanie, nie tak dawno, zlozytem na grobie §w. Jana
Pawtla II dwa wience: biato—czerwony i niebiesko—z6tty. I modlitem si¢ razem z mojg zona, z naszymi wspolpracownikami,
z Polakami, ktérzy akurat byli w Bazylice §w. Piotra, ale takze z obecnymi tam, na miejscu Ukraincami, za wolna,
niepodlegta, suwerenng Ukraing, ktora bedzie (EP, EM) zyla w przyjazni z wolna, suwerenng i niepodlegta Polska, za
szczescie 1 wzajemng wspoOlprace naszych panstw i narodéw, za nas wszystkich, za Wasze rodziny; o pokdj i przyjazn, o
bezpieczng przyszlos¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Drodzy Przyjaciele!

Wtasnie o bezpieczna przyszios¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity) naréd ukrainski bohatersko (AT, LEX, emotivity) walczy z
rosyjskim najezdzca (AT, LEX, emotivity) juz trzy miesigce. Wiele panstw, wielu ekspertow, $wiatowe media
przewidywaly, ze to bedzie (EP, EM) szybka i zwyci¢gska wojna Rosji, ze Kijow upadnie w trzy dni. Ale nie mogli si¢
bardziej pomyli¢. Nie upadt ani w trzy, ani w 33, ani w 53, ani w 83 dni! I nie upadnie! Nie upadnie! Nie mam co do tego

zadnych watpliwos$ci (EP, CGA)!

A gdy niemal wszyscy — wlasnie bedac przekonanymi, ze (3rd) Kijow upadnie — ewakuowali stad swoje ambasady, polski
ambasador Bartosz Cichocki pozostat w Kijowie. byt tu z Wami w czasie bombardowan i w czasie ataku na Kijow, i jest
tutaj ze mng. Dzigkuje, Panie Ambasadorze, za godne reprezentowanie Rzeczypospolitej tam, gdzie najbardziej tego
potrzeba. Dzigkuj¢ z catego serca!

Szanowni Panstwo!

Wygrana bitwa o Kijow, wygrana bitwa o Charkow, bohaterska obrona (AT, LEX, emotivity) Mariupola na zawsze
zapisaty si¢ juz na kartach historii. Nikt tego nie wymaze. Ukraina pokazata calemu $wiatu, ze jest w stanie stawi¢ czoto
imperialnej Rosji (AT, LEX, emotivity). Przeciez nikt w to nie wierzyl, a stalo si¢ i dzieje si¢! Rosja nie zrealizowala
zadnego ze swoich strategicznych celow w petni. Poniosta olbrzymie straty (AT, LEX, emotivity) i ponosi je caty czas. To
wielki sukces (AT, LEX, emotivity) ukrainskiego panstwa, to wielki sukces (AT, LEX, emotivity) ukrainskich sit
zbrojnych, to wielki sukces (AT, LEX, emotivity) ukrainskich wladz — to Wasz wielki sukces (AT, LEX, emotivity), calego
narodu!

Zachodni $wiat zjednoczyl si¢ wokot Ukrainy. Duza w tym zastluga Standéw Zjednoczonych i przywoddztwa ze strony
Prezydenta Joe Bidena. W sytuacji prawdziwego zagrozenia (AT, LEX, emotivity) potwierdza sie, ze (EP, IFV) silne

amerykanskie przywodztwo (AT, LEX, importance) jest nadal potrzebne swiatu. Kijow jest miejscem, z ktérego wyraznie
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widaé, ze (EP, EVID, INF) potrzebujemy wigcej Ameryki w Europie — zar6wno w wymiarze wojskowym, jak i
gospodarczym.

Niestety (AT, ADV), w Europie w ostatnim czasie pojawiaty i pojawiaja si¢ takze niepokojace glosy (AT, LEX, emotivity),
zeby Ukraina ulegta zadaniom Putina. Chce jasno powiedzieé (EF, INT): tylko Ukraina ma prawo (EF, NRM) decydowaé
0 swojej przysztosci.

Tylko Ukraina ma prawo (EF, NRM) sama o sobie decydowac!

Swiat, wspolnota miedzynarodowa powinien (EF, DM) si¢ domaga¢ od Rosji zaprzestania agresji, catkowitego wycofania
si¢ z terytorium Ukrainy, zaprzestania naruszania prawa mi¢dzynarodowego. Nie ma mowy o zadnym negocjowaniu i
decydowaniu ponad glowa Ukrainy! Nic o Was bez Was! Absolutnie (AT, LEX, emotivity)! To Zelazna zasada (AT, LEX,
importance)! Musi (EF, DM) by¢ przestrzegana!

Dzi$ to nie Wy, to $wiat zachodni zdaje egzamin z wiarygodnosci, z tego, czy jego wartosci naprawde (EP, IFV) co$ znacza.
Jezeli dla $wigtego spokoju, interesoéw gospodarczych czy politycznych ambicji zostanie poswigcona Ukraina, chocby
centymetr jej terytorium i kawatek suwerennosci, bedzie (EP, EM) to olbrzymi cios (AT, LEX, emotivity) nie tylko dla

ukrainskiego narodu, ale dla catej wspdlnoty Zachodu. Nie mam co do tego zadnych watpliwosci (EP, CGA)!

To wiasnie czas i Wasza przyszlos¢ pokaza, czy fundament zachodniego $wiata, wartosci takie jak: demokracja, prawa
cztowieka, solidarnos$¢, tylko picknie brzmia, ale — w zderzeniu z brutalna rzeczywisto$cia (AT, LEX, emotivity) — nic nie
znacza, czy tez znacza cos$ rzeczywiscie (EP, IFV). Nie wolno (EF, DM) nam dopusci¢, by okazaty si¢ pustymi stowami
(AT, LEX, emotivity). Nie wolno (EF, DM) nam do tego dopusci¢. To wielka odpowiedzialno$¢ (AT, LEX, importance)
Zachodu wobec Ukrainy. To wielka odpowiedzialno$¢ (AT, LEX, importance) wspolnoty mi¢dzynarodowej wobec

Waszego narodu i Waszego panstwa. Nie mam co do tego zadnych watpliwosci (EP, CGA).

Po Buczy, Borodziance, po Mariupolu nie moze (EF, DM) by¢ powrotu do business as usual z Rosja, Szanowne Panie i
Panowie Prezydenci, Szanowni Panstwo Premierzy, Szanowni Panstwo Postowie do parlamentow calego §wiata!

Nie moze (EF, DM) by¢ powrotu do business as usual! Uczciwy swiat (AT, LEX, emotivity) nie moze (EF, DM) tego
zrobi¢, przechodzac do porzadku dziennego nad zbrodnia, nad agresja, nad tamaniem podstawowych zasad.

Drodzy Przyjaciele!

Jako Polska od dawna ostrzegalismy Europg przed imperialnymi zapgdami Rosji i Putina. Przed checig odbudowy wptywow
Zwigzku Sowieckiego, a moze (EP, EM) i carskiej Rosji. Przed uzaleznianiem od rosyjskich zrodet energii. MowiliSmy, ze
(EP, MEP) to w istocie bron, ktora moze (EP, EM) zosta¢ uzyta przeciwko Europie, przeciwko narodom. Méwilismy...
Niestety (AT, ADV), nie postuchano nas. Bagatelizowano nasze ostrzezenia. byliSmy oskarzani o rusofobie.

Dzi$ $wiat po cichu przyznaje, ze mieliSmy racj¢, ale — wierzcie mi — niezwykle gorzka to satysfakcja (AT, LEX,
emotivity).

O zagrozeniu ze strony Rosji mowil wielokrotnie §p. Prezydent Lech Kaczynski. Moj profesor, moj nauczyciel, moj
prezydent i wielki przyjaciel (AT, LEX, emotivity) Ukrainy. Widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) z bliska, jak walczyt o to, by
przyjac¢ Ukraing i Gruzj¢ do Sojuszu Pénocnoatlantyckiego.

Mija wilasnie 14 lat od szczytu w Bukareszcie, na ktorym mogly (NO, past, could have been) zapasc¢ te historyczne decyzje
(AT, LEX, emotivity), dajace Ukrainie plan do czlonkostwa w NATO. Gdyby wowczas postuchano Prezydenta Lecha
Kaczynskiego, prawdopodobnie (EP, EM) nie dosztoby do agresji w 2014 roku, nie byloby (NO, would have not) obecnej
wojny, nie dosztoby do ogromu zniszczen (AT, LEX, emotivity), ludzkiego cierpienia (AT, LEX, emotivity). Historia
potoczytaby si¢ inaczej.

To powinien (EP, EM) by¢ wielki wyrzut sumienia (AT, LEX, emotivity) dla niektorych europejskich lideréw. Dlatego
tak wazne jest, zeby (EF, NRM) dzisiaj nie powtarzano tych samych fatalnych bledow (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktore
prowadza do tylu nieszcze$¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity). Nigdy nie wolno (EF, DM) do tego dopuscic.
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Szanowni Panstwo!

Drodzy Przyjaciele!

Polska wspiera i bedzie (EF, INT) wspiera¢ Ukraing. Ja osobiscie (EF, INT) nie spoczng, dopoki Ukraina nie stanie si¢
cztonkiem Unii Europejskiej w pelnym tego stowa znaczeniu. Jest moim wielkim pragnieniem i marzeniem (AT, LEX,
emotivity) — i jako Prezydenta RP i po prostu jako czlowiecka — aby$my megli (EF, POT) razem budowa¢ wspolna
przysztos¢. To wielce wazne (AT, LEX, importance) przeciez nie tylko dla nas, ale przede wszystkim dla nastepnych
pokolen, dla naszych dzieci, dla naszych wnukéw — jaka dalej, na nastgpne wieki bedzie (EP, EM) nasza cz¢s¢ Europy, jak
beda (EP, EM) tutaj mogli zy¢ ludzie. Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) jako wolni, szcz¢sliwi, samorzadzacy sie, tacy, ktorzy buduja
przysztos¢, rozwijaja si¢, moga (EF, POT) realizowa¢ swoje ambicje. Wierze (EP, CGA) w to gleboko.

Przypomne, ze (EF, DIR) to Polska — jako pierwsze panstwo — uznata niepodleglos¢ Ukrainy w 1991 roku. W 1992 roku
pierwsi nasi prezydenci niepodlegtych wtedy w pelni krajow podpisali Traktat o Dobrej Wspotpracy, Wzajemnym
Sasiedztwie. Ale dzi$ mysle, ze (EP, CGA) mozna $mialo powiedzie¢, ze (EP, MEP) moment dziejowy (AT, LEX,
emotivity) na nowo ksztattuje nasze relacje. To sa fakty, o ktorych mowitem i ktorym nikt chyba (EP, EM) nie jest w stanie
zaprzeczyc.

Nadszedt dzisiaj czas, w moim glebokim przekonaniu (EP, CGA), na nowy polsko—ukrainski traktat o dobrym sasiedztwie,
na traktat, ktory uwzgledni wszystko to, co razem zbudowaliSmy w naszych relacjach choéby w ostatnich miesigcach.
Obecna wojna pokazata tez, jak niewystarczajaca jest sie¢ potaczen drogowych, kolejowych, infrastrukturalnych faczacych
nasze panstwa. Czas (EF, NRM) odrobi¢ te zapdznienia. Granica polsko—ukrainska ma taczy¢, a nie dzieli¢. To powinien
(EF, DM) by¢ w tej chwili nasz wielki cel (AT, LEX, importance). Niech jednym z trwatych znakoéw naszych relacji bedzie
szybka kolej, ktora potaczy Kijow z Warszawa. Zbudujemy ja razem. Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) bedziemy (EP, EM) mogli
(EF, POT) to zrobi¢ juz w najblizszych latach.

Jak przed momentem zapewnialem — bedziemy (EF, INT) jako Polska — aktywnie wspiera¢ Ukraing w drodze do
cztonkostwa w Unii Europejskiej — teraz do statusu kandydata. Ze wszystkich sit Panie Prezydencie! Ale takze do
cztonkostwa w UE, jak powiedzialem (EP, MEP), w pelnym tego stowa znaczeniu. Bo miejsce wolnej i demokratycznej

Ukrainy jest w zjednoczonej Europie. Ja to dobrze wiem (EP, CFV), ale przede wszystkim Wy to dobrze wiecie. I wierze

w to gleboko, ze (EP, CGA) taka wlasnie bedzie (EP, EM) w przyszilosci decyzja Waszego spoteczenstwa, narodu
ukrainskiego. Ze takg wlasnie decyzje narod ukrainski podejmie. Ze tak si¢ wiasnie wypowie, kiedy przyjdzie na to czas.
Wierze w to, ze (EP, CGA) wspdlnie bedziemy (EF, INT) si¢ starali (EF, POT) ten czas jak najbardziej przyblizy¢.
Osobiscie (AT, ADV) bardzo zalezy mi takze na tym, by Ukraina dolaczyta do Inicjatywy Trojmorza, zrzeszajacej panstwa
naszego regionu, cztonkow Unii Europejskiej. Z Ukraing inicjatywa ta bedzie (EP, EM) z cala pewnoscia (EP, EM)
znacznie silniejsza.

Chcemy (EF, INT) wspiera¢ nasza niezaleznos$¢ energetyczna, a takze wzig¢ aktywny udziat w odbudowie Waszej ojczyzny
ze zniszczen wojennych.

Potrzebne sa specjalne fundusze (AT, LEX, importance), fundusze na odbudowe. Bede (NO, future fact) o tym rozmawiat
juz w najblizszych dniach ze $wiatowymi przywodcami podczas szczytu w Davos.

Ale pamietajmy, ze (EF, DIR) Ukraina musi (EF, DM) by¢ odbudowana przede wszystkim na koszt agresora — takie sa
wymogi dziejowej sprawiedliwosci.

Na koszt Federacji Rosyjskiej, ktora na Ukraing napadata, ktora dzisiaj burzy na Ukrainie domy, ktora niszczy ukrainski
przemysl, ktora zabiera ukraifskie plony, ktora zabija na Ukrainie ludzi. Powinna (EF, DM) by¢ odbudowywana przede
wszystkim z reparacji wojennych. na ten cel w pierwszej kolejnosci nalezy (EF, DM) przeznaczy¢ zamrozone dzi§ w

zachodnich bankach rosyjskie rezerwy walutowe, a te s3 ogromne. Ogromne (AT, LEX, emotivity)!
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To Rosja zrujnowata Ukraing i to Rosja musi (EF, DM) za to zaptaci¢. Nie mam co do tego zadnych watpliwosci (EP,

CGA). I wierze w to, ze (EP, CGA) nikt uczciwy na $wiecie tez Zadnych watpliwo$ci nie ma (EP, CGA). Jasng sprawa
jest (EP, EVID, INF), kto jest agresorem, a kto zostat napadnigty i czyja ziemia jest niszczona.

Drodzy Przyjaciele!

W czasie naszych rozméw z Wotodymyrem, z Waszym Prezydentem, czgsto wspominaliSmy polsko—ukrainskie EURO
2012. Ktos$ bedzie (EP, EM) si¢ $miat, a moze (EP, EM) oburzal, ze méwig¢ o tym dzisiaj, tutaj, w Radzie Najwyzszej. Ale
przypomnijcie (EF, DIR) sobie tamte radosne dni (AT, LEX, emotivity). Przypomnijcie (EF, DIR) sobie tamta wielka
akcje (AT, LEX, emotivity), te ogromne inwestycje, ktore wtedy realizowalismy. Te¢ rados¢, ktorag wlato w nasze
spoteczenstwa to, ze si¢ udato. I Ze razem zrealizowaliSmy wielki projekt (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Glegboko w to wierze, Kochani, ze (EP, CGA) jeszcze nie jeden taki projekt przed nami, ze bedziemy (EP, EM) jeszcze
wspdlnie realizowali wielkie europejskie i §wiatowe projekty (AT, LEX, emotivity), takze sportowe, ale rowniez i inne.
Ukraina wygra wojne, przezwyci¢zy trudnosci i zostanie odbudowana jeszcze pigkniejsza niz byla przed rosyjska agresja
(AT, LEX, emotivity). Jestem tego pewien (EP, CGA).

Niech zyje wolna, suwerenna, niepodlegta Ukraina!

Niech zyje Polska!

15.

Szanowny Panie Prezydencie! Drogi Wotodymyrze!

Szanowni Panstwo!

Bardzo serdecznie chee (EF, INT) podzickowaé Panu Prezydentowi za wielkie wyrdoznienie (AT, LEX, emotivity), jakie
spotkato Rzeczpospolita Polska i mnie w zwiazku z zaproszeniem wiasnie na dzis, tutaj, do Kijowa — z jednej strony na II
spotkanie Platformy Krymskiej, bardzo wazne spotkanie miedzynarodowe (AT, LEX, importance); co jest dla nas
niezwykle istotne (AT, LEX, importance), w czasie ktorego bed¢ (NO, future fact) zasiadat obok Pana Prezydenta
Wolodymyra Zelenskiego, tutaj w Kijowie, dyskutujac takze z naszymi przyjaciolmi, sojusznikami, partnerami z innych
panstw na temat odzyskania Krymu przez Ukraing, zakonczenia rosyjskiej okupacji (AT, LEX, emeotivity) Krymu.

Jest to takze bardzo wazne wydarzenie (AT, LEX, importance) jeszcze z dwoch punktow widzenia. Polacy znakomicie
rozumieja to, co dzieje si¢ dzi$ i bedzie (NO, future fact) si¢ dziato jutro tutaj, na Ukrainie. Po pierwsze: Dzien Flagi
Ukrainskiej, po drugie: Dzien Niepodleglosci Ukrainy — podobnie w Polsce, my 2 maja obchodzimy Dzien Flagi
Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej, a 3 maja rocznicg naszej wielkiej Konstytucji 3 Maja — jednego z najwigkszych polskich osiagnigé
historycznych, jezeli chodzi o budowe demokracji i nowozytnego, nowoczesnego systemu politycznego — Konstytucji z 1791
roku, drugiej najstarszej Konstytucji na §wiecie.

Ale — co jest takze niezwykle istotne (AT, LEX, importance) — dzisiaj Ukraina walczy, dzisiaj Ukraina broni swojej
niepodlegtosci, dzisiaj Ukraina broni spoistosci catosci swojego panstwa wobec rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity),
ktora nie zaczeta si¢ 24 lutego, ktora tak naprawde (EP, IFV) zaczeta si¢ w 2014 roku, kiedy Rosja po raz pierwszy dokonata
napasci na Ukraing, rozpoczynajac de facto okupacj¢ okregu tuganskiego i donieckiego, ale przede wszystkim rozpoczynajac
wlasnie rosyjska okupacje (AT, LEX, emotivity) Krymu.

Czemu tak bardzo mocno to akcentuj¢? Bo to takze i z tego punktu widzenia bardzo wazny dzien (AT, LEX, importance)
i wazna rocznica (AT, LEX, importance) zardwno dla nas, Polakow, jak rowniez i dla naszych sasiadow, dla wszystkich
mieszkancow panstw battyckich. To rocznica zawarcia paktu Ribbentrop—Mototow w 1939 roku. Doktadnie 23 sierpnia
Rosja sowiecka zawarla pakt z hitlerowskimi Niemcami, na mocy ktdrego zostata zaatakowana przez hitlerowskie Niemcy i
— pozniej, 17 wrzesnia — Rosje Sowiecka Polska i inne panstwa baltyckie. Zarowno Polska stracita wtedy de facto swoja

panstwowos¢, znajdujac si¢ pod okupacja hitlerowska i sowiecka, jak rowniez ten sam los podzielity panstwa baltyckie.
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W istocie to, ze (EP, IFV) dzisiaj jestem tutaj, w Kijowie i stoj¢ obok prezydenta walczacej przeciwko rosyjskiej agresji
(AT, LEX, emotivity) Ukrainy ma tez dla nas — Polakow, ma tez dla naszych sgsiadow — Baltow znaczenie niezwykle
symboliczne. Smialo mozna powiedzieé, ze (EP, MEP) w zwigzku z tym jest to dla nas takze dzien protestu wobec wojny,
protestu wobec rosyjskiego imperializmu (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktory odzywa, czego najlepszym przyktadem jest dzisiaj
zmagajaca si¢ z rosyjska agresja (AT, LEX, emotivity) i rosyjskim okrucienstwem (AT, LEX, emotivity) Ukraina.
Jeszcze raz z tego punktu widzenia ogromnie dzigkuj¢ Panu Prezydentowi Wolodymyrowi Zetenskiemu, z jednej strony. A
z drugiej strony, chce (EF, INT) wyrazi¢ wielki szacunek (AT, LEX, emotivity) dla narodu ukrainskiego za niezwykle
bohaterstwo (AT, LEX, emotivity), z jakim broni swojej ojczyzny, dla wszystkich tych, ktorzy dzisiaj cierpia, ktorzy dzisiaj
zyja pod okupacja rosyjska (AT, LEX, emotivity), a dla ktérych powrdt Ukrainy do jej uznanych mi¢dzynarodowo granic
jest sprawa — nie waham si¢ tego powiedzie¢ — zycia i $mierci.

Chce, zeby (EF, DIR) byli przekonani o silnym wsparciu (AT, LEX, importance) ze strony Polski, o tym, ze Polska i
Polacy sg z nimi i beda (EF, INT) ich wspierali do ostatniego dnia ich walki. Wierzymy w to glgboko w Polsce, ze (EP,
CGA) bedzie (EP, EM) to walka zwycieska (AT, LEX, emotivity). Stoimy w tej sprawie absolutnie (AT, ADV) przy
Ukrainie.

Ale to dla mnie takze sposobnos$¢, aby ztozy¢ zyczenia z okazji Dnia Flagi Ukrainskiej, z okazji przypadajacego jutro Dnia
Niepodlegtosci Ukrainy dla Pana Prezydenta, dla wszystkich cztonkow wiadz ukrainskich, a takze dla catego spoleczenstwa
ukrainskiego. Jeszcze raz zapewniajac, ze Polacy sa z Wami, Polacy zycza zwycigstwa, dlatego, ze nie mamy zadnych
watpliwosci, ze (EP, CGA) sprawiedliwosci, uczciwosci, demokracji, prawa mi¢dzynarodowego bronicie dzisiaj wlasnie
Wy — przed agresja, przed czyms, z czym wszyscy si¢ nie zgadzamy, przed tamaniem wszelkich zasad, przed tamaniem
dogmatow, ktore zostaty ustanowione po II wojnie Swiatowe;.

Dzisiaj bronicie wolnosci, bronicie nie tylko wolnosci i niepodlegtosci Ukrainy, ale wierze (EP, CGA) w to gleboko, bronicie
takze wolnosci i niepodleglosci wielu innych panstw europejskich, o ile nie catej Europy, gdzie na zachodzie Europy zupelnie
nie zdaja sobie sprawy, co to znaczy rosyjska agresja (AT, LEX, emotivity), ludzie nie zdaja sobie sprawy, co to znaczy
rosyjski imperializm (AT, LEX, emotivity). Tutaj, na Ukrainie, w panstwach battyckich, w Polsce, w innych krajach, ktore
kiedy$ znajdowaly si¢ za zelazng kurtyna, w sowieckiej strefie wptywow ludzie doskonale znaja te pojecia, wiedza co to
znaczy rosyjski imperializm (AT, LEX, emotivity), rosyjska okupacja (AT, LEX, emotivity), wiedza co to znaczy nie
mieszka¢ w suwerennych panstwach, nie by¢ w petni wolnymi.

Chce (EF, INT) zapewni¢ jeszcze raz o solidarnosci ze strony polskiej, o polskim wsparciu. o tym wlasnie dzisiaj
rozmawialiSmy z Panem Prezydentem Wotodymyrem Zelenskim, omawialiSmy poszczeg6lne elementy, w jakich Polska
wspiera dzisiaj Ukraing, zarowno jezeli chodzi o wsparcie militarne, sprzgtowe, w technice militarnej, jak i wsparcie
humanitarne oraz polski udzial w odbudowie Ukrainy. Podzigkowatem Panu Prezydentowi za ustawe, ktora w sposob
szczegolny ze strony ukrainskiej honoruje Polakow, przyznajac specjalny status obywatelom polskim tutaj, na Ukrainie.
Dzigkuj¢ za to ogromnie, to jest dla nas bardzo wazne (AT, LEX, importance). Dzigkuj¢ tez Panu Prezydentowi za
wszystkie gesty przyjazni, ktorych ze strony ukrainskiej jest w ostatnim czasie wiele wobec Polski. Zapewniam, ze (EP,
CGA) s3 one w Polsce dostrzegane.

I jeszcze raz chee (EF, INT) bardzo mocno podkresli¢ (EP, MEP): Ukraina, Ukraincy, wladze ukrainskie, mogg (EF, POT)
liczy¢ na Polske, moga (EF, POT) liczy¢ na Polske, na Polakow. Wierze w to gleboko, ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina nie tylko si¢
obroni, ale wierze w to gleboko, ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina zwycigzy, ze odzyska calo$¢ swoich ziem dzisiaj okupowanych
przez Rosje, ze Ukraina odbuduje sig, takze dzigki polskiemu wsparciu, ale tez dzigki wsparciu wszystkich uczeiwych
panstw i narodow (AT, LEX, emotivity), panstw Europy Zachodniej, USA i innych panstw demokratycznych. Bedzie (EP,
EM) jeszcze mocniejsza, bedzie (EP, EM) jeszcze silniejsza, a przede wszystkim jeszcze nowoczesniejsza niz ta Ukraina,

ktora zostala przez Rosjan i Rosje¢ napadni¢ta. Wierze w to, ze (EP, CGA) napastnicy zostang odparci i tego zycze w
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przeddzien Swieta Niepodleglosci Ukrainy Panu Prezydentowi, wtadzom ukrainskim i wszystkim naszym braciom

Ukraincom (AT, LEX, emotivity).

16.

Wielce Szanowny Panie Sekretarzu Generalny,

Ekscelencjo, Szanowny Panie Przewodniczacy,

Ekscelencje,

Wielce Szanowne Panie i Panowie,

Przywodcy Panstw, Narodow i Rzadow,

Dostojni Delegaci, Wielce Szanowni Panistwo!

Rok temu przemawiatem w tym samym miejscu jako prezydent 38—milionowego panstwa. Dzi$ staj¢ na tej mownicy
$wiadom, ze (AT, ADJ) w moim kraju, w Polsce wedlug roznych danych mieszka w obecnej chwili ponad 40, a — jak
niektorzy mowig — nawet 41 milionéw ludzi. Te dodatkowe dwa czy wrecz trzy miliony to przede wszystkim uchodzcy z
Ukrainy, nasi sgsiedzi. Niektorzy sa naszymi statymi go$émi, inni jezdza pomigdzy Polska i Ukraing. Ale jedno wsrdd nich
wszystkich jest wspolne: chronig si¢ w naszym kraju przed wojna, przed $miercig, przed niewola w rosyjskiej okupacji
(AT, LEX, emotivity), po napasci Rosji (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing.

Ta wojna, ktora trwa juz siedem miesigcy, wojna wywotana rosyjska napascia (AT, LEX, emotivity), to wojna, w ktorej
Rosja nie ogranicza si¢ tylko do walki z ukrainska armia. Wojska rosyjskie zabijaja cywilow, przesiedlajg ich przymusowo
na swoje terytorium. Rosja niszczy ukrainskie miasta, ukrainskie zabytki, szkoty, przedszkola i szpitale. Niszczy uprawy
rolne, niszczy $rodowisko naturalne na Ukrainie. Niszczy dostlownie (AT, ADV) wszystko, czego nie moze (EF, POT)
przeja¢ albo nie moze (EF, POT) zrabowac. Ostatnio grozi nie tylko Ukrainie, ale catemu $wiatu, przede wszystkim Europie,
spowodowaniem katastrofy nuklearnej poprzez ataki i wywolanie awarii w elektrowniach atomowych, gltéwnie w
Zaporoskiej Elektrowni Atomowe;.

Decyzj¢ o rozpoczgciu tej strasznej wojny (AT, LEX, emotivity) podjeli w Rosji ludzie motywowani sentymentami
imperialnymi oraz kolonialna, nacjonalistyczna rosyjska pycha (AT, LEX, emotivity) — wywyzszajacg wlasny narod i
odmawiajacg prawa do (EF, NRM) samostanowienia suwerennym sgsiadom. Udato im si¢ opetac ta mysla narod jednego z
panstw—zalozycieli ONZ. Narod, ktory mial szanse zaprotestowaé przeciwko szalenstwu swoich liderow. Niestety (AT,
ADYV), tylko nieliczni w$rdd Rosjan, ci najbardziej odwazni, stangli przeciwko tej wojnie, odwazyli si¢ stang¢ po stronie
uczciwosci i sprawiedliwosci.

Szanowny Panie Sekretarzu Generalny! Szanowni Panistwo!

Ta wojna, wojna rozpoczeta przez Rosj¢ na Ukrainie, jak wszystkie inne konflikty, ktore tocza si¢ dzi$ na $wiecie, musi (EF,
DM) by¢ przegrana przez agresora, a tym agresorem w tym przypadku jest — powtorzg jeszcze raz — panstwo rosyjskie.
Wigcej, agresor w pewnym sensie juz przegral, przegrat, bo nie zdotal ujarzmié¢ wolnego narodu, przegrat, bo nie ztamat
ducha narodu ukrainskiego, przegrat, bo nie rozproszyt ukrainskiej armii. Dzi$ ma przeciwko sobie nie tylko samo panstwo
ukrainskie, ale ma przeciwko sobie wielomilionowy naréd, ktorego zdecydowana wigkszos¢ nie chee zadnych negocjacji z
agresorem, dopoki ten nie wycofa swoich wojsk z okupowanych terenéw Ukrainy. Ma przeciwko sobie znaczng cze¢$é
narodow §wiata, ktore bardzo jasno wypowiedzialy si¢ — rowniez w przyjetych tutaj, w ONZ — rezolucjach. Ma przeciwko
sobie moj kraj, Polske, na ktérag — mowig to tu i teraz — Ukraina zawsze moze (EF, POT) liczy¢.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Bylem jednym z tych politykow, ktorzy jeszcze przed wojna wierzyli, ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina skutecznie si¢ obroni. Dzi$
jestem przekonany, ze (EP, CGA) Ukraina zwyciezy. Ze uchodzcy wroca do swoich doméw, ze Ukraina bedzie (EP, EM)
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odbudowana, ze jej mi¢dzynarodowo uznane granice zostang przywrocone. M¢j kraj, Polska, laczac sily ze swoimi
Sojusznikami zrobi wszystko, by tak si¢ stato.

Ale sg tez inne oblicza tej wojny: ona w wielu obszarach ma skutki ekonomiczne. Jest to rownolegta wojna Rosji (AT, LEX,
emotivity) przeciwko naszym wspolnym zasadom i warto§ciom, przeciwko catej ludzkosci. o niej takze chee (EF, INT) dzi$
moéwic, bo widze (EP, EVID, DIR) na sali wielu przedstawicieli znajomych panstw z Afryki, Bliskiego Wschodu i Azji, z
ktorych liderami rozmawiatem tuz przed wojna lub w jej trakcie.

To nie jest tylko regionalny konflikt. Ta wojna, wojna Resji (AT, LEX, emotivity) przeciwko Ukrainie to zarzewie
$wiatowego pozaru. Ta wojna dotknie i nasze i Wasze kraje. o ile juz si¢ tak nie stalo.

Panie Przewodniczacy! Szanowni Panstwo!

Jednym z najbardziej tragicznych skutkéow (AT, LEX, emotivity), skutkow globalnych rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX,
emotivity) jest kryzys zywnosciowy oraz widmo glodu, ktore zawisto nad znaczna czgscia Swiata.

Sam dlugo o tym rozmawiatem, odbywajac nie tak dawno wizyty w krajach Zachodniej Afryki — w Nigerii, Wybrzezu Kosci
Stoniowej 1 Senegalu. We wszystkich tych panstwach rozmawiatem z przywddcami o bezpieczenstwie zywno$ciowym oraz
potencjalnych skutkach jeszcze wigkszego ograniczenia eksportu zbdz i nawozow z Ukrainy i Rosji. Takze juz wczesniej byt
to temat wielu spotkan moich i moich kolegéw z Europy Srodkowo—Wschodniej z liderami panstw Afryki, Bliskiego
Wschodu i Azji.

Pamigtam tez doskonale rozmowg z Sekretarzem Generalnym ONZ Panem Antonio Guterresem pézno w nocy w Rzeszowie,
gdy udawal si¢ na Ukraing, by prowadzi¢ rozmowy o kwestiach zywno$ciowych. Dzigkuje¢ za tamten zapal, za tamto
zaangazowanie, za zdecydowanie i odwage Sekretarza Generalnego, ktora byla i jest tak bardzo potrzebna w tym trudnym
czasie (AT, LEX, emotivity), by godnie i skutecznie reprezentowa¢ mig¢dzynarodowa spoteczno$¢ zrzeszona w tej
najwigkszej na $wiecie organizacji.

Panie i Panowie!

Od samego poczatku inwazji Rosja swiadomie oraz cynicznie (AT, LEX, emotivity) niszczy zasiewy i maszyny rolne, a
sama inwazja radykalnie zmniejszyla ukrainskie zbiory. Uzyskane przez nas dane mowia jasno: Rosja zaje¢la areaty uprawne
stanowiace 22 procent wszystkich gruntow rolnych na Ukrainie. Pigta czg$¢ ziemi, ktora jest spichlerzem wielu panstw
pozaeuropejskich, ziemi, na ktorej uprawia si¢ blisko 30 procent $wiatowego potencjatu zboz ozimych, nagle, w tym sezonie
nie wydata plonéw lub jej plony zostaly zrabowane. Nie musze moéwi¢ (EP, MEP) w tym gronie, Ze Ukraina to jeden z
najwazniejszych na $wiecie producentow zywnosci (AT, LEX, importance). To spichlerz nie tylko Europy, ale i $wiata.
Wedle ostroznych szacunkéw (AT, LEX, emotivity), tylko w tym roku z powodu wojny ukrainskie zbiory beda (NO, future
fact) mniejsze o 35 procent. Podkreslam (EP, MEP) — o trzydziesci pig¢ procent zbiory na Ukrainie beda (NO) mniejsze.
Ponad jedna trzecia spichlerza znacznej czgséci $wiata zostata wyeliminowana przez rosyjska agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity).
Kto na tym ucierpi? Ci najbardziej potrzebujacy. Jest to bron gospodarcza — to bron Zywno$ciowa wymierzona zwlaszcza w

Afryke i Bliski Wschod. Jestem w polityce wystarczajaco dlugo, aby nie mie¢ w tym wzgledzie Zadnych watpliwosci (EP,

CGA): to jest celowa polityka Rosji.

Szacuje sig¢, ze z powodu wojny w Ukrainie liczba osob cierpiacych chroniczny gldd wzro$nie w tym roku na $wiecie o okoto
47 mln os6b. Znéw: szczegodlnie w Afryce i na Bliskim Wschodzie. Tam kleska glodu wywotanego przez Rosje na skutek
napasci na Ukraing bedzie (EP, EM) najbardziej widoczna.

Ekscelencje! Szanowni Panstwo!

Jako spoteczno$¢ miedzynarodowa jestesmy zobligowani, aby (AT, ADJ) nie dopusci¢, by w XXI wieku ktokolwiek w
sposob swiadomy i cyniczny (AT, LEX, emotivity), w imi¢ realizacji swoich politycznych celéw, wprowadzat — tak jak

Stalin w latach 30—tych XX wieku — sztuczny gtéd. W tym kontekscie kluczowe (AT, LEX, importance) pozostaja umowy
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podpisane przez Rosj¢ i Ukraing z Turcja i ONZ w Stambule 22 lipca br. Akty te majg na celu odblokowanie drogi morskiej
dla eksportu milionéw ton ukrainskiego zboza przez Morze Czarne.

Pragne (EF, INT) jeszcze raz osobiscie (AT, ADV) podkresli¢ znaczaca role (AT, LEX, importance) Sekretarza
Generalnego Organizacji Narodow Zjednoczonych Pana Antonio Guterresa w procesie negocjacyjnym zmierzajacym do
zawarcia tych umow. To wielki sukces (AT, LEX, emotivity) ONZ i Sekretarza Generalnego w tej ogromnie trudnej
sytuacji (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Obecnie wszyscy musimy (EF, DM) sta¢ na strazy przestrzegania tych umow oraz dotrzymywania zobowigzan przez ich
strony. Tym bardziej niepokoja mnie coraz czgsciej pojawiajace si¢ wypowiedzi strony rosyjskiej, ktore podwazajg zawarte
porozumienia. na najwyzsze potepienie (AT, LEX, emotivity) zastuguja rowniez akty takie, jak rosyjski ostrzal portu
morskiego w Odessie, do ktorego doszto niespetna 24 godziny od podpisania porozumien. Jako spoteczno$¢ migdzynarodowa
musimy (EF, DM) natychmiast reagowa¢ na takie incydenty kolejnymi sankcjami i kolejnymi pakietami pomocy dla
bronigcej si¢ Ukrainy.

Ze swojej strony pragne zapewnié, ze (EP, CGA) Polska, jako sasiad Ukrainy, razem z partnerami z Unii Europejskie;j,
nieustannie angazuje si¢ w dzialania majace utatwic¢ eksport ukrainskiego zboza takze droga ladowa. Zrobimy wszystko, aby
zboze to trafilo do potrzebujacych, w szczegélnosci w Afryce, Azji, Ameryce Poludniowej i wszegdzie tam, gdzie jest
potrzebne, by ludzie mogli (EF, POT) przetrwac.

Szanowni Panstwo! Dostojni Delegaci!

W obliczu bezprawnych dzialan Resji (AT, LEX, emotivity) powinnismy (EF, DM) wyciagna¢ wnioski na przysztos¢.
PowinniSmy (EF, DM) pamigta¢ o zapisach prawa mi¢dzynarodowego oraz mozliwosci pociggania do odpowiedzialnosci
oprawcow.

Istnieje szereg miedzynarodowych regulacji dotyczacych ochrony zasoboéw zywnosciowych i $rodowiska naturalnego
podczas konfliktow. Mozna (EF, POT) tu przywota¢ m.in. artykut 11. Migdzynarodowego Paktu Praw Gospodarczych,
Spotecznych i Kulturalnych, w ktéorym uznano podstawowe prawo (AT, LEX, importance) kazdego cztowicka (EF, NRM)
do wolnosci od glodu, a panstwa zobowigzaty si¢ do sprawiedliwego podziatu §wiatowych zasobow zywnoSci.

Ponadto Protokdét I do konwencji genewskich dotyczacy ochrony ofiar migdzynarodowych konfliktow zbrojnych z 1977 roku
w art. 54 zabrania m.in. atakowania, niszczenia, zabierania lub czynienia nieuzytecznymi dobr niezb¢dnych dla przetrwania
ludnosci cywilnej — takich jak srodki zywnosciowe i strefy rolnicze. Z kolei art. 55 tego Protokotu zobowiazuje panstwa do
ochrony $rodowiska naturalnego przed szkodami podczas dziatan wojennych.

To, ze Rosja — §wiadomie niszczac rolnictwo Ukrainy — tamie prawo mig¢dzynarodowe, nie jest chyba (EP, EM) tutaj dla
nikogo wielkim zaskoczeniem (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ale czy w obliczu barbarzynskiej wojny (AT, LEX, emotivity)
regulacje prawnomi¢dzynarodowe stanowia dostateczna odpowiedz (AT, LEX, emotivity) na ogrom szkod w $rodowisku
naturalnym i w §wiatowych zasobach Zywnosciowych? Mam co do tego powazne watpliwosci (EP, CGA).

Wiasnie w tym kontekscie dostrzegam potrzebg wypracowania mechanizméw penalizujacych, ktore w przysztosci umozliwia
postawienie przed obliczem sprawiedliwo$ci 0s6b odpowiedzialnych za tamanie prawa mi¢dzynarodowego.

Kto$, kto swiadomie niszczy uprawy w spichlerzu $wiata musi (EF, DM) wiedzie¢, ze bedzie (EP, EM) za to $cigany karnie
do konca swojego zycia.

Chcialbym (EF, INT) z tego miejsca poprze¢ wszelkie juz istniejace oraz nowe inicjatywy, dzigki ktorym ci, ktorzy
pozbawiajg miliony ludzi prawa do (EF, NRM) zywnosci oraz niszcza Srodowisko naturalne, nie beda (EP, EM) wigcej
bezkarni. Polska chce (EF, INT) aktywnie uczestniczy¢ w ich pracach.

Szanowni Panstwo! Dostojni Delegaci!

Rosyjska napas¢ (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing jest de facto agresja przeciwko catemu $wiatu. A kazda agresja wymaga

wielowymiarowej odpowiedzi mi¢dzynarodowej, z determinacja i bez wahania. Konieczne jest (EF, DM) zintensyfikowanie
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naciskow na Rosje¢ i jej wspolnika, czyli rezim Aleksandra Lukaszenki na Biatorusi. Celowo$¢ wspolpracy z tymi rzadami
powinna (EF, DM) zosta¢ poddana glebokiej refleksji. Takze przez organizacje migdzynarodowe.

Nie ma juz miejsca na ,,business as usual” z Rosja. Czasy ,,business as usual” definitywnie (EP, EM) si¢ skonczyly.
Zakonczyta je Rosja przez swoja bestialska agresje (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing, przez ztamanie zasad prawa
migdzynarodowego, przez brak poszanowania dla cztowieka i dla zycia ludzkiego.

Mowig to jako cztowiek, ktory 23 lutego byt w Kijowie na Ukrainie, i ktéry potem, od poczatku wojny, zaraz po napasci
rosyjskiej (AT, LEX, emotivity) byt trzy razy na Ukrainie, ktory byt i widzial (EP, EVID, DIR) zniszczona Borodzianke
pod Kijowem, ktory byt i widzial (EP, EVID, DIR) zburzone domy w Irpieniu, ktory byl i widzial (EP, EVID, DIR)
cierpienie ludnosci cywilnej na Ukrainie, ktory byt i widziat (EP, EVID, DIR) skutki rosyjskiej brutalnej napasci (AT,
LEX, emotivity), krew zaschnigtg na asfalcie, tam, gdzie rosyjscy zotnierze strzelali do rodzin w samochodach osobowych,
uciekajacych przed wojna. Trudno (AT, ADJ) to sobie wyobrazi¢. Ale, Szanowni Delegaci, widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR)
to na wilasne oczy, widzialem (EP, EVID, DIR) ogrom tego bestialstwa i wiem, co oznacza rosyjska agresja (AT, LEX,
emotivity) na Ukrainie i co oznacza, kiedy Prezydent Wolodymyr Zetenski mowi o rosyjskiej brutalnosci (AT, LEX,
emotivity) i $mierci tysigcy Ukraincow zamordowanych przez Rosjan.

I mowig to dzi$ tutaj, przed Panstwem, w czasie Zgromadzenia Ogdlnego ONZ, jako przywddca panstwa, ktorego granice
od poczatku rosyjskiej agresji (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing przekroczylo blisko sze$¢ miliondw ukrainskich
uchodzcow.

Nasze dzieci chodza dzi§ do szkot wraz z dzie¢mi ukrainskich obywateli, tych ktorzy przybyli do nas uciekajac, chronigc
swoje zycie.

Nasi obywatele przyjeli setki tysiecy uchodzcow do wiasnych doméw. Tak, moze (EP, EM) wielu z Panstwa trudno (AT,
ADJ) w to uwierzy¢, ale mimo ze przybylto do naszego kraju szes¢ miliondw uchodzcow z Ukrainy i jak szacujemy okoto
dwodch miliondw przebywa w tej chwili w Polsce, nie musielismy (NO, past) budowaé zadnego obozu dla uchodzcow. Nie
byto takiej koniecznosci. Nikt nie mieszka w Polsce w namiotach, wszyscy znalezli godne schronienie (AT, LEX,
emotivity), w godnych warunkach (AT, LEX, emotivity) i specjalnie przygotowanych dla nich miejscach — w hotelach,
akademikach, innych miejscach tymczasowego przebywania. Nie ma u nas p6dl namiotowych, w ktorych mieszkaliby ludzie,
chroniac si¢ przed wojng. Kazdy znalazt godne warunki akomodacji (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Kazdy Polak i kazda Polka wie, jak wyglada sytuacja na Ukrainie! Kazdy Polak i kazda Polka ma w pamigci swojej rodziny
zapisane, co oznacza rosyjska okupacja (AT, LEX, emotivity), co oznacza napa$é rosyjska (AT, LEX, emotivity) na
panstwo, co oznacza rosyjski terror (AT, LEX, emotivity), bo polskie rodziny ten terror przezyty po II wojnie §wiatowe;j,
kiedy Rosjanie zajeli Polske i kiedy Polska znalazla si¢ za zelazng kurtyna, a patrioci probowali (3rd) zrzuci¢ rosyjskie
jarzmo (AT, LEX, emotivity) i walczyli, i wielu ludzi zostato wtraconych do wig¢zien, zamordowanych.

W 1939 roku, zaraz po napasci hitlerowskich Niemiec na Polske, krajem, ktory razem z hitlerowskimi Niemcami, z
nazistowskim panstwem napadt na Rzeczpospolitg i zniszczyt moj kraj byta wtasnie Rosja sowiecka — na mocy porozumienia
miedzy Hitlerem a Stalinem, ktére zostato zawarte 23 sierpnia 1939 roku. Rosja sowiecka zajeta potowe mojego kraju i
blisko dwa miliony ludzi zostalo wtedy wywiezionych na daleki wschod, na glgboka Syberie. 22 tys. polskich oficeréw i
funkcjonariuszy policji zostato brutalnie zamordowanych (AT, LEX, emotivity) przez Sowietéw, zostato rozstrzelanych
w Katyniu, Miednoje, Charkowie i Twerze.

My wiemy, co znaczy rosyjski terror (AT, LEX, emotivity) i rosyjska okupacja (AT, LEX, emotivity). Dlatego Polacy
pojechali pomaga¢ ukrainskim uchodzcom, nie pytajac o nic, i rzad, i ja — Prezydent Rzeczpospolitej nie musielismy (NO,
past) ich do tego wzywac i apelowac. Ludzie spontanicznie pojechali na granic¢ po to, aby pomagacé i przyjac uciekajacych
Ukraincow, uciekajacych przed rosyjska agresja (AT, LEX, emotivity), przyja¢ ich do swoich domow. To jest nasza

rzeczywisto$¢, rzeczywistos¢ Europy Centralnej.
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Panie Przewodniczacy! Wielce Dostojni Czlonkowie Delegacji!

Nie wolno (EF, DM) nam zapomina¢ o cierpigcych. Pamietajmy, ze (EF, DIR) pot roku agresji rosyjskiej (AT, LEX,
emotivity) na Ukrainie przyniosto najwiekszy kryzys humanitarny (AT, LEX, emotivity) w Europie od czasow Il wojny
swiatowej. Apeluje o (EF, DIR) zwigckszenie pomocy dla ukrainskiej ludnosci cywilnej, ktdrej potrzeby humanitarne sa
znacznie wigksze niz obecnie przekazywane srodki.

Zbliza si¢ zima, ktdra — z powodu wojny i cen energii — bedzie (EP, EM) najci¢zsza zima od lat. Jako ludzko$¢ nie mamy
prawa (EF, NRM) odwraca¢ si¢ od najbardziej potrzebujacych. Nie wolno (EF, DM) nam, nie wolno (EF, DM)
spotecznosci migdzynarodowej okazywac ,,zmeczenia” ta wojng, musimy (EF, DM) pomaga¢, musimy (EF, DM) wspierac.
PowinniSmy (EF, DM) wspoélnie pracowa¢ nad takim programem dziatan w sferze rozwoju gospodarczego i spolecznego,
by da¢ ludziom nadzieje, ze (AT, NOUN) swiat moze (EF, POT) by¢ lepszy i bardziej solidarny, mimo Ze jest dzi§ tak
poraniony przez wojny, skutki pandemii i katastrofy naturalne. Polska chce (EF, INT) taki program wspottworzy¢ takze
tutaj, na forum ONZ, cho¢by w ramach prac Rady Gospodarczej i Spoteczne;.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Jestem jeszcze winien kilka stoéw prawdy liderom bogatej Pétnocy, czy — jak kto woli — Zachodu, takze Zachodu Europy.

To bardzo dobrze, ze (AT, ADJ) stan¢liSmy na wysokosci zadania, Ze stan¢liSmy na wysokos$ci zadania w sprawie Ukrainy,

ze zachowalismy jednos¢ i poparliSmy ofiare, a nie agresora, ze dzisiaj Europa Zachodnia wyraznie (ambiguous) umie (EF,
POT) odrdzni¢ — kto kogo zaatakowal, kto kogo napadl, ze Rosja jest agresorem (AT, LEX, emotivity), a Ukraina cierpi.
To dobrze, ze (AT, ADJ) to rozroéznienie jest jasne (AT, LEX, comprehensibility) i klarowne.

Ale nie popadajmy (EF, DIR) w samozachwyt. Niedawna wizyta w Afryce u§wiadomita mi jeszcze bardziej cos, o czym
wczesniej sam myslatem.

Czy tak samo zdecydowani byliSmy w czasie tragedii Syrii, Libii, Jemenu? Czy w ciagu ostatnich dziesi¢cioleci nie
przeszlismy do porzadku dziennego nad tragedia Demokratycznej Republiki Konga, nad wojnami w Rogu Afryki? Czy
potepiajac inwazj¢ na Ukraing, jednakowa wage (AT, LEX, importance) przywigzujemy do zwalczania najemnikow
destabilizujacych Sahel i grozacych wielu panstwom Afryki?

Moim zdaniem (EP, CGA), lekcja z tej wojny jest to, ze jezeli Narody Zjednoczone maja naprawde (EP, IFV) by¢
zjednoczone, to kazda reakcja na famanie prawa mi¢dzynarodowego powinna (EF, DM) by¢ identyczna — zdecydowana i
pryncypialna. Bo §wiat jest systemem naczyn potaczonych. Dzi$ ofiarg jest Ukraina, ale jezeli rosyjski imperializm (AT,
LEX, emotivity) wygra, jutro moze (EP, EM) nig by¢ dowolne panstwo $wiata. Kto$ inny bedzie (EP, EM) komus$ innemu
niszczyt pola, wypedzat ludno$¢ cywilng z jej doméw, mordowat. Nie wolno (EF, DM) nam na to pozwoli¢!

Stanowisko Polski w obliczu kazdej wojny jest klarowne i jasne (AT, LEX, comprehensibility): zadamy bezwzglednego

poszanowania (AT, LEX, importance) mi¢dzynarodowo uznanych granic panstwowych. Nienaruszalno$¢ tych granic
stanowi fundamentalny element (AT, LEX, importance) swiatowego porzadku i w kazdym przypadku warunek pokoju.
Dzis$ ofiarg jest Ukraina. Jutro moze (NO, CONDITIONAL) nig by¢ ktokolwiek z nas, jezeli nie bedziemy przestrzegali tych
zelaznych regul, jezeli nie bedziemy bezwzglednie egzekwowali przestrzegania prawa mi¢dzynarodowego.

Nie ukrywajmy (EF, DIR): Rosja winna jest Ukrainie reparacje wojenne, ktore bedzie musiala (EF, DM) zaptaci¢. Nie ma
sprawiedliwosci bez zados¢uczynienia. Dotyczy to kazdego kraju pladrujacego inny kraj. Dotyczy to dzisiejszych czasow,
ale dotyczy to tez niezalatwionych spraw z przeszlosci. Mowig to jako polski Prezydent, Prezydent Polski, ktora zostata tak
straszliwie do§wiadczona (AT, LEX, emotivity) Il wojng §wiatowa, ktora byla w ogromnej czgséci zburzona, ktora stracita
sze$¢ milionéw obywateli, w tym trzy miliony obywateli Polski narodowosci zydowskie;j.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Dlatego Polska nie zaprzestanie dziatan zmierzajacych do pociagnigcia Rosji do odpowiedzialno$ci za naruszenia prawa

migdzynarodowego, zardwno na poziomie panstwowym, jak i indywidualnym. Ta wojna musi (EF, DM) zosta¢ zalatwiona
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w taki sposob, ze agresor zaptaci za wyrzadzone straty, za wyrzadzone szkody, zaptaci za kazdego zamordowanego
cztowieka na Ukrainie, zaptaci za kazdy zburzony dom, za kazda zniszczong szkole, fabryke i szpital. To konieczne (EF,
DM). Wykorzystajmy (EF, DIR) wszystkie nasze kompetencje i mozliwos$ci, aby winni zostali osadzeni i ukarani. Juz teraz
wspotpracujemy z Migdzynarodowym Trybunalem Karnym i Migdzynarodowym Trybunatem Sprawiedliwos$ci w celu
znalezienia najskuteczniejszych sposobow (AT, LEX, importance) identyfikacji i Scigania sprawcow.

Szanowny Panie Przewodniczacy! Szanowni Panstwo!

Wolny $wiat juz niejednokrotnie w swoich dziejach stawal w obliczu zaborczych wojen wywotanych przez wrogéw wolnoSci
(AT, LEX, emotivity), owladni¢ctych chorymi ambicjami (AT, LEX, emotivity) lub checia totalnej dominacji. Od
ludobbjcow z najbardziej zamierzchtych czasow, az do Adolfa Hitlera, J6zefa Stalina i Pol Pota istota tych wojen nie zmienita
si¢ w zaden sposob. Zaczyna si¢ zawsze od kultu sity, od wiary w swojg wyzszo$¢ rasows, klasowa albo ideologiczng nad
innym czlowiekiem, czy to innej narodowosci, z innego kraju, czy tez czasem z wlasnego narodu, z wlasnego panstwa.
Jednak przeciwko agresorowi i ludobdjcy zawsze stawal cztowiek. Wolny cztowiek. Agresja budzi w ludziach wole oporu,
odwage, mestwo, solidarno$¢ i pragnienie wsparcia dla ofiar niesprawiedliwosci. Dzigki temu istniejemy jako ludzkosé.
Mysle, ze (EP, CGA) wynika to z czego$ wigcej, niz tylko z surowych praw polityki. Lezy to u samych podstaw natury
ludzkiej, bowiem — jak to ujat Perykles w stynnej ateniskiej mowie pogrzebowej: ,,szczgscie polega na wolnosci, a wolnosé
na mestwie”. Czlowiek, nardd jest w stanie zaplaci¢ za wolno$¢ kazda cene i walczy¢ o nig do samego konca. Cztowiek
buntowat si¢ przeciwko niewolnictwu, kolonializmowi, opresji, buntowat sig, bo taka jest jego natura i takie jest jego prawo,
przyrodzone prawo (EF, NRM) kazdego cztowicka do wolnosci i poszanowania jego ludzkiej godnosci.

Ukraina od miesi¢cy daje nam dowody wrecz niewiarygodnego mestwa (AT, LEX, emotivity). Dlatego tez, konczac,
wzywam z tego miejsca wszystkich Panstwa: nie badzmy (EF, DIR) oboj¢tni wobec heroizmu i pelnej determinacji walki
o wolnos¢. Nie badzmy (EF, DIR) tez nigdy wigcej oboj¢tni wobec zadnego narodu, ktory broni si¢ przed tyrania i pogarda
dla cztowieka. Bo zawsze broni przed nimi catej ludzkosci.

Wizja Swiata, w ktorym wygrywa wylacznie naga i brutalna sila (AT, LEX, emotivity) jest nie tylko bledna i niemoralna

(AT, LEX, emotivity), ale moze (EP, EM) doprowadzi¢ do pozogi ogarniajacej caly $wiat. Jestem przekonany, ze (EP,
CGA) i tym razem jest nie inaczej. I méwi¢ to na forum organizacji, ktora powstata po najwigkszej z takich pozog, po II
wojnie $wiatowej. Nie na darmo w roku 1945 przywodcy naszych panstw — cztonkéw—zatozycieli ONZ deklarowali budowe
$wiata opartego na dialogu oraz przeciwnego stosowaniu nagiej i brutalnej sily (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Nie zapominajmy (EF, DIR) o tym dziedzictwie i nie pozwoélmy (EF, DIR), by w przyszto$ci wydarzyly si¢ tragedie
podobne do tych, jakich doswiadczylismy, jakich $wiat doswiadczyl w XX wieku!

Dzigkuje.

17.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Bardzo dzi¢gkuj¢ za powitanie i rownie serdecznie Panstwa witam. Ogromnie sie ciesze, ze (AT, VERB) moglismy (NO) si¢
spotka¢ w tych wyjatkowych okolicznosciach (AT, LEX, emotivity) w tym wyjatkowym miejscu (AT, LEX, emotivity).
W wyjatkowych okolicznosciach (AT, LEX, emotivity), bo w zwiazku z wizyta w naszym kraju, w Polsce, Prezydenta
Standéw Zjednoczonych Ameryki, Pana Joe Bidena, ktory przybyt do nas wprost z pograzonego w mroku rosyjskiej agresji
(AT, LEX, emotivity) Kijowa, ktorego — tak jak i catej Ukrainy — bohatersko (AT, LEX, emotivity) bronig dzisiaj nasi
sasiedzi, Ukraincy, obroncy swojej ojczyzny.

Spotykamy si¢ w wyjatkowym miejscu: w Warszawie, w stolicy Polski, pod Zamkiem Krolewskim, ktory jest symbolem
swietnosci Rzeczypospolitej Obojga Narodow, symbolem swietnosci Polski w wiekach XVII i XVIIL. Pod zamkiem, w

ktérym obradowat polski Sejm; pod zamkiem, w ktorym w 1791 roku uchwalono Konstytucje 3 maja — pierwsza w Europie,
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a druga na $wiecie po amerykanskiej — ktora miata przelomowy wklad w rozwdj wolnego $wiata, dzisiejszej naszej
cywilizacji.

To symbol II Rzeczypospolitej, ktory w trakcie II wojny $wiatowej zostat zburzony, spalony, ptonat na oczach calego swiata.
Potem, pod niemiecka okupacja, lezal w ruinach. Tu gingli powstancy warszawscy, walczac ze znienawidzonym
okupantem (AT, LEX, emotivity). A potem, po II wojnie, kiedy znalezliSmy si¢ w sowieckiej strefie wptywow, byt
odbudowywany wysiltkiem catego narodu przez dziesiatki lat po to, by moégt (EF, POT) stana¢ na powrot i w efekcie stac
si¢ symbolem odradzajacej si¢ Polski.

Mowig o tym, bo dzi$ patrzymy na ptongca Ukraing. Patrzymy na plongce miasta, styszymy straszliwe wiesci (AT, LEX,
emotivity) o rosyjskim terrorze (AT, LEX, emotivity), widzimy (EP, EVID, DIR) zabitych ludzi, zamordowanych,
widzimy (EP, EVID, DIR) zburzone osiedla mieszkaniowe — obrazy jak z Il wojny $swiatowej. Co$, co w Europie mialo si¢
nigdy wigcej nie powtorzy¢, dzisiaj jest straszliwym udziatem naszych sgsiadow. Dlatego ze Rosja na powr6t chee (3rd) si¢
sta¢ imperium, realizowac¢ swoje ambicje niewolenia innych narodéw. Nie ma na to naszej zgody, nie ma zgody wolnego
Swiata!

Prezydent Stanéw Zjednoczonych, lider wolnego $wiata, Joe Biden, dokonat spektakularnego gestu (AT, LEX, emotivity).
Woeczoraj rano stanagt w Kijowie, wbrew wszelkim oczekiwaniom, na ukrainskiej ziemi — tam, gdzie toczy si¢ wojna. Pokazal,
ze wolny $wiat i jego lider nie boja si¢ niczego. Pokazal, ze Ukraina nie jest sama, Ze ma wsparcie najpotezniejszego
panstwa $wiata (AT, LEX, emotivity) i najpotezniejszej armii swiata (AT, LEX, emotivity). Ze ma wsparcie Sojuszu
Potnocnoatlantyckiego i ze to jest wsparcie powazne (AT, LEX, importance), ktore nie zgasnie. To wielki znak (AT,
LEX, emotivity). Jestesmy wszyscy wspodlnie caty czas przy Ukrainie — od samego poczatku.

23 lutego, na dzien przed rosyjska agresja (AT, LEX, emotivity) na Ukraing, rok temu bytem w Kijowie razem z
Prezydentem sasiedniej Litwy, Gitanasem Nauséda, rozmawiali$my z Prezydentem Wolodymyrem Zetenskim. Wotodymyr
powiedziat nam: ,,Bedziemy si¢ broni¢. Putin mysli, ze poddamy si¢ od razu, ze opanuje Ukraing, ze bedzie okupowat nasze
panstwo, ze zagarnie naszg ziemi¢. Bedziemy walczyli az do $mierci, do upadlego. Nie poddamy si¢”. Doslownie (AT, LEX,
expectedness) po kilku godzinach na Ukraing spadly rosyjskie rakiety, zaczeta si¢ rosyjska pelnoskalowa inwazja (AT,
LEX, emotivity). Wszyscy mysleli, ze Ukraina padnie w trzy dni, w 72 godziny.

Ukraina nie upadla do dzisiaj dzigki bohaterstwu obroncéw Ukrainy (AT, LEX, emotivity), dzi¢ki bohaterstwu
ukrainskich zolierzy (AT, LEX, emotivity), ale takze dzicki wsparciu, jakie daje Ukrainie wolny §wiat po to, by
imperialne ambicje (AT, LEX, emotivity) niewolenia innych narodoéw zostaly ukarane i by nigdy wiccej juz si¢ nie
odrodzily. I dlatego wszyscy dzisiaj méwimy (EP, MEP): Ukraina musi (EF, DM) zwyci¢zy¢! Dlatego wspieramy Ukraing.
Dzigkuj¢ Stanom Zjednoczonym, dzigkuj¢ wszystkim panstwom NATO, ktore przysytaja pomoc na Ukraing. Nie tylko te
humanitarng, lecz takze t¢ militarng. To niezwykle wazne (AT, LEX, importance).

Ale dzigkuje Stanom Zjednoczonym i naszym sojusznikom takze za to, ze umacniaja nasze bezpieczenstwo — wschodniej
flanki NATO — po to, by nikomu nawet nie przyszto do glowy zaatakowa¢ nasza ziemie. Ze dzigki obecno$ci armii
amerykanskiej, dzigki obecno$ci armii sojuszniczych, dzigki madrej polityce (AT, LEX, emotivity) wzmacniania polskiej
armii w ostatnich latach jesteSmy coraz bezpieczniejsi, jesteSmy coraz pewniejsi swojego bezpieczenstwa. I powodujemy, ze
potencjalni napastnicy sa coraz mniej pewni swego.

Wierze, ze (EP, CGA) ta brutalna pewno$¢ rosyjska (AT, LEX, emotivity) zostanie na Ukrainie ukarana i zmiazdzona;
ze Rosja ze wstydem bedzie musiata (EF, DM) opusci¢ ukrainskg ziemi¢ — te, ktora okupuje; ze Ukraina zwyci¢zy; Ze
zwyci¢za obroncy Ukrainy; Ze ta przelana krew, Ze ta straszliwa ofiara (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktora ponosi ukrainski narod,
zaowocuje wielkim zwyciestwem (AT, LEX, emotivity).

My, Polacy, mamy do$wiadczenie niesienia pomocy jeden drugiemu. ,,Jeden z drugim” — méwit o solidarnoéci Ojciec Swiety

Jan Pawel II, nasz Papiez Karol Wojtyta. ,,Jeden z drugim to solidarno$¢ — méwit — nigdy jeden przeciw drugiemu”.
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Solidarno$¢ to nasz wielki dorobek (AT, LEX, emotivity) — tamten 10-milionowy ruch, ktoéry ztamat komunizm przy
wsparciu Ojca Swictego i Stanéw Zjednoczonych, wolnego $wiata, dzigki ktoremu wydobylismy sig zza zelaznej kurtyny.
To ten wlasnie odruch solidarnosci migdzyludzkiej dzisiaj prowadzi moich rodakéw do pomagania sasiadom z Ukrainy.
Jeszcze raz Wam dzigkuje, ze otworzyliScie swoje domy i wyciagneliscie r¢ke z chlebem do potrzebujacych; ze sa dzisiaj
migdzy nami i ze wielu z nich czuje sie tutaj jak w domu — tak méwia. Ze s3 nam wdzigczni za to, ze umieli$my ich przyja¢,
cho¢ przyszto ich do nas miliony, cho¢ 2 mln mieszka ich w tej chwili caly czas z nami — cho¢ nikt si¢ tego nie spodziewat.
Podzieliliémy si¢ po bratersku (AT, LEX, emotivity), solidarnie. To jest solidarnos¢ dzisiejszego $§wiata. Solidarnos¢ z
Ukraina.

Wzywam (EF, DIR) wszystkich przywodcow panstw europejskich, Sojuszu Poémnocnoatlantyckiego do solidarnosci z
Ukraing, do wspierania Ukrainy caly czas, do przesytania na Ukraing wsparcia militarnego, by obroncy Ukrainy mieli czym
walczy¢. Nie wahajcie si¢ (EF, DIR)! Nie béjcie si¢ (EF, DIR)! Nie ma juz miejsca na business as usual z Rosja. Tam,
gdzie leje si¢ krew, tam uczciwy czlowiek (AT, LEX, emotivity) nie robi intereséw. Tam trzeba (EF, DM) to za wszelka
ceng zatrzymac. Dzi§ moze (EP, EM) to zosta¢ zatrzymane tylko nowoczesnym uzbrojeniem, bo tego Ukraina potrzebuje.
Dzigkuj¢ Prezydentowi Joe Bidenowi za jego niezwykla odwage (AT, LEX, emotivity), za determinacj¢. Dzigkuje
amerykanskiemu narodowi, dzigkuj¢ wtadzom Stanow Zjednoczonych, Kongresowi za wszystkie donacje dla Ukrainy, za
wielkie wsparcie (AT, LEX, emotivity) dla Ukrainy. Za to, ze dzi¢ki tej ogromnej pomocy militarnej (AT, LEX,
emotivity) Stanow Zjednoczonych Ukraina walczy i inni tez wspieraja. Bo taka jest rola NATO — broni¢ wolnego $wiata,
wspiera¢ wolny $wiat. JesteSmy i bedziemy (EF, INT) solidarni z Ukraing. Nie ma wolnosci bez solidarnosci!

Niech zyje wolna Ukraina! Niech zyje sojusz Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej ze Stanami Zjednoczonymi! Niech zyje NATO!

Niech zyje wolny $wiat! Niech zyje Polska! Nie ma wolnosci bez solidarnosci!

18.

Szanowni Panstwo!

Doktadnie rok temu, 23 lutego, zaledwie kilka godzin przed rosyjska agresja (AT, LEX, emotivity) bytem w Kijowie, by
wspiera¢ Ukraing. Rozmawiatem z Prezydentem Wolodymyrem Zetenskim. Zegnajac si¢, ujrzalem (EP, EVID, DIR) w
jego oczach wielka determinacje i odwage (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Powiedzial mi wowczas: Mozemy si¢ juz nigdy nie zobaczy¢. Nikt tu si¢ nie podda. B¢dziemy walczy¢ do samego konca.
Odpowiedziatem: Wotodymyr! Zobaczymy si¢ jeszcze wiele razy. na Polske zawsze mozecie (EF, POT) liczy¢. Zostancie
z Bogiem!

Dlatego, kiedy $wiat spodziewat si¢, ze Kijow padnie w trzy dni, a cata Ukraina w tydzien, my w Polsce wiedzieliSmy, ze
(EP, CFV) tak si¢ nie stanie. Bo to, co nas taczy — Polakow i Ukraincow, to wielkie umilowanie wolnosci (AT, LEX,
emotivity). Tak wiclkie, ze mozna (EF, POT) za nie odda¢ zycie!

Drodzy Rodacy!

My, Polacy, jak malo ktory nardd na §wiecie, rozumiemy tragedie Ukrainy (AT, LEX, emotivity). Wiemy, czym jest wojna,
$mier¢ i cierpienie, zburzone miasta i zbrodnie ludobojstwa. Ale nasza historia jest $wiadectwem, ze nawet zbrodnie i
przesladowania nie ztamia prawdziwego ducha wolnosci (AT, LEX, emotivity)!

Zaprzeczeniem wolnosci jest zniewolenie, jest imperializm, sa chore marzenia (AT, LEX, emotivity) o dominacji nad
innymi. Wiadimir Putin, rozpgtujac wojng na Ukrainie, chciat (3rd) odbudowac rosyjskie imperium, chciat (3rd) podzieli¢
$wiat i trwale uzalezni¢ Europe od swoich surowcdéw. Miat w tym poparcie zdecydowanej wickszosci Rosjan.

Dzi$, po roku wojny wiemy, ze (EP, CFV) im si¢ to nie udalo, ze Rosja nie podbita Ukrainy. Zachodni §wiat jest
zjednoczony. Rola NATO wzrosta, a do Sojuszu przystepuja kolejne panstwa. Europa nareszcie koficzy z uzaleznieniem od

rosyjskiej ropy i gazu.
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Putin ponosi porazke. Nie zrealizowat zadnego ze swoich strategicznych celow. Powstrzymato go bohaterstwo ukrainskich
zolnierzy i ukrainskiego spoleczenstwa (AT, LEX, emotivity). Powstrzymata go postawa Polski i innych panstw, ktore od
pierwszego dnia wspieraly Ukraing. Ale to wszystko nie byloby (NO) mozliwe bez silnego przywédztwa (AT, LEX,
importance) Stan6w Zjednoczonych.

Polska jest liderem pomocy dla Ukrainy. Zaréwno tej wojskowej, jak i humanitarnej. Wtasnie dlatego jesteSmy celem
zorganizowanej, cynicznej rosyjskiej propagandy i dezinformacji (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Szanowni Panstwo!

Rosja jeszcze nie przegrata, a Ukraina jeszcze nie zwyci¢zyta. Dobrze wiemy, ze (EP, CFV) droga do tego zwycigstwa jest
jeszcze daleka i bedzie (EP, EM) okupiona wielkim wysitkiem (AT, LEX, emotivity) i ofiarami. Ale nie ma innej drogi.
Wszelkie proby dogadania si¢ z Rosja za plecami Ukrainy sg krotkowzroczne i doprowadza do jeszcze wiekszej tragedii
(AT, LEX, emotivity) w przysztosci. Nie ma powrotu do tego, co byto przed 24 lutego. Nie ma powrotu do bussines as usual
z Rosja!

Zeby zapanowat trwaty pokoj, Ukraina musi (EF, DM) zwyciezy¢. A zeby miata na to szanse, potrzebna jest jedno$é catego
wolnego $wiata. Dlatego przez ostatni rok podczas spotkan ze §wiatowymi przywodcami zabiegalem o wsparcie dla
walczacej Ukrainy, ktore jest niezwykle wazne (AT, LEX, importance) dla bezpieczenstwa Polski i calego naszego regionu.
Ofensywa dyplomatyczna Polski w ostatnich dniach przynosi efekty. Moje spotkania z Sekretarzem Generalnym Sojuszu
Ponocnoatlantyckiego, Krolem i Premierem Wielkiej Brytanii, Prezydentem Francji, Kanclerzem Niemiec, Premier Wioch
oraz przywodcami panstw wschodniej flanki NATO wzmacniajg nasze sojusze.

Polska jest bezpieczna. Doceniamy obecno$¢ wojsk amerykanskich i Sojuszu Pétnocnoatlantyckiego w naszym kraju. Ale
swoje bezpieczenstwo opieramy gldwnie na sile wlasnej armii, ktora konsekwentnie wzmacniamy i modernizujemy.
Historyczna wizyta (AT, LEX, emotivity) Prezydenta Stanow Zjednoczonych Joe Bidena w Warszawie pokazuje jak
wazny (AT, LEX, importance) jest sojusz polsko—amerykanski. Zgadzam si¢ z Prezydentem Bidenem: Polska potrzebuje
Ameryki, a Ameryka potrzebuje Polski!

Stany Zjednoczone sa gwarancja bezpieczenstwa na starym kontynencie. Wielu w Europie o tym zapomina. My pamietamy
(EP, CFV). Dlatego priorytetem polskiej prezydencji w Unii Europejskiej w pierwszym potroczu 2025 roku bedzie (EP,
EM) poglebienie wspolpracy migdzy Unia, a Stanami Zjednoczonymi, zacie$nienie wigzow transatlantyckich.

Drodzy Rodacy!

Polska jest krajem Solidarnosci. Wielkiego ruchu (AT, LEX, emotivity), ktory zrzeszal miliony ludzi, ktéry zmienit
najnowsza histori¢ §wiata, przyczyniajac si¢ do upadku komunizmu. Jestesmy z tego dumni (AT, LEX, emotivity).

Po wybuchu wojny pokazali$my, ze Solidarno$¢ to nie tylko wspaniala historia (AT, LEX, emotivity), ale Zze Solidarno$¢
zyje w nas. OtworzyliSmy przed naszymi sasiadami swoje serca i nasze domy. Nie bylo i nie ma w Polsce obozow dla
uchodzcéw. Naszych gosci przyjmowaliSmy i przyjmujemy w naszych domach. To dla nas druga fala Solidarnosci.
Solidarno$¢ z Ukraing!

Jako Narod zachowalismy si¢ jak trzeba (EF, DM). Jeszcze raz za to wszystkim Polakom z calego serca dzigkujg!

Ukraina wcigz potrzebuje wielkiego wsparcia (AT, LEX, importance) ze strony calego wolnego $wiata. Bo wtasnie o t¢
wolno$¢ walczy. Wiemy, ze (EP, CFV) konsekwencje tej wojny dotykaja nas wszystkich, ale takze wielu ludzi na calym
$wiecie, ale pamietamy, ze (EP, CFV) to ukrainski nardd placi za wolno$¢ najwyzsza cene (AT, LEX, emotivity) — ceng
zycia.

I wlasnie dlatego z Polski, z kraju Solidarno$ci, plynie do catego §wiata apel: badzcie (EF, DIR) solidarni z Ukraing!
Powtarzamy stowa, ktore Polacy mieli na ustach, walczac o swoja wolno$¢: nie ma wolnosci bez Solidarnosci!

Niech zyje wolna Ukraina!

Niech zyje Polska!
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