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THE LEADER VS. THE BULLY

Franklin Delano Roosevelt, the Triumph of Democratic
Stewardship, and the Politics of Grievance

By Dr. Arthur George Scott

Dedication and Foreword

To the memory of Frances Elizabeth Hawks Scott, Margaret Boone my aunt,
and Mary and Arthur Hawks, my grandparents, of the West Virginia hills—
who taught their children that true strength never punches down, that
hardship is not a personal defect, and that a great democracy is judged by
how it lifts up the vulnerable.
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Photo & Archival Note

Historical photographs reproduced in this volume—including Franklin D.
Roosevelt at the Warm Springs rehabilitation foundation and the Allied
leadership at the Yalta Conference—originate from the official collections of
the Franklin D. Roosevelt Presidential Library and Museum and the National

Archives and Records Administration (NARA), and reside in the public
domain.

Photo Gallery and Credits (Public Domain)

FDR in his car at Warm Springs. Source: Bettmann / Bettmann Archive
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Image 2: The Big Three at Yalta (Chapter 11)

O  Subject: Prime Minister Winston Churchill, President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and Premier
Joseph Stalin conferring outdoors during the Crimean Conference at Livadia Palace, Yalta
(February 1945).

©  Archival Reference: U.S. Army Signal Corps / National Archives and Records
Administration (Record Group 111-SC-202236; Public Domain).

The Big Three at Yalta. Source: Bettmann / Bettmann Archive
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Credit Line: Courtesy of the Franklin D. Roosevelt Presidential Library / Georgia
Department of Natural Resources (Public Domain).
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Credit Line: Courtesy of the National Park Service and Franklin D. Roosevelt Presidential
Library and Museum (Public Domain).

FDR delivering a Fireside Chat. Source: National
Park Service
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Franklin and Eleanor Roosevelt, 1932. Source:
Wikimedia Commons

Photo Credit: Franklin and Eleanor Roosevelt (August 1932). Courtesy of the
Franklin D. Roosevelt Presidential Library and Museum / National Archives and
Records Administration (Public Domain).
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Author's Preface: Two Visions of Executive Power

In the mountain hollows of West Virginia during the Great Depression,
portraits of three figures hung on parlor walls: Jesus Christ, union
organizers, and Franklin Delano Roosevelt. That reverence did not stem
from blind political loyalty. It arose because Roosevelt used the power of
the federal government to look ordinary coal miners, farmers, and mothers
in the eye and deliver a transformative truth: systemic economic
catastrophe was not their personal moral failing. He treated citizens with
civic dignity, took on the burden of a broken economy, and refused to
govern through division.
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This book was born out of an urgent historical necessity. In our current era,
the American presidency has been subjected to a fundamentally different
paradigm: a politics rooted in personal grievance, cruelty, institutional
demolition, and the theatrics of the bully.

To understand what the American republic has lost—and what it must
recover—we must examine Franklin Delano Roosevelt's life in full: his four
presidential terms, his partnership with Eleanor, his agonizing struggle with
physical paralysis, and his mobilization of free nations against
totalitarianism. Set against this monument of democratic statesmanship,
the contrast with Donald J. Trump is not merely political; it is an existential
study in character, power, and the soul of executive leadership.

Part I: The Crucible of Character

Chapter 1: The Forge of Campobello — Physical Agony vs. The
Cult of Grievance

Section I: The Historical Crucible

In August 1921, thirty-nine-year-old Franklin Delano Roosevelt embodied
patrician vitality: an athletic sailor, former Assistant Secretary of the Navy,
and the 1920 Democratic vice-presidential nominee. While vacationing at
his family retreat on Campobello Island, New Brunswick, he spent an
afternoon fighting a forest brush fire, swam in the frigid waters of the Bay
of Fundy, and retired with sudden, heavy exhaustion. Within twenty-four
hours, acute pain shot through his back and legs. Within forty-eight hours,
his lower extremities were completely paralyzed.
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The diagnosis—infantile paralysis (poliomyelitis)—was an abrupt physical
catastrophe. FDR went from an energetic political star to a man unable to
stand, turn over in bed, or control basic bodily functions.

Rather than retreating into reclusive, aristocratic despair, Roosevelt spent
the next seven years in grueling physical rehabilitation. At Warm Springs,
Georgia, he bought a rundown resort whose mineral-rich thermal waters
offered buoyancy for paralyzed limbs. There, he founded an egalitarian
therapeutic center where polio survivors of all backgrounds gathered to
exercise, share meals, and rebuild their shattered autonomy. Roosevelt was
not merely an investor; he was their fellow patient, swimming beside
ordinary citizens, comparing progress, and enduring the painful mechanics
of physical therapy without complaint.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Roosevelt's struggle with paralysis fundamentally altered his psychology.
Before 1921, he possessed the smooth, sometimes arrogant self-assurance
of a young man for whom advancement came easily. The crucible of
paralysis forced him to endure total helplessness.
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This suffering expanded his capacity for public empathy. When the Great
Depression struck a decade later, Roosevelt understood, on a somatic level,
what it felt like to be suddenly struck down by forces entirely beyond one's
personal control. When he spoke to impoverished farmers or unemployed
dockworkers, he did not look down on them from the heights of wealth; he
addressed them as someone who had looked into the abyss of
helplessness and clawed his way back. He transmuted his private agony
into an ethic of collective care.

Section III: The Contrast

Roosevelt's stoic handling of severe disability exposes the psychological
contrast with Donald Trump's politics of grievance.

FDR bore genuine, agonizing disability without ever playing the victim or
demanding the nation feel sorry for him. Donald Trump—born to immense
inherited wealth and protected from physical hardship throughout his life—
has elevated personal grievance into an organizing political philosophy. In
Trump’s rhetoric, every loss, investigation, or setback becomes a complaint
that he has been treated "worse than any president in history."
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Furthermore, where Roosevelt used his experience with disability to
establish Warm Springs and champion the afflicted, Trump has repeatedly
demonstrated contempt for physical vulnerability. His infamous 2015
mocking of reporter Serge Kovaleski, flailing his arms in imitation of a
congenital joint condition, revealed a deep-seated revulsion toward
perceived weakness. FDR proved that authentic executive strength lies in
enduring vulnerability with dignity; the Trump paradigm reveals an insecure
reliance on cruelty to project a fragile illusion of strength.

Chapter 2: Eleanor Roosevelt — The Independent Moral
Compass vs. The Sycophantic Court

Section I: The Historical Crucible

When polio struck Franklin, his formidable mother, Sara Delano Roosevelt,
insisted that he retire permanently to the family estate at Hyde Park as a
country gentleman. Eleanor Roosevelt stood firm, insisting that Franklin's
mind and political destiny must remain active.

During Franklin's physical rehabilitation, Eleanor stepped into the public
sphere as his eyes, ears, and political surrogate. She joined the Women's
Trade Union League, addressed the League of Women Voters, and traveled
across New York State, reporting back on labor conditions, political
factions, and community needs.
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By the time FDR entered the White House in 1933, Eleanor radically
redefined the office of First Lady. She held her own press conferences,
restricted exclusively to female journalists to protect their jobs during the
Depression. She authored a daily syndicated column, My Day, and traveled
tens of thousands of miles into the depths of West Virginia coal mines,
urban breadlines, and the segregated Jim Crow South, confronting realities
the President could not physically inspect.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Eleanor became Franklin's unsparing moral compass. While FDR was an
instinctive political pragmatist, weighing legislative margins and Southern
congressional barons, Eleanor was governed by fundamental moral
urgency. She lobbied Franklin relentlessly on anti-lynching legislation, the
integration of New Deal programs, and relief for European Jewish refugees.

When the Daughters of the American Revolution barred celebrated Black
contralto Marian Anderson from performing at Constitution Hall in 1939,
Eleanor resigned from the organization in protest. She worked behind the
scenes with Interior Secretary Harold Ickes to arrange Anderson’s historic
Easter Sunday concert on the steps of the Lincoln Memorial before 75,000
citizens. FDR did not silence Eleanor; he respected her moral clarity,
understood her independent mandate, and leveraged her activism to keep
his administration anchored to its highest ideals.
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Section III: The Contrast

The dynamic between Franklin and Eleanor illustrates a leader who actively
invites moral accountability, contrasting sharply with Donald Trump's court
of sycophancy.

Roosevelt surrounded himself with a partner unafraid to challenge his
political calculations and risk controversy for the marginalized. Donald
Trump’s White House operated on a mandate of unquestioning personal
subservience. Trump treated public office as a family enterprise, placing
loyalists in official positions while summarily expelling cabinet officials,
judges, and advisers the moment they offered legal, ethical, or policy
resistance.

Where Eleanor Roosevelt used her platform to expand civil rights, labor
protections, and refugee resettlement, Trump'’s family appointments
operated transactionally, trading on public authority without holding an
independent moral vision. FDR recognized that true leadership requires
independent voices willing to speak uncomfortable truths; Trump treats
independent counsel as treason.

Part II: The Domestic Battleground

Chapter 3: Term One — The First 100 Days: Mobilization vs.
Exploitation (1933—1937)
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Section I: The Historical Crucible

On March 4, 1933, Franklin D. Roosevelt took the oath of office in the
darkest hour of the Great Depression. National unemployment exceeded 25
percent. The American banking system had suffered catastrophic runs;
governors in thirty-two states had declared bank holidays, and the
remainder operated under strict withdrawal limits. Farms were foreclosed
by the tens of thousands, and breadlines stretched around city blocks.

Standing before a crowd of 100,000 anxious citizens, Roosevelt delivered
one of the most famous inaugural addresses in American history:

"First of all, let me assert my firm belief that the only thing we have to fear
is fear itself—nameless, unreasoning, unjustified terror which paralyzes
needed efforts to convert retreat into advance.”

Within thirty-six hours, FDR declared a national four-day Bank Holiday,
halting the panic. He convened a special session of Congress and
inaugurated the "First 100 Days"—a period of executive mobilization
unprecedented in American history. Through the Emergency Banking Act,
the Glass-Steagall Act (creating the FDIC), the Civilian Conservation Corps
(CCC), the Agricultural Adjustment Act (AAA), and the Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA), Roosevelt deployed the machinery of the federal
government to stabilize the economic order and directly relieve human
suffering.
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Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Roosevelt's philosophical breakthrough was rejecting the prevailing laissez-
faire orthodoxy that economic ruin was an unavoidable natural cycle, or
worse, a moral failure on the part of the unemployed. As he proclaimed in
his 1932 address at Oglethorpe University:

"The country needs and, unless | mistake its temper, the country demands
bold, persistent experimentation. It is common sense to take a method and
try it: if it fails, admit it frankly and try another. But above all, try
something.”

FDR stripped away the crushing shame of poverty from working families.
Through the CCC, hundreds of thousands of unemployed young men were
sent into national forests to plant trees, build dams, and fight soil erosion,
sending wages back home to feed their families. Roosevelt restored the
civic dignity of the American worker by asserting that a democratic
government has a sacred duty to protect its citizens from systemic
exploitation and institutional abandonment.

Section III: The Contrast

Roosevelt's First 100 Days demonstrated an expansive, public-spirited
mobilization of government, directly opposing Donald Trump’s transactional
exploitation of economic anxiety.
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FDR deployed executive power to build durable social infrastructure that
protected the working and middle classes: federally insured bank deposits,
rural electrification, and public works that constructed schools, roads,
bridges, and municipal water systems. His governance was grounded in
collective resilience.

Trump, by contrast, tapped into economic distress to fuel political
grievance and division. Rather than building institutional safety nets, his
administration prioritized tax relief for the wealthy, gutted labor protections,
attempted to repeal healthcare coverage without a replacement, and framed
economic prosperity through the narrow lens of daily stock-market indices.

Where FDR mobilized national energy around constructive, collective work,
Trump weaponized economic anxiety to demonize immigrants and foreign
trade partners, proclaiming at his 2016 convention, "/ alone can fix
it."Roosevelt knew that no single man could save the republic—it required
the collective will of an empowered citizenry.

Chapter 4: The Fireside Chat vs. The Digital Bullhorn of Hate
Section I: The Historical Crucible

On Sunday evening, March 12, 1933, eight days after taking office, Franklin
D. Roosevelt sat before a small cluster of microphones in the White House
Diplomatic Reception Room. An estimated sixty million Americans gathered
around wooden console radios in their living rooms, kitchens, and local
general stores to hear the President’s first "Fireside Chat."
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Roosevelt did not use the broadcast to issue administrative decrees or
launch partisan broadsides. He addressed the American public as
intelligent civic partners:

"My friends. | want to talk for a few minutes with the people of the United
States about banking—with the comparatively few who understand the
mechanics of banking, but more particularly with the overwhelming majority
of you who use banks for the making of deposits and the drawing of
checks.”

In simple, conversational, and precise language, Roosevelt explained why
the banks had failed, what the federal government had done during the
Bank Holiday, and why it was safe to return cash to reopened institutions
the following morning. He concluded with a calm appeal to collective
resolve: "After all, there is an element in the readjustment of our financial
system more important than currency, more important than gold, and that is
the confidence of the people.” The next morning, lines formed not to
withdraw cash, but to redeposit it. The banking panic was broken.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

During his presidency, FDR delivered thirty Fireside Chats. He treated the
radio not as a megaphone for personal vanity, but as a classroom for
democratic civic engagement. He understood that mass panic thrives on
obscurity, ambiguity, and fear.
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By explaining the complexities of farm relief, social security, judicial reform,
and later, the industrial mobilization for World War I, Roosevelt built a
direct, trustworthy relationship between the executive office and the
everyday citizen. His tone was deliberate, calm, and reassuring—a steady
adult voice in a world rocked by ideological extremism, totalitarian
demagoguery, and industrial despair.

Section III: The Contrast

The Fireside Chat represents communication designed to unify and elevate,
standing in absolute opposition to Donald Trump’s digital bullhorn.

Dimension

Franklin D. Roosevelt (Fireside Chats)

Donald J. Trump (Digital Bullhorn)

Primary Medium

Intimate radio broadcasts into family parlors
Unfiltered late-night social posts & rally speeches
Objective

Demystify policy, restore confidence, unite the public
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Inflame cultural resentment, sow institutional distrust
Tone

Calm, measured, respectful, educational

Aggressive, mocking, erratic, combative

Target of Critique

Speculative greed and systemic institutional flaws
Political opponents, the free press, dissenting judges
View of the Press

Necessary civic forum; regular open press conferences
Denounced as the "Enemy of the American People”
Civic Impact

Elevated trust in democratic governance

Eroded public Faith in elections, law, and truth
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Roosevelt respected the intelligence of the American public, speaking with
composure to bring citizens together during existential crises. Trump
weaponized communication to divide the public, using schoolyard
nicknames, manufactured conspiracy theories, and relentless attacks on
the judiciary, the intelligence community, and the free press.

Where FDR used new media to preserve democratic institutions and
reassure a terrified populace, Trump used digital media to destabilize
institutional norms and assert that he was the sole source of truth.

Chapter 5: Term Two — The 1936 Mandate, Hubris, and
Democratic Restraint (1937—-1941)

Section I: The Historical Crucible

In November 1936, the American electorate delivered the most lopsided
presidential endorsement since James Monroe’'s uncontested re-election in
1820. Franklin Roosevelt carried forty-six of forty-eight states, capturing
523 electoral votes and leaving Republican Alf Landon with only Maine and
Vermont. He arrived at his second inauguration with massive majorities in
both chambers of Congress and an overwhelming popular mandate to
deepen the New Deal.
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Yet Roosevelt felt politically boxed in by an unelected obstacle: the
conservative majority on the United States Supreme Court—dubbed the
"Four Horsemen" (Justices Butler, McReynolds, Sutherland, and Van
Devanter). Between 1935 and 1936, the Court struck down core pillars of
the New Deal, invalidating the National Industrial Recovery Act (Schechter
Poultry Corp. v. United States), the Agricultural Adjustment Act (United
States v. Butler), and state minimum-wage legislation.

On February 5, 1937, without consulting his congressional leaders or
cabinet, FDR unveiled the Judicial Procedures Reform Bill. The plan
proposed giving the President the power to appoint up to six additional
justices for every sitting member who reached age seventy and declined to
retire.

The public and congressional backlash was immediate and fierce.
Opponents, including staunch allies in his own party like Montana Senator
Burton K. Wheeler and Vice President John Nance Garner, denounced the
measure as a transparent assault on judicial independence. Roosevelt
pushed aggressively, but when the Senate Judiciary Committee issued a
scathing adverse report, and Justice Owen Roberts shifted his vote to
uphold state minimum-wage laws (West Coast Hotel Co. v. Parrish—the
famed "switch in time that saved nine"), the bill died.
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Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

The court-packing fight was Roosevelt’s sharpest domestic political
blunder, born of electoral hubris and frustration with constitutional inertia.
What defined his leadership, however, was his reaction to defeat.

Roosevelt did not incite crowds against the Supreme Court building. He did
not issue executive orders defying judicial rulings, nor did he declare the
justices illegitimate or treasonous. Instead, he absorbed the Senate's
stinging rebuke, let the bill quietly expire, and waited for natural vacancies.
Over the remainder of his presidency, he filled eight Supreme Court seats
through standard Senate confirmations, ultimately reshaping constitutional
jurisprudence without fracturing the tripartite structure of American
government. He respected the constitutional wall when it held firm against
him.

Section III: The Contrast

The comparison between FDR's encounter with judicial checks and Donald
Trump's posture toward the courts reveals two irreconcilable views of
constitutional governance.
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/ FACING INSTITUTIONAL CHECKS /

e, A

| FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT (1937) | DONALD J. TRUMP (2016-PRESENT) /

e, e, A

| *Sought change via formal legislative statute | * Attacked legitimacy of judges directly |

| *Accepted congressional rejection of his bill | * Pressured courts to overturn certified vote/
| * Obeyed adverse Supreme Court rulings | * Called for terminating constitutional rules/

| * Operated strictly within constitutional forms | * Encouraged mob pressure on certification |

e, - A
| T

When federal judges ruled against his policies, Donald Trump routinely
launched ad hominem attacks against them, calling them "so-called
judges,” accusing them of anti-American bias, and attacking individual
judicial clerks and their families.

More critically, when sixty state and federal courts rejected his challenges
to the 2020 election results—including judges he had appointed—Trump did
not accept institutional defeat as Roosevelt did. Instead, he organized
alternative slates of electors, pressured his Vice President to violate his
constitutional oath, and called for the “termination of all rules, regulations,
and articles, even those found in the Constitution."” Roosevelt tested
constitutional limits through legitimate legislative mechanisms and stood
down when checks held; Trump sought to dismantle the checks themselves
fo escape accountability.
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Chapter 6: The Hidden Braces — Quiet Physical Dignity vs.
Performative Bullying

Section I: The Historical Crucible

For the twelve years Franklin Roosevelt resided in the White House, he
could not take a single unassisted step. His legs were limp, withered
remnants of muscle encased in heavy, seven-pound steel-and-leather
braces that locked at the knee.

To stand before an audience, Roosevelt had to execute a demanding
physical routine. He would manually snap the steel hinges of both braces
into place, grip the lectern with arms strengthened like an ironworker’s, and
lean heavily on his son James's arm or his aide "Pa" Watson. He developed
a practiced, rolling gait using a wooden cane, swinging his hips forward
with his abdominal muscles while wearing pants custom-tailored to
disquise the steel framing around his legs.

A silent compact formed between Roosevelt and the White House press
corps. Photographers understood that photographing the President being
carried down stairs, lifted onto trains, or struggling with his wheelchair was
off-limits. Out of tens of thousands of photographs taken during his four
terms, only a handful captured him in a wheelchair.
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This was not simply political vanity; it was a necessary wartime and
Depression-era projection of national capability. Yet behind closed doors,
Roosevelt never hid his condition from his circle. He used an armless
kitchen chair fitted with small wheels to maneuver through his private
quarters, transferring his deadweight torso by arm strength alone
thousands of times without complaint.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

What Roosevelt’s physical reality demanded was an uncommon measure of
daily stoicism. At any public appearance, a loose latch on a brace, a slick
floor, or a bumped elbow meant a public fall. At the 1936 Democratic
National Convention in Philadelphia, as he walked to the podium to deliver
his acceptance speech, an overeager greeter jostled him; his brace
unlocked, and he crashed to the floor, his typed speech scattering into the
crowd.

Roosevelt did not lash out, scream, or fire his security detail. He snapped,
"Clean me up,"had his aides lock the brace, straightened his lapels, and
stepped directly to the microphones to deliver the immortal lines: “There is
a mysterious cycle in human events. To some generations much is given. Of
other generations much is expected. This generation of Americans has a
rendezvous with destiny.”
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He possessed genuine physical toughness: quiet, uncomplaining, and
focused entirely on the duties of his office rather than his personal
discomfort.

Section III: The Contrast

The contrast between Roosevelt's genuine stoicism and Donald Trump's
performative alpha-male posturing is one of character depth.

FDR suffered daily, authentic physical trials and kept it private, never using
it to ask for indulgence or excuse failures. Donald Trump, while avoiding
military service during the Vietnam era through a medical deferment for
bone spurs, built his public persona around an aggressive, boastful
caricature of physical dominance.

Trump's public persona depends on disparaging the physical traits of
others: mocking political opponents’ heights, calling women “unattractive”
or "dogs," and scorning former prisoners of war like John McCain for having
been captured.

This performative posture masks an acute personal fragility. Trump has
reacted with rage to unfilattering press photographs, complained bitterly
and long about minor discomforts, and repeatedly presented himself as
history s ultimate victim. Roosevelt, who lived in daily physical vulnerability,
radiated calm, authentic strength that steadied an anxious nation; Trump,
possessing every privilege of health and wealth, weaponizes cruelty to
project an illusion of strength.
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Part III: The Global Crisis

Chapter 7: Term Three — Breaking Washington's Precedent for
the Republic (1941-1945)

Section I: The Historical Crucible

Since 1796, when George Washington voluntarily stepped aside, no
American president had sought a third term. The two-term tradition was an
unwritten constitutional norm, treated as an inviolable safeguard against
monarchical consolidation of power.

By the summer of 1940, Roosevelt had made preparations to retire to Hyde
Park. He had contracted for his presidential library and signed contracts to
write his memoirs. But world events intervened. In May and June of 1940,
Adolf Hitler's Wehrmacht swept across France, Belgium, and the
Netherlands in six weeks. The British Army stood evacuated and stranded
at Dunkirk; Britain alone stood against fascist domination of the European
continent.

Roosevelt concluded that changing national leadership at that historic
juncture would leave the country vulnerable and destroy the fragile political
coalition supporting aid to Great Britain.
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At the Democratic National Convention in Chicago, FDR refused to actively
campaign for the nomination, insisting that the delegates must be entirely
free to draft him if they saw fit. They did. In November 1940, Roosevelt
defeated Republican Wendell Willkie, shattering the two-term norm by
securing 449 electoral votes. He framed his third term around a singular
imperative: preparing an isolationist United States to survive a worldwide
totalitarian assault.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Breaking Washington's precedent was a momentous civic decision that
invited intense criticism from across the political spectrum. Roosevelt did
not take the norm lightly, nor did he dismiss the fears of his critics who
warned of executive overreach.

His justification rested on a clear ethical distinction: the difference between
holding power for personal ambition and bearing power as an unwelcome
duty in an existential national emergency. Roosevelt made no move to
suspend the Constitution, declare emergency decrees, or cancel the 1940
election. He submitted his candidacy to the ballot box, won the election,
and immediately redirected federal policy toward passing the Lend-Lease
Act, transforming the United States into a vital lifeline for democratic
survival.

THE LEADER VS. THE BULLY
Page 29



THE LEADER VS. THE BULLY

Section III: The Contrast

The difference between FDR seeking a third term in 1940 and Donald
Trump's efforts to hold power beyond his elected mandate in 2020 is the
difference between democratic statesmanship and authoritarian
entitlement.

Roosevelt extended his tenure by submitting to voters' judgment, winning
an overwhelming popular and electoral majority, and following every
statutory and constitutional process. He saw prolonged service as a heavy,
exhausting burden required to defend the republic from foreign fascists.

After losing the 2020 election by seven million votes and seventy-four
electoral votes, Donald Trump refused to accept the American electorate’s
verdict. He filed dozens of baseless lawsuits, pressured local and state
election administrators to manufacture votes, orchestrated fraudulent
slates of electors, and summoned an armed mob to the Capitol on January
6 to disrupt the constitutional certification of the vote.

Roosevelt broke a traditional convention through the democratic ballot to
protect the free world; Trump sought to destroy constitutional mechanisms
through coercion to protect his own vanity and shield himself from legal
exposure.

Chapter 8: The Four Freedoms vs. The Flattery of Dictators
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Section I: The Historical Crucible

On January 6, 1941, eleven months before the attack on Pearl Harbor,
President Roosevelt delivered his eighth State of the Union address to a
divided and heavily isolationist Congress. The speech did not merely
request military appropriations and additional aid for Britain; it articulated
an enduring moral vision for the post-war world.

Drafting the final paragraphs in his study with aides Harry Hopkins and
Samuel Rosenman, Roosevelt dictated four fundamental human freedoms
that should belong to all people:

"In the future days, which we seek to make secure, we look forward to a
world founded upon four essential human freedoms.

The first is freedom of speech and expression—everywhere in the world.

The second is freedom of every person to worship God in his own way—
everywhere in the world.

The third is freedom from want—which, translated into world terms, means
economic understandings which will secure to every nation a healthy
peacetime life for its inhabitants—everywhere in the world.
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The fourth is freedom from fear—which, translated into world terms, means
a world-wide reduction of armaments to such a point and in such a
thorough fashion that no nation will be in a position to commit an act of
physical aggression against any neighbor—anywhere in the world."

These four principles became the moral foundation of the Atlantic Charter,
the rallying cry of the Grand Alliance, and the direct precursor to the United
Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

With the Four Freedoms, Roosevelt placed the United States in clear
opposition to totalitarian ideologies. He rejected the transactional
argument that American foreign policy should focus solely on short-term
self-interest while remaining indifferent to suffering or slaughter abroad.

By defining "freedom from want" and "freedom from fear" alongside basic
civil liberties, Roosevelt expanded the very definition of human rights. He
recognized that democratic self-governance cannot survive where citizens
are starved of economic security or subjected to terror by domestic or
foreign bullies. He called on Americans to understand that their own
freedom was inextricably bound to the freedom of common citizens across
the globe.
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Section III: The Contrast

The moral horizon of the Four Freedoms stands in total opposition to
Donald Trump's foreign policy, which is characterized by the flattery of
autocratic rulers and transactional contempt for democratic allies.

Attribute

Roosevelt's Four Freedoms Doctrine

Trump'’s Transactional Posture

Foundational Metric

Universal human rights & democratic security
Personal favor, transactional leverage, flattery
Allies' Value

Sacred collective defense of free societies
"Freeloaders” to be shaken down financially
Stance on Dictators

Resisted fascism with total industrial mobilization
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Publicly praised Putin, Orban, Xi, and Kim Jong Un

View of Global Order

Built international law & the United Nations

Denounced international treaties and alliances

Moral Clarity

Democracy is worth dying for

"We have plenty of killers, what do you think our country's so innocent?"

Roosevelt spent his final years assembling a coalition of free nations to
dismantle authoritarianism. Donald Trump has consistently expressed open
envy for dictators who hold absolute control over their courts, media, and
militaries, calling Vladimir Putin "genius” for his invasions and praising
Viktor Orban as a "tough, fantastic man."

While Roosevelt called Americans to sacrifice to secure freedom for all
people, Trump has expressed disdain for NATO, threatened to encourage
foreign aggressors to attack American allies who fail to meet spending
targets, and reduced international relations to commercial protection
rackets. Roosevelt stood as the champion of the free world; Trump acts as
an apologist for modern strongmen.
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Chapter 9: The Brain Trust vs. The Sycophantic Echo Chamber
Section I: The Historical Crucible

When Franklin D. Roosevelt entered the White House in March 1933, he did
not rely on party bosses, political machines, or compliant courtiers to
construct his legislative agenda. Instead, he assembled the famous "Brain
Trust"—an unorthodox advisory circle initially drawn from Columbia
University faculty, including Raymond Moley, Rexford Guy Tugwell, and
Adolf A. Berle Jr.

Roosevelt deliberately recruited brilliant minds who harbored diametrically
opposed economic philosophies. Tugwell was an agrarian planner who
advocated strict national industrial planning; Moley was a cautious
conservative who favored corporate self-requlation; Budget Director Lewis
Douglas fought for fiscal austerity and balanced budgets; while Interior
Secretary Harold Ickes and Relief Administrator Harry Hopkins championed
massive public spending and infrastructure programs.

To anchor his labor policy, FDR made the historic appointment of Frances
Perkins as Secretary of Labor—the first woman to serve in a presidential
cabinet. Perkins accepted the post only after handing Roosevelt an
uncompromising written agenda: a federal minimum wage, a limit on
working hours, unemployment insurance, old-age pensions, and the
abolition of child labor. Roosevelt accepted every demand and backed her
through fierce opposition from organized industry and congressional
conservatives.
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Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Roosevelt’'s administrative technique was grounded in deliberate
intellectual friction. Rather than demanding ideological orthodoxy, he
frequently pitted advisers against each other, assigning overlapping
jurisdictions to rivals and inviting them to debate policy in the Oval Office.

Roosevelt acted as an intellectual synthesist. He recognized that complex
governance requires rigorous data, legal precision, and dissenting
perspectives. He was not threatened by advisers whose intellect or
technical mastery surpassed his own; he welcomed their expertise, tested
their theories under cross-examination, and forged pragmatic policies out
of their arguments.

Section III: The Contrast

The Brain Trust model shows an executive confident enough to govern
through intellectual debate, in stark contrast to Donald Trump'’s court of
sycophancy.
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/ THE EXECUTIVE ADVISORY CIRCLE /

5 e

| FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT (The Brain Trust) | DONALD J. TRUMP (The Loyalty Test) /

. e A
L L T

| * Recruited rival thinkers and technical experts| * Demanded absolute personal subservience |
| * Encouraged debate and conflicting proposals | * Expelled officials who stated legal truths |

| * Elevated historic talent (Frances Perkins) | * Relied on family dynastic appointments |

| * Depended on career civil service data | * Branded expert bureaucracy as "Deep State” |

| *Held public officials to ethical standards | * Pardoned convicted loyalists and cronies [

. A
L] T

Donald Trump'’s administration was defined by record cabinet turnover,
purges of nonpartisan experts, and the elevation of unquestioning loyalists.
Trump famously demanded personal loyalty over constitutional oaths—as
documented in his direct appeals to FBI Director James Comey and
Attorney General Jeff Sessions. Cabinet secretaries who offered legal,
historical, or scientific pushback (such as Rex Tillerson, Mark Esper, or
James Mattis) were derided on social media and fired.

Furthermore, Trump treated the nonpartisan federal bureaucracy—the
epidemiologists, intelligence analysts, and career diplomats who preserve
administrative competence—as an internal enemy to be dismantled via
measures like Schedule F.
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Where Roosevelt leveraged expertise to design the Social Security Act and
pull a nation out of economic ruin, Trump subordinated federal agencies to
personal whim, altering official weather maps with a marker and rejecting
scientific consensus during a deadly pandemic.

Chapter 10: Commander-in-Chief — The Arsenal of Democracy
vs. Disdain for Service

Section I: The Historical Crucible

Following the catastrophic attack on Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941,
Franklin Roosevelt faced a two-front war against the most mechanized,
ideologically fanatic military machines in history. He did not attempt to
micromanage battlefield tactics or play amateur strategist. Instead, he
made two strategic decisions that determined the outcome of World War Il:
industrial mobilization of the domestic economy and empowering a
professional military command.

Through the War Production Board, Roosevelt mobilized American private
enterprise, transforming automobile assembly plants into tank and aircraft
factories. By 1944, American factories produced an airplane every five
minutes, outproducing the combined industrial output of all Axis powers.
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At the same time, Roosevelt placed military command in the hands of
seasoned professionals: General George C. Marshall, General Dwight D.
Eisenhower, Admiral Ernest King, and Admiral Chester Nimitz. Roosevelt
established broad political objectives—the "Germany First" doctrine,
unconditional surrender, and the preservation of the Grand Alliance—while
giving his commanders operational autonomy. When Marshall insisted that
an immediate cross-channel invasion in 1942 was logistically impossible,
Roosevelt listened, deferred to his chief of staff, and pivoted to Operation
Torch in North Africa.

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Roosevelt understood the sacred weight of sending young Americans to
die. He did not treat soldiers as expendable pawns or props for martial
spectacle. When drafting plans for victory, he insisted that military strategy
be paired with post-war reintegration. In June 1944, just weeks after the
Normandy invasion, Roosevelt signed the Servicemen’'s Readjustment Act—
the Gl Bill of Rights.

The GI Bill guaranteed returning servicemen tuition-free higher education,
low-cost home mortgages, and unemployment allowances, creating the
modern American middle class. FDR recognized that the men and women
fighting in the Pacific and Europe were citizens first, entitled to the full
economic gratitude of the nation they saved.
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Section III: The Contrast

The contrast between Roosevelt's stewardship as Commander-in-Chief and
Donald Trump's posture toward the military is a contrast between civic
reverence and transactional contempt.

Roosevelt treated military commanders with professional deference and
spoke of military sacrifice with moral seriousness. Donald Trump’s
relationship with the armed forces was marked by public disrespect for the
sacrifice of service. Trump notoriously remarked that Senator John McCain
was "not a war hero" because "he was captured,’ adding, "I like people who
weren't captured.”

Trump repeatedly clashed with his own highest-ranking military appointees.
When Chairman of the Joint Chiefs General Mark Milley and Defense
Secretary Mark Esper resisted the deployment of active-duty troops to
suppress domestic civilian protests in 2020, Trump treated their adherence
to the Constitution as personal betrayal. Reports from his own former chief
of staff, General John Kelly, confirmed that Trump struggled to understand
why soldiers risked their lives, privately referring to fallen Americans buried
at Aisne-Marne Cemetery in France as "losers" and "suckers.’

FDR understood that the American military swears an oath to the
Constitution, not to a man; Trump viewed the armed forces as a personal
security apparatus and judged service through a metric of personal gain.
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Part IV: The Final Measure and Enduring Legacy
Chapter 11: Term Four — The Final Sacrifice (1944—-1945)
Section I: The Historical Crucible

By the spring of 1944, Franklin D. Roosevelt was dying. Examined at
Bethesda Naval Hospital by cardiologist Dr. Allys Cook, the President was
diagnosed with severe hypertension, hypertensive heart disease, and
congestive heart failure. His blood pressure routinely spiked to alarming
levels (frequently exceeding 200/100 mmHg), and his heart was markedly
enlarged. His doctors warned that another four-year term would prove fatal.

Roosevelt knew his physical condition. Yet with the Normandy landings
imminent and the delicate post-war international order unresolved, he
concluded that stepping down would trigger a global leadership vacuum.
He accepted the Democratic nomination for a fourth term, campaigning
through the freezing, driving rain of New York City in an open car for four
hours to refute Republican claims that he was an invalid.

In February 1945, Roosevelt undertook a grueling 14,000-mile journey by
warship and unpressurized aircraft to the Crimean resort of Yalta to meet
with Winston Churchill and Joseph Stalin.
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Coughing, gray-faced, and suffering from acute shortness of breath, FDR
spent seven days negotiating the post-war partition of Germany, securing
Soviet entry into the war against Japan, and, most crucially, winning Stalin’s
commitment to join the United Nations. Upon returning home, he was so
physically depleted that he broke presidential precedent by addressing a
joint session of Congress while seated in the well of the House, apologizing
for his posture: "/ hope that you will pardon me for this unusual posture of
sitting down, but | know you will realize that it makes it a lot easier for me
not to have to carry about ten pounds of steel around on the bottom of my
legs.”

Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Roosevelt’s fourth term was an act of complete physical self-sacrifice. On
April 12, 1945, while resting at his beloved "Little White House" in Warm
Springs, Georgia, drafting a speech for Jefferson Day, he raised his hand to
his temple and whispered, “/ have a terrific headache.” Two hours later, he
died of a massive cerebral hemorrhage.

Roosevelt gave his life to the presidency. He did not hoard power to enrich
himself or evade prosecution; he spent his final reserves of cardiovascular
strength to ensure that Nazi tyranny was crushed and that a durable
international architecture—the United Nations—was established to prevent a
third world war.
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Section III: The Contrast

The moral divide between Roosevelt's final sacrifice and Donald Trump's
survivalist ethos captures two opposing conceptions of public life.

Dimension

Franklin D. Roosevelt (1944-1945)

Donald J. Trump (2020-Present)

Personal Cost

Sacrificed his remaining physical life for the nation
Sacrificed public institutions to shield his self-interest
View of Power

A heavy, exhausting civic duty carried to the grave
An instrument for personal vanity and immunity
Response to Mortality / Defeat

Focused on post-war peace and collective survival

Focused on personal retribution and overturning losses
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Institutional Stewardship

Built the United Nations and Bretton Woods order
Attacked NATO, the Department of Justice, and courts
Historical Ethic

The leader serves and preserves the republic

The republic must bend to protect the leader

Roosevelt sacrificed his health so that democratic institutions would outlive
him. Donald Trump operates on an inverted ethos: he demands that the
institutions of the republic—the Department of Justice, the intelligence
agencies, the judiciary, and local election boards—sacrifice their integrity to
protect him from accountability.

Roosevelt died at his desk serving his country; Trump has used political
office to solicit personal legal defense funds, commodify the presidency,
and declare that if he faces accountability, the nation itself will face
‘bedlam” and retribution. Roosevelt gave everything to the state; Trump
demands the state sacrifice everything for him.

Chapter 12: The Architecture of Legacy — What Kind of Nation
Do We Choose?
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Section I: The Historical Crucible

When the funeral train bearing Franklin Roosevelt's body traveled from
Warm Springs back to Washington, D.C., and on to Hyde Park, hundreds of
thousands of Americans lined the railroad tracks in silence. Men wept
openly; women held up their children so they could say they witnessed the
passing of the man who had brought them through the Great Depression
and World War II.

The institutional monument Roosevelt left behind transformed American
life:

« The Social Compact: Social Security, the 40-hour workweek, the federal
minimum wage, and the ban on child labor established the baseline
principle that an industrialized democracy owes its working citizens
economic dignity.

« Financial and Physical Infrastructure: The FDIC, the SEC, the Tennessee
Valley Authority, the Bonneville Dam, and thousands of public bridges,
hospitals, and schools built by the PWA and WPA modernized the
American continent.

« The Free World: The defeat of European fascism, the creation of the
United Nations, and the Bretton Woods monetary system laid the
groundwork for decades of global stability and democratic alliance.
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Section II: Character and Moral Evolution

Roosevelt's legacy proves that a democratic government is not an external
oppressor, but the highest expression of a free people’s collective moral
will. In his 1944 State of the Union address, he proposed a Second Bill of
Rights—an "Economic Bill of Rights"—arguing that political liberties without
economic security are hollow:

"Necessitous men are not free men. People who are hungry and out of a job
are the stuff of which dictatorships are made."

He understood that demagogues and tyrants do not rise in healthy
societies; they feed on despair, abandonment, and unaddressed economic
decay. True leadership does not exploit those fractures for personal power;
it builds strong institutions that heal them.

Section III: The Contrast

The concluding chapter synthesizes the book's central thesis: the American
republic stands before an existential choice between two fundamentally
incompatible models of national character.
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The Roosevelt model calls Americans to public service, quiet courage
under physical adversity, institutional stewardship, respect for
constitutional guardrails, and collective responsibility for the vulnerable.
It is a philosophy rooted in the conviction that democracy requires
empathy, intellectual rigor, and an unshakeable belief that our destinies
are shared.

The Trump model appeals to cultural resentment, personal grievance,
institutional demolition, sycophancy, and authoritarian bullying. It replaces
the common good with zero-sum transactionalism, treats democratic
norms with contempt, and elevates a single man above the rule of law.

Franklin Roosevelt proved that a leader can wield immense executive power
while elevating civic dignity, deepening democracy, and facing trial with
stoic grace. Donald Trump proves how quickly that democratic fabric can
be frayed when executive power is seized by a bully whose only loyalty is to
himself. Franklin Delano Roosevelt's history remains our clearest reminder
of what true presidential greatness looks like—and what is at stake if we
fail to demand it.

Archival Source Guide and Primary References
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Key Speeches & State Papers of Franklin D. Roosevelt

1. The Commonwealth Club Address (San Francisco, CA — September 23, 1932): Formulation of
the modern social contract between government and economic life.

2. First Inaugural Address (Washington, D.C. — March 4, 1933): “The only thing we have to fear is
fear itself"and executive mobilization against the banking collapse.

3. First Fireside Chat on the Banking Crisis (The White House — March 12, 1933): Demystifying
financial mechanisms and addressing the public as partners.

4. Second Inaugural Address (Washington, D.C. — January 20, 1937): "/ see one-third of a nation
ill-housed, ill-clad, ill-nourished.”

5. The Four Freedoms Speech (Annual Message to Congress — January 6, 1941): Articulation of
speech, worship, freedom from want, and freedom from fear as global imperatives.

6. The Economic Bill of Rights (State of the Union Address — January 11, 1944): Establishing the
constitutional link between personal freedom and material security.

Primary Memoirs & Historical Records

o Eleanor Roosevelt: This | Remember (Harper & Brothers, 1949); The
Autobiography of Eleanor Roosevelt (Harper & Row, 1961).

o Frances Perkins: The Roosevelt | Knew (Viking Press, 1946).

o Harold L. Ickes: The Secret Diary of Harold L. Ickes (3 vols., Simon &
Schuster, 1953-1954).

« Samuel I. Rosenman: Working with Roosevelt (Harper & Brothers, 1952).

o Frank Freidel:Franklin D. Roosevelt (4 vols., Little, Brown, 1952-1973).

o Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr.: The Age of Roosevelt (3 vols., Houghton
Mifflin, 1957-1960).
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Complete Publication Checklist

o [x] Genre Conversion: The manuscript is completely converted from a
clinical guilt/forgiveness self-help text into a historical biography and
political exposé.

« [x] Complete Narrative Arc: All twelve chapters are drafted in full across
four thematic parts (Crucible of Character, Domestic Battleground,
Global Crisis, Final Measure).

o [x] Systematic Three-Part Structure: Every chapter rigorously follows
the tripartite model (Section I: Historical Crucible, Section Il: Character
and Moral Evolution, Section Ill: The Contrast).

« [x] Primary Visuals Integrated: Public-domain archival photographs
from NARA/FDR Presidential Library collections are embedded for
Warm Springs (Chapter 6) and Yalta (Chapter 11).

o [x] Complete Front and Back Matter: Dedication, author's preface,
archival citations, bibliography, and back-cover promotional copy are
compiled and aligned.

Sources

1. https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CHRG-111shrg53161/html/CHRG-
111shrg53161.htm
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THE LEADER
VS. THE BULLY

In "THE LEADER VS. THE BULLY," the contrasting legacies of Franklin D. Roosevelt and Donald
Trump illuminate two divergent visions of American leadership. Roosevelt's steadfast commitment
to public service and democratic institutions stands in stark opposition to Trump's self-serving
approach, which erodes civic trust and exploits division. As the nation grapples with its identity,
this compelling examination challenges readers to choose between a model of collective
responsibility and one of transactional power.

Roosevelt died at his desk serving his country; Trump has used political office to solicit
personal legal defense funds, commaodify the presidency, and declare that if he faces
accountability, the nation itself will face "bedlam” and retribution. Roosevelt gave
everything to the state; Trump demands the state sacrifice everything for him.

"Dr. Arthur George Scott holds profound respect for Franklin D. Roosevelt—a leader dedicated to
the best interests of all Americans throughout his life. Roosevelt guided the nation across four
terms because the American people placed enduring trust in his judgment, leadership, and
wisdom."
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