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Throughout his campaign, Donald Trump had 

been rather coy about many of the specifics of 

his policies were he to become President, 

instead garnering headlines mainly for his 

brash antics and out of the ordinary tactics on 

the campaign trail. However vague his policy 

specifics may be, Trump has made it clear 

what direction he plans to head in on several 

major issue areas such as U.S. foreign policy 

and immigration. A reoccurring motif that 

Trump used throughout the campaign was the 

idea of putting “America first.” Though 

opaque, the message resonated with voter’s 

and Trump has come to shape his vision of 

foreign policy and immigration within what 

he thinks will put America first.  

 

“America First” 
Because Trump has never held any sort of 

public office prior to becoming President, 

there is some uncertainty on where he stands 

in regard to foreign policy. However, over the 

course of his campaign a much clearer picture 

begins to emerge on how Trump will attempt 

to operate once in office.  

 

On April 27, he gave a speech in Washington 

where he outlined many of his goals for 

foreign policy. Early on in the speech he 

makes it very clear that “The direction I will  

 

 

 

                                                      
1 Donald Trump,  “Donald J. Trump Foreign Policy 
Speech” (Speech, Washington D.C., April 27, 2016) 
https://www.donaldjtrump.com/press-
releases/donald-j.-trump-foreign-policy-speech 

 

outline today will also return us to a timeless 

principle. My foreign policy will always put 

the interests of the American people, and 

American security, above all else. That will be  

the foundation of every decision that I will 

make.” 1 

 

One of the biggest problems facing the 

interests of the American people in Trump’s 

view is the undue burden that he believes has 

been placed upon the U.S. through various 

alliances. The most notable example of this is 

Trump’s ambivalent, and sometimes hostile, 

view of NATO. Though it seems as if he is 

more open to the idea of maintaining the 

alliance than perhaps he was in the past, he 

has made it clear that he wants other countries 

to up their share of defense costs. In his April 

27th, foreign policy speech, he made it clear 

that he believes the U.S. pays for too much of 

Europe’s defense, saying “We have spent 

trillions of dollars over time – on planes, 

missiles, ships, equipment – building up our 

military to provide a strong defense for 

Europe and Asia. The countries we are 

defending must pay for the cost of this defense 

– and, if not, the U.S. must be prepared to let 

these countries defend themselves.” 2 

 

The implication of this is that if other 

countries within NATO do not meet the 

budget expectations of Trump, then the U.S. 

would not be obligated to honor their alliance 

2 Donald Trump,  “Donald J. Trump Foreign Policy 
Speech” (Speech, Washington D.C., April 27, 2016) 
https://www.donaldjtrump.com/press-
releases/donald-j.-trump-foreign-policy-speech 
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commitment. Trump’s emphasis on more 

equally shared defense budget has raised 

questions on how the United States would 

react if for example Russia would invade one 

of the Baltic states. In a July 21st interview 

with The New York Times, Trump was 

ambiguous about whether he would honor the 

NATO treaty and come to the defense of the 

Baltic states if they were to be invaded if those 

states had not met his expectations, saying 

“Have they fulfilled their obligations to us? If 

they fulfill their obligations to us, the answer 

is yes…(and) I’m not saying if not. I’m saying, 

right now there are many countries that have 

not fulfilled their obligations to us.” 3 

 

It can also be gleaned from the speeches and 

interviews that Trump has made that he 

believes that the U.S. under Obama has 

overextended itself, and that the U.S. in some 

regards should not take such a leadership role 

in attempting to shape the world. On Trump’s 

website, one of the bulleted policy points that 

he says he will pursue is to “End the current 

strategy of nation-building and regime 

change.” This goes along with his pursuit of 

“America First” as he has made it clear that as 

long as a given state regime is an ally and 

assist to the United States, the internal 

makeup and policies of that state are not as 

important. An example of Trump’s mindset on 

this can be seen in his July New York Times 

interview, where he gave his support to 

Erdogan in Turkey, as Trump is willing to 

overlook his human rights record since 

Erdogan in his eyes is a potential ally against 

ISIS (or Daesh). 4 

 

ISIS (Daesh?) 
One foreign policy that Trump has made 

abundantly clear is his position towards ISIS. 

His almost hyper focus on ISIS is borne out of 

his belief that “radical Islam” is a major 

problem for both foreign policy and 

domestically (which influences his belief 

about immigration. Stopping “radical Islam” 

is one area where Trump sees the potential 

                                                      
3 (Trump, 2016) 
4 (Trump, 2016) 

usefulness of NATO, in order to coordinate 

planning against Islamic terrorism.  

 

While he has expounded greatly on the 

relatively uncontroversial stance of opposing 

the Islamic State, he has yet to publicly 

explain how he will defeat them in any 

substantial way. He has said numerous time 

on his website as well as interviews that one of 

the faults he sees in the Obama 

administration is their (in his eyes) tendency 

to reveal operations too early, such as the 

withdrawal of troops from Afghanistan.  

Whether he really has a convincing and 

different strategy up his sleeve, or has just 

been spouting empty rhetoric remains to be 

seen.  

 

Trump’s desire to rid the Middle East of ISIS 

at all costs could also lead to potential 

collaboration with Putin as well as an 

acceptance of Assad’s continued role in Syria.5  

 

5 (Trump, 2016) 


