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BEYAN
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sunulmadigini beyan ederim.
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0z
ABD Bagkanlik Miinazaralari, Tiirkiye'nin yani sira bir¢ok iilkede canli yayinda
cevrilen ve en cok takip edilen TV programlarindan biridir. 2020 yil,
miinazaralarin bir pandeminin goélgesinde gerceklesmesi bakimindan oldukga
kayda degerdir. Bununla birlikte adaylarin siirekli birbirini bélmesiyle ortaya
cikan kargasali ortam izleyicilerin de dikkatini ¢ekmistir. Tiirkiye'de, bu yilki
miinazaralar pandemi nedeniyle alinan 6nlemlerin sekillendirdigi yeni ¢alisma
kosullart ile birlikte TV'de canli olarak ¢evrilmistir. Dolayisiyla bu ¢alisma, 2020
ABD Bagskanlik Miinazaralari’nin televizyonda simultane terciime yoluyla nasil
yeniden gercevelendigini incelemeyi amaglamaktadir. Betimleyici nitelikteki bu
calismada, medya calismalarinda siklikla kullanilan bir ¢cer¢evede, iki farkli haber
kaynagindan yapilan tartismalarin simultane ceviri kayitlar1 elde edilmistir.
Ayrica Bagkanlik Miinazaralari’n1 ¢eviren terciimanlar ile derinlemesine
goriismeler yapilmistir. Gergek ¢eviri 6rnekleri 1518inda ve acik uglu miilakatlar
araciligiyla ¢evirmenlerin ¢alisma kosullari ve hazirlik siirecleri ile miinazaralarin
cevirisine yoOnelik kararlar1 analiz edilmistir Sonu¢ olarak, Baskanlik
Miinazaralar’’nin simultane ¢eviri yoluyla nasil yeniden cercevelendigi ve
terclimanlarin nasil ¢ergeveleyici olarak one ¢iktig1 sorusuna 11k tutmak i¢in
veriler ve goriismeler Cerceveleme Teorisi 15181nda incelenmistir. Bu dogrultuda,
cevirileri gerceveleyen c¢alisma kosullar1 ve hazirlik siireglerinin yani1 sira
terclimanlarin da aldiklar1 karar ve benimsedikleri stratejilerle miinazaralari

yeniden cerceveledikleri goriilmiistiir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: ABD Bagkanlik Miinazaralari, Televizyon Cevirmenligi,

Cerceveleme Kurami, yeniden ¢erceveleme, sozlii geviri



ABSTRACT

The U.S. Presidential Debates are one of the most followed TV shows being
interpreted live in many countries as well as in Turkey. The year 2020 was
noteworthy in the sense that the debates were held in the shadow of a pandemic.
Along with that, the tumultuous environment with overlapping talks of the
candidates received a great deal of attention. In Turkey, this year’s debates were
interpreted live on TV with the new working conditions shaped by the precautions
due to the pandemic. It is against this background that this study aims to examine
how the 2020 American presidential debates are reframed through simultaneous
interpretation on television. Against this backdrop, recordings of the simultaneous
interpretation of the debates were obtained from 2 news outlets. Furthermore, in-
depth interviews with the interpreters of the Presidential Debates were
corroborated with the real interpreting instances. Through interviews, working
conditions and preparation process of the interpreters will be analysed as well as
their decisions pertaining to the interpretation of the debates. As a result, the data
and the interviews will be scrutinized in the light of Framing Theory to shed light
on the question how the simultaneous interpretation of the presidential debates
were (re)framed and the interpreters become (re)framers. Correspondingly, the
results prove that along with working conditions and preparation processes
framing the simultaneous interpretations, interpreters as well (re)frame the debates

with the decisions and strategies they adopt.

Key Words: U.S. Presidential Debates, TV Interpreting, Framing Theory,

Reframing, intepreting
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INTRODUCTION
TV interpreting can be evaluated as a specific field of study with its unique features and

challenges. In Turkey, research on TV interpreting remains limited with the exception of
recent studies made by (Arzik Erzurumlu 2016, 2019). Research in this field focuses on
the interpreters, strategies used while interpreting and discourse studies analyzing the
interpreted data. The main research question paves the way for this research is “how is
the interpretation of 2020 U.S. Presidential Debates reframed through TV interpreting?”.
In this thesis, a new approach (Framing Theory) will be adopted to bring a new
perspective to the field. The approach has become more common as it sheds light on many
aspects in social sciences. Though, there are several studies using Framing Theory within
Translation Studies, it is a new phenomenon for Interpreting, more specifically TV
interpreting.

Several definitions have been made to clarify the method and the concept itself.
Entman has conceptualized framing as selection and salience. He argues that “To frame
is to select some aspects of a perceived reality and make them more salient in a
communicating text, in such a way as to promote a particular problem definition, causal
interpretation, moral evaluation, and/or treatment recommendation for the item
described.”(Entman 1993, 52). Baker (2006) as a Translation Studies scholar, states that
existing theoretical frameworks such as the notion of norms or Venuti’s dichotomies are
inadequate to analyse current issues in Translation & Interpreting Studies. She (2006)
proposes Frame Analysis to provide a new perspective into the field and defines frames
as “deliberate, discursive moves designed to anticipate and guide others’ interpretation of
and attitudes towards a set of events”. Thus, none of our choices should be seen as
“random”.

Within this context, Translation & Interpreting practices can be considered as a
“re-framing” activity and thus translators more specifically interpreters become
“framers”. This process of reframing may involve any linguistic or non-linguistic
resource which include “exploiting paralinguistic devices such as intonation and

typography, visual resources such as colour, image and layout, and of course linguistic



devices such as tense shifts, deixis, code switching, and the use of euphemisms” (cf.
Baker 2016: 158)

Drawing on framing as the theoretical framework, this study will offer a
discussion of interpreting activity and interpreters within the perspective of framing
theory by focusing on the TV interpreting of the US Presidential Debates held in 2020.
As the whole world is going through a global crisis due to Covid-19, the situation has
created new challenges for interpreters, particularly in working conditions. In this sense,
the research will not only touch upon the specific challenges of interpreting debates but
also mention other problems interpreters face due to Covid measures. To this end, I will
attempt to elaborate on working conditions and preparation processes shaped by the
Covid-19 measures and further discuss how these processes framed the simultaneous
interpretation of the debates. To ensure the validity and credibility of the thesis, 1 will
resort to the triangulation method. Along with analysing the simultaneous interpretation
recordings of the debates, | will conduct in-depth interviews with the TV interpreters who
interpreted for this year’s debates. In doing so, I will attempt to crosscheck the data I
gathered. In what follows, | will go over the general overview of the chapters.

Overview of the Chapters
The first chapter provides a general examination of TV interpreting, touching upon the

historical background and distinctive features of the profession. Correspondingly,
different modes of interpreting on TV are discussed and TV interpreting research is
addressed. By the same token, a brief overview of the profession in Turkey is presented.

The second chapter covers the Presidential Debates in the U.S detailing the
journey of the debates on TV. The Presidential Debates held in 2020 will be elaborated
contesting this year’s peculiarity such as the constant interruptions and the pandemic
shadowing the debate. Furthermore, insights into the U.S Presidential Debates interpreted
in Turkish news outlets will be offered.

Following the overview of TV Interpreting and Presidential Debates, the third
chapter is devoted to the Framing Theory and its use in the Translation Studies.

In the fourth chapter, the methodology of the thesis will be provided in detail. The
way the data is collected and transcribed, the softwares used for transcription will be
presented. Furthermore, the interview process, involving the selection of candidates and

questions will be described thoroughly.



Chapter five covers the analysis of the results and offers a general discussion.
Accordingly, three main issues are depicted: Working conditions framing the SI,
Preparation framing the Sl and lastly reframing through simultaneous Interpreting. First
working conditions on TV shaped by the Covid-19 will be depicted with reference to
interviews. Moreover, how the working conditions shadowed by the pandemic framed
the Sl of the debates were discussed. Secondly, how the preparation process and prior
knowledge framed the SI will be analysed. Lastly, the main argument “reframing through
simultaneous interpreting will be presented by analysing the transcriptions of
simultaneous interpretation records of the debates.

Taking the results into account, the conclusion will elaborate on the overall
study. In line with the analysis, this thesis suggests that interpreting can be considered
as an act of reframing and that interpreters as (re)framers. The simultaneous
interpretation of presidential debates in Turkish news outlets presented a useful object
to prove the hypothesis.

The appendix comprises the transcripts of the SI records obtained from NO1 and

NO2 along with the transcripts of the interviews.



1. TVINTERPRETING
Technological advances in the 21% century have introduced new settings for media

interpreting, and among these, interpreting for television can be seen as the most
“traditional type of media interpreting”. (P6chacker 2011, 22) As a professional activity,
TV interpreting is a distinguished realm with its idiosyncratic features, challenges, and
constraints. These features such as different modes of interpreting (consecutive,
simultaneous), physical environment and time constraints and vice versa make TV
interpreting a more attractive field of practice and research.

1.1. The profession of TV interpreting

Interpreting on TV dates back to the 60's (Pinhas 1972; Nishiyama 1988). Especially the
famous Apollo 11’s landing on the moon was considered as a turning point since
simultaneous interpreting reached a widespread audience for the first time in history. Sl,
therefore, drew the attention of the viewers immensely. Nishiyama tells the repercussions
of the incident in Japan as follows:

The public exposure of simultaneous interpreting during the Apollo
telecasts served to bring this art to the attention of the widest possible
audience in Japan. Much interest was aroused not only in the astronauts
and flights themselves but also in the art of simultaneous interpreting. [...]
Perhaps, the Apollo telecasts, [...] might also be considered a historic
landmark in the advancement and awareness of simultaneous interpreting
in Japan.
Sen Nishiyama, 1988: 68-69

Unlike Japanese experience, simultaneous interpretation of Apollo 11 on lItalian
television was only available for the journalists in the studio (cf. Dal Fovo 2014, 1).
However, it was not only the Apollo 11 incident that sparked the interest in
interpreting. The Tiananmen Square incident in 1989 in Beijing and the First Gulf War
in 1991 were among major events in which broadcast interpreters were hired in Japan and
the term “hoso tsuyaku” (broadcast interpreter) was coined (cf. Tsurata 2011, 158).
France was no exception in the 1960's. Eliane Bros-Brann states that interpretation
on TV first appeared in the 1960s in France. These interpretations of the programs such
as “Les Dossiers de I’Ecran”, “Apostrophes” were held on a weekly schedule (cf. Bross-

Brann 2002).



The Arabic practice of simultaneous interpreting on TV, conversely, harks back
to early 1990s with the establishment of first private Arabic satellite televisions which
caused radical changes in the Arab world (cf. Darwish 2006, 57-58).

When it comes to Turkey, just like other examples given above, the Gulf War in
1991 introduced TV interpreting for Turkish audience.! As Arzik-Erzurumlu states,
“Back then, the interpreters interpreting for the one and only private TV channel in
Turkey had to fly to Germany and interpret in the studio based in Germany, working on
shifts” (Arzik Erzurumlu, 2019: 70).

Overall, it stands to reason that over the years, the profession has become more
established with specific TV Interpreting practices in several countries. The European
cultural TV channel ARTE for instance, broadcasts in both German & French with its
self-employed interpreters (cf. Dorte and Finfer 2011, 101-1-2). Another prominent
example is Japanese NHK which has “over 20 years of history in having broadcast
interpreters interpret news programs from abroad on a regular basis” (Tsurata 2011, 159).
Korean practice is also a unique model. As Lee puts forward, simultaneous interpretation
of academy awards was aired through open Korean captions as a result of the expectancy
of the audience (cf. Lee 2011, 145-146).

1.2. Modes of Interpreting on Television

Interpreting on TV may vary in terms of several aspects. First, interpreting activity might
be live or pre-recorded (cf. Pochacker, 2007). Though it is a common tendency to group
interpreting activity as consecutive vs. simultaneous, there are also other ways to classify
TV interpreting. As Dal Fovo puts forward, “Interpreters on television may work in
various modes, depending on the broadcast profile and interaction type they perform in”
(Dal Fovo 2011, 4). TV interpeting and the way it is performed therefore is closely related
to meeting the expectations of the executives as well as the audience.

In Dal Fovo’s categorization, simultaneous mode of interpreting mostly covers 1)
the interpretation of institutional events (presidential debates, victory speeches, addresses
to the nation), 2) link-ups with foreign broadcasting channels (breaking news, briefings,

press conferences) and 3) media events (funerals, wedding ceremonies) (cf. 2011, 4).

! The Turkish case will be elaborated separately in this study.
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Consecutive mode, alternatively, includes “face-to-face interactions (talk shows,
interviews, press conferences)” (cf. 2011, 4).

Alternatively, in simultaneous mode, TV interpreters may not always share the
exact same place and time with the communication partners in the event. Falbo (2011)
makes a distinction between “simultaneous interpreting in presentia (SIP)” and
“simultaneous interpreting in absentia (SIA)”. In the first case the interpreter shares the
hic et nunc (space and time) (with participants and his/her presence is essential for the
primary communication partners and TV audience (Falbo 2011) whereas in SIA,
simultaneous interpreters are generally isolated from the communicative even, not
sharing the hic and sometimes the nunc with the participants. The interpreter in this case,
is fundamental for the TV audience. The simultaneous and consecutive modes, however,
might be divided into sub-categories. One significant example of SIA is the interpretation
of US presidential debates broadcasted live by media outlets in many countries.

In the Turkish example, debates are interpreted live on TV channels such as NTV,
CNN TURK and Habertirk. The interpreter neither shares the space nor the time as the
debates are held at 04.00 am in Turkish timezone. Conversely, consecutive mode of
interpreting on TV entails the physical presence of the interpreter positioned next to
participants. As for consecutive interpreting, Mack argues that the interpreter is “mainly
on-screen, but his/her visibility to the audience is determined by the camera” (Mack 2002,
206). Dal Fovo, moreover, holds that CI is often performed without taking notes,
particularly in talk shows, “where the interpreter sits next to the guest, simultaneously
whispering the translation of the host’s questions in his/her ear, and subsequently
interpreting the guest’s answer aloud in consecutive mode” (Dal Fovo 2015, 245).

In terms of the participants, Bistra Alexieva (1999) groups interpreter mediated

TV events as the Dialogue Type of TV IMEs and the Monologue Type of TV IMEs. As
regards dialogue type of TV Interpreting, two casts of participants come to the fore:

(i) the on-screen Speaker and Addressee, who may alternatingly change
roles, their dialogue being mediated by the Interpreter, and usually
controlled by a Moderator; and (ii) an off-screen cast consisting of the TV
channel programmers (authors of the programme, moderators, etc.) as
Initiator and the off-screen Addressees — the TV audiences for whom the
programme was created.

(Alexieva 1999, 335)



In line with Alexieva’s classification, the interpreter mediates among the on-screen
speaker and the Addressee, the TV channel programmers and the TV audience who might
be seen as the real Addressees. The Monologue Type of TV IME, conversely, is more
straightforward as the only target for interpreters in this case is the TV audience. By the
same token, Dal Fovo (2011) holds that debates, press conferences and interviews are
dialogue-like interactions, whereas speeches and declarations fall under the category of
monologue-like interactions.

Alternatively, Castillo (2015, 281) categorizes live broadcast interpreting as
Liaison, Simultaneous and Mixed: Simultaneous/Liaison. Furthermore, a significant
distinction is made by Arzik Erzurumlu (2016). Based on her own practice within the field,
she suggests that TV Interpreting can be classified as simultaneous, consecutive, sight
and sign interpreting (Arzik Erzurumlu 2016, 6) In terms of sight interpreting, Arzik
Erzurumlu holds that in some cases the interpreter gets the text before a speech is
delivered and thus, he/she translates the text into a verbal form (cf. Arzik Erzurumlu 2016,
6). Sign language interpreting also requires special attention as it takes place largely on
TV channels. In this mode, the TV program is aired on a larger screen while the sign
language interpreter interprets on a second smaller screen.

Specific TV genres also require the use of different modes of interpreting. To
cite an example, talk shows are generally a mixture of other genres (cf. Katan & Straniero-
Sergio 2001) involving different modes of interpreting. As Pdchacker states, talk shows
entail “whispered (simultaneous) interpreting for studio guests, especially of questions by
the host, and a consecutive, or semi-simultaneous, rendition of foreign-language
utterances for the benefit of the studio and/or broadcast audience” (Péchacker 2007, 124).
In line with that, Amato & Mack (2011) draw particular attention on interpreting for the
Oscar Awards Ceremony which involves both on stage and pre-recorded videos with
many interactions.

To sum up, TV interpreting classifications may vary depending on the
broadcast type (live or pre-recorded), delivery (SI, CI, sign and sight interpreting etc.),
interaction type (monologue like / dialogue like interactions) and TV genre (talk show

interpreting, award ceremonies, debates etc.). Drawing on the discussions above, it is



worth emphasizing that the focus of this thesis is live simultaneous interpreting on TV
which is performed voiceover with the original sound audible in the background.

1.3. Research on TV Interpreting

Over the years, TV Interpreting profession sparked the interests of the researchers on a
wider scale with its specific characteristics. Pochacker emphasizes that TV interpreting
“holds particular attraction as a research topic at the interface between interpreting-
specific concerns and broader theoretical issues of audiovisual and multidimensional
translation” (Pochacker, 2007: 123). Contributions to this field cover a wide spectrum of
issues ranging from specific characteristics to the quality, stress factors, interpreter roles
and several case studies focusing on the practice of the profession in different countries.

Early studies dating back to the 80s, generally cover personal experiences,
working conditions and boundaries of the profession in the first place. Nishiyama (1988),
for instance, touches upon the first appearance of the interpreters on TV and explains the
circumstances in Japan. Based on his own narration, we concur that in the very first
experiences interpreter positions have changed depending on viewer’s expectations: “My
position had been changed from the booth to a table in the studio with a TV camera trained
on it.” (Nishiyama 1988, 6). In another statement he mentions the challenges pertaining
to the technical equipment stating that “The last portion of the statement could not be
heard over the background voice in my headphones” (ibid. 1988, 6).

It is with the growth on the television market that triggered the need for
interpreting on television. Just as Daly (1988), Kurz (1990) touches upon language
barriers on television within the European context. As an early contribution to the field
Daly (1988), elaborates on the EURIKON experiments and the use of “conference
interpreters” to overcome the language barrier. Conversely, Kurz’s work promotes the
term “media interpreting” stating that it is “a new job profile” comprising both
journalistic and language tasks. Having stated that media interpreters encounter the same
challenges & constraints conference interpreters face, she adds further challenges
pertaining to the fluent delivery, speed, heavy exposure, and technical issues in a TV
setting. Along the same lines as Kurz (1990), the concept of media interpreting prevailed
in several studies (e.g. Kurz 1997, Viaggio 2001, Katan & Straniero Sergio 2003,
Pochhacker 2007). Alternatively, “live broadcast simultaneous interpreting” (Pochacker
1997), broadcasting interpreting (Shibahara 2009) or broadcast interpreting (Tsuruta



2011) appear in the literature, as well. Furthermore, TV interpreting is mentioned in Kurz
(1997), Alexieva (1999) and preferred as a first choice as it become more specialized over
the years (Péchhacker 2011, Serrano 2011, Dérte& Flnfer 2011, Dal Favo 2011, 2013,
2018).

When it comes to media interpreting, the concept covers a broad range of
categories. Pochacker holds that “Prototypically, media interpreting would refer to
broadcast mass media, i.e. radio and television, but newer types of electronic media and
transmission such as webcasting also need to be taken into account” (Péchacker, 2007:
124). By the same token, Dal Fovo maintains that “media interpreting refers to a very
broad and diversified category” (Dal Fovo, 2015: 245). It is worth noting that the concepts
‘media interpreting’, ‘broadcast interpreting’ and ‘TV interpreting’ have been used
interchangeably in some instances, however, the term TV interpreting was unveiled as an
established field of research and widely used. In this regard, particular importance should
be attributed to the Special Issue of The Interpreter’s Newsletter on Television
Interpreting. Referring to (O’Hagan & Ashworth 2002), Straniero Sergio holds that
“Television Interpreting (TI) is part of the larger field of Media Interpreting (MI) which
also includes media and newer types of electronic media and transmission such as
webcasting and other forms of Remote Interpreting” (Straniero Sergio 2011: XII).

As a profession, TV interpreting involves different roles as well as different
challenges. Sergio Viaggio, explain the special requirements of interpreting for television

as follows:

Unlike the conference interpreter, then, the media interpreter has to be in a
position to tackle any subject and any speaker, any dialect, any sociolect and any
idiolect, at any time. Except that his competence must go far beyond that, since,
ideally, he is expected to be a consummate mediator, with the psychomotor
reflexes of the conference interpreter, the cultural sensitivity of the community
interpreter, the analytical keenness and background knowledge of the journalist,
and the rhetorical prowess of a seasoned communicator.
(Viaggio 2001, 30)

The above quote from Viaggio, shows that interpreting for TV is described as a complex
profession. In this case, TV interpreters are required to adopt the skills of conference &

community interpreters and many roles such as mediator, journalist, and communicator.



Overall, it might be argued that the research in TV interpreting is marked by the term
confusion over the name of the profession, the variety of the roles assumed by the TV
interpreters, and specific working conditions.

1.4. TV Interpreting In Turkey

TV audience in Turkey, encountered TV interpreters with the establishment of private tv
channels and the emergence of the Gulf War hereafter. As Arzik Erzurumlu maintains
“TV interpreting perpetuated by freelancer interpreters became a part of our lives with
the First Gulf War and the very first in-house interpreters came into our lives with the
war in Afghanistan” (2016, 21). Back then, interpreters had to work in absentia as the
only way was to interpret in a studio based in Germany. With the ceaseless shifts, the
interpreters had to work under difficult conditions?.

It goes without saying that though TV Interpreting as a profession has been
perpetuated since the Gulf War and the war in Afghanistan, research centering
specifically on TV Interpreting is quite rare with the exception of research made by Ozim
Arzik Erzurumlu (2016, 2019) as she is the first to conduct a PhD thesis in the field. By
the same token, the profession is seen as a mode rather than a form of interpreting. The

2015 report “Translation Profession in Turkey”® contends that

Simultaneous Interpreting refers to the rendering of a verbal message to
the target language simultaneously with the speaker by making use of the
suitable technical equipment (whisper interpreting, on sight interpreting,
television/ radio interpreting, remote interpreting, conference, video-
conference, teleconference, etc)* (emphasis is mine)

In a similar vein, a recent report called “Translator’s Reference Guide In the Context of
Communication and Media”® which is published by Presidency of the Republic of Turkey
Directorate of Communications (DoC) refers the term “press translation” by stating that
mass communication tools such as newspaper, journal, TV and radio appeal to a wide

scale audience and the ‘press translation’ lay at the core of the communication and

2 http://www.ukt.com.tr/images/basinda/normal/ukt24.jpg (accessed 20.05.2021)

3 www.ankaced.org/images/cevirmenlikraporu.pdf (accessed 20.05.2021)

# Translation made by Oziim Arzik Erzurumlu 2016, 22

5 www.iletisim.gov.tr/images/uploads/dosyalar/%C3%87evirmen_Ba%C5%9Fvuru_Kitab%C4%B1.pdf
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media”®(cf. 2021, 112). It is clear from the above reports that the field requires to be
elaborated on more comprehensively.

It is with the emergence of private TV channels and especially news outlets that
the TV interpreting profession gained significant ground in Turkey. Over the years, news
outlets hired in-house interpreters along with the freelancers. As aptly put by Arzik
Erzurumlu (2019), it was also an opportunity for newly graduates of Translation and
Interpreting departments to start their career by TV Interpreting (cf. Arzik Erzurumlu
2019, 70).

When it comes to the modes employed in media outlets, simultaneous interpreting
Is the most common among other modes. However, consecutive mode is also preferred
for talk shows and interviews (cf. 2019, 70).

It is noteworthy to state that there is a distinction in terms of professionalism and
the language combinations. When it comes to interpreters working with English-Turkish
language combinations, the recruitment is pertinent to their professional training. As
regards other language combinations, Arzik Erzurumlu contends that “a major difference
seems to exist between different languages and professionals and non-professionals”
(2016, 30) and she further maintains that it does not hold true for languages such as Arabic
and Kurdish. This difference in professionalism might well stem from the fact that
Translation and Interpreting Departments covering language combinations such as
Arabic, Chinese are quite rare in Turkey except for the several departments established
in recent years. One might also claim that the agenda of the news outlets or more broadly
the general direction of politics also set the need for other language combinations. To cite
an example, back in 2000’s, Turkey’s EU journey along with the Cyprus problem
increased the demand for simultaneous interpretation (cf. 2016, 28). It goes without
saying that the need for Sl in different languages especially in Arabic is on the rise as
well. In a short conversation with a producer in NO1, she notably underlined the growing
need for Simultaneous Interpretation in Arabic and further maintained that particularly

the Arabic-English language pair is quite elusive in the sector.

6 paraphrased by me.
https://www.iletisim.gov.tr/images/uploads/dosyalar/%C3%87evirmen_Ba%C5%9Fvuru_Kitab%C4%B1
pdf
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The in-house interpreters in news outlets become more salient with their dual roles
in the institution. They generally serve as both interpreters, editors or journalists in news
outlets and have a background in Translation and Interpreting Studies. In a similar vein,
the interviews | conducted within the context of Interpretation of US Presidential Debates
yielded that all the interviewees had a professional background holding at least a B.A
degree in Translation Studies.

Among the participants in the study, Interpreter 3 from NO2 was the only one
working as an in-house interpreter. His statements shed light on the general overview of

working conditions and the roles of the in-house interpreter within a news outlet.

Example Excerpt (1) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

| actually graduated from Translation and Interpretation Studies and ever
since my fourth semester | took interpretation classes [...]. | started
working at News Outlet 2, | am like a staff interpreter there. Officially,
I am a journalist but | also am responsible for all the live interpretations
(emphasis is mine).

The above excerpt from the interview of Interpreter 3 demonstrates that interpreters in
news outlets are charged with multiple roles. In the below sample he elaborates on the

details of the journalistic responsibilities.

Example Excerpt (2) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

We have this thing called the news source service where we are arranging
for international correspondence, and it's my responsibility to arrange
them, have them on air, and then I also interpret, while they're doing their
bit. So, that's also part of my job. And this is on a daily basis so almost
every day | do this once or twice at least [...] (emphasis is mine).

In his further statements, Interpreter 3 drills down into the responsibilities assigned to him
by the NO2. Excerpt 2 manifests that the Int3 is commissioned with international
correspondence, conducting interviews and interpreting them at the same time. By the
same token, Int3 holds that he generally covers a wide spectrum of issues in these
arrangements of international correspondence ranging from Coronavirus, politics and
even football. Against this backdrop, he maintains that his position requires a lot of

diversity and entails him to have knowledge about a lot of different subjects.
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Having touched upon the multiple roles of the in-house interpreters, it can be
argued that the interpretation skills along with journalism practices is an advantage for
news outlets. In an interview conducted by Arzik Erzurumlu, an Editor-in-Chief contends
that they would opt for someone who is into journalism and can perpetuate simultaneous
interpreting whenever there is a need (cf. 2016, 30). In a similar vein, this multiplicity of

roles assigned to the interpreters has to do with budgets.

Example Excerpt (3) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

I'm an interpreter, but I'm also working for them as a full-time journalist,
so they are not paying me separately for interpreting. So, all the other
channels have to pay twice right, for two interpreters. All they had to do
was just hire one interpreter, because I'm not getting extra before this.
You don't have to pay me anything, you just have to pay another interpreter
for what, two hours, one hour and a half. So, it would have been much
easier (emphasis is mine).

The above passage reveals that it is much more economic to hire an interpreter who can
also adopt journalistic roles for the media outlets. In the above incident, Interpreter 3
holds that even a second interpreter for the presidential debates was not hired. So he had
to negotiate with the employers to limit the interpretation duration at least to 40-45

minutes to interpret the presidential debates.

Example Excerpt (4) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

In a news channel this is especially true for NO2, they don't care about
simultaneous interpretation conditions. They're only interested in the end
product so we don't have interpretation equipment (emphasis is mine).

When it comes to the working conditions of TV interpreting, Interpreter 3 maintains that
the physical conditions were not sufficient. In what follows, he maintains that he had to
interpret in a room used for dubbing and voiceover but not suited for interpretation as

there was no mute button which would enable him to control his voice.

Example Excerpt (5) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

[...] And during that week, | had this, I had to be continuously in the office
in the news channel for four to five days. Like I slept there...I'm the only
one. They don't have another interpreter and they want me to do it. So
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what we do is like, we determine the active hours according to the US time.
[...] and outside those hours | was free to go home, take a shower rest for
a couple of hours and come back but it was like a really awkward time.
Uhm 12am Turkish time until 12pm Turkish time or whatever. And then I
have to spend that time actually on the channel.

Dwelling on the interpretation process in NO2, Interpreter 3 underlines the heavy
workload, the process of US elections in particular. It follows that being the only in-house
interpreter he had to work ceaselessly. When NO2 had a busy agenda, they opted for
requesting the Int3 to spend the “active hours” in the news outlet which lasted for 4-5
days. Interpreter 3 further reiterates that working alone in these conditions was inhumane.

Drawing on the above statements, | attempted to present the general overview of
TV Interpreting in Turkey. What is clear is that the profession goes hand in hand with the
current agenda of the countries as the first TV interpreters hired during the Gulf War and
later on Turkey’s EU agenda increased the demand. Against this backdrop, the role of
news outlets can not be set aside in shaping the profession. The multiple roles assumed
to TV interpreters forge an understanding regarding the profession. These roles, on the
other hand, involve editing, international correspondence, making arrangements and
conducting interviews as well as cover a wide range of topics. The multiplicity of roles
and the wide spectrum of issues turn out to be a heavy burden on in-house interpretes
sometimes requiring them to work for ceaseless hours. All in all, TV Interpreting in the
shadow of news outlets continues to be “a profession in the making” (Arzik Erzurumlu

2016, 37) and requires further improvements in terms of working conditions.
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2. U.S. PRESIDENTIAL DEBATES
In this chapter, | will attempt to cover the Presidential Debates in the U.S. and further

elaborate on their live simultaneous interpretation on Turkish news outlets. Moreover, |
will give insights on the changing working conditions during the interpretations of the
debates with the effect of the global pandemic.

2.1. U.S Presidential Debates on TV

“Good evening. The television and radio stations of the United States and
their affiliated stations are proud to provide facilities for a discussion of
issues in the current political campaign by the two major candidates for
the presidency. The candidates need no introduction. The Republican
candidate, Vice President Richard M. Nixon, and the Democratic
candidate, Senator John F. Kennedy.”’

(CPD, n.d.)

This opening statement of Howard K. Smith of CBS, marks the beginning of the famous
Kennedy-Nixon debate of 1960 as the first presidential debate televised on screen. Except
for the years between 1964 - 1972 during which candidates refused to take part, the
election campaigns in the US involved televised presidential debates that have direct
influence on the decisions of the electorate.

It has been approximately 61 years since the first debate was aired on TV. The
debates, however, still lay at the core of the election process. As Isolatus highlights
“American presidential debates are the most well-known political debates. They are also
the most followed, viewed, controlled, and the most researched political television
programs.”(Isotalus 2011, 31). This high level of interest in the Presidential debates is not
unique to the U.S. only, the debates receive a great deal of attention globally as well.
Schroeder contends that following the first televised debate, the debate format was
integrated into the election process by “more than seventy five countries" (Schroeder
2016, 339). Moreover, the debates are among the most-watched TV programs of all time,
getting ratings in staggering numbers. In explaining such intense viewership, Schroeder
contends that debates are fixated on stars and personality driven, they are live and

therefore promote conflict which in return draw audiences (cf. Schroeder 1996, 57-59)

7 https://www.debates.org/voter-education/debate-transcripts/september-26-1960-debate-transcript/
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Debates, as an essential component of the election campaigns in the U.S, are
organized by a commission, the Commission on Presidential Debates (CPD) established
in 1987 with the partnership of Democrats and Republican. From 1988 onwards, The
CPD organized the debates with the sponsorship of the third-party contributions though
it led to criticisms regarding the interdependence of the institution.

When it comes to the format, debates are designed with the aim of providing
comfortable structures for the candidates first and educating the voters second (cf.
Schroeder 2016, 41). Depending on the agreement, several formats were adopted
including “joint news conference”, “town hall debates”, and the “table debate”. In the
town hall debates, moderators select the audience to pose their questions whereas in the
case of table debates candidates are seated behind a desk side by side answering a single
moderator. In the most preferred form, the joint news conference, the candidates can be
featured standing behind a platform and answering the questions of a single moderator.

Staging is another aspect constituting the pillars of the debate structure along with
the format. Negotiators meticulously decide the podium design as well as the necessary
arrangements to be made regarding the height of the candidates. By the same token, the
question of bringing notes or probes and the issue of timing lights are of great concern
for the debate.

As unscripted performances, presidential debates transcend the months of
negotiation, preparation, and speculation leading up to the featured event.
Once a debate begins, all previous maneuvering yields to a superior force:
the on-camera prowess of the candidates.

(Schroeder 2000, 95)
As noted above, Schroeder points out to the fact that the debates are organized with
rigorous efforts. As regards the participants, it varies in line with the debate format. As
“fixated stars”, candidates are the undisputed participants of the debates. Furthermore

moderators, generally selected among journalists, play a substantive role in the debates.
All in all, these procedures might well be phased out in television, in Schroeder’s
terms “live television trumps written contracts” (2016, 50). In what follows, I will give a

glimpse of the 2020 U.S Presidential Debates and explain how a meticulously negotiated

and organised debate turns out to be a chaotic environment.
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2.2. 2020 Presidential Debates in the Shadow of a Global Pandemic

The year 2020 witnessed a historic series of debates as the two famous rivals Donald
Trump and Joe Biden, squared off against each other violating most rules particularly in
the first debate. The debates were marked by a chaotic environment involving frequent
interruptions of candidates and heated tension leading up to personal attacks of both
parties. Alternatively, people who tuned in for this event showed extensive reactions all
around the world. The most outstanding element, however, was that the global pandemic
and its effect on the U.S. The Covid-19 agenda has framed the election process as well as
the way the debates were held. In what follows, I will offer insights into the two debates
touching upon their format and issues making them unusual.

Organised by the CPD, the first debate format involved 90 minutes divided into
six segments each lasting for 15 minutes. Candidates had two minutes to answer the
questions. With Chris Wallace from Fox News as the moderator, the debates were held
on September 29, 2020 in Ohio. As CPD stated, the topics was selected by the moderator
and includes as follows:

e The Trump and Biden Records

e The Supreme Court

e Covid-19

e The Economy

e Race and Violence in our Cities

e The Integrity of the Election
The most prominent topic discussed in the debates was Covid-19, as the U.S was leading
the world with death and case rates. Thus, the biggest criticism for Trump was his Covid-
19 policy as he glossed over the pandemic in the beginning. Along the same lines,
business closures and people who lost their jobs due to the economy affected by the
pandemic was another key issue when the two candidates grappled face to face. In a
review by CNBC “Hardly a minute went by in the 90-minute brawl without one of the
candidates angrily interrupting the other, whether on the coronavirus pandemic, the
Supreme Court, the economy or anything else, including each other’s families”
(Breuninger and Wilkie 2020).

The debates prompted tremendous reaction in the local and international media.

Washington Post called the first debate “contentious and full of interruptions” as it was
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almost “unwatchable” (Blake 2020). New York Times, similarly, holds that “It was 90
minutes of chaos in a year of upheaval (Goldmacher 2020).

As for the 2020 elections, there were three presidential debates and one vice
presidential debate scheduled. When Trump tested positive for COVID-19, however, the
second debate got cancelled. Therefore, what | refer to as the second debate throughout
this thesis is actually the third debate.

When it comes to the second debate (originally third), new rules were set as a
result of the chaotic environment in the first one. As the first debate was extensively
criticized for overlapping talks, the commission brought forward a new rule “muted
mics”. This time candidates who had the floor had an open microphone to prevent Trump-
biden spat. NBC News' Kristen Welker was selected as moderator for the final round.
Announced by CPD the final debate topics were as follows:

e Fighting COVID-19

e American Families

e Race in America

e Climate Change

e National Security

e Leadership
Given the low bar in the first round, the second debate scheduled for October 22, 2020
was way better in terms of preventing crosstalk and interruptions. BBC stated “Covid
took centre stage” in the second round and further underlined arguments on candidate’s
families and immigration (cf. Zurcher 2020). This year’s debates saw a clear decline
pertaining to the foreign policy issues as the debates framed around domestic politics. It
was only when issues such as interference in elections and trade that Russia and China
were mentioned.

The debates have become the subject of academic research as well. As regards
Translation Studies, studies such as Pochhacker (2011), Colucci (2011), Munday (2018)
and Arzik Erzurumlu (2019) cover Presidential Debates in different angles. In the
following part, | will go further into interpretation of the debates in Turkish news outlets.
2.3. Interpreting the US Presidential Debates
Though the U.S Presidential Debates were broadcasted live for years by several media
outlets in Turkey, this year the presidential debates compelled great attention in Turkish
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media. As a year of upheaval due to the Covid-19 storming through the world, the U.S.
elections and the debates accordingly prompted a huge reaction in Turkey. The news
outlets specifically showed great interest holding long discussions and even keeping track
of the election results by state.

The interest in the election process inevitably reflected on the simultaneous
interpretations of the debates. It was not only of interest but also a matter of prestige to

air live S| for media outlets.

Example Excerpt (6) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

| told them again that | cannot guarantee the quality and they were okay

with it, because they weren't interested in listening, they were just

interested in showing it in a prestigious manner (emphasis is mine).
As the above excerpt from NO2 Interpreter highlights, broadcasting the debates was a
matter of prestige which will also increase the ratings.

When it comes to the number of media outlets broadcasting the debates with live
simultaneous interpretation, there were four news channels that aired the debates.
However, this thesis does not comprise all interpretations as there were only two MO’s
that share the data. Accordingly, data taken from NO1 and NO2 will be analysed along
with the interviews with Intl, Int2, Int3 and Int4. The below table shows the profile of
interpreters with the NO they interpreted for.

Table 1

Breakdown of Interpreters and News Outlets

Gender Education Experience Institution

Intl Female B.Ain At least 10 years | NO1
Translation and
Interpreting
M.Ain
Translation
Studies

Int2 Male B.Ain At least 10 years | NO1
Translation and
Interpreting
M.A in Political
Science
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PhD in
International
Relations

Int3 Male B.Ain A year NO2
Translation and
Interpreting

Int4 Female B.Ain At least 10 years | NO3
Translation and
Interpreting

M.A in

International

Relations

PhD in

Translation

Studies
Int5 Male - - NO3
Int6 Female - - NO4
Int6 Female - - NO4

3. FRAMING THEORY

3.1. Framing as a Theoretical Framework

Concepts such as “frames”, “frame analysis” or “re-framing” can be encountered in a
wide range of studies from different disciplines ranging from sociology, psychology to
media & communication studies and recently in Translation Studies (Baker 2006, 2007).
In spite of the wide range of applications of the theory, early studies point out the need
for a clear definition of the concept. Entman identifies framing as a “scattered
conceptualization” (Entman 1993, 51) while Scheufele points out the vagueness of the
concept as well as stating that “framing needs to be differentiated from other closely
related concepts” (Scheufele 1999, 104).

As a sociologist, Erving Goffman (1974) is the first to be credited to elaborate on
the concept. He describes frames as “principles of organisation which govern events — at
least social ones — and our subjective involvement in them” (Goffman 1974, 10).
Goffman’s concept describes a “schemata of interpretation that enables individuals "to

locate, perceive, identify, and label™ occurrences within their life space and the world at
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large” (Snow et al. 1986, 464). Accordingly, Goffman maintains that frames have two
reciprocal dimensions. First, primary frameworks, without depending on any prior
interpretation, vary in degree of organization. These primary frameworks can be neatly
presented as rules, systems of entities as well as having no articulated shape and thereby
revealing themselves as perspectives, approaches (cf. Goffman 1974, 21). Secondly, as
D’Angelo et al. put it “frames are verbal and nonverbal messages in which a person
interprets a situation’s primary social framework™ (2018, 208). Moreover, he continues,
“everyday life is structured not only when a person follows a situation’s primary
framework, but also when he or she puts features of it into a particular light, thereby
framing it for others” (2018, 208-209).

In this sense, frames can be understood as organizing ideas that guide our actions.
Furthermore, frames are crucial to understand social movements as they use frames to
produce alternative meanings (cf. Cunningham and Browning, 2004). Another
sociological perspective suggests that a frame is a “central organizing idea or story line
that provides meaning” to events and relates those events with each other. (cf. Gamson
and Modigliani, 1994, 376) Apart from that, cognitive psychologists discuss the framing
effects on decision-making and how it is often used for self-control (see. Kahneman and
Tversky 1981, 1984).

Framing theory has aroused the interest of media & communication scholars as
well. A wide array of studies focuses on framing (see. Entman 1993, Pan and Kosicki
1993, D’Angelo 2002, 2010, de Vreese 2005 et al.) ranging from offering its definition
to analysis of frames in the media. Within the context of media and communication
studies, framing is mostly related to selection and salience, how we make certain ideas,

information more prominent or obscured. Entman describes frames as follows:

To frame is to select some aspects of a perceived reality and make them
more salient in a communicating text, in such a way as to promote a
particular problem definition, causal interpretation, moral evaluation,
and/or treatment recommendation for the item described. (Entman 1993,
52)

In this vein, by framing some pieces of information become more noticeable, and events

are categorized in certain ways. Entman maintains that frames have four locations in the
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communication process. These are the communicator, the text, the receiver and the
culture. What the communicator says is led by frames. On a textual level, frames reveal
themselves via lexical choices, sentences, prejudiced images, and sources of
information. Moreover, “the frames that guide the receiver’s thinking may or may not
reflect the frames in the text and the framing intention of the communicator.” (Entman
1993, 52). The fourth location is the culture which, for Entman, can be defined as “the
empirically demonstrable set of common frames exhibited in the discourse and thinking
of the most people...” (Entman 1993, 53). Frames are included in all these four locations
and similarly function with selection, salience and the use of emphasized elements.

Frames and specifically frame analysis provide a fruitful basis to understand and
examine news media content. Stating that “media frames are persistent patterns of
cognition, interpretation, and presentation, of selection, emphasis, and exclusion, by
which symbol handlers routinely organize discourse, whether verbal or visual” Gitlin
presents a broad definition of media frames. (Gitlin 1980, 7) As a result, frames are
depicted as inevitable for journalism practices. Pan and Kosicki, alternatively maintain
that “a frame reveals a persistent point of view, which is shared on some level and
communicable. It organizes our experiences and renders meaning to such organized
information.” (2001, 39) Along the same lines, a news media frame can be understood as
a cognitive device used in information encoding, interpreting, and retrieving it and
therefore framing can be studied as a strategy to construct and process news discourse
(cf. Pan and Kosicki 1993, 57). The work of Pan and Kosicki is an early step towards
analysing news texts as it attempts to establish a theoretical framework to make
systematic frame analysis. They set out to detect framing devices in news discourse by
proposing structural dimensions of news discourse: syntactical structure, script structure,
thematic scripture, and rhetorical structure.

Drawing on the above discussions, framing in media & communication studies
come to the fore as a key element to unpick what patterns lie in a news story. Tankard et
al. suggests that “a frame is a central organizing idea for news content that supplies a
context and suggests what the issue is through the use of selection, emphasis, exclusion,
and elaboration” (1991, 11). In the same manner Entman, Tankard et al. also hold

particular attention to “selection, emphasis, exclusion and elaboration processes” as
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framing activities. By stating that the concept of framing is crucial for media studies

Tankard align the reasons as follows:

1. As asophisticated concept, framing goes beyond notions of pro or con, favorable
or unfavorable, negative or positive.
2. The ability of a text—or a media presentation—to define a situation, to define the
issues, and to set the terms of a debate can be acknowledged by frames.
3. The richness of media discourse and the subtle differences that are possible when
a specific topic is presented in different ways are revealed by frames.
(cf. Tankard 2001, 96-97)

As Tankard highlights, the reason why the concept is crucial and powerful is due to its
effect on the audience without the target realising it is taking place. Additionally,
Tankard’s work elaborates on several perspectives to framing analysis in media studies.
By analysing various approaches Tankard proposes his own empirical methodology, “list
of frames” by which the list of framing mechanisms will help identify frames (see.
Tankard 2001, 100-101). One significant aspect that should be taken into account
studying frames within media is that framing differs from other approaches analysing
media content. As an example, the main difference between agenda-setting and framing
is that agenda-setting centres on which issues took place in the media while framing
mostly focuses on how an issue is presented in the media (cf. Tankard 2001, 101). As the
agenda-setting perspective does not deal with “the way issues are defined” (see Reese
2001, 8), studies on framing theory gained momentum.

Claes H. de Vreese, another scholar working on news frames, holds that
“newsmakers may employ many different frames in their coverage of an issue” (2005,
54). Thus, de Vreese proposes a general typology to synthesize studies and different types
of frames. The issue-specific frames comprise only specific topics or frames while the
generic frames comprise frames that transcend thematic limitations and can be described
via different topics, time and cultural contexts (de Vreese 2005, 54).

By the same token, D’ Angelo et al. offer an alternative model of framing that can
be considered as main elements of the news framing process. These elements are
journalist, audience, issue, and news [content] frames. The journalist frames comprise
patterns journalists have pertaining to an issue, person or event that “forms a context for

understanding, interpreting, and ultimately, expressing the facts of an issue” (cf.
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D’Angelo et al 2018, 210). Within this context, newsroom frames which might be called
as a subcategory become prominent. As for D’ Angelo, “newsroom frames are contexts in
which journalists’ frames are formed and expressed” (2018, 211). Another element within
D’Angelo’s model is issue frames which might “come across as opinions or policy
statements from individuals, groups, or organizations about a specific issue” (D’Angelo
et al. 2018, 211). Accordingly, the third element “audience frames are rooted in a
person’s mental associations of words and ideas about a topic” (2018, 213) However,
audience frames are generally held by receivers of news frames. Last but not least, news
frames “refer to written, spoken, graphical, and visual message modalities that journalists
use to contextualize an event, issue, and/or person within one or more stories” (2018,
214).

3.2. Framing in Translation Studies

Along with the arousing interest in translation within the context of media and journalism,
scholars in translation studies resort to different perspectives ranging from general
discussions (e.g. Bassnett 2005; Bielsa 2007; Bielsa and Bassnett 2009) to conceptual
approaches (Stetting 1989; Vuorinen 1997; Lee 2006; Baker 2007; Baumann, Gillespie
& Sreberny, 2011; Valdeon 2008, 2014). Due to the growing interest in this close
connection between translation and journalism & media, a new concept, framing which
is widely used in communication studies has captured the curiosity of the translation and
interpreting scholars. Though studies probing into the concept of framing and its
application into Translation Studies are quite limited, using the concept with a translation
studies perspective may offer fruitful basis for researchers.

Capitalizing on narrative theory Baker (2006), first introduced the concept of
framing and strategies used for framing to the field of translation studies. In an attempt to
elaborate on the translation and interpreting choices in a wider social and political context,
she has attempted to reveal framing strategies encoded in translation. Defining framing,
Mona Baker holds that framing can be understood “as an active strategy that implies
agency and by means of which we consciously participate in the construction of reality”
(Baker 2006, 106). In another account, Baker also defines frames as actively “deliberate
discursive moves designed to anticipate and guide others’ interpretation of and attitudes
towards a set of events” (Baker 2007, 156). In this sense frames come forward as a

dynamic concept engaged not only in the translated text but also in the behaviours of
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translators and interpreters as they play an active role by participating in the construction
of social and political reality through reframing.

Framing research in translation mostly pivots around the news translation.
Analysing the translation-mediated news at Aljazeera, Darwish (2006) considers
translation as a process of re-framing. He contends that framing “must be understood as
making specific meaning mainly through selection and exclusion and reframing as
reproduction of meaning through the application of another frame through similar
mechanisms (Darwish 2009, 21). This process of reframing entails, according to Darwish,
“reconstruction of a constructed reality that has already been subjected to these
professional, institutional and contextual influences” (Darwish 2006, 54-55). In a similar
manner, van Doorslaer sheds light on the decisive role of the everyday framing practice
in the media and holds that those making the choices also impinge on what to exclude or
include, to foreground or background, to make explicit or implicit (van Doorslaer 2009,
84-85). These applications, undoubtedly, pose the role of translation and decisive criteria
in this reframing process as a question. Van Doorslaer further maintains that “frames
often combine localizing, simplifying, and stereotyping aspects, thereby adapting the way
a person or a topic is presented to the knowledge or the expectations of the (new) target
readership or audience” (van Doorslaer 2009, 85). As a result, framing is inevitably
encoded in the translation and “languages and (non) translation seem to be important
framing and agenda-setting factors” (van Doorslaer 2009, 85).

A more recent study pertaining to the framing and translation is Liu’s (2018) work
on English-Chinese news translation in which she analyses the way news framing is made
through translation. Drawing on the research traditions of framing studies and news
translation studies, Liu offers a new bridging concept “transframing” which might be
expanded as translation-mediated framing through translated news (see. Liu 2018). In an
attempt to put forward a systematic approach to framing and translation studies, she offers
a new model that might be applied to framing research in translation studies. To clarify

the concept Liu states as follows:

It is a bridging concept that draws a correlation between framing analyses
and translation studies by way of comparing the source text and its
translation with the effort to determine how the story has been transformed
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in the process of translation and how the frames have been reshaped in
particular. (Liu 2018, 21)

Drawing on the above statement, it follows that the concept of transframing forges an
understanding of the selection processes and strategies used in the translation. As Nancy
also puts it, this new concept sheds light on the “questions as how a piece of news is
translated into another language, and reasons behind the approaches, as well as “the mode
of intentions' ' hidden deeper under transframed stories" (Liu 2018, 23).

Building up on the studies trying to establish a link between framing and
translation studies, | will offer a discussion of the reasons behind the use of frames and
frame analysis within translation studies. With reference to the pioneering works of Baker
(2006, 2007), the concept of framing provides a fruitful basis for the study as it helps to
understand the entire translation process including translator behaviours and the social
and political realities in a more integrative way. Resorting to narrative theory and the
concept of framing, Baker reiterates her dissatisfaction with existing theoretical notions
as they fail to explain current issues in translation studies. In this sense, the notion of
norms (as in polysystem theory and Toury’s approach) and Venuti’s dichotomies might
remain inadequate to analyse current issues in TS. Delving into the reasons, Baker

contends that norm theory;

i has nothing to say on the intricate patterns of interplay between
repeated, stable patterns of behaviour and the continuous attempts
at subverting that behaviour-the interplay between dominance and
resistance.

ii. arguably also pays little attention to the political and social
conditions that give rise to such patterns of dominance and
resistance to them.

(Baker 2007, 152)
Apart from norm theory, Lawrence Venuti’s (1993, 1995) dichotomies (foreignizing and
domesticating) fails to understand “positions that translators adopt in relation to their
texts, authors and societies” thoroughly “these dichotomies also obscure the shifting
positions of translators within the same text” (Baker 2007, 152). However, Baker’s views
are by no means a total refusal of existing theories nor does she offer that narrativity or

the concept of framing can address all the problems within the realm. The main argument
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here is that narrative theory and thus framing have some strengths that make them more
useful. In essence, narrative theory “allows us to explain translational choices in relation
to wider social and political contexts, but without losing sight of the individual text and
event” (Baker 2007, 154). In a similar vein with Baker, Valdeon holds that it will be more
productive for the study of news translation to use the concept of framing as “framing
considers the linguistic and paralinguistic elements of news texts in the promotion of
certain organizing ideas that the target audience can identify with” (Valdeon 2014, 52).
Furthermore, having emphasized the several strategies encoded in framing such as
selection/deselection, Valdeon maintains that translation as well “can contribute to the
framing processes of news production by combining selection and deselection of news
events and reports, as well as linguistic transfer and adaptation of other elements such as
headlines and quotes” (Valdeon 2014, 56).

Overall, it may be argued that the use of a borrowed (!) concept within translation
studies may prove itself to be useful in the field; but also it might give way to a symbiosis
between translation studies and media studies. To put it more clearly, applying a concept
heavily used in communication studies may not just provide solutions to the issues in the
translation studies but translation studies may provide different insights into the
application of the concept and could help further develop new methods.

When it comes to strategies of framing Baker (2006, 2007), point out four core
features drawing on narrative theory®. These four core features are as follows:
Temporality, relationality, selective appropriation and causal emplotment. Bearing in
mind the translation and interpreting studies, Baker further details the model by
associating it with framing. As a model of analysis Baker (2006) suggests temporal and
spatial framing, selective appropriation, framing by labelling and repositioning as
strategies that might be used to (re)frame through translation and interpreting as well. The
first strategy, temporal and spatial framing comprises placing a source text in a different
temporal and spatial context than the source, accentuating the narrative it depicts (cf.
Baker 2006, 112-113). It is not a direct interference to the text itself. As regards selective
appropriation, Baker contends that “Selective appropriation of textual material is realized

in patterns of omission and addition designed to suppress, accentuate or elaborate

8 Baker draws on the works of Somers (1992, 1994, 1997) and Somers and Gibson (1994).
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particular aspects of a narrative encoded in the source text or utterance, or aspects of the
larger narrative(s) in which it is embedded” (Baker 2006, 114). Alternatively, Baker
highlights that “selection of material to highlight, add or suppress aspects of the
immediate narrative is then a question of the larger narrative in which the interpreting or
translation is embedded” (2006, 122). Therefore, interpreter & translators hold a pivotal
role, as they accentuate or exploit the larger narrative with their decisions. Framing by
labelling is another strategy, elucidated by Baker and it implies that any type of label
denoting an element (e.g. a person, place, event) sets forth an interpretive frame. These
labels unfold in the use of lexical items, specific terminology, phrases or in euphemisms.
Apart from that, Qin and Zhang offers generalization and specification as strategies of
reframing (cf. Qin and Zhang 2018, 268). Translators and interpreters may resort to
generalization to make some elements more abstract or they might specify the element
making it more concrete and detailed (cf. Qin and Zhang 2018, 268-270). The last strategy
is repositioning of participants as Baker describes, “participants can be repositioned in
relation to each other and to the reader or hearer through the linguistic management of
time, space, deixis, dialect, register, use of epithets, and various means of self- and other
identification” (2006, 132). Repositioning can be substantiated in paratextual elements or
in text or utterance. Particularly in interpreting, raising or lowering the level of formality
in speech and that changes in register might be regarded as repositioning. Along the same
lines, interpreters can feel empathy with the participants. Baker contends that interpreters
latch on to a register “that reflects their own assumptions about where each type of
participant fits into the social and educational hierarchy” and embarking on that specific
register “participates in locating each participant in social space”. As “social actors” each

decision or strategy of the translators and interpreters have an impact on a wider scale.

28



4. METHODOLOGY
The research question the thesis attempts to address is “How is the interpretation of 2020
U.S. Presidential Debates reframed through TV interpreting in light of the COVID-19
measures? In line with this overarching goal, the main research question might be grouped
in the following research questions:
Research Question 1: How did the working conditions framed the 2020 Presidential
debates?
Research Question 2: How did the preparations framed the 2020 Presidential debates?
Research Question 3: How were the 2020 Presidential debates reframed through
simultaneous interpreting?

It must be noted that the overarching element that shapes/frames the analyzed data
is around COVID-19 measures. The unique circumstances which started in Turkey, in
March 2020 with the Covid-19 outbreak have changed the way many things are done. It
was and is an environment where everything was limited under constant lockdowns, face-
to face interactions were almost impossible, even the public libraries were closed for the
most part of the year. This long and uncertain process framed this research undoubtedly,
moreover the pandemic also has changed the way we conduct research especially the ones
we made observations and require physical presence of the researcher. In an effort to
overcome these challenges and conduct the research, | resorted to the ways in which | can
sustain the research online. To this end, I drilled down into the websites of media outlets
to gather data by analysing programme records and conducted interviews online. By the
same token, | used online tools to maintain the research more effectively.

The study, which is of descriptive nature, uses triangulation method® through
which | incorporate theory, data and interviews and attempt to establish a link between
theory and practice. Descriptive research, as it has been elucidated in Hale & Napier
(2013), “systematically document what more than just one or two interpreters do and find
general tendencies and trends” (Hale & Napier 2013, 20). What is more to that,
descriptive research can pave the way for further questionings about the causes and

® For more information see Hale, Sandra, and Jemina Napier. Research methods in interpreting: A
practical resource. A&C Black, 2013.
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predictions and will be of “more direct relevance to practitioners if it also investigated the
effects of such practices, including aspects such as how different practices and strategies
impinge on the goal of the interactions and what strategies and practices are deemed to
be appropriate in different settings or circumstances or with different participants” (Hale
2007, 199-200). For this exact reason, | believe this research will contribute to descriptive
studies around interpreting as well. This thesis also adopts a qualitative approach in the
sense that it attempts to identify, describe, and interpret certain elements which become
salient in the interpretation of the 2020 American Presidential Debates on TV.

Having described the research questions and the nature of the research, | will go
further into details of data collection & transcription stages in what follows.

4.1. Data Collection

The data | have collected comprises the recordings of live TV interpretations of 2020 US
Presidential Debates on the selected private Turkish News Outlets. Simultaneous
interpretation of the American Presidential debates is generally broadcasted at only a
limited number of TVs. It might be hypothesized that Turkish audience might not be
solicitous about the debates as they mostly cover internal politics and involve culture
specific items. Alternatively, a second reason might be the time-difference since the US
Presidential debates aired late at night when many people in Turkey are asleep.
Additionally, I must once again clarify that | had to conduct this research in the shadow
of a pandemic, so the precautions taken by the institutions, full lockdowns due to the
pandemic have extensively framed the data collection process. That is why | was not able
to visit all the media institutions that | have planned to and collect data due to the strict
precautions. | was only able to collect data from two private TV channels.

When it comes to the sampling technique, | used the Network/Snowballing®
sampling method in which a network is determined in line with the research question and
through this way data or other contacts is accessed. My only connection to the network
was my thesis advisor as she has been a practicing TV interpreter. With the contacts she
provided, | was able to visit News Outlet 1, and access the records of the 2 presidential
debates. As for News Outlet 2, I was only able to find the record of the first debate online.
However, | got in touch with the inhouse interpreter of the News Outlet 2 and asked the

10 See Hale and Napier, Research methods in interpreting.
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interpreter to send me interpreting recordings online. My initial plan was to involve two
more media institutions in the thesis, however due to the unusual circumstances, | was
not even able to get the data online from those institutions. Overall, it might be claimed
that the limited number of the data | have collected is shaped by the strict COVID-19
measures taken in the period in which the research was conducted.

4.2. Interviews

Interviews are considered to be “a staple of social-scientific research” (Gubrium et.al.
2012, 1) and “by their very nature, social encounters where speakers collaborate in
producing retrospective (and prospective) accounts or versions of their past (or future)
actions, experiences, feelings and thoughts” (Rapley and Seale 2004, 16). Accordingly,
along with the interpretation recordings interviews lay at the core of this study as they
constitute a valuable way of gaining a description of the interpreting process and the
decisions. I set out to crosscheck the findings of the data similar to the way Arzik
Erzurumlu used in her thesis as she stated that “the corpus is gauged to illustrate the
interview findings and check on them” (Arzik Erzurumlu 2016, 73).

In formulating the interview, | first tapped into the data and analysed it thoroughly
to identify certain patterns in different recordings. | aimed at focusing more on
interviewee’s own descriptions of the issues, so I opted for concentrating on ‘what” and
‘how’ questions more often.

Allin all, I designed a set of questions prepared beforehand, however | entertained
a semi-structured interview approach that also allows for the guidance of the interviewee
as well. In this way, | set out a general outline that would be in line with my goals in my
research questions, yet it is flexible enough to endorse further expressions of the
participants and give more insight into issues that might arise during the conversations.

Hale and Napier hold that “If the interview is being conducted as part of a
triangulated study, then questions may be developed to explore earlier data in more depth”
(2013, 98). Against this backdrop, | formulated the interview questions in a way that can
provoke the memories of the interviewees. When it comes to the details of the questions,
| further categorized the questions into three main bodies along with my goals so that |
could solicit information in a more organized way. The categories involve Personal
Background & Occupation, Institution & Interpreting Environment, and Interpretation.

These three categories and the questions pertaining to them are aimed at evaluating the
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issue in its entirety as well as the different aspects of the issue. Having prepared questions
regarding the participant’s training experience, their working conditions & institutional
responsibilities and issues concerning the interpretation practice, | incorporated their
answers with the interpreting data and set out to make a more reliable analysis. The
reliability and validity of the research, as a result, is ensured by resorting to the
triangulation method in which | obtained data from video recordings of the interpretations
and compared them with their source and further consolidated with interviews and theory.

As for the selection of the candidates, | opted for interviewing the interpreters who
took part in the live simultaneous interpretation of the American presidential debates. As
I mentioned in the data collection part, | made contact with the interpreters thanks to my
thesis advisor who also interpreted the presidential debates for another broadcasting
channel which did not let me get the data due to the pandemic conditions. The
interpretations were broadcasted live only by a limited number of media outlets. The
number of interviews was, therefore, limited by two elements: First, the number of media
outlets that broadcast the debates was limited. Secondly, the number of the media outlets
that let me get their interpreting recordings was only two. My selection of the
interviewees, therefore, were mainly conditioned by these reasons.

For this reason, the number of interviewees was also limited instinctively. | also
included my thesis advisor to the study as an interviewee as she interpreted the debates
for another media outlet from which I was not able to get any data due to the Covid-19
measures. As she was my only source in that institution to obtain information regarding
the changing working conditions due to the pandemic, | thought it would be of significant
contribution to the study.

When it comes to the interview process, | had no choice but to conduct interviews
online. It was not possible to visit media institutions or meet with the interpreters under
the Covid-19 circumstances. It would be the safest way to hold the interviews online
rather than meeting in person. Yet, I should note that conducting the interviews online
turned out to be much easier for me as the interpreters had already a busy schedule. Even
then, I wasn't able to make interviews with some interpreters as one infected with Covid-
19 and others worked intensively during that process. The number of interviews |

conducted were shown below in Table 1. I used the online meeting platform Zoom to
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conduct the interviews. | recorded the meetings via Zoom and used the live automatic
captions feature to get an outline which enabled me to further make transcriptions.

I informed the participants pertaining to my position as a researcher, my goals in
conducting the interviews and most significantly my commitment to ensure their
anonymity. | also asked beforehand for their oral consent to record the interview and
obtained ethics approval from the council of the university. In conducting the interview,
| adopted some principles which are outlined by Seidman regarding the interpretation
techniques including talking less and listening more, trying to explore rather than probing,
and following up the interviewee (Seidman 2016, 78-94). Along with these techniques,
it was of utmost importance for me to provide a comfortable environment to the
participants. Drawing on my hunches, | felt the necessity to underline that my intention
is not to judge their interpretations on a true/false scale but to understand the whole
process based on their experiences. I, therefore, outlined the fact that this research is of
descriptive nature. | believe it was important to construct mutual trust and it helped both
sides to maintain the interview process. Furthermore, this atmosphere of mutual trust
enabled participants to reconstruct their memories and describe the process with
ease. There were instances during the interview which should be off the record as the
conversation is way too personal or out of context. In such a case, | took out these off the
script parts. The final issue to be mentioned is the length of the interviews. | limited
myself to 30-45 minutes overall as “much longer than that and the interviewee’s interest
can start to wane " (Hale and Napier 2013, 98). However, | made room for the participants
and did not interrupt them to wrap up the conversation if they are keen to continue.

4.3. Transcription Method

In this thesis, transcriptions of the recorded interpretations and the interviews set out to
be the primary form of data. | must note that transcriptions were the most challenging part
of the thesis. As Metzger and Roy maintain, “While transcription is never easy and always
time-consuming, with interpretation there is the additional concern for how to organize
the transcript to represent the multi-party interaction and its progress” (Metzger and Roy
2011, 70). In line with that | adopted a transcription convention that would enable me to
analyse the data more effectively. In formulating the transcription convention, it was of

utmost importance to identify overlapping talks. Metzger and Roy hold as follows:
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Transcription of interactional discourse always brings the challenges associated
with overlapping talk; transcribing interpreted interaction constitutes ongoing
overlapping talk, as it is the nature of simultaneous interpreting to overlap with a
signer or speaker while interpreting for an addressee, usually with some time
lagging behind the source (2011,73)

On that account, identifying the overlapping talks in a debate renowned for constant

heckles and polemics was essential. The overlapping talks brought along the issue of

identifying the speakers as there were 3 speakers in the original debate while there were

two interpreters in NO1 and only one in NO2 during the live interpretations in Turkey.

Concordantly, | adopted the transcription convention below.

Table 3
Conventions used in transcriptions of the debate (adopted from Wadensj6 1998,
102)
Symbol Meaning
(L1 overlapping talk
e long consonant/vowel
@) short silence, pause
(.) longer pause
- Sudden cut-off the current sound, stammering
0 non-verbal feature
Boldface words spoken with emphasis
1 filled pauses
BOLDFACE words spoken with emphasis and a very loud voice
?7? unclear

When it comes to the length of videos, | opted for using software for the

transcriptions. To this end, | have searched for several softwares tried each one of them.

The list of softwares | have used during the transcription process are as follows:

e IngScribe

e Sonix.ai
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e AmberScript
e ZoOM

To begin with the transcriptions of the interpretation recordings of the 2020 US
Presidential Debates, | set out to use IngScribe, Sonix.ai and AmberScript. For each
software | trimmed the video recordings to easily upload them to softwares by using
Adobe Premiere Pro. As for the remaining parts, | briefed a student of computer
engineering and paid her for the transcriptions. She used her own codes to make
transcriptions. Though | only assigned her the correct matching of the names, she further
stated that it took her 13 hours following the automated transcription to identify the names
of the speakers and specific terminology. It took me a further editing process to correct
transcripts in line with the transcription convention | adopted. 1 will go further into details
of my experience in using the tools. The full transcripts will be shown in the appendices.
4.3.1. IngScribe
| opted for using the free version of IngScribe which allowed me to see the audio/video
recordings and make transcriptions on the same window. The software is easy to use, it
is possible to add shortcuts and snippets only by adding simple codes (Figure 1).
However, it was not suitable for my data as the process is too time-consuming and the
transcription convention | adopted was making the process much more difficult to
proceed. Moreover, the software was not for an automatic transcription which |
discovered later on that there are softwares enabling automatic transcription.t* Thus, |

ended up changing the software | used.

11 For more detail on IngScribe See http://support.ingscribe.com/knowledgebase/articles/14407-can-
ingscribe-automatically-transcribe-audio-for-m
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I*[00:00:39.26) Chris Walace: den sonra aday olmasi u bekleniyor, 1 Yardima Baskan u Biden bu 1 Cumhuriyetgierin ve de

Baskan Trump'n 11 szin ifadenizle 1 gU¢ istsman dediginiz sey. Peki neden haklsne argimanneda ve neden rakbiniz haksz? Peki hangi
konuda burda adalet mahkemede yerini bulucaktr.[00:01:07.23] [[ Trump konusmaya baslyor]]ik basta Sayn Baskan Trump, size séz-
s6zi birakiyorum, iki dakkanz var.

[00:01:12.26] [[Donald Trump: w tabiki secimlerin u sonucu vardr. 1 Senato vardrr Beyaz Saray vardr. Bir taraftan da muazzam bir n
adayme var. Herkesin saygl duydudu ok st diizey bir akademisyen. Her agdan ¢ok iyi ve bir noktada da n iberalerin-t de gok dnemi
bi temsicsi. Bence kendisi cok onemii bi isim n olucaktr. Cok fazla da zaten 1 vaktimi var 1 segmden once de dyleydi, segimden sonra
da ok vaktimiz olucak bence bu aday ok 6n plana gkicak m daha 6nce bu mahkemede gérev yapmis herkes kadar iyi bir n gérev
ckaricak herkesin 1 saygi duydugu bir kisi n ve ok uzun siiredir ok ivi bir okulda profestr olarak géirev yapmakta m secimi n kazandik n ve
tabi kazandigimez zaman | kendisini segme hakkme oldu. 1 Bu arada demokratiar 1 hig bunu akia bie getirmemiglerdi. Daha hel bir sekide
isleri yiiritmek istediler. 1 vazgegmeyceklerdi. Mary Garland 156z konusuydu. Ama secimleri kazanamadiar ve béylelile u takip kaldiar. 1
Bu nedenle tam tersi oldu. Tabi ki tam tersi olacakti. Bz segimi kazandik. [00:02:28.23][[Chris Wallace konusmaya baslyor.]] Tabi ki
bunu yapma hakkimz vardi Chrs.

*[00:02:31.06] Chris Walace: Cok tesekiiirler Baskan Trump. m simdi 1 size brakiyorum [[Joe Biden]]sézii Baskan Yardimacsi Joe Biden,
iki dakian var.

[00:02:38.18] Joe Biden: Oncelikle, ok tesekkirler bu organizasyon igin. Sayin Baskan size de hosgeldiniz demek istiyorum. Evet.
Amerikan halkinin yiksek mahkeme yargicannin kim olucagina karar vermekte hakki vardur. Senatérieri secerken, baskanlan secerlerken
de keza ayni sekilde bu gegerlidir, Tabi ki. Biz segim sirecinin ortasndayaken bu segimi yapamaye. Segim siireci basiadi, onbinlerce kisi
lhalihazrda oy verdi. O yiizden yapimasi gereken sey beklemek. Bekleyip, secim sonuglanni gdrmemi lazm. Yargigiarn atanmasindan
6nce. Ciinkil insanlann kendi goriislerini ifade edebimelerinin tek yolu baskan ve baskan yardmasi olarak kimi secmek istediklerini oy
vererek gdstermek. Sayn Baskan, agkea styledi, m dedi ki uygun bakm yasasini ben kaldrmak istiyorum dedi. Su anda 1 yiiksek
mahkemede anayasa mahkemesinde uygun bakim yasasl gorusiimekte. Iyrm milyon kisiyl etkileyecek bakn - bu. Sadlk sigortasna
erigimi etkilenecek eger yasa mahkemeye giderse. Sayn 1 yargicla, Sayin Barretle aramda kisisel bi husumet yok”. Iyi bi insana benziyo.
Ama uygun bakim yasasnin anayasaya uygun olmadigini disiindiyo Sayn Yargic. Yine”, eder bu yasa gegmezse nolucak? Kadn haklan
temelden dedisecek. Pek ok kisi daha fazia 1 6deme yapmak, sigorta Gdemesi yap-mak durumunda kalicak. Eger sigortalanmadan dnce
var olan hastalidan varsa hamile kadinlar* bie”* ek Gdeme yapmak zorunda kalacaklar. O yiizden (yutkunma) uygun ba-km yasas w
milyonlarca kisi icin gok onemli sigortalanamadan once 1 mevcut hastaldi olan miyonlarca kisi igin oneml. Yani o yizden bunu
secimlerden once yapmak ugun dedidr. Sayn Yargic'm atanmasini. Eder segm kazaniirsa, ve Cumhuriyet-gller kazanrsa [00:04:40.25]
[[Trump konusmaya bashyor]] o zaman tamam Sayin Baskan buyursun atasn.

[00:04:46.17) Donald Trump: Zaten insanlann bu konuda soz sayleme hakki var.Cunkil yizmiyon gibi bi kisiden bahsediyoruz.
Ginsburgiin de gok kuwvetl bir sekide dile getirdii gibion kadar yi 6nce 1 Senatodaki bagkanin 1 bir dénem igin segidigini soylemigti.[[
Biz 1 bagkanfar olarak i yiligina segimiyoruz. Dort yiligna seilyoruz. Bir senato var ve bunun bir baskani var ve bu donem zarfinda 1 tabi
ki bunun oni agktr. Ben Gg yligina seimedim dort yligna [00:05:16.14]([Biden konuguyor]] secidim.

[[00:05:18.25]] Joe Biden: Yz mi-
[[00:05:18.25]]Donald Trump: Yiiz mi- Joe! Yiz miyon 1 kisi 1 tamamen yanls bir rakam bu rakami nerden edindin bimiyorum ama
problem su u yiizseksen 1 milyonu kendi 6zel saglik sigortasndan [[Biden konuguyor]] ayrmaya galisiyo (net dedil)
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Figure 1. IngScribe screenshot of the transcription of the presidential debate

4.3.2. Sonix.ai

Powered by Al technology, Sonix.ai? proved to be fruitful for the transcription process.

The software provides considerably fast automated transcriptions. Besides, Sonix

identifies different speakers by showing them separately. However, the automated

transcriptions are not completely accurate. Given that the recordings were already

problematic in terms of overlapping talks, field-specific terms along with the issue of

gender-matching in the interpreted record, these issues instinctively affected the output

and required an extensive editing process to polish the transcriptions. Below is an

example of the display-unit of the software (Figure 2).

12 For more detail on Sonix.ai see https://sonix.ai/features
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Figure 2. Sonix.ai screenshot of the transcription of the presidential debate.

4.3.3. AmberScript

AmberScript’® is on a par with the Sonix.ai, both providing automated transcripts
powered by Al technology. The display for editing is quite handy to use (Figure 3). Yet,
the output of AmberScript is also problematic and requires a process of editing

specifically for identifying speakers and overlapping talks.
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birlestirmiyor,” dedi. Bakin bu baskan(.) hee:r seyi kullanarak irkgi nefreti

kériklemeye calisiyor, irkgi ayriliklan(.) koriiklemeye alistyor. Bakin(.. Afrika kokenli
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Figure 3. AmberScript screenshot of the transcription of the presidential debate

13 For more detail on AmberScript see https://www.amberscript.com/en/products/automatic-transcription/
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4.3.4. Zoom
In conducting the interviews Zoom provided great convenience both for recording the
meeting in an audio & video format and providing automatic live transcriptions. Closed
captioning & live transcription feature of the Zoom, however, is only limited to upgraded
accounts for now. Hence, I filled out a form to request a live transcription feature to be
available for my account. Though it is only available in English currently, the live
transcription feature of Zoom provided me with saving on time with an average quality
text. | further made the necessary changes and polished the transcription.

All in all, using softwares for the transcription and interview process provided
great convenience as well as saving time.

| analyzed three media outlets in total, the details of the elements | analyzed might

be read in the table below. In Table 2, moreover, the duration of the data | analyzed is

offered.
Table 2
The number of data and interviewees
DATA/TRANSCRIPTION INTERVIEWEES
NO1 2 of the debates 2 interpreters
NO2 2 of the debates 1
NO3 - 1
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Table 3

Breakdown of the durations of the data

Duration - First Debate Duration - Second Interviews
Debate
NO1 01:33:50 01:33:02 00:30:40
NO2 00:42:45 00:37:36 00:42:30
NO3 - -
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5. ANALYSIS & DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

This chapter will draw on the simultaneous interpretations records and interviews,
associating the data with theory in an attempt to cross check the hypothesis. The analysis
will be made under three headings: Framing the SI through working conditions, Framing
the Sl through preparation and lastly Reframing through simultaneous interpreting.

In the first part, | will attempt to elaborate on the working conditions of the
simultaneous interpretation of the 2020 U.S. Presidential Debates transformed through
the global pandemic. In doing so, I will question in what ways the working conditions,
particularly the physical environment, framed Tv interpreting in the interpretation of the
presidential debates. The second part, in turn, will focus on the preparation process
analysing its framing effect on the interpretation. In the last part, | will attempt to elucidate
the question of how the debates were reframed through simultaneous interpretation
providing an analysis of the transcripted data.

5.1. Framing the SI through Working Conditions

An interpreter shall not, as a general rule, work alone in a simultaneous
interpretation booth, without the availability of a colleague to relieve her or him
should the need arise.

(AIIC, 6)

The above quote from Article 6 of the AIIC’s Professional Standards, became more and
more unattainable when the pandemic stormed throughout the world. Ideally, the AlIC
standards attempt to provide a better environment for the maximum quality of the output
as well as protecting the conference interpreters. The pandemics reshaped the working
conditions of the interpreters and things changed immensely for conference interpreters.
They suddenly found themselves not being able to work in the booths anymore, that is,
they had to work at home as full lock-down was imposed all across the world in an attempt
to avoid people contracting COVID- 19. It was against this backdrop that AIIC re-
organized the remote working conditions for conference interpreters. AlIC, thus, took
control of the situation, published a list as to the equipment the interpreters are to have in
an attempt to offer a high-quality interpreting service at home such as the high-speed
internet, high quality headphones. It is also worthwhile to note that working at home was
deemed as the last resort under the pandemic conditions and the interpreters were asked

to offer interpreting services at hubs, if possible. In the case of the TV interpreting,
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however, there is no such a professional association encompassing TV interpreters and
freelance TV interpreters are mostly conference interpreters. As such, the interpretes, had
to find out the ways to organize (or frame, for the purposes of the present paper) the
working conditions themselves. In the face of such a professional body being non-
existence in TV interpreting, the conference interpreters who were assigned with
interpreting for a media outlet, had to find a way out themselves. To give one concrete
example, it was in the early days of the pandemic that my thesis advisor could not fulfill
the need of one of her clients, namely Habertlirk. One of the producers working for
Habertiirk informed her that they would need a male interpreter for an assignment. The
male interpreters she got in touch with, however, did not accept the assignment since they
found the working conditions “too risky”, with no professional cleaning and no
reorganization of the working conditions. The media outlets, on the other hand, were not
technically ready to go for remote interpreting and asked the interpretes to be at the
channels physically. As people got more accustomed to living under pandemic
conditions, it seems as if the interpreters decided to show more agency and framed the
working conditions themselves, at least in the case of interpreting the 2020 Presidential
Debates.
Example Excerpt (7) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

| was able to interpret in the same room, not in the same booth, but in the
same room in the same studio actually with my partner. They had
arranged for a different setting, and we convinced them and also
technically explained to them that it's feasible, that we can use the same
device. We just needed two earphones (emphasis is mine).

As Interpreter 1 from NOL1 holds, interpreters convince NOL1 to arrange a setting that will
be suitable for the interpretation of the debates. It was more preferable for them to
interpret in the same room rather than being alone without hearing the partner. It appears
that they therefore displayed agency, explained what they need to the producers and
arranged their physical working conditions themselves.

Example Excerpt (8) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

So we were in a big studio, and we were given a very big table. The
device, the interpretation device, the console was between us but we were
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able to sit at a distance. So we were able to keep the social distance. That's
why we were able to remove our masks (emphasis is mine).
With the guidance of interpreters, interpreters in NO1 were able to interpret in the same
studio and follow the Covid-19 measures at the same time. By keeping the social distance,
they were able to remove their masks so that they could feel more comfortable. However,
there were other problems rather than being in the same room as the Interpreter 1 attests

in the excerpt below.

Example Excerpt (9) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

But the thing is as it's not an isolated booth, or a small room. It's a big
studio. Heating was a problem and you are sitting on a table, no sound
insulation, nothing. So, your concentration really gets affected by that, it's
very difficult to do your work in the way you do regularly.

What is clear from the above excerpt is that interpreting in a big studio distracts the
interpreters as there is no sound insulation and that even heating affects the interpreters.
Having asked by the working conditions after the pandemic, Interpreter 2 maintains as

follows:

Example Excerpt (10) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 2

Well, it is not about if I was allowed. It was a choice. We, the
interpreters do not prefer working in the same booth with our
colleagues anymore, because it is not healthy. So, after the pandemic the
physical conditions have changed. It has been only maybe a few occasions
that | had a chance to work at a meeting face to face with people and other
than that it was always on zoom or other interpreting platforms [...] So,
everything has changed (emphasis is mine).
Dwelling upon the utterance of Int2, it is clear that with the pandemic the old working
conditions become health-compromising and that interpreters feel insecure when they
have to interpret with a partner. Their priority, under the pandemics, is to ensure their
safety though it might impinge on the quality of interpreting. Capitalizing on, Int2
highlights that there were some occasions that required interpreters to work closely as in
the case of debates. In such cases they either work in separate booths or situated 3-4

meters apart.
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Example Excerpt (11) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 2

Yes, but in that case, we were closer, because we had to interact. We
know it's like an interview and we should not be speaking over one
another's voice. So we worked at NO1. And the working conditions there
were a bit challenging. When we first went there, they wanted us to be in
separate places (emphasis is mine).

In a similar vein with Interpreter 1, Interpreter 2, working for the same NO, underlines
the exceptionality of the setting adding that the first arrangement was not suitable to work.
He later contends that the booth arranged by the NO1 was so small, the equipment was
old and there was no table. Accordingly, Int2 also holds that as interpreters they guided
the employers to interpret in a different place. Hence, Int2 elucidates that they knew the
debates were like interviews and they should not be speaking over one another’s voice.
For the very reason that they had to interact, they chose to be in the same room, wearing
masks. However, after a certain point they had to remove their masks as it was almost
impossible to interpret with the mask on.

As regards NO2, the case of the Interpreter 3 was totally different in the sense that
he was the only interpreter (staff) and NO2 did not hire a second interpreter. It was a
heavy burden for the Int3, he had to interpret 3 people and the debates all alone. Similar
to the interpreters of NO1, Int3 from NO2 maintains that it is impossible to be in the same
booth unless both of the interpreters are vaccinated and given the current circumstances
(certain rules) it is not allowed to be that close. It follows that interpreters are hesitant to

be in the same booth with a colleague.

Example Excerpt (12) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

We don't have a booth for ourselves. [...] So | don't have to have control
of my voice so | can not stop it, like, I'm supposed to, | can not ask for
assistance with an interpretation gadget. What | can do is they're telling me
that my voice is all on air, that means that people can hear me, and then |
have to go ahead and hope that everything will be alright (emphasis is
mine).

When it comes to the equipment and technical devices Int3 reiterates the challenges he
encountered while interpreting. As he pointed out in Excerpt 4, there was no interpretation

equipment in NO2 that would enable him to control his voice.
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Example Excerpt (13) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

I'm all alone, I can’t cough. [...] | explained that we as interpreters
(inaudible) have our own standards, and I might be working as a journalist
for you but if you want me to do this as an interpreter, | cannot do that.
And | told them expressly that | won't be able to guarantee the quality
of the interpretation, because | can not, like, interpret for par excellence
for 40 minutes (emphasis is mine).

Having asked about interpreting Presidential Debates all alone, Int3 maintains that the

task would inevitably affect the output as he had to interpret 3 people by himself. Hence,

Int3 convinced the employers to limit the interpretation duration.

Working conditions in NO3 deviates from the case of NO1 and NO2. Due to the
strict Covid-19 measures, NO3 did not share the simultaneous interpretation records,
however | was able to obtain information from the only connection to NO3 in an interview
with the Interpreter 4. Interpreter5, however, was infected with Coronavirus and he was
not included in this thesis. Elaborating on the changing working conditions, Int4 holds
that while working alone as an interpreter the booth and the equipment should be
disinfected. Nonetheless, working in pairs as in the case of presidential debates is
different. Interpreter 4 points out to the fact that they had to interpret the debate in

different interpreting studios by virtue of Covid-19 precautions.

Example Excerpt (14) from Interviews with NO3 Interpreter 4

I was working for NO3 in the American presidential debates and what we
did was that we wouldn’t be able to sit in the same booth, due to the
pandemic. We got seated in different booths, we could hear each other
only through the earphones. So, what we did was that it would be like a
voiceover, | mean, | would be hearing the speaker louder, but | would be
hearing my booth mate with a lower sound in my ear, so it makes things
really really difficult, extremely difficult I must say (emphasis is mine).
Interpreter 4 illuminates the challenges she encountered regarding the working
conditions. Interpreters working for NO3 had to work separately, which entailed listening
to the booth mate and the debate at the same time. Unavoidably, it made the interpretation

process immensely difficult.

Example Excerpt (15) from Interviews with NO3 Interpreter 4
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The thing is American presidential debates are marked by overlapping
voices, sounds because people speak simultaneously and you need to
choose who you're going to interpret mainly. But the thing is, if my
booth mate is speaking in my ear, then | can't hear the original
speaker. It has happened to me many many times, so | couldn't hear
Biden (emphasis is mine).
It therefore appears that working in seperate interpreting studios brought about problems
about hearing the speaker(s). As Int4 depicts, the debates were already challenging as
they involved crosstalk and entailed a choice regarding who to interpret first.
Furthermore, interpreters in NO3 were not able to see each other, hearing themselves only

through earphones.

Example Excerpt (16) from Interviews with NO3 Interpreter 4

But the thing is, as he was talking in my ear, | couldn't hear the original

sound. | couldn't hear what Biden was saying, it wasn't that easy. If we

were to be seated in the same booth, then things would be very very

easy and again it was the same case in the Oscars (emphasis is mine).
It follows that Interpreter 4 had difficulty in keeping up with hearing both sides (the
speaker and the interpreting mate). The voice of the Int5 coming through earphones
drown out the original sound, as a result interpretation of the debates become more
complicated. Furthermore, Int4 underlines that hurdles due to the pandemic were not only
peculiar to the interpretation of the presidential debates. Having interpreted the Oscars
ceremony, Int4 holds that though they are seated in the same room with social distance,
she felt a necessity to wear a mask while interpreting. Moreover, in distanced seating,
hearing the interpretation partner properly was still a problem as interpreters in NO1
agreed.

Dwelling upon the conditions framing the interpretation process, it is evident that

in addition to physical measures, the pandemic affected the Interpreters psychologically.

Example Excerpt (17) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

It is very stressful; millions of things strain your mind. You are not able to
help each other with your partner like you used to. Thank God we were at
the same studio, we were able to hear each other. But you’re out of the
house after months during a pandemic, you are out of something like a
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trauma. Feeling worried about getting infected with Coronavirus, you’re
going to a building with hundreds of employees®*.
In a similar vein, Interpreter 4 holds that she was hesitant to remove the mask in an
assignment, worrying that it might be risky for her family. Intl underlines that
interpretation of the debates were way too stressful due to the precautions regarding the
pandemic.

All in all, the excerpts from the interviews show that the pandemic framed the
working conditions and subsequently the interpretation process. Jiménez Serrano holds
pertaining to the challenges interpreters face “These circumstances only test the
interpreter’s physical and psychological ability to work under truly extreme conditions”
(Jiménez Serrano 2011, 118). Along the same lines, the extreme working conditions that
emerged after the pandemic cannot be ignored as they impinged on the interpretation
process to a great extent. Framing the interpretation process on a large scale, working
conditions shaped by the pandemic put the interpreters into a stalemate. Besides
difficulties of previous working conditions such as the absence of interpreting equipment,
Covid-19 measures technically added new challenges compelling interpreters to work
separately. The working conditions culminated in the interpreters' barely hearing each
other and the speaker. What is more to that is the time during which the interpretation
took place. According to Turkish timezone, the debates were broadcasted live early in the
morning, at around 4 a.m. For this very reason, the temporal and spatial context (see.
Baker 2006) framed the interpretation process, leading interpreters to decide what is to
be interpreted, what items will be more salient or obscured. It may be argued that the way
the interpreters' working conditions were framed in light of the pandemics affected the
quality of interpreting, as well. In what follows, | will offer insights into the preparation
process and focus on the question how it framed the simultaneous interpretation process.
5.2. Framing the SI through Preparation
Most practitioners will probably acknowledge the fact that preparation is an essential part
of the interpretation assignments. “One of the main reasons most interpreters agree that
adequate preparation facilitates and improves Sl is that it enables them to identify a

specific number of possible topics, thereby activating relevant mental frames™ (Scaglioni

14 Translated by me.
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2013, 84). Prior knowledge and preparation have an impact on Sl, notably in live TV
interpreting. In this respect, the interpretation of the U.S. Presidential Debates are framed
by the preparation process as well in the sense that preparation enabled interpreters to
overcome challenges regarding the technical problems and the debates. Intl attests that
the preparation definitely has a huge impact and it really changes things a lot.

Example Excerpt (18) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

Before the first debate, | was notified only a couple of hours before. So,
yes, it was in the afternoon [...] | got a phone call saying that they will
broadcast the debates and they forgot to arrange interpreters. So
normally, | wouldn't accept such a short notice, and high-profile
assignment because you have to make a lot of research, you have to be
prepared. All that and it's broadcasted live on TV right? So many people
will be watching, so it's much more stressful than your regular
assignments. Normally | would have said, maybe no, but because of
Covid, we don't have a lot of assignments so | said, okay (emphasis is
mine).

Illustrating the process of recruitment and preparing for the assignment, Interpreter 1 from
NO1 highlights that it was only a couple of hours before that she was asked to interpret
for such a high profile assignment. Underlining that the assignment entails a lot of
research and preparation, Intl further states that due to the pandemic they don’t often get
assignments and thus she accepted the job despite all the difficulties. Similarly,
recommending the Intl and Int2 to NO1 for the assignment, Int4 maintains that she
suggested sharing her notes and glossary with NO1 interpreters so that they could make
preparation in such a short time. Having further described the preparation process for the
interpretation of Presidential Debates on TV, Int2 form NO1 maintains as follows.

Example Excerpt (19) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 2

We had to be in contact with my colleagues. We had a Whatsapp group
and we shared info about the subjects that could be possibly raised during
the interview. [...] So, we did some preliminary work about the possible
questions and also the themes for the debate. You have to find articles
or some pieces about those issues and yeah, we came up with a list of
terms or special phrases and yeah, it was a continuous process until the
debate. You have to always be alert and follow the media, and all the
news that can come your way during the debate (emphasis is mine).
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What is clear from the excerpt above is that Interpreters from NO1 and Int4 from NO2
collaborated to prepare for the assignment. By analysing themes, subjects and questions
for the debates interpreters prepared for the upcoming event. As a special assignment
involving culture-bound items, specific themes comprising internal politics, the Sl of the
U.S Presidential Debates required extensive knowledge about the context. Along with

that, interpreters’ prior knowledge contributes greatly for the assignment.

Example Excerpt (19) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 2

| had already been following the US presidential campaign process since
the beginning, even starting from the caucuses. | was aware of the pre
candidates, everyone, and partly because of my job also I always follow
politics, what's happening around the world and especially what's
happening in the US. Because | was also interpreting Trump from time
to time, when he was making important addresses on TV (emphasis is
mine).
It follows that Int2 was keeping abreast of the current affairs as she was an experienced
interpreter and that she intrinsically probed into the U.S election process. Int2 further
contends that she was always listening to podcasts about the US elections and what was
behind the financial issues behind Trump's campaign, underlining that she was already
acquainted with the issue. Along the same lines, it may be argued that prior knowledge
of an issue is instrumental for the interpretation as Galaz maintains “prior knowledge is

an important factor in understanding, especially when dealing with scientific or
specialised discourse” (Diaz Galaz 2011, 173).

Example Excerpt (20) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

So, we already knew these debates were happening for a long time
beforehand, right? The subjects were announced, [...] NO2 International,
and other domestic US media all covered these debate topics beforehand,
and they would have the potential talking points of the candidates. So that's
how I roll. I looked up all these different channels and looked at different
internet sites, and | created an Excel sheet, a spreadsheet, and then | put
down all the concepts that | think I might hear in there.

Alternatively, Interpreter 3 from NO2 contends that working as a staff interpreter, he had
prior knowledge about the topics as he was following up the whole election campaign

process. In line with his position, Int3 covers the agenda on a daily basis as well as
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interpreting for the election campaign throughout the process. Conversely, Int4 was hired

almost two weeks before the assignment and she had time to make preparations.

Example Excerpt (20) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

| had time around two weeks. So what | did was that | listened to CNN
constantly, I read the New York Times every day. | also looked into some
of the issues that could be illuminating, [...] | read the New York Times, |
looked into some of the issues, just like some cases that are famous
regarding the black people and abortion rights. What else? George Floyd
case, economy, international politics and foreign politics.
In a similar vein, Int4 holds that she was able to cover a wide range of issues by following
news and reading about the related topics. Along the same lines, the notes and glossary
prepared by the interpreters encompasses subjects related to the debates ranging from
specific terminology & names (e.g. filibuster, caucuses, ANTIFA), to abbreviations (e.g.
CDC, PPE) and general overview of themes (e.g. Georg Floyd case, Covid-19 ). Below

figures are screenshots of preparation documents | obtained from interpreters with their

consent.
A B C D E
ahsentee hallot posta yoluyla verilen oy
adjudication yargi karari
affidavit taahit
affidavit taahiit, yeminli ifade
anti semite yahudi dismani
) antifa antifa- Trump'in gdsterilerden sorumlu tuttugu orgat Anti-fagist ya da Anti-fagist hareketin kisaftmasi
. attorney general adalet bakan
' Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka farkli irklanin ayni okula gidebilmesinin Gnini agan karar ABD Yilksek Mahkemesinin doniim nol
i bunker sidinak
I caucasus parti kongresi
i CDC- Centers for Disease Control and Prevention Hastalk Kontrol ve Korunma Merkezleri
i Commission on Presidential debates BASKANLIK MUNAZARASI KOMISYONU
" court of appeals yarqitay, temyiz
i court of appeals judge temyiz hakimi
I court packing yargig sayisini ariirma MAHKEME DOLDURMA
) Daca (pronounced dah-kun) is a federal government program ¢ Gocukluk Gelisleri igin Ertelenmig Eylem, cocuk olarak Ulkeye gel Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals
. defunding the palice polisin mali kaynaklarinin kesimesi
! denunciation kinama
i depreciation amortisman

Figure 4. Screenshot of the term list prepared by interpreters.
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BASKANLIK MUNAZARASI - 2020 ABD BASKANLIK SECIMLERI
NBC's Kristen Welker,

Belmont University in Nashville, Tennessee

Electoral College: Seciciler Kurulu

John Ratcliffe, the director of national intelligence, and Christopher A. Wray, the
F.B.I director, in an evening announcement from the bureau’s headquarters.

BASKANLIK MUNAZARASI KOMISYONU (CPD)

29 EYLUL CASE WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY — CLEVELAND/OHIO — CHRIS
WALLACE (FOX NEWS)

15 EKIM ADRIANNE ARSHT CENTER FORT HE PERFORMING ARTS — FLORIDA -
STEVE SCULLY

22 EKIM BELMONT UNIVERSITY NASHVILLE/TENESSEE - KRISTEN WALKER

7 EKIM — BASKAN YARDIMCISI ADAYLARI MUNAZARASI — SALT LAKE
CITY/UTAH

Figure 5. Screenshot of the documents prepared by interpreters.

It can therefore be concluded that preparation and prior knowledge of the context had a

huge impact on the interpretation process. Having been notified at the very same day for

the debates, even the short preparation and prior knowledge of current affairs enabled

MOL interpreters to deal with the assignment in a better way.

Taking the working conditions reshaped by the pandemic into account,

preparation holds a pivotal role specifically for the live interpretations of the U.S

Presidential Debates. Having been confronted with challenges regarding the insufficiency

of technical equipment, rearrangement of interpreting environment due to Covid-19 and

the difficulty of the assignment itself, preparedness (even for a couple of hours)

contributed greatly in overcoming these challenges. It is worthwhile to remind that all the

interpreters who took part in this study had a background in Translation & Interpreting

studies. Among all, Int1, Int2 and Int4 had at least ten years of experience as a conference

interpreter and some interpreted for the previous debates on TV. Int3, on the other hand,

started his professional experience during the pandemic, working as a staff interpreter &

journalist in NO2 since May 2020. As such, prior experience & knowledge and the

preparation of the interpreters by and large framed the SI of debates on TV. It was the

Interpreters’ initial knowledge & preparation that greatly affected the decisions of the
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interpreters during the SI. Thus, interpreters reframed the simultaneous interpretation of
the debates, as the pre-process (e.g. working conditions, adequate preparation) impinge
on the interpretation. To be more clear, the pre-process forges a framework for the
interpreters, shaping their ideas and attitudes and subsequently leading them to re-frame
the simultaneous interpretation. In the next section, | will elaborate on how the U.S.
Presidential Debates are reframed through simultaneous interpreting.
5.3. Reframing through Simultaneous Interpreting
Darwish contends in his doctoral study that decisions of the translators are not always
bound to constraints. Thus, “a translator may choose a specific strategy to realize a
specific objective in the absence of constraints” (Darwish 2009, 190). In this section, I
will attempt to analyse the decisions & strategies taken by the interpreters of the
presidential debates in Turkey, in the light of reframing strategies adopted by Baker
(2006, 2007), Qin and Zhang (2018). Drawing on patterns and strategies employed during
the SI, I will attempt to discuss that these patterns & strategies are (re)framing as it is
displayed in Baker (2006, 2007) and Qin and Zhang (2018).
5.3.1. Patterns of reframing in the interpretations
The Presidential Debates in 2020 descended into chaos with constant interruptions of the
candidates. According to the statistics, Donald Trump interrupted Joe Biden 73 times in
the first debate. BBC sources say Biden spoke 43 minutes while Trump spoke for 38
minutes in the first debate.’®> A different source, however, shows that Donald Trump
spoke for 39:06 and Biden spoke for 37:56 for the first debate.’® As regards the second
presidential debates the interruptions were less often. Trump interrupted Biden or the
moderator Kristen Welker 50 times, and Biden interrupted Trump or the moderator 37
times as reported by USA Today statistics.!’

The overlapping talks inevitably resonated in interpreting, as interpreters had
difficulty in hearing the speakers and helping each other due to the working conditions.
Furthermore, interpreters found themselves in a dilemma as they had to make a choice

between who or what/who to interpret first. This choice brought about the question: what

15 https://www.bbc.com/news/election-us-2020-54350538

16 https://www.statista.com/chart/23065/minutes-spoken-in-the-september-2020-debate/
https://www.usatoday.com/in-depth/news/2020/10/23/last-night-trump-biden-debate-recap-
interruptions-speaking-time/3733474001/
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IS more important to render? In this respect, interpreters become the decision-makers to

select the information to be interpreted, to decide what to omit or add. Subsequently, they

(re)framed the debates through interpreting. | contend that strategies adopted by

interpreters can be considered as a (re)framing, particularly “selective appropriation”

Baker contends, selective appropriation as a reframing strategy “realized in patterns of

omission and addition” (Baker 2006, 114) and through these strategies the information

might be obscured or highlighted. In what follows, I will cite interpreting examples from

the transcripted data in an attempt to showcase the way (re) framing is materialized in

interpreting.

Table 4

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE

TARGET

BACK-TRANSLATION

DONALD TRUMP:  China
ate your lunch, Joe. And no
wonder, your son goes in and
he takes out, well he takes out-
JOE BIDEN:NOo.

DONALD TRUMP:

Billions of dollars,
takes out billions of dollars to
manage. He makes millions of
dollars, and also —

JOE BIDEN:Simply not true.

DONALD TRUMP:  —while
we're at it —

JOE BIDEN: Not true.
DONALD TRUMP:  —why

is it, just out of curiosity, the

mayor of Moscow's wife gave

Int2: Sagirmamak lazim senin 11
oglun gidip milyonlarca bi-
milyarlaca 11 dolar aliyor aslinda
bir

seyleri  yor-yonetebilmek

icin.  Niye boyle?? Ben
meraktan soruyorum sadece 11
ogluna 1 ticbuguk milyon dolar
vermis  Moskova  Belediye
Bagkani. niye boyle bir sey
olmus? Neden bdyle bir durum

s6z konusu?

No need to surprise, your son
goes and gets millions of bi-
billions of dollars to actually ru-
run things. Why? I'm just asking
out of curiosity, to your son, the
mayor of Moscow gave three
and a half million dollars. Why
did such a thing happen? Why is

there such a situation?'®

18 All translations are made by myself.
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your son 3 ¥ million dollars?

(emphasis is mine)

The above table is an extract from the debate in which tensions rise and candidates
interrupt each other. Interpreting Trump, Int2 omits some elements as there is an ongoing
discussion. Thus, the expression “China ate your lunch” Trump said with reference to
Biden on trade war with China is omitted in the interpretation. Moreover, Trump’s
constant repetitions are compressed in the interpretation. The statement of Trump
referring to Hunter Biden, “the mayor of Moscow’s wife gave your son 3 % million
dollars” reframed as “the mayor of Moscow gave three and a half million dollars”. On
top of that Int1 was not able to interfere with Int2 as candidates interfered with each other

in the source.

Example Excerpt (21) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

It’s very difficult because you have to wait until your partner stops
interpreting, to be able to start your interpretation. So Trump was talking
so much and he kept interrupting Biden. So | was listening, and then my
partner would translate, but Trump would stop and Biden would start
speaking, but my partner would still be interpreting and I had to wait.

What is clear from the passage is that Int1 had to wait for her partner to finish interpreting,
however the speakers were interrupting each other continuously. It is possible that Intl
could not intervene as they were interpreting live on TV. Having the Turkish audience in
mind, the output would be more complicated if she had interpreted. Intl further contends

as follows.

Example Excerpt (22) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

[...] you have to make the decision. | mean you, you have to omit certain
parts, because it's not like you talking all the time. You have to wait for
the other person, and then you have to start. You can't interrupt your
partner just like Trump was interrupting Biden. Sometimes we had to
do it because there were exchanges of nasty words as | said so.
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Intl attests that they were on the brink of a dilemma. Interpreting on TV, they could not
interrupt each other that often as the candidates did. Thus, they had to omit some
elements, namely (re)frame the debates while interpreting. In that environment, it was not
possible to render all items in a chaotic debate. Conversely, there were some instances
when interpreters interrupted each other. However, it was generally when Trump and
Biden exchanged impolite words. In that case, Intl maintains that they interrupted each
other but when candidates were talking about important things they had to wait. As it is
broadly covered in 5.1., working conditions have a direct impact on the case of
overlapping talks and the ways interpreters reframed the debates. Referring to the
overlapping talks, Interpreter 4 contends that not being able to sit side by side with the
booth mate was the biggest problem as they couldn't see and help each other.

The case of Int3 was way more interesting as he had to interpret all 3 of the
speakers at the same time. In describing the way he handle the situation, Int3 maintains

as follows:

Example Excerpt (23) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

I was the one who was managing all sides [...] I was interrupting myself
so | got to decide when to end the previous sentence and when to start
the other. And yeah, | turned it into theatre (not clear) actually, so like I
interrupted myself. I don't know, | felt angry at myself well at the same
time defending my own position against myself, it was a really interesting
experience.
As regards Int3, the debates turned out to be a theatre stage where he is the only actor
performing. On that account, Int3 inevitably reframes the debates and candidates,
deciding on when to start and end the interpreting as well as deciding on who to interpret
first. The statements of interpreters, precisely prove that the framing as selection and
salience is realized in the interpreter’s decisions and thus interpreters become reframers.
Overall, patterns of omission and addition as a reframing strategy were not only
observed in the case of overlapping talks. Along with omission and addition interpreters
used labelling, namely “generalization and specification” (Qin and Zhang 2018)to
reframe elements, making that item more salient or obscure.
Table 5

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data
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SOURCE

TARGET (NO1)

TARGET (NO2)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO1)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO2

Trump: Look at
China.
filthy it is. Look
at Russia. Look at
India. It's filthy.
The, the air is
filthy. The Paris
Accord, | took us

How

out because we
were going to
have to spend

trillions of dollars,

and we were
treated very
unfairly.
(emphasis is
mine)

Intl: u Cin'e
bakin ne kadar

kirli, pis olduguna

bakin. Rusya'ya
bakin.
Hindie::stan'a

bakin Pis. 1 Hava
gercekten ¢ok pis,
kirli.u Biz u1 zaten
1 trilyonlarca 11
dolar1i u Paris
Anlagmasima 11

ak-

ayirmayacaktik.

Int3: Cin'e bakin!
Ne Kkadar pis
olduguna bakin!
Rusya'ya bakin(.),
Hindistan'a
bakin(.), Kirli o
ulkeler! Hava-
hava o kadar Kirli
ki, Paris Iklim
Antlagmasi’ndan
¢ikardim bizi.
Cunku
trilyonlarca dolar
harcatacaklardi

bize ve hig de adil
degildi.

Look at China,
look how filthy,
dirty it is. Look at
Russia. Look at
India. Dirty. The
air is really dirty,
filthy. We would
not allocate
trillions of dollars
for Paris Accord

already

Look at China!
Look how dirty it
is. Look at
Russia. Look at
Those

are

India.

countries
filthy! The a-air is
so filthy that |
took us out of the
Paris Accord.
Because they
would make us
spend trillions of
dollars and that

was not fair.

Table 5 depicts the interpretations of Int2 from NO1 and Int3 from NO2. The interpreting

instance displays that Trump’s framing of China, India and Russia is accentuated through

specification of some items. Intl reiterates the words filthy and further adds the word

dirty and through this choice Trump’s framing becomes more salient. In the beginning of

the utterances, it is portrayed as if the words filthy and dirty are used for all 3 countries

with the expression “Those countries are filthy!”. Interpreters further clarify the

vagueness of the expressions. Yet, the utterances “really dirty” and “so filthy” further

specifies and highlights by reframing the already framed.

When it comes to repositioning, Baker (2006) notes that changes in register and

raising or lowering the level of formality might be elaborated as repositioning. | suggest

that toning down or making the expression more assertive while interpreting might also
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be regarded as a strategy of repositioning. In the interpretation of the debates, interpreters

sometimes adopted different strategies in rendering impolite exchanges of the candidates.

The below example depicts such a case.

Table 6

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

any of his stuff.
He's Putin’s
puppy. He still
refuses to even
say anything to
Putin about the
bounty on the
heads of
American
soldiers.
(emphasis is

mine)

bahsediyoruz bu
dénemde(.) Rusya

tarafindan.

kopegi oldu. Ha-

la-ha-la Amerikali

askerlerin
kafasinda  para
odiili  oldugunu

kabul edemiyor.

by Russia.

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) [ TARGET (NO2) | BACK- BACK-
TRANSLATION | TRANSLATION
(NOY) (NO2
Trump: With Int1: Simdi | Int3: Isin asli su ki | Now, he’s acting | The thing is, |
regard to being Putinin  mesela | ben Putin'le kars1 | like Putin’s confronted Putin
weaker, the fact is | kuklasi gibi [ karsiya geldim ve | puppet, for and we said he
that I've gone davraniyor(.), onun example, Trump. | would not accept
head to head with | Trump. Amerikan | davranislarini We are talking his actions. H-he
Putin, and made it | askerlerinin kabul about the price became his dog.
clear to him we're | basina konan | etmeyecegini put on American | S-still, he can’t
not going to take | édullerden sOyledik. O-onun | soldier’s heads, accept that a prize

is put on
American

soldier’s heads.

It was one of the captivating moments when Biden called Trump “Putin’s puppy”. Table

6 depicts how the famous expression was reframed in two different interpretations in NO1
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and NO2. In the interpretations, Intl softens the expression “Putin’s puppy”,
repositioning it as “Putin’s puppet”. Conversely, Int3 opts for making Biden’s utterance
more assertive, reframing it as “Putin’s dog”. Furthermore, regarding the expression “He
still refuses to even say anything to Putin about the bounty on the heads of American”,
Intl opts for interpreting Biden’s utterance as “We are talking about the price put on
American soldier’s heads, by Russia.” Given the example, Intl attempts to clarify
Biden’s utterance underlining that it was Russia who put the price American soldier’s
heads. This specific example is referred to by Int3 as well. Having asked about his
decisions on who or what to interpret first during the debates, Int3 immediately recaptures
the moment Biden got angry and maintains as follows:

Example Excerpt (23) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

[...] and Biden got angry and he interrupted Trump and he said “you know
what you're Putin’s lapdog”. And so for example in that one I was mid-
sentence trying to interpret Trump's accusations. But once | heard Putin |
immediately switch back to Biden, because Putin and lapdog that's
more interesting. (emphasis is mine)

Int3 indicates that the utterance, “Putin’s puppy” sounds more interesting for him that he
felt the necessity to switch to Biden right away. He even passed over interpreting what
Trump says as Biden’s remarks were way more important and should be interpreted for
Turkish audience. These remarks prove that interpreters as (re)framers are the ones to
select the items to be interpreted on screen, and further decide what items, or whose
utterance will be more salient. In the example excerpt 23, it was a conscious decision for

Int3. What Int1 contends regarding these decisions is worthy of note as well.

Example Excerpt (24) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

And sometimes you might hear, but you have to omit because it's so fast
you don't have the time so you have to choose. It's, it's my instinct. | tried
to make an assessment to see which part is more important, and which
part is more important for the Turkish audience. So, that's how I can
actually choose. If it's too fast and | have to, you know, pass certain things
or omit certain things (emphasis is mine).

That instinct Intl refers to, is key in the sense that it implies what the audience will hear

or not. As the excerpt illuminates, interpretation of presidential debates involves
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employment of different strategies of reframing. To deal with the challenges brought by
the debates, interpreters had to select and decide for strategies. What is more to that is the
fact that interpreters have their own frames within their minds that inevitably have an

impact on their decisions.

Example Excerpt (25) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 2
Generally, you know, Trump always says a couple of things that don't
make sense [...] maybe rarely finishes his sentences.[...] While Trump
steps in and says something ridiculous or something that doesn't really
make sense, you have to proceed with what the moderator was saying
(emphasis is mine).
Intl attests that when he felt Trump was saying something ridiculous or doesn’t make
sense, he chose not to interpret and switch to moderator if the two of them were speaking
at the same time. Alternatively, Intl holds that during the debates everyone saw that the
candidates were having a fight, so eventually Intl states she did not hesitate and even so

glad that she could say Trump shut up.

Example Excerpt (26) from Interviews with NO3 Interpreter 4

| was really angry with Trump as an emotion. | really wanted to give
more space to Biden and I might have repeated what he said. For
instance, if he says: “Bir dakika, sira bende.”(Just a second, It’s my turn),
I might have repeated it twice. This is what | believe in. | mean, of
course, it comes out only after the transcription. But I believe | have done
it because | was really angry with Trump (emphasis is mine).

It follows that Int4 felt annoyed with Trump’s constant interruptions, stating that it was
always Trump who tried to intervene. She then maintains that she was angry with Trump.
As such, Int4 used repetition as a strategy of reframing to make Biden’s utterance more
salient in the interpretation. It is clear that interpreters associate themselves with the
participants in some instances and this leads them to reframe their interpretation in line
with their views. Int4 further reckons that she actually felt bored as she constantly waited
Biden to be able to talk.

Along the same lines Int3 of NO2, holds that interpreting Trump was quite easy

whereas Biden is unable to form sentences in a meaningful way. Hence, Int3 opted for
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being more alert while interpreting Biden as he states “he wanted to make sure that it was
Biden who was correcting himself”.

Capitalizing on, interpreters sometimes substituted the source utterance and the
output eventually becomes precisely different from the source. The utterance of
candidates reframed by the interpreters was diverging from the source. These variations
may stem from several reasons, such as misunderstanding the expression and not being

able to repair due to the time constraints.

Table 7
Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) BACK-TRANSLATION

Trump: No, people want their
schools open. They don't want
to be shut down. They don't
want their states shut down.
They want their restaurants. |
look at New York. It's so sad
what's happening in New
York. It's almost like a ghost
town and I'm not sure it can
ever recover what they've
done in New York. People

They

want to get back to their lives.

want their places open.

(emphasis is mine)

Int2: Ama, pardon. Kendisi bir
beyanda bulundu. 1 insanlar
okullarin ag¢ilmasimi istemiyor
ki. Ya da 1 restoranlarin ya da 11
kalmasini

New York

eyaletlerin  kapali
istemiyorlar  ki.
State'e bakin. 11 burada n

NewYork'ta yapilan sey aslinda

¢ok iyi bir toparlamaydi.
Insanlar 11 kendilerine ait
yerlerin, isletmelerin  agil-kK

olmasini istiyorlar.

Oh, sorry. He made a
statement. People don't want
their schools to be open. They
don't want restaurants or states
to be shut down. Look at New
York State. Here, What was
done in NewYork was
actually a very good recovery.
People want their places and
businesses to be open

(emphasis is mine).

It follows that through interpretation, Trump’s utterance was (re)framed in a totally
different way. The expression “People want their schools open”, substituted as “People
don't want their schools to be open. Furthermore, Trump’s criticisms regarding New York
State due to the Covid shutdowns were reframed adversely. In the source, Trump asserts

that “It's so sad what's happening in New York. It's almost like a ghost town and I'm
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not sure it can ever recover what they've done in New York” (emphasis is mine).
Conversely, this criticism ends up as an appreciation of New York’s Covid-19 measures
in the interpretation. Trump’s account was reframed as Look at New York State. Here,

what was done in NewYork was actually a very good recovery” (emphasis is mine).

Table 8

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE

TARGET (NO1)

BACK-TRANSLATION

Joe Biden: He embraces
guys like the thugs like
in North Korea and,
and, uh, and the Chinese
President and Putin and
others, and he pokes his
finger in the eye of all
our friends, all of our

Interpreter: Peki bagkan
ne yapiyor? Gliney
Kore'deki kabadayilar
ile birlikte 11 hareket
ediyor. Cin'dekilerle
Putin'le birlikte hareket
ediyor. Hepsi onun
mittefiki. Hepsi dostu,

So, what is the president is
doing? He acts together with
bullies in South Korea. He
acts together with Putin,
those in China. All of them

are his allies. All of them are

allies. arkadas (..).

his mates, his friends.

Along the same lines, Biden’s utterance referring to “North Korea” was reframed as
“South Korea" through interpretation. The examples given above substantiates that
though it is not certain that the substitutions were made intentionally, these decisions alter
the expression and reframe them in a totally divergent context.

It should also be noted that the examples obtained from the data involve various
reframing strategies together. Interpreters combined patterns of reframing which can be
seen from the patterns of omission & addition, generalisation & specification, toning
down and substitution when they needed. All of these strategies adopted by the
interpreters were observed several times in a consistent manner and formed a pattern that
enabled me to conduct this study. I will further detail patterns of reframing and how these
strategies are combined by the interpreters in the interpretation of specific elements such

as numbers, proper names, culturally loaded terms.

Table 9

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data
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the place-
Biden: That is
not peaceful
protest.
Trump: No it’s
not, but you say
itis.

Biden: I did not
say it is.

sOylediklerinize
katilmiyorum.
(Which
speaker?
unclear)

SOURCE TARGET TARGET BACK- BACK-

(NO1) (NO2) TRANSLATIO | TRANSLATIO

N (NO1) N (NO2

Wallace: All [[Int2]]: [[Trump]]: [[Trump]]: [[Trump]]:
right, Mr.- Sokaklari 11 y- Bariscil protesto | Burn down the | What does
Trump: What is | yakip insanlarin | ne demek? Yani | streets, people- | peaceful protest
peaceful [[Int1]]: sehrin ortasinda | [[Biden]]: No, | mean? So, they
protest? When | ((Hayir, dogru | geziyorlar, it’s not true, are walking in
they run through | degil, s6yledigi | istedikleri gibi | what he said is | the middle of
the middle of dogru degil)) diikkanlari not true. the city, burning
the town- [[Int2]]: ¢ikmaz [ yakip insanlar1 | [[Trump]]: shops and
Wallace: sokaklarda olddrtyorlar. Killed in dead- killing people
President oldirilmesi mi? | [[Chris end streets? [[Chris
Trump- SEN bunun 11 Wallace]]: YOU say it'sa | Wallace]]: Mr.
Trump: ... and | bariscil bir sey | Sayin Bagkan, peaceful thing. [ President, Mr.
burn down your | oldugunu Sayin Baskan President,
stores and kill sOyluyorsun. latfen lGtfen. please, please.
people all over [[Biden]]: Bu [[Biden]]: |

don't agree with
what you said.
(Which
speaker?
unclear)

The above table sets out a good example for selective appropriation due to overlapping

talks. As the speakers constantly interrupted each other, the interpreters had to decide

who/what to interpret first. That is why, Interpreter 1 in NO1 arguably chose to interpret

Trump and inevitably omit what Wallace said. Moreover, Interpreter 2 from NOL1 finds it

difficult to intervene and interrupt his/her partner as the debate is broadcasted live. In

NO2, however, Interpreter 3, interprets 3 participants at the same time. For this very

reason, it is not clear which participant is speaking due to the crosstalk. In both cases,
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certain elements are omitted. Overall, it stands to reason that, certain elements signalling

the turn of the talk are omitted as the working conditions stemming from the pandemics

frames the interpretation of the debates and the strategies adopted by the interpreters also

reframes the target output.

Table 10

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE

TARGET (NO1)

TARGET (NO2)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO1)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO2

TRUMP: So you
did that and they
call you a super
predator and
I’m letting
people out of jail
now, that you
have treated the
African-American
population
community, you
have treated the
black community
about as bad as
anybody in this
country. You did
the 1990... And
that’s why, if you
look at the polls,
I’m doing better
than any
Republican has
done in a long

time, because

Int2: u-ve boyle
bir sey
diyorsunuz 11 ve
boyle bie::r 1
ifade
kullaniyorsunuz
ve 11 a-Afrika
kokenli Amerikan
1 niifusunu,
toplumunu, 11
siyahi 11 toplumu
11 ¢ok 11 kotii 1 bu
topluma ¢ok kot
muamele ettiniz
1990'lardan beri.
11 Zaten aslinda
sonuglara,
anketlere
bakildig1 zaman
da ben her-bdtiin
Cumhuriyetgiler
arasinda bu
konuda en iyi

sonugclar(.) ortaya

[[Int3]]: Bunu
yaptin ve ona
super yarat-
yirticilar  dedin.
Simdi  insanlari
hapisten

¢ikartiyorum, sen
Afrikali
Amerikal-ilara bu
nifusa bu
topluluga(.) siyah
topluluga(.)
olabilecek herkes
kadar koth
davrandine:: ve
bue:: yuzden
eger(.) bakarsaniz
anketlere  diger
Cumhuriyetgiler'e
kiyasla ¢ok daha
iyl yapiyorum bu
topluma karsie::.

Sen onlara siper

Trump: and you
say  something
like that and you
such an
And

African

use
expression.
the

American
the
society, the black

population,

community, very
badly, you have
this

very

treated to
society

badly. Since the
1990s. Actually,
when you look at
the results, the
polls, I am the
person who has
the best results
among every-all
Republicans
about this issue.

To these people,

You did this and
called it super
creat-predators.
Now I'm getting
people out of jail,
you've treated
African-
Americans as
badly as anyone
can be to this
population to this
community to the
black community.
and that's why if
you look at the
polls 1 do much
better than other
Republicans
against this
community. You
called them super
predators, you
used even worse

nicknames.
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you did. You call | kisiyim. 1 Bu daha da kotl | you look at the|look at

them super kisilere 11 zaten n | lakaplar statements  and | testimonies,
predators, and yillar igerisindee:: | kullandin. expressions  you | have given them
you’ve called yaptiginiz Clnkde:: have made to | worse nicknames.
them worse than | beyanlara, tanikliklarina these people in

that. Because you | ifadelere bakarsan onlara | years you have

look back at your | baktiginiz ¢cok daha kotl | used such

testimony over zamane:: danbu | lakaplar  uygun | expressions.

the years, you’ve | sekilde ifadeler gordan.
called them alot | kullandiniz.
worse than that.
(emphasis is

mine)

they saw what koymus olan 11 yirticilar dedine::, | actually,  when | Becausee:: if you

Patterns of omission and addition can be observed in the above example. In NO1, the
source sentence “So you did that and they call you a super predator and I’m letting people
out of jail now” rendered as “and you say something like that and you use such an
expression”. As it can be seen certain parts are omitted and obscured in the sentence. The
expression ‘“‘super predators” was used several times in the source text. In NO1, these
expressions are omitted. Instead of using the expression super predators, Interpreter 1,
use a vague expression “and you say something like that and you use such expression”
and make the statement more obscure and more generalized. In this way, the emphasis on
“super predators” disappears in the interpretation of NO1. Furthermore, Trump’s other
statement “You call them super predators, and you’ve called them worse than that.” in
which he accuses Biden of calling the black people as “super predators” is also omitted
in NO1. The example reveals that along with the omissions, obscuring an expression by
omitting and also generalizing an element sets an example of reframing through selective
appropriation and labelling as well. In the case of NO2, a different pattern is observed in
terms of the interpretation strategies. Int3 chose to render the repeated expression “super
predators” for the Turkish audience. All in all, these reframing patterns inevitably shape

the effect of the target text.
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Table 11

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE

TARGET (NO1)

TARGET (NO2)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO1)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO2

Trump: As far as
the church is
concerned and as
far as the generals
are concerned, we
just got the
support of 250
military leaders
and generals, total
support. Law
enforcement,
almost every law
enforcement
group in the
United States. |
have Florida. |
have Texas. |
have Ohio. | have
every... Excuse
me, Portland, the
sheriff just came
out today and he
said, “I support

President Trump.

Int2: u Kiliseye
baktiginiz zaman
ya da bagka
taraflardan
gelen(.) raporlara
11 baktiginiz
zaman bu kisileri
siz slper predator
dediniz 11 vee:: 11
Amerika Birlesik
Devletleri'ndeki
her(.) bir(.) 1 n
(..) kolluk
kuvvetlerinde(.)
bunu goruyoruz.
I1 Portland, Ohio,
Michi-
(inaudible).
Zaten(.) 11
mesela(.)
bugiin(.) 1 serif(.)
1-geldi ve dedi
ben 1 (.) Trump'a

oy veriyorum.

Int3: Kilise
konusunda da
generaller
konusunda sunu
soyleyebilirime::
ki 2-50 askeri
lider ve generalin
destegi bizimle.
Kolluk kuvvetleri,
neredeyse bitin
kolluk kuvveti
gruplari
ABD'deki(.),
Florida, Teksas(.),
Ohio, (...)
afedersin
Portland. Oradaki
serif de agiklama
yapti vee::
Bagkan Trump"
destekliyorume::
dedi.

When you look at
the church or
reports  coming
from other sides,
these people you
called super
predators and we
see this in each
law enforcement.
Portland,  Ohio,
Michi-. Actually,
for example,
today the sheriff
came and said |

vote for Trump.

I can say the same
about the church
and about the
generals. That the
support of 2-50
military  leaders
and generals are
with us. Law
enforcement,

almost every law
enforcement

group in the US,
Florida, Texas,
Ohio, excuse me
Portland. That
sheriff made a
statement and said

| support Trump.
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Numbers can be considered as one of the most important and also challenging parts of
the debates. The difficulty of rendering numbers became much more complex due to the
working conditions and the challenges of the debates. As it is depicted in the above table,
numbers were omitted or rendered differently in many cases throughout the debates.
Considering the competitive nature of the debates as candidates confronted each other,
through the omission of the numbers the debates are reframed. These omissions can be
regarded as strategies of selective appropriation. The expression of Trump referring to
the number of military leaders and generals supporting him was omitted in the
interpretation of NO1 and rendered differently in NO2. Along with the numbers, proper
names were also a challenge for the interpretation and as the above example shows they
were also omitted or mis-rendered in the interpretations. As for the interpretation of the

numbers, Interpreter 2 stated as follows:

Example Excerpt (27) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 2

[...] you know I said we have to sit a bit apart from each other, so it was
not that easy for one another to see what our colleague was writing
down. Yes, we still helped, tried our best to help in terms of those
numbers, but sometimes it was not possible because the speaker was
getting carried away by, carried away when he was mentioning all those
numbers. So, maybe as we misinterpreted some figures, maybe we could
not catch up with some or could not- Sometimes I, we can’t also read our
colleagues handwriting (emphasis is mine).

Considering the numbers as the most challenging part of interpreting, Int2 refers to the
working conditions and how interpretation of the numbers became more difficult due to
the Covid-19 precautions. Intl also agreed on the difficulty of rendering numbers and

explained several strategies of rendering numbers in the interpretation of the debates.

Example Excerpt (28) from Interviews with NO1 Interpreter 1

[...] and, like, I sometimes heard the numbers, but I wasn't sure, because
in the context that didn't make sense. So instead of saying something
wrong, like saying 18,000. I, because | wasn't sure maybe he wanted to
say, 1800, but he mispronounced it. If I wasn't sure, | totally omitted it,
and sometimes again, | couldn't catch it, and my partner was too far
away to write it for me so | totally chose not to interpret and maybe the
ones I said, were wrong [...] (emphasis is mine).
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Interpreter 1 holds that instead of rendering the numbers incorrectly, she chose to omit
numbers. As Interpreter 1 and Interpreter 2 express, the challenges posed by the physical

conditions and the debate itself such as the speed of delivery, crosstalk inevitably led

interpreters to mis-render or choose to omit numbers.

Table 12

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) | TARGET (NO2) | BACK- BACK-
TRANSLATION [ TRANSLATION
(NO1) (NO2

Trump: The top | Int2: 1 ve | Int3: En- Ustteki

10 cities and just | buralarda birgok 11 | 10 Sehir-en fazla | and where there | The Top 10

about the top 40 | demokratlarin olan- 40 sehir | are many | Cities—the

cities are run by | oldugu yerde ra- | demokratlar democrats  here, | most—40  cities

Democrats, and in | dikal solcular(.) 1 | tarafindan there are radical | run by democrats

many cases | var. yiritilene::, leftists. are already in the

radical left. coktan radikal hands of the
solun elindee:: radical left,

As the example in the Table 12 displays, the omission of numbers forms a pattern. In the
interpretation of NO1, the source expressions “top 10 cities” and “top 40 cities” omitted
in the target text. It can be observed that along with the selective appropriation the
emphasis in the target text is generalised as well. However, in NO2, Interpreter 3 was
able to render numbers. | contend that the difference regarding the interpretation of
numbers in the examples mentioned might be linked to the different working conditions
and preparation process. In the case of NO1, interpreters were freelancers and hired only
a couple hours before the assignment. In NO2, however, Interpreter 3 was an institutional
interpreter & journalist, and he was assigned to interpret all events throughout the election
process in the U.S. That’s why, [ hold that Interpreter 3 was more familiar with the figures
related to the election process. Moreover, in the below excerpt, Int3 gives insights into

his strategies of interpreting numbers.

Example Excerpt (29) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

66




But even if | cannot find the full speech, usually most of the time I can
find the indication as to which numbers, they're going to use. [...]So |
have this general contextual numbers on like | prepare them
beforehand according to the speech, according to the subject, and I tried
to look for the speech itself. [...]But here's the tricky part. And this is a
positive thing not a tricky part, whenever these politicians are giving out
numbers. They want to make sure it's understood, because they're showing
off. Right. So actually, if you can keep a level ahead. Most of the time,
they repeat themselves, and they emphasize the numbers. [...] But in
the debate that was, that was a different case because it's not scripted. And
yes, | probably had a lot of misunderstood the wrong numbers or
whatever. At that point I try to just, I try to be stick to the original
speaker, but if I can't, | sometimes | omit, right, if | feel as if I'm going
to stop. If I feel as if the number is not coming. Then | just omit that
part and move on.

Interpreter 3, holds that he tries to prepare the numbers which might be used in the

speeches beforehand. Moreover, he underlines the fact that it is also a challenge for him

to render correctly. Along the same lines with the Interpreter 1, Interpreter 3 also omits

numbers.

Setting an example of selective appropriation through patterns of omission,

rendering numbers differently due to the misunderstanding also worth analysing in terms

of reframing. Taking the context of the debates into account, the change of the numbers

may alter the expression totally and that mislead the target audience.

Table 13

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

He’s President of

50 daha az n
siddet vardi(.)

daha azdi1 ABD'de

bugiine kiyasla.

when we were in

office than there is

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) [ TARGET (NO2) | BACK- BACK-
TRANSLATION | TRANSLATION
(NO1) (NO2

Biden: When we | Intl: u Siddetin | Int3: Siddet

were in office | artmas1 ile ilgili | konusundaysa Regarding the | As for violence,

there were 15% | olarak(.) biz | biz-bizim escalation of | when we and our

less violence in [ gbrevdeyken hikimetimiz violence,  there | government were

America than | bugin gbrevdeyken was 50 percent|in office, the

there is today. | oldugundan yiizde | siddet yiizde 50 | less violence | violence was 50

percent less in the

USA compared to
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the United States.

It’s on his watch.

Amerika Birlesik
Devletleri'nde.
Simdi(.) daha da

artmis durumda.

anda ABD

Su
bagskan1 o ve bu
onun

sorumlulugunda

ve()

today in the
United States.
Now, it has
increased  even
more

today.

It is clear from the passage that the percentage in Biden’s statement “when we were in

office there were 15% less violence in America” substituted differently by both

interpreters. The percentage %15 rendered as %50 in both news outlets. Through the

substitution of the number the output is reframed in a way that accentuates Biden’s

statement. In terms of the context, the percentage %50 is quite high and that reframing

the expression in such a way provides a totally different context for the audience. As a

result, reframing the expression by substituting the numbers repositions Biden and

accentuate his success for the Turkish audience.

Table 14

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE

TARGET (NO1)

TARGET (NO2)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO1)

BACK-
TRANSLATION
(NO2

BIDEN: And the
fact of the matter

is, violent crime

went down 17
percent, 15
percent in our

Administration.
It’s gone up on his

watch.

Intl: Idaremizde
ylzde  15'inden
yluzde 17 sinden
bahsediyoruz
insanlarin 11 ve bu
rakam onun
yonetiminde artti,
baskanin

yoOnetiminde artt1.

[[Int3]]: Ve isin
siddet-

suclarin

asli  su
siddetle
orani yiizde elli a-
zald1, %70 azaldi
bizim
hukimetinize
onun gobzleminde
artt1. ARTTL
Hayir, hayir kabul

etmiyorum bunu.

We are talking
about 15% , 17%
of people in our
administration.
and this number
increased
his

has
during
administration,
increased
the

has
under

administration of

And the fact of the
matter is that the
rate of vio-violent
crime has
decreased by 50
percent, decreased
by 70 percent, to
our government, it
has increased on
his
INCREASED.

observation.
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ARTTI. the president. No, no | do not
accept that.
INCREASED.

The example in Table 14 is a further proof that reframing numbers through omission or
substitution place the speaker or the message in a different context. In the above
interpretation excerpt, the numbers 15% and 17% were reframed as %50 and %70 in
NO2. Through this substitution, Biden’s statement claiming that violent crime has
decreased %15-%15 became stronger as the numbers were rendered as %50 and %70.
Furthermore, the addition of expressions “INCREASED. No, no I do not accept that.
INCREASED.” demonstrates selective appropriation through patterns of addition. The
repetition and emphasizing of the word “increase” sets an example of labelling through
specification. In the interpretation of NO1, however, the source expression become more
vague as it is reframed as “We are talking about 15% , 17% of people in our
administration.” It is clear from the NO1 interpretation that the emphasis on the decrease

of violent crime 1s obscured in the target as the word “violent crime” is omitted.

Example Excerpt (30) from Interviews with NO2 Interpreter 3

Well, numbers are the things that I'm afraid of the most when it comes to
interpretation. Because once you give a wrong number, then that changes
the whole perspective, right, a million there a billion there thousands, 10
thousands hundred thousands that really jumbles up everything, changes
the perspective.(emphasis is mine)

Dwelling on examples and Interpreter 3’s remarks, it appears that interpretation of the
numbers serves as a good example in terms of analysing patterns of reframing. Through
different strategies such as omission & addition, substitution, generalisation &
specification numbers were also reframed for the Turkish audience.

Moving on, there were many instances that omission of titles unfolds as a pattern

of reframing in the transcripted data.

Table 15

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data
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think you have
any law
enforcement. You

can’t even say the

word law
enforcement.
Because if you

say those words,
you’re going to
lose all of your
left
And

radical
supporters.

why aren’t you

saying those
words, Joe?
(emphasis is
mine)

zaten 1-
bahsetmiyorsunuz
. Cunkd bu iki
kelimeyi, kolluk
kuvvetleri
kelimesini,
sOyleseniz  bitin
radikalleri
karsiniza
alacaksiniz.
Neden 11 bunlari

sOylemekten

hoslanmiyorsunuz

?

hicbir kolluk
kuvvetleriyle
destegin yok.
Hatta kolluk
kuvvetleri bile
diyemezsin,
Clnka bunu
dersene::  btlin
radikal sol-
destekgilerini
kaybedersin.
Neden bunlar1

sOylemiyorsun bu
sirada Joe? Hadi
sOylesene kolluk

kuvvetlerini.

mention law
enforcement

anyway. Because
if you say these
the

law

two words,
word

enforcement, you
will face against
the
Why don't you

all radicals.

like to say these
things?

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) | TARGET (NO2) | BACK- BACK-
TRANSLATION | TRANSLATION
(NO1) (NO2
Int2: Siz kolluk
Trump: 1 don’t | kuvvetlerinden 11| Int3: Bence senin | Int2: You don't | Int3: | don't think

you have any
support from law
enforcement. You
can’t even say say
law enforcement
because if you say
it you will lose all
of your radical left
supporters.  Why

don’t you say
these now Joe?
Come on say law

enforcement.

As a frequently observed pattern, ways of addressing the participants generally omitted

throughout the debates. To cite an example Trump’s address to Biden “And why aren’t

you saying those words, Joe?” is omitted in NOI. | suggest that through omitting such

addresses and titles, the level of formality and the tone of the speech directly effected.

That’s why, such patterns of reframing might be grouped under repositioning. In NO2

however, the address “Joe” is rendered in the interpretation. Interpreter 2 further adds the

expression “Come on, say law enforcement”. Besides raising the tone further and

lowering the level of formality with the expression “Come on”, Interpreter 2 accentuates

the source statement.
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Alternatively, patterns of compression and toning down observed in the above

interpretation as well. The statement “You can’t even say the word law enforcement.

Because if you say those words, you’re going to lose all of your radical left supporters.”

is compressed in the NO1 interpretation as “Because if you say these two words, the word

law enforcement, you will face against all the radicals”. In this specific example, the first

expression of Trump when he claimed that Biden can not say the word law enforcement

is not rendered in the interpretation. | hold that the reason why the Interpreter 2 decided

to omit the first sentence and in a way compressed the expression might well be linked to

the reason that these statements actually are on the same line with each other. In this case,

Interpreter 2 seems to adopt omitting strategy as he is constrained by time and has to give

room to Interpreter 1.

Table 16

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

addresses white
privilege or
critical race
theory. Why did
you decide to do
that, to end racial
sensitivity

training? And do

verdiniz. Neden 11
peki bdyle bir sey
yapmaya 1 karar
verdiniz_? 1
Irkgie:: hassasiyet
e-egitimleri(.) 1
neden 1

sonlandirdiniz?

tstunlik ve beyaz
m-illiyetcilik
egitimlerini
kaldirma talimati
verdi. Neden bunu
yaptiniz(.) ve suna
inaniyor

musunuz?

Why  did

decide to do such

you

a thing? Racial
sensitivity
trainings.  Why

did you end?

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) | TARGET (NO2) | BACK- BACK-
TRANSLATION [ TRANSLATION
(NO1) (NO2
Wallace: This Int2: bu aye:: sizin | Int3:  Bu ay(.) | This month, your | This month, your
month, your yonetiminiz u | huikiimetiniz administration, government  has
Administration, federal ajanslar- | federal(.) you made the | instructed federal
uh, directed sahislara 1 irkgie:: | bakanliklara(.), decision to end | ministries to
federal agencies | 1 hassasiyet 11 | irkgilik training for | abolish, to racial
to end racial amagh egitimlere | hassasiyeti federal agencies- | sensitivity
sensitivity son vermesi(.) | egitimlerine  ve | individuals  for | trainings and
training that kararini u | 6zellikle  beyaz | racial sensitivity. | specifically white

supremacy  and
white nationalism
Why

did you do this

trainings.
and do you
believe it? Is there
systematic racism

in this country?
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you believe that Sistematik bir
there is systemic irkeilik var m1 bu
racism in this Ulkede?

country, sir?
(emphasis is

mine)

In a similar vein with the example in Table 14, Chris Wallace’s address “sir” is not
delivered in the interpretations of NO1 and NO2. As such, this strategy sets an example
of repositioning as the level of formality changed in the interpretations. Moreover, the
terms “white privilege” and “critical race theory” that give further details on the racial
sensitivity trainings can not be delivered in the interpretation of NO1. Through this
strategy, the expression become more generalised and that it might be grouped under the
category of reframing by labelling.

In the case of NO2, terms “white privilege” and “critical race theory” were
rendered as “white supremacy” and “white nationalism. As such, the different
interpretation, in other words substitution of the above-mentioned terms in NO2 migh
also be considered as a pattern of reframing.

Another pattern worths mentioning in this example is the delivery of the
expression “And do you believe that there is systemic racism in this country, sir?” As it
can be seen in the Table 16, the question directed to Trump by the moderator Chris
Wallace is omitted in the interpretation. Considering the speed and the interpreted
participant, the selective appropriation in this context might stem from the “turn-taking”.
As Interpreter 2 interprets the moderator and Trump during the debate, it is likely that

Interpreter 2 decided to continue interpreting the candidate rather than the moderator.

Table 17

Interpreting Examples from Transcripted Data

SOURCE TARGET (NO1) | TARGET (NO2) | BACK-

BACK-
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go again with the baglayamaz bunu.
Russia. Boy, oh,
boy.

TRANSLATION | TRANS

(NO1) (NO2
[[Int2]]: Saka | [[Int3]]: Dalga You 1
Donald Trump: yapiyorsun gegiyor You are joking. | kidding.
You have to be herhalde! Sdrekli | olmalisiniz! You constantly | associats
kidding, here we Rusya diyorsun Rusya’ya say Russia. Russia.

The above example is extracted from a moment that the tension of the debate escalated.
As it can be noticed from Trump’s statement “You have to be kidding, here we go again
with the Russia. Boy, oh, boy.” the converstation is not formal in the source utterance.
When it comes to simultaneous interpretation it can be realized that interpreters adopted
toning down, keeping the conversation on a relatively formal level. In this respect, “here
we go again with the Russia” is reframed through repositioning as “You constantly say
Russia.” in NO1 and “He can’t associate it with Russia.” in NO2. Furthermore, Trump’s
address to Joe Biden as “Boy, oh boy” is omitted in both interpretations. As such the
informal tone is lowered down through reframing.

All in all, I argue that reframing strategies such as temporal and spatial framing,
selective appropriation, labelling and repositioning might be traced in the interpretation
of the 2020 U.S. Presidential Debates. Given the challenges encountered due to the
changing working conditions and preparation as a result of pandemic, interpretations
inevitably reframed through these conditions. Furthermore, there were instances in which
interpreters consciously reframed the interpretations. Drawing on the interpretation
examples and interviews, it might well be concluded that the Presidential Debates were
reframed through simultaneous interpretation and that interpreters become reframers by

adopting the above-mentioned strategies of reframing.
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6. CONCLUSION
In this thesis, I attempted to shed light on the question “How is the interpretation of 2020

U.S. Presidential Debates reframed through TV interpreting in light of the COVID-19
measures?”’. Having that in mind, | further categorized my questions as follows to conduct
my research in a more organized way:

RQ1: How did the working conditions framed the 2020 Presidential debates?

RQ2: How did the preparations framed the 2020 Presidential debates?

RQ3: How were the 2020 Presidential debates reframed through simultaneous

interpreting?

The presidential debates in 2020 were marked by a chaotic environment due to
the global pandemic as well as the heated tension between candidates. The chaotic
environment, inevitably, reflected on simultaneous interpretation of the debates. In
Turkey, debates were interpreted live on several news outlets in the shadow of a
pandemic. Due to the Covid-19 precautions, working conditions and preparation
processes of interpreters affected directly. These changes reframed the interpretations of
the debates as the interpreters could not help each other due to the social distancing rules.
Given that, interpreters reframed the debates through TV interpreting by adopting several
strategies. In an attempt to discover the process of reframing in the interpretations of the
debates, | adopted several methods in conducting this research. | will go further into
details in the following.

Hale (2007) points out to the importance of the cross-fertilisation between
research, training and the practice of interpreting, and she maintains that “practice
generates research questions, research investigates and provides answers to those
questions, and training incorporates those answers in their curricula in order to inform
practice” (Hale 2007, 198). As it can be clearly understood from the passage, it is my
intention to contribute to the strand of research Hale puts forward. It, therefore, might be
claimed that my curiosity into a specific interpretation practice generated my questions
and in return | tried to delve into the issue by analysing and describing the data I collected
from live interpretation recordings. And ultimately this thesis might hopefully elicit and
highlight those questions to inform practice. Though not a practi-searcher yet, having a

training background on interpretation, | believe this strand of research holds particular
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significance as each part, when played its role, improves, and provides insights into one
another. | should, however, note that this thesis does not adopt a normative approach that
imposes one way of interpretation or proposing value-judgements but more to it, it adopts
a descriptive approach in that it attempts to enlighten what lies behind some decisions,
whether they are consciously or subconsciously taken and what are the elements
reframing the process of interpreting.

Against this background, I analysed the recordings of 2020 U.S. Presidential
Debates and the interviews | conducted with the interpreters of the debates within the
light of Framing Theory. In processing the data, | made use of automated transcription
softwares powered by ai. These softwares, enabled me to make the transcriptions more
correctly and easily. Against this backdrop, | analysed the transcription of the
interpretation records, interviews and associated them with theory by using triangulation
method. In doing so, | cross checked the data and ensured the validity and credibility of
the research.

The analysis of the data yielded significant results confirming the questions set
out in this study. In doing the analysis, | first grouped recurrent themes which prevailed
throughout the transcripted data. 1 have matched these patterns with the categories put
forward by Baker. A frequently observed theme throughout the transcripted data was
patterns of omission & addition. Though examples of omission & addition were
categorized as reframing through selective appropriation, the analysis indicates that
omission & addition as a reframing strategy unfolded in other categories such as framing
by labelling (generalisation & specification) repositioning and substitution. The findings
illustrate that through omitting or adding, interpreters made some items more salient or
obscured, repositioned the speaker or the expression as well as labelling them. The reason
why interpreters chose to omit or add an item while interpreting seems to vary as different
challenges require different strategies. Comparing these strategies & challenges, it can be
seen that one of the instance interpreters reframed the utterance was repeated items.
Interpreters omit certain elements that are repetitively used or specify some items by
adding as it is apparent in Table 14. It might well be accounted for by the fact that in some
cases, they prioritized some participants or their utterance and accordingly reframed the
interpretation by adopting omission & addition strategies. Patterns of omission & addition
are also recurrent in the interpretation of numbers and forms of addressing. One of the
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most challenging issues, the rendition of numbers, affected the target text considerably.
Through omitting or misrendering the target utterance was reframed through selective
appropriation and substitution (Table 12, Table 13). Omission of forms of addressing was
found frequently in the interpretation. This strategy was categorized as reframing through
repositioning.

Along with the patterns of omission & addition which might be categorized as
selective appropriation, framing by labelling and repositioning, other patterns such as
toning down and substitution are also identified in the study through which interpreters
reframed the already framed. In essence, the findings of the study corroborate the
premises of previous scholars that the patterns of reframing led to the “reconstruction of
a constructed reality that has already been subjected to these professional, institutional
and contextual influences” (Darwish 2006, 54-55). Frames, as van Doorslaer (2009)
holds, combine several aspects such as localizing, simplifying, and stereotyping. The
interpreted data also mirror such elements, however, to define the boundaries of the study,
those patterns are not included in this thesis.

A number of important limitations to this study need to be acknowledged as well.
As regards collection of the data, | was only able to obtain the records of the
interpretations from two news outlets. | could not obtain the records of NO3 and NO4
due to the Covid-19 measures. By the same token, the number of interviewees were
limited to 4 as Int5 infected with Covid-19 and interpreters of the NO4 could not take part
in the study. Hence, the research itself was reframed by the pandemic precautions. What
is more is that the strict Covid measures, and full lockdowns lasted for a very long period
and followed by one another, made it impossible to observe interpreting environments in
the media institutions and conduct a fully ethnographic research. Despite all, the limited
number of interpreted data displayed similarities that seem to be worthwhile to be touched
upon.

The results of this study supports the hypotheses set out in this study indicating
that interpretations of the 2020 U.S. Presidential Debates were by and large (re)framed
by the working conditions and preparation processes shaped by the Covid-19 and the
interpreters themselves. The time and space of the interpretation hindered interpreters to
help and keep up with each other. For instance, Int4 had to interpret alone in the studio
due to the Covid-19 measures. Interpreting in separate studios, NO3 interpreters were not
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able to see each other, barely hearing one another through earphones. In a debate marked
by overlapping talks, not being able to interpret in the studio substantially reframed the
interpretations. Likewise, Intl and Int2, were hired only a couple of hours before the
debate which impede them to prepare comprehensively for such a high-profile job. Along
with these hurdles reframe the interpretations, interpreter’s strategies extensively
reframed the debates. Having discussed reframing strategies offered by Baker (2006), |
hold that interpreters used all these strategies while interpreting the debates on TV. It was
not just due to the constraints pertaining to the Covid-19 and the challenges of TV
interpreting but there were some instances that interpreters consciously reframed the
utterances.

It goes without saying that the objective of this study is far from claiming that
patterns of reframing touched upon here were deliberate decisions of the interpreters. As
a matter of fact, all of these patterns of reframing realized through several strategies such
as omission, addition, substitution, toning down and compression are actually bound by
several reasons and constraints. It was this specific reason that the analysis was
triangulated by several methods. Thus, interviews constitute one of the pillars of this
study. Interviews conducted for the study demonstrate that patterns of reframing through
simultaneous interpreting can be traced due to constraints resulting from working
conditions changed by Covid-19, preparation and challenges of the debates in general.
These challenges arising from the debates include overlapping talks, turn -taking, specific
terminology, proper names and addressing each other and audience in particular. Aside
from these challenges, it is inferred from the interviews that reframing patterns of the
interpreters might stem from unconscious decisions taken as a result of their perspective
rooted in their minds and also conscious decisions determined in line with their views.
For this very reason, reframing is preferred as a theoretical model in this study as it
provides the basis for a thorough analysis and takes a multidimensional perspective.

All in all, elaborating on simultaneous interpretations on TV within the
perspective of (re)framing proved itself to be useful in explaining the decisions of the
interpreters and their role as (re)framers. It also has important implications for future
training and practice. The study overall offers an interdisciplinary approach by adopting
a theory of a different discipline with an aim to bring a different perspective for the theory
itself and Translation & Interpreting studies. In line with Hale’s (2007) cross-fertilisation,
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this thesis incorporates theory, data and interviews which in turn establishes a link
between theory and practice. It further offers significant insights into training as the
findings suggest that the evolving nature of working conditions, such as the restrictions
around Covid-19 pandemics, influences the interpreting as an output to a huge extent.
The results, therefore, suggest that the conditions surrounding the interpreting profession
should be underscored in training the interpreters. a different consideration of the
interpreting activity and the role of interpreters. Discussing the interpreting activity and
interpreters in line with the concept of (re)framing with a focus on the TV interpreting of
the 2020 US Presidential Debates, the results of this thesis also suggest that there are
several factors surrounding the decisions of the interpreters and the interpreting
activity (TV interpreting in particular) itself. These surrounding factors presented as the
Covid-19 pandemic significantly reframed the working conditions and preparation
processes and the interpreters as (re)framers, in turn, (re)framed the debates. Last but not
least, it strengthens the overall contention set forth in this thesis that interpreting activity
might well be viewed as “(re)framing the already framed” and interpreters as (re)framers.

Overall, the results of this study support the idea that (re)framing as a strategy
sheds light on interpreting and interpreters on TV, and therefore it paves the way for
more broad analysis around the interplay between interpreting and the surrounding

conditions.
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APPENDIX A: INTERPRETATION OF THE 2020 U.S.

PRESIDENTIAL DEBATES INTO TURKISH
Transcript of the Interpretation of the First Presidential Debate in NO1

Interpreter 1: Joe Biden

Interpreter 2: Donald Trump and Chris Wallace

Chris Wallace: den sonra aday olmasi 11 bekleniyor, 1 Yardimci Basgkan 11 Biden bu 1
Cumbhuriyetgilerin ve de Baskan Trump'in 11 sizin ifadenizle 11 gli¢ istismar1 dediginiz sey.
Peki neden haklisiniz argiimaninizda ve neden rakibiniz haksiz? Peki hangi konuda
burada adalet mahkemede yerini bulacaktir. [[Trump]] Ilk basta Sayin Baskan Trump,
size s0z-s6zii birakiyorum, iki dakikaniz var.

[[Donald Trump]]: u1 tabiki segimlerin 11 sonucu vardir. 11 Senato vardir Beyaz Saray
vardir. Bir taraftan da muazzam bir 1 adayimiz var. Herkesin saygi duydugu ¢ok iist
diizey bir akademisyen. Her agidan ¢ok iyi ve bir noktada da u liberallerin-11- de gok
onemli bi temsilcisi. Bence kendisi ¢ok dnemli bi isim 11 olacaktir. Cok fazla da zaten 1
vaktimiz var 1 se¢imden dnce de dyleydi, secimden sonra da ¢ok vaktimiz olacak bence
bu aday ¢ok 6n plana ¢ikacak 111 daha 6nce bu mahkemede gorev yapmis herkes kadar iyi
bir 11 gorev ¢ikaracak herkesin 1 saygi duydugu bir kisi 11 ve ¢ok uzun siiredir ¢ok iyi bir
okulda profesor olarak gorev yapmakta 111 se¢cimi 11 kazandik 1 ve tabi kazandigimiz
zaman 1 kendisini segme hakkimiz oldu. 1 Bu arada demokratlar 1 hi¢ bunu akla bile
getirmemislerdi. Daha hizli bir sekilde isleri yiiriitmek istediler. 1 vazgegmeyeceklerdi.
Mary Garland 1 s6z konusuydu. Ama se¢imleri kazanamadilar ve bdylelikle 11 takilip
kaldilar. 1 Bu nedenle tam tersi oldu. Tabi ki tam tersi olacakti. Biz se¢imi kazandik.
[[Chris Wallace]]Tabi ki bunu yapma hakkimiz vardi Chris.

Chris Wallace: Cok tesekkiirler Bagkan Trump. ut simdi n size birakiyorum [[Joe
Biden]]sozli Baskan Yardimcist Joe Biden, iki dakikaniz var.

Joe Biden: Oncelikle, ¢ok tesekkiirler bu organizasyon igin. Saym Baskan size de
hosgeldiniz demek istiyorum. Evet. Amerikan halkinin yliksek mahkeme yargiclarinin
kim olacagina karar vermekte hakki vardir. Senatorleri secerken, baskanlar segerlerken
de keza ayn1 sekilde bu gecerlidir. Tabi ki. Biz se¢im siirecinin ortasindayken bu se¢imi
yapamayiz. Sec¢im siireci basladi, onbinlerce kisi halihazirda oy verdi. O yiizden

yapilmast gereken sey beklemek. Bekleyip, secim sonuglarmmi goérmemiz lazim.
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Yargiglarin atanmasindan once. Ciinkii insanlarin kendi goriislerini ifade edebilmelerinin
tek yolu baskan ve baskan yardimcisi olarak kimi se¢gmek istediklerini oy vererek
gostermek. Sayin Baskan, acik¢a sdyledi, 111 dedi ki uygun bakim yasasini ben kaldirmak
istiyorum dedi. Su anda 1 yiiksek mahkemede anayasa mahkemesinde uygun bakim
yasas1 goriisiilmekte. I-yirmi® milyon kisiyi etkileyecek bakin - bu. Saglik sigortasina
erisimi etkilenecek eger yasa mahkemeye giderse. Sayin u yargigla, Sayin Barretl'e
aramda kisisel bi husumet yok”. Iyi bi insana benziyo. Ama uygun bakim yasasinin
anayasaya uygun olmadigin1”* diisiiniiyo Sayin Yargic. Yine”, eger bu yasa gegmezse ne
olacak? Kadin haklar1 temelden degisecek. Pek ¢ok kisi daha fazla u1 6deme yapmak,
sigorta 6demesi yap-mak durumunda kalacak. Eger sigortalanmadan &nce var olan
hastaliklar1 varsa hamile kadinlar” bile” ek 6deme yapmak zorunda kalacaklar. O yiizden
(yutkunma) uygun ba-kim yasasi 111 milyonlarca kisi i¢in ¢ok 6nemli sigortalanamadan
once 11 mevcut hastaligi olan milyonlarca kisi i¢in Oonemli. Yani o yiizden bunu
secimlerden Once yapmak uygun degildir. Sayin Yargi¢'in atanmasini. Eger secim
kazanilirsa, ve Cumhuriyet-¢iler kazanirsa [[Trump]] o zaman tamam Sayin Bagkan
buyursun atasin.

Donald Trump: Zaten insanlarin bu konuda s6z sdyleme hakki: var. Clnku yuzmilyon
gibi bi kisiden bahsediyoruz. Ginsburg’iin de ¢cok kuvvetli bir sekilde dile getirdigi gibion
kadar y1l 6nce 11 Senatodaki baskanin 11 bir dénem i¢in se¢ildigini sdylemisti. [[ Biz 1
baskanlar olarak ti¢ yilligina secilmiyoruz. Dort yilligina seciliyoruz. Bir senato var ve
bunun bir bagkani var ve bu dénem zarfinda 11 tabi ki bunun 6nii aciktir. Ben ti¢ yilligina
se¢ilmedim dort yi1lligina [[Biden]] secildim.

[[Joe Biden]]: Yiiz mil-

[[Donald Trump]]: Yiz mil- Joe! Yiiz milyon 1 kigi 1 tamamen yanlis bir rakam bu
rakami nerden edindin bilmiyorum ama problem su 11 yiizseksen 11 milyonu kendi 6zel
saglik sigortasindan [[Biden]] ayirmaya ¢alisiyo (inaudible)

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir, dogru degil Sayin Baskan. Bu sdyledikleriniz dogru degil.
[[Wallace, Trump]]

[[Donald Trump]]: u sosyalist bir yaklagim bu.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Beyler su anda bir agik tartisma kismina gegtik. Buyrun 11 Saymn
baskan
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[Joe Biden]: Oncelikle, Sayin Baskan benim neyi 6nerdigimi biliyor. Benim &nerdigim
sey su: Biz Obamacare yasasin1 genisletmek istiyoruz, arttirmak istiyoruz. En biiyiik
tartismalarimizdan bir tanesi, aslinda yirmi {igmeslek--tasimla birlikte yaptigimiz
tartismalardan bir tanesi pek ¢ok insanin hala 6zel saglik sigortasina sahip olmaya devam
etmek istedigi konusuydu.

[[Donald Trump]]: Boyle bir sey demedin. Senin partin de bdyle bir sey demedi.

[[Joe Biden]]: Evet, olabilir, devam edebilirler

[[Donald Trump]]: u bu sosyalist bir

[[Joe Biden]]: Benim partim bunu destekliyo.

[[Donald Trump]]: u sen, biliyosun bunu aslinda Joe.

[[Joe Biden]]: Ben, Demokrat Parti artik benim. Demokrat Parti temsilcisi benim. ve
benim onayladigim sekilde pozisyonumuzu alicaz. Onerdigimiz sey su. Yani biz burada
sigortalanmadan Once var olan hastaliklarin ¢ikartilmasini istiyoruz. Bakin Sayin
Baskanin doneminde-- binlerce kisi 6ldii. Yedi milyondan fazla kisi Covid hastaligina
yakaland. iki yiiz binden fazla 11 [[Trump]] vaka hayatim kaybetti

Donald Trump: Sen de askeriyede 11 orduda uygun u saglik hizmetleri veremedigin i¢in
ti¢ binden fazla kisi 6ldii.

[[Joe Biden]]: Bu konudan bahsedebilirim. Memnuniyetle.

Donald Trump: 1 simdi burda iki milyon diyorsun ¢iinkii zaten isi yapmakta ¢ok gec
kalmistin. 11 Cin de [[Wallace]] zaten 11 i1 yapmakta ¢ok gec kalmisti. Yasagi istemediniz.
Yasag1 getirmemizi istemediniz. Be-benim yerimde sen olsaydin ¢ok daha fazla geride
kalmis olurdun aslinda iki milyondan bahsetmiyoruz.

Chris Wallace: simdi bundan bahsedecegiz. Covid’den bahsedecegiz. Onun i¢in dzel bir
segmentimiz var.

Joe Biden: Evet, ben bitireyim. S6zlerimi. Sayin Bagkan ayn1 zamanda da Robby Wade
e de karstydi degil mi? Mahkemede de oylama yapildigi donemde. Bu da simdi degisiyor.
[[Trump]] Yani biitiin bu secimler aslinda se¢im siireci bunu etkiliyor.

[[Donald Trump]]: Neden ismi pusulada geciyor 11?

[[Joe Biden]]: Mahkemede diyorum. Mahkemede diyorum. Donald liitfen beni bir dinler
misin?

[[Donald Trumpl]]: Kendisini goriisiinii 11 bilmiyorsun ki zaten.
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[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi, séyle yapalim. Oniimiizde tartisacagimiz ¢ok fazla konu var,
¢ok fazla da zamanimiz var (laughs). 11 saglik bakimla ilgili 1 Robin Wa e 11 gelecegim.
11 Baskan- Sayin Bagkan n yiliksek mahkemede 11 se¢imden bir hafta sonra Trump
yonetiminin 11 onsekiz 11 yOneticiyle 11 eyalet bassavcisiyla [[Trump]] goriismeleri
olmustu. §s sorabilir miyiim sorumu sorabilir miyim u litfen Saym Baskan. 11 son dort
yil igerisinde verdiginiz sozler 1 olmustu. Obamacare i ¢ikaracaginiz ve bunun yerine
baska bir sey getireceginiz ama herhangi bir plan kapsamli [[Trump]] bir plan 1
getirilmedi Obamacare yerine.

[[ Donald Trump]]: Tabi ki de getirdik. Tabi ki getirdik. Miisaade edin. 11 burda aslinda
ortaya koydugum bir 11 yonetim karar1 oldu. 11 Tamamen yanlig Chris y-.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Sorabilir miyim? Sorumu sorabilir miyim? 1 Buradaki aslinda
Obamacare’den kurtulmak i¢in 6n plana koydum..

[[Chris Wallace]]: Ben bu oturumun moderatoriiytim. 11 Sayin Bagkan, sorumu sormama
musaade edin.

Donald Trump: Buyrun, sorun.

Chris Wallace: Simdi bu dort yil igerisinde herhangi bir kapsamli plan ortaya
koymadiniz. Obamacare-rin in yerini alabilecek ve bu gectigimiz 1 persembe giinii 1
tamamen 11 sembolik bir 11 karar 11 imzaladiniz, baskanlik karar1 imzaladiniz. 1 Benim
sorum bu. 11 Trump yonetiminin saglik bakim plani nedir?

Donald Trump: u simdi 1 bunla- dediklerine zaten sasirmadim. Sembolik demene
sasirmadim. Sembolik bir sey yok. 11 Ben 1 burada daha 6nceki baskanlarin yapmadiklari
11 bir seyi yapryorum. Ciinkii biiytik farma sirketlerine 11 yonelik Big Pharmaya yonelik
bir seeyden bahsediliyor. 11 si-sen mesela hiikiimette kirkyedi yi1l boyunca faaliyet
gosterdin hicbir seyi yapmadin bu- benim yaptigim kadarin1 yapmadin. Insiilin 6rnegini
vereyim. Aileleri ya da bir¢ok kisiyi mahvediyordu ve su anda onu o kadar ucuza aliyoruz
ki sudan ucuz. 1 O kadar ucuz. 1 bir¢ok ilaca bak- 6rnegin regeteli ilaglara baktiginiz
zaman onceden 11 hiikiimetimiz gidip baska iilkelerden ilag alip getiriyorlardi.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi agik tartisma kismina 1 gegmedik

Donald Trump: Bu ¢ok blyuk bir mesele.

Chris Wallace: Tamam 11 sizin belirttiginiz noktalardan 1 birini alip yardimci baskana
sormak istiyorum. 11 Siz bir kamuoyu 1 fikri almak istediniz. 1 Obmacare ile ilgili ve R-

Cumbhuriyetgilerin 11 sdyledigi bir sey vardi 6zel sigortanin sonunu getirecek.
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? : Evet, dogru. (male interpreter, speaker is unclear)

Chris Wallace: Simdi sorumu sorayim. Ozel sigortayi bitirecek ve de 11 saglik bakimina
[[Biden]] hiklmet-devlet yetkilileri gelecek gibi

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir, hayir bitirmeyecek. Hayir, Sadece o kadar yoksul (.) olan ve 1
Medicaid yardimindan 111 yararlanamayanlar i¢in gecerli olucak. yani, Medicare dedigim
Medicaid dedigimiz saglik yardimina (.) hak kazanan herkes zaten otomatik olarak
sisteme dahil olucak. Ama Amerikan halkinin biiyiik ¢ogunlugu zaten [[ Trump]] burada
yer almayacak. Ciinkii o yoksulluk seviyesinde degil halkin ¢cogunlugu.

[[Donald Trump]]: Joe sen Bernie Sandersla ayni fikirdeydin...

[[Joe Biden]]: Bir dakika bir dakika.

[[Donald Trump]]: En sagda, hatta 1 manifestosuna sosyalist manifestosuna destek
veriyordun.

[[Joe Biden]]: Sozlerimi (.) tamamlayayim.

Joe Biden: Simdi isin 6zii (.) su. Bernie Sandersi yendim ben. Bernie Sanders1 yendim
ben. Bernie Sandersin nediisiindiigi 6nemli (.) degil benim i¢in. Ben se¢ildim. Onu
yenerek buraya geldim.

(Long pause)

Joe Biden: Evet, bakin olay su. 11 sansim yaver gitti diyor sayin baskan. bu aksam da
sansim yaver geti-gidebilir. SOyle ki, (.)

Saymn Baskanin simdiye kadar soyledigi her sey yalan. Sadece yalan. [[Trump
konusuyor]] Ben bunu dememe-bunu sdylememe gerek yok herkes zaten yalan
sOyledigini biliyor.

Long pause

Joe Biden: Evet

Chris Wallace: Sayin Baskan, liitfen soziinii-0 bitirmesine misaade eder misiniz.

[[Joe Biden]]: Yok, o miisaade etmeyi bilmez. Nasil yapilacagini bilmez. Yanlig adam
[[Trump]] yanlis zamanda karsimizda maalesef, goriiyorsunuz.

[[Donald Trumpl]]: Simdi dinle, 1 Bernie Sandersla birlikte hareket ettin.

Joe Biden: Bernie Sanderstan bahsediyor. Bdyle bir manifesto yok, bu bir. ikincisi...
Donald Trump: Solu kaybettin. Bernie Sandersla hemfikirdin (.) bir plan lizerinde 1
hemfikirdin ve boyle olunca da

[[Joe Biden]]: hayir, bakin
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[[Donald Trump]]: o kisileri tabi ki (.) kaybettin.

[[Joe Biden]]: bakin boyle degil

[[Donald Trumpl]]: u sosyalles-sosyallestirilmis bir tip alanindan bahsediyorsun.

[[Joe Biden]]: soyle sdyleyeyim. Bagkan saglik bakim ihtiyaci duyan insanlara yardim
etmek niyetinde degil. Clinkii zaten on milyon kisi su anda tamamen 11 Donaldin sebep
oldugu resesyon yiiziinden saglik hizmetlerine ¢alisan-lar olarak ulasamiyorlar. Zaten
Obamacare saglik sigortasi sistemini de kaldirmak istiyor. [[Trump]] Ta- kaldirmak
istiyor. Bunu yapmak istiyor.

Donald Trump: Hayir, ben ¢ok daha iyi bir saglik bakim hizmetini daha diisiik fiyatlarla
[[Biden]] sunmaya ¢alistyorum.

[[Joe Biden]]: ve nasil yapacagini da bilmiyor. Saglk sistemiyle ilgili hi¢bir plan1 yok.
[[Donald Trump]]: Obamacare...

[[Joe Biden]]: Plan1 hi¢ olmadi.

[[Donald Trump]]: Herhangi bir (.) plan ortaya koy-

[[Chris Wallace]]: u Beyler, ikiniz de ayn1 anda konusuyorsunuz 11 buyrun Sayin Bagkan
siz 11 anlatin.

Donald Trump: Obamacare iyi degildi. Biz onu iyilesterdik ve bunun planini da anlattik.
Cok daha 6zgiin bir 1 yonetim karar1 ortaya koyduk 11 ve (.) bu sekilde yapiliyor. Boyle
olunca da 11 bir se¢im vardi. Bunu ¢ok iyi yonet-me-tebilecek bir stirece mi girecektik ya
da kotii mii yonetecektik. Tabi kotii yonetseydik insanlar beni suglardi. Ama biz bunu o
kadar 1yi yonettik ki 1 ve yonetecek insanlari1 devreye soktuk. Obamacare i nasil 1yi
yonetirseniz yonetin felaketdir dediler. Cok pahali, primler ¢ok yiiksek 111 bundan
kurtulmak istiyoruz dedik. [[Wallace]] Chris, biz bundan kurtulmak istiyoruz.

Chris Wallace: Tamam 1 ama ikinize de 1 agsag1 yukar1 ayn1 zamani tanimak istiyorum
¢linkii 111 bu sekilde olmasi lazim. S6zii Baskana birakiyorum.

Joe Biden: Saglik bakimiyla ilgili

[[Donald Trump]]: Herhangi bir plan1 yok zaten.

Joe Biden: Higbir plani yok (.) Donaldin. Kendi baskanlik kararnamelerinin de higbir (.)
yetkisi yok. Secildiginden beri hicbir plan ortaya koymadi. Tipki bahsettigi her konuyla
ilgili oldugu gibi. Plan1 yok. Bu konuda da plan1 yok. Bu adam neden” bahsettigini bile

bilmiyor aslina bakarsaniz.
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Chris Wallace: Bir 11 son sorum olacak size 1 Saym Baskan. Eger u senatoda 1
Cumhuriyetgiler ki zaten burada aslinda yliksek mahkemeden bahsediyoruz. Eger 1
Cumhuriyetgiler 11 Barret (.) dan yana olursa 1 ve 1 bu dokuz yargicin 11 yanina bunu ko-
yarsa siz aslinda bunu bagkanin yaptigi bir 1 ihlal olarak gérmiistiiniiz ama benim sorum
1 su. Daha un 6nce bunu reddettiniz bundan bahsetmekten 11 kag¢indiniz o zaman
Amerikalilara sunu mu 11 diyorsunuz. 111 Filibuster 1 ya da Barrett m1 destekleyeceksiniz.
Joe Biden: Bakin buradaki konu benim ne diisiindiigiim degil burada-ki konu halkin oy
vermesi. Bizi dinleyenler, liitfen gidin oy verin. Oyunuzu kullanin. Su anda oyunuzu
kullanin ve [[Trump]] ger¢ekten senatorler olarak sizlere de sesleniyorum insanlarin da
sizin oy verdigini bilmesi gerek. Hayir, ben soruya cevap vermiyorum. Bundan
bahsediyorum. Herkesin oy vermesi gerek.

[[Donald Trumpl]]: Senin listende kim var Joe? ~ Senin listende kim var? onu sdyle.
[[Joe Biden]]: Bu ay hig bdyle bir sey goriilmiis degil. inanamiyorum.

Chris Wallace: Bu segmenti bitiriyoruz 111 beyler ikinci segmente gegecegiz.

Donald Trump: Insanlar anliyor Joe. kirk yedi yildir sen higbir sey yapma-missin zaten.
Chris Wallace: ikinci konumuz 1 COVID-19, ¢ok ciddi bir konu. Onun i¢in simdi biraz
ciddi olmaya c¢alisalim. 1 yaklasik yedi milyon koronaviriis vakast gordilk ABDde ve
ikiyiiz binden fazla insan hayatini kaybetti. Hatta 1 bir ilag iiretilse bile uzmanlarin
sOyledigine gbre bu ilacin 1 kisilere ulagtirilmasi 11 aylar ya da yillar n alacak ya da
normale geri donmemiz. Peki 11 bunlara dayali olarak, sizin yine yaptiklariniz ya da soy-
lediklerinize ve yapacaklariniza ikibinyirmibirden itibaren yapacaklariniza bagl olarak
Amerikalilar neden size giivensin rakibinize giivenmek yerine. 11 burada mevcut olan
kamu saglig1 krizinin ileriye dogru 1 gegmemesi 11 ileriki donemlere aktarilmamasi igin
niye size glvensinler.

Joe Biden: Evet, ikiylizbin 6li dediginiz gibi yedi milyon kisi enfekte oldu ve Diinya
niifusunun yiizde dordiine sahibiz ve 6liim oranlarinin yiizde yirmisine sahibiz. Giinde
yaklasik kirkbin kisi Covide yakalaniyor. Ve binlerce kisi 6liiyor. Ve Bagkan ¢ikip bize
diyor ki durum bu. Durum bu ¢iinkii siz* boyle oldugunuz i¢in durum bu. Bagkanin plani
yok. Baskan higbir plan ortaya koymus degil. Taa Subat ayinda bu durumun ne kadar
ciddi oldugunu bu krizin ne kadar ciddi oldugunu ve bu hastaligin nasil 6liimciil bir
hastalik oldugunu biliyordu. Naapt1. Higbir sey yapmadi. Bize uyarida bile bulunmadh.

Nnn ve bunu nasil agikliyor? Halki panik-panige siiriiklemek istemedim o ylizden
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sOylemedim diyor. Biz panik olmayalim diye kendisi panik olmus. Panik oldu ve 1srarla
Cini sucgladi iste Wuhana 1 gidilsin bunun ne kadar tehlikeli oldugu goriilsiin (.)
denebilirdi (.) o zamandan. Hayir bunu yapmadi. Iyi bir is ¢ikartmadi. Dedi ki onlara
miitesekkiriz. Bizim 11 Bize karsi ¢ok seffaf oldular dedi. Peki sonra ne yapti bekledi
bekledi bekledi. Hala bir plant yok. Ben, taa Mart ayinda bir plan ortaya koydum. Tam
olarak iste bunu bunu yapmamiz gerekiyor dedim. Temmuz ayinda tekrar ne yapmamiz
gerektigiyle ilgili bir plan ortaya koydum. Koruyucu donanimlar1 mutlaka saglamaliyiz,
biitgeyi saglamaliyiz. Parlamentodan biitceyi gegirmeliyiz ki insanlarin yardimeci 1
kendilerine yardimci olacak 11 yardimlara finansal yardimlara 1 erigimi olabilsin 11
isletmeler iflas etmesin. Biz burada ne yapilmasi gerekiyorsa hayatlar1 kurtarmak i¢in,
fon saglamaliyiz bunun igin.

Chris Wallace: Iki dakikaniz var, Sayin Baskan.

Donald Trump: Eger, kendi 1 dediklerini bir duyabilseydin 111 milyonlarca insanin
Olecegini ikiyiizbin degil bilirdin. 11 ¢linkii Cin'in sugu. 111 ¢linkii durdurmadilar. Bunun
yayillmasinin Oniine ge¢mediler. bu arada rakamlardan bahsediyorsun ama Cinde kac
kisinin 6ldiiglinti ya da Rusyada kag kisinin 6ldiigiinii Hindistanda kag kisinin oldugunu
bilmiyorsun. Tam dogru rakamlar zaten sdylenmiyor. Sen anla diye soyliiyorum. Ama
baktigin zaman u aslinda 1 yabanci diismani ya da irk¢it vs. diyorsun. Bunlarla
su¢lamalarda bulunuyorsun ama 111 tilkemizi kapatmasaydik 1 diye diigiiniiyordun. Ciinkii
cok berbat bir fikir olurdu diye diisiiniiyordun. Hatta sana kalsayd: belki iki ay daha
kapatirdin. Dr. Fauc da demisti ki 11 Bagkan Trump binlerce kisinin hayatin1 kaybett-11
kurtardi. Ve bircok Demokrat da kalkti1 dedi zaten Baskan Trump ¢ok 1iyi bir is ¢ikardi
diye. Gidip bakabilirsin. Ve hatta vali de bir¢ok kisi 11 bu-nu sdyledi. Bagkanin ¢ok iyi bir
is ¢ikardigini. Benim yanimda olmayan kisiler bile bunu sdyledi. Bagkanin muazzam bir
1s ¢cikardigini. 1 ve biz 111 maskeler yine 11 ventilator 11 solunum cihazlar1 11 bir taraftan
kisisel koruma ekipmanlarin1 zaten sagladik. Tedavi yontemlerini sunduk. Ve bir¢ok kisi
daha oncesinde hayatin1 kaybediyordu. Biz ¢ok iyi is ¢ikardik 111 zaten sahte 1 uydurma
haberler 11 var 1 iyi is ¢ikarilmadigin1 sdyleyen 1 seyler. Hep zaten aslinda sahte u
uydurma heberler. 11 senin 1yi i§ ¢ikardigini sdyleyenler de uydurma haberler 11 zaten sen
asla zaten bdyle bir seyi basaramazdin. Senin kaninda yok bdyle bir seyi yapabilmek.
Joe Biden: Cok iyi biliyorum bu isin nasil yapilabilecegini...

[[Donald Trump]]: 11 Domuz gribinde hig iyi bir is ¢ikarmadin.
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[[Joe Biden]]: gayet de yapabilirim.

Donald Trump: u H1-N1de 11 felaket oldu.

()

Joe Biden: Binlerce kisi 61dii. Ekonomik resesyon [[Wallace]] oldu.

Chris Wallace: Tamam, siz ifade ettiniz. Simdi diger (.) [[Biden]] kisiden alalim.

Joe Biden: Ekonomiyi kapatmadik, hayir. Bu onun ekonomisi. O kapatti ekonomiyi.
Neden? Bakin, evlerinden bizi dinleyeneler, izleyenler. Bu sabah kaginiz uyandiniz ve 1
mutfak masanizda bos bir sandelye buldunuz. Ciinkii aile iiyelerinizden bir ferdi Covid
ylziinden kaybetmistiniz? Elinizde telefonla yiliz yilize hoscakal diyemediginiz
i¢in[[Trump]] annenizi babanizi bakim evinden aramak zorunda kaldiniz 6lmeden 6nce
onlar.

[[Donald Trump]]: Sana kalsaydi ¢ok daha fazla insan oliirdii. Sana kalsaydi ¢ok fazla
insan 6lurdd.(voice decrease)

Joe Biden: Deniliyor ki bir ikiyiizbin kisi daha kaybedilebilir (.) y1l sonuna kadar. Bir
maske taksak bu rakami yariya indirmemiz miimkiin, sadece bir maske takarak bunu
yapabiliriz. Simdi, ag1 konusundan bahsedelim. Biz asiy1 destekliyoruz ama ben sana
glivenmiyorum”Senin kim oldugunu biliyoruz biz ve ben bilim adamlarina biz
giliveniyoruz. Uzmanlara giiveniyoruz, sana degil.

Chris Wallace: Beyler, simdi gelecege yonelik sorularla devam edelim. Ciinkii ikiniz de
bunlara 11 degindiniz kisaca. S8yle 11 sorayim Sayin Trump siz tekrar tekrar 11 ifade ettiniz
1 belkii 11 hiikiimetteki 6nde gelen bilim insanlariyla da ters diiserek Doctor Red 1 field
da bu yaz aslinda sOylemisti. 1 bir asinin 11 herkese erisilebilir hale gelebilmesi aylar
alacak demisti. Ama siz de dediniz ki kafas1 karismis kendisinin herhalde dediniz. Ama
Doctor Slaoui 11 sizin ¢alisma grubunuzun basinda oaln kisi de ayn1 seyi sdyledi. ikisi de
ya-u yanlis mi diigiintiyor?

Donald Trump: u daha fa- daha erken de ortana-ortaya konabilir 11 ¢iinkii mesela Joe
gibi insanlar olsa 11 bdyle olur. 1 Ben Pfizerla konustum ve diger biitlin kisilerle
konustum, goriistiim. 111 bagka bir¢ok firma Johnson & Johnson gibi firmalar bundan ¢ok
daha hizli bir sekilde yol katedebilir. Ciinkii biraz da politik bir karardir. [[Wallace]] 1
sol..

Chris Wallace: Sizin 11 operasyonunuzun hizindan mi1 memnun degilsiniz
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Donald Trump: u hayir 1 soyle denildi. 1 daha hizli bir sekilde olusturulabilir,
[[Wallace]] sunulabilir ama 111 bu-

Chris Wallace: yazdan bahsediyoruz.

Donald Trump: Bunun cevabi aslinda bir kasimdan 6nce 11 verilebilir. Her sey hazir.
Ordu da lojistik olarak her sey hazir. u askerlerimiz tirlinleri dagitabilir ve giinde ikibin
tanesini ikiylizbin tanesini dagitabilirler. Ulagtirabilirler insanlara.

Joe Biden: Paskalyaya kadar bundan kurtulmus olmak mucize olabilir. Bir de belki
kolumuzdan ¢amasir suyu enjekte edebiliriz degil mi damarimiza. Bu da mucizevi bir
yontem olabilir. Bunu Bagkan 11 6nermisti bu yontemi. Bu adam agidan bahsediyor. Biitiin
ciddi sirketler diyor ki belki as1 y1l sonuna kadar ¢ikabilir ama bunun dagitilmasi ancak
gelecek yilin ortasina tekabiil edebilir (.) ki as1 ¢ikarsa ki umut edelim, dua edelim ¢iksi-
Chris Wallace: Simdi buradan hareketle devam etmek istiyorum. 11 s6yle dediniz. Halkin
1 bilim insanlarina 1 giivendigini ama Bagkan Trumpa gilivenmedigini sdyledi-
sOylityorsunuz. Bu gece de sdylediniz bunu. Ve kamu sagligi uzmanlart 1 herhalde 1
biiyiik bir ihtimalle bunun baskis: altindalar. 1 Ciinkii bir duraksama var. insanlar as1
konusunda 11 endiseliler ya da isteksizler asty1 yaptirmak i¢in mesela Senator Harris ve
siz bu alana katkida bulunacak misiniz.

Joe Biden: Senator Harris de ayni soruyu sordu Baskana. Bakin Sayin Bagkan kendi
bilim adamlarina bilim insanlarina bask1 yapiyor.

Chris Wallace: Harris da bilim insanlarina 11 giivene-meyiz dedi.

Joe Biden: Bilim insanlarina giivenmelisiniz.

()

Joe Biden: Evet. Ciinkii Donaldin yapic-yapmaya calisacagi sey su. Binlerce 1 bilim
insan1 var su anda. burada i¢inde bulundugumuz harika hastahane gibi onun igin
calismayan ama isleri ona bagli olan bir srii insan var.

() [

[[Joe Biden]]: Bu arada

Donald Trump: u Burada sorumlu olan bilim insanlarini aslinda birakirsak asiy1 zaten
bulurlar.

Joe Biden: Bakin bitiune:: yalanlari bize soyledi. Covidle ilgili bir siirli yalan soyledi,

Sayin Bagkan. Hala bunu itiraf etmiyor. Bunun aslinda olacagini biliyorduu, Ne kadar
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tehlikeli oldugunu taa subat ayinda biliyordu ve size sdylemedi. Bunu acikladi,
paniklemis.

Ya da iste borsadaki etkisinden korkmus, ikisinden biri. Bir¢ok kisi 6ldii, pek ¢ok kisi
daha oliicek eger o secilmezse. Yeniden segilmezse. Yeniden se¢ilmeliyim deyip durdu.
Chris Wallace: Evet, Saymn Bagkan.

Donald Trump: akillica (.) m1 dedin. Delaware 11 eyaletine 11 gittin 11 ama ordaki okula
gitmedin herhalde. 11 biiytlik bir ihtimalle 11 sinifta en basarisiz olan da sendin (Terciiman
da tebessiim ediyor). Onun i¢in akilli kelimesini benim karsimda kullanma.

Joe Biden: Yapma.

Donald Trump: u Ciinkii seninle ilgili akilli diyebilecegimiz herhangi bir tarafin yok.
[[Joe Biden]]: Miinazaramiza donelim lGtfen.

[[Donald Trump]]: kirkyedi yil caligmigsin.

Joe Biden: konumuza dénelim.

Donald Trump: Eger sen 11 benim yerimde olsaydin, sorumlu olsaydin ki {ilkenin en iyi
ekonomik kosullarini getirdim ki bunu zaten yine yapicaz.

Chris Wallace: Ekonomi bir sonraki segmentte olacak Saym Baskan. O zaman suna
gelelim. Viriisiin yonetimi su asamaya kadar nasil oldu. ikiniz de ¢ok farkli yaklasimlar
11 benimsediniz. bu viriisiin aslinda idare edilis sekli oniimiizdeki donemlerde nasil
olacagini da etkiliyor kim bagkan segilirse. Ben burada birka¢ seyi 1 agmak istiyorum
tartismaya. 11 Sayin Biden siz 1 Trumpa kiyasla ekonomiyi ve okullar1 yeniden agmakta
cok daha fazla istekliydiniz.

Joe Biden: Ciinkii onun bir plan1 yok. Bir planiniz varsa bunun ne oldugunu sdylemeniz
lazim. Isletmelere bir kere finansman kaynagi saglamamz lazim. Kisisel koruyucu 1
donanimlar1 ekipmanlari alabilecek 11 biitgenizin olmasi lazim. Isletmenizi acabilmek
i¢cin. Bi susun liitfen. Susmasi lazim artik Bagkanin. Mancy (?) bir plana sahipti. Onunla
goriismeyi reddetti Bagkan. [[Trump, Wallace]] Gidip golf oynadi. Golf sahasina gitti
golf oynadi.

[[Donald Trump]]: Sen herhalde benden ¢ok daha fazla golf oynuyorsundur zaten.
simdi, 1 tilkeyi kapatmak 11 istedi. [[Biden]] Ben ise iilkeyi agik tutmak istedim. Bir dakika
Joe.

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir hayir, hi¢ 6yle degil.
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Donald Trump: Simdi seni bir silkeleyeyim. Bir saniye bir bekle. Simdi ilkeyi 1
kapatmak istedi. m1 1 ve zaten hastaligi bilmiyorduk. Bir sekilde kapatmak da
durumundaydik. 1 ileri yastaki kisiler var, kalp hastaliklar1 olan, yine diyabeti olan
hastalar var. Cok hassas olan hastalar var. Bir¢cok sey 6grendik. Cocuklar 11 ¢ok fazla
etkilenmiyor ama 11 biz bunlar siireg icerisinde 6grendik ve kendisii gérevde olsaydi cok
daha fazla insan hasar gorirdi-zarar goriirdii. Bir¢ok eyalette demokratlar zaten kapattilar
ama 1 se¢imden sonrasinda da kapali tutmak istiyorlar ekonomiyi, isletmeleri
ve....[[Wallace]]

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi bir dakika, bir dakika 111 beyl-...

[[Donald Trump]]: Bu eyaletler kapatilmis ekonomi u faaliyete kapatilmis eyaletler
hicbir performans sergilemiyorlar.

Chris Wallace: Simdi burada 1 maskelerin etkinliginden bahsettik hastanin 11 hastaligin
engellenmesi i¢in 11 ve bir taraftan da garsonlarin 11 bir yandan maskelerine dokunup
[[Trump]] bir yandan tabaklarina dokunmasi gibi bir sdzliniiz olmustu.

Donald Trump: Simdi benim burada cebb- yanimda maskem var. ben maskemi 11 ihtiyag
duydugum zaman takiyorum. Bugiin zaten herkes i¢in bir test yapildi. Sosyal mesafeye
dikkat ediliyor. Ben de 11 maske gerektigi zaman takiyorum maskemi. Kendisi gibi maske
takmiyorum ¢iinkii ne zaman gorsek yiiziinde maske var. 11 ikiyliz metre uzakta bile olsa
yiizinde benim herhalde hayatimda gordiiglim en biiyiik maskeler oluyor siirekli.(smiles)
Joe Biden: Bakin simdi isletmelerin tekrar agila-bilmesi igin onlarin agilabilecegi
kosullar1 saglamaniz lazim. Finansmani- Chris Wallace: Maskelerle ilgili soru
soruyordum aslinda.

Joe Biden: Tamam maskelerden bahsedeyim. Maskelerle ilgili olarak hastalik kontrol ve
onleme merkezi dedi ki, 111 Ocak ayimna kadar maske takan ve sosyal 11 [[Trump]] mesafe
kurallarina uyan insanlarin sayisi artarsa yiizbin kisiden fazla hayat kurtarabiliriz dediler.
Kimse bunun aksini iddia etmiyor.

Donald Trump: Dr.Faucci 11 bunu s6-soyledi. Simdi, 111 ilk basta iyi degil diyordu sonra
fikrini degistirdi maskeler iyidir demeye basladi.

Chris Wallace: Simdi o zaman bu konuyu da gegelim ¢iinkii yaklagimlariniz birbirinden
farkli. ve kampanyalarimizda un sayin Trump siz biiyiik mitingler yapiyorsunuz,
kalabaliklar bir araya geliyor. Binlerce insanlar bir araya geliyor

Donald Trump: Ama dis alanda o.
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Chris Wallace: Tamam disarida 1 Sayin Bagkan. Siz Biden 11 Saym Biden ¢ok daha
kiigtik ¢apl etkinlikler-[[Trump]]

Donald Trump: Kimse gelmiyor da onun i¢in, kimse gitmiyor ki onun mitinglerine.
Chris Wallace: u peki neden siz biiyiilk mitingler diizenliyorsunuz da siz
diizenlemiyorsunuz. Buyrun s6zii size birakalim.

Donald Trump: Culnkd insanlar benim anlatmak istediklerimi duymak istiyorlar. 1
benim yirmibes yirmidort 111 bin kisi 11 karsiladigini biliyoruz havaalanlarinda 11 beni. Cok
yiiksek rakamlar tabi ve su asamaya kadar herhangi bir problemimiz olmadi. Dis (.)
mekanda yapiliyor bunlar. Zaten bu uzmanlara goére de boyle. Dis alanda, mekanda
gergeklestiriyoruz bunu. Agik havada 11 ve kalabaliklar oluyor tabii 1111 ve Joe ise 11 bir
yere 11 li¢ bes kisiyi topluyor o kadar. Simdi.

Joe Biden: Evet.(.) Son mitinginde bir gazeteci gelip ona bir soru sormak istemisti.
HAYIR, HAYIR 6nce maskeni tak. Geriye CEKIL. Test olmus muydun (.) dedi. Yani
ben (..) ben insanlara yaklasamam dedi. Yani, INSANLAR onun umrunda DEGIL.
KENDISINI DUSUNUYOR SADECE. [[Trump]] Ben yaklasamam dedi bakin.

Donald Trump: Herhangi bir negatif olumsuz etkisini gérmedik. Higbir olumsuz etki 1
gormedik. Benim mitinglerime otuzbesbin kadar kisi gel-

Joe Biden: Evet, bitireyim. Tamamen sorumsuz davrandi bu siire¢ igerisinde Bagkan.
Sosyal mesafe (.) konusunda olsun. Insanlarin maske takmasi konusunda olsun. Insanlar
[[Donald Trump]]: Tamam (.), tamam.

Joe Biden: Tam tersi caydirmaya calist1 (.) maske takmamalari igin.

Donald Trump: Eger kalabaliklar1 ¢ekebilseydin sen de aynisini yapardin ama kimse
umursamiyor ki seni.

Chris Wallace: Beyler, devam edelim. Ekonomi. 111 ekonominin 11 beklenenden daha
hizli toparlandigini 1 sdyleyebiliriz ikinci c¢eyrekte kapanistan sonra. Yak-Bakildigi
zaman ekonomi e::: ?? -daki yiizde sekiz nokta 11 do-dortliik bir 11 rakam oldugunu gordiik
bliylime rakami m oldugunu gordiik ve bu beklenenden ¢ok daha diisiik bir rakam
seklinde 11 kaldi. 11 Acaba bu ekonomik toparlamanin yeniden sekillenmesi mi dediniz 111
Sayin ()11 Trump 1 siz Biden bunun bir t seklini aldigini sdylediniz. Ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?
11 ilk basta Sayin Bagkan size birakalim.

Donald Trump: 11 Biz u ekonomiyi kapattik. 11 Clinkdi e:: 11 Cin vebasi geldi. Cin vebasi

gelince de kapatmak durumunda kaldik. Psikolojik olarak da yapmak durumunda kaldik
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bunu ki kendisi buna 1 kars1 ¢ikiyordu. Kapatmasaydik su anda iki milyon kisi 6liirdi.
Ikiyiizbin aslinda 11 ¢ok daha diisiik bir rakam. 11 ve sdyle bir sey de oldu. Biz ekonomiyi
kapattik ve sonra tekrar agryoruz 1 isletmelerimizi alanimizi. 1 ve rekorlar u1 kirtyoruz.
Dordiincii ayina (.) geldigimiz zaman bile on milyondan fazla kisi istihdama erigmis
durumdaydi ki ona kalsaydi u tekrar kapatirdi, tilkeyi mahvederdi. Alkol, uyusturucu,
depresyon 11 bir¢cok sey 11 basa gelir lilkeyi bu sekilde kapali tutarsaniz. Demokratlarin
yuriittiigii mesela yonetimini yiiriittiigli eyaletlere bakin onlar 11 kapali tutmaya devam
ettiler ve kimisi daha yeni yeni 11 a¢ilima gitti. un yedi kasim diyorlar.Niye yedi kasim?
Ciinkii secimden sonrasini bekliiyorlar. Aslinda bizi incitmeye calisiyorlar gibi ama bizi
degil insanlar1 incitiyorlar. insanlar maskelerini takar, ellerini yikar, kisisel 11 korumaya
dikkat ederler. 1 Ornegin Kuzey Carolinaya bakin. Oradaki 11 Pensilvanya oradaki birgok
11 eyalet n acil-mali. Adil degil. Ciinkii birgok kisi kendini hapiste gibi hissediyor. 11
Bosanma oranlarina, alkolizme, uyusturucuya bunlara bakin. Cok iiziicii seyler
goriiyoruz. Bu (.) adama kalsaydi biitiin {ilkeyi kapatirdi. Biitiin iilkeyi mahvederdi. 1
Bizim iilkemiz ise ¢ok iyi ¢ikt1 bundan. Rekorlar 11 kirdi. 1 Kalkip da kimse bize evet
hadi kapatalim iilkeyi diyemez.

Chris Wallace: Tamam, simdi 1 dedigim gibi 1 siz 1 ekonomi K seklinde gelisiyor
dediniz. Sayin Baskan da V seklinde gelisiyor dedi. Ne diyorsunuz?

Joe Biden: Simdi milyonerler ve milyarderler kendisi gibi iyi durumda. Hatta paralarina
para kattilar.Ugyiiz milyon dolar daha milyar dolar daha zengin oldular. Ciinks kendisi
sadece bu vergi muafiyetine odaklaniyor. Gittik¢e zenginlesiyor. Ama televizyonlarindan
bizi dinleyen kiiclik kasabalarda oturan, ¢alisanlar, isciler sizin durumunuz ne? Bakin, (.)
[[Trump, Wallace]] vergi 6demelerine bakin.

[[Donald Trump]]: Yanlis, yanlis soyliiyor.

Chris Wallace: Simdi iki dakikaya tamam dediniz, liitfen birakin bitirsin.

Joe Biden: Evet, zamanimi geri aliyim. (..) Saym Bagskan, aslinda Amerikan Baskanlik
tarihinde gorevini teslim ettiginde, yonetimi- boyunca, (..) yonetiminden Oncekinden
daha az istihdama sahip olan ilk baskan olacak bu bir. Ikincisi, islerini kaybeden insanlar,
zaten On cephelerde olan kisilerdi. Bizim hayatlarimizi kurtaran kisilerdi. Bizim i¢in 6len
kisilerdi. Kendilerini siper ederek bu sayede bizim yasamimizi saglayan kisilerdi. Yani
bakin, bu fikir ¢ok ilging. Diyor ki agacagiz. Eyaletlerin yarisi, (.) Covid vakalarinda ve

Oliimlerinde (.) artig gosterirken daha da agmak istiyor ekonomiyi, ekonomik faaliyeti.
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Neden? Culnkl ekonomiyi duzeltemiyor ve diyor ki Covid krizini duzeltmezsek
ekonomiyi de diizeltemeyiz diyor. ve (.) Evlerinden bizi izleyen sizler i¢in, giivenliginiz
sagliginiz hig¢ diisiin-niilmiiyor. Okullar mesela. Neden (..) okullar a¢ilmiyor? Okullarin
giivenli bir sekilde agilmasi, 6gretmenlere 6grencilere maske dagitilmasi, maaliyetli
seyler. Sonra dedi ki tamam ulusal bir acil durum yok, olaganiistii durum yok, dedi.
Kiiciik isletmelere yardimci olmak i¢in higbir sey yapmadi. hepsi kapaniyor su anda. A-
alt1 kiiciik isletmeden bir tanesi kapandi bu donemde. insanlarin, Amerikan halkinin
ihtiyaglarini, gidermeye calismiyor [[Wallace]] giivenli bir sekilde ekonominin
acilabilmesi i¢in.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Peki zamaniniz doldu Sayin Biden.

Donald Trump: Buna cevap verebilir miyim?

Chris Wallace: Simdi ikinize de iki dakika vermistim-vermistik.

Donald Trump: Ama, pardon. Kendisi bir beyanda bulundu. 11 insanlar okullarin
acilmasini istemiyor ki. Ya da u restoranlarin ya da u eyaletlerin kapali kalmasini
istemiyorlar ki. New York State'e bakin. 11 burada 1 NewYork'ta yapilan sey aslinda ¢ok
iyi bir toparlamaydi. Insanlar 1 kendilerine ait yerlerin, isletmelerin agil-k olmasini
istiyorlar. Bu arada 11 ben futbolu yeniden ben devreye aldim, oyunlarin baslamasini 1
maglarin baglamasini 11 sagladim. Zaten Ohio'daki herkes benle gurur duyuyor.

Chris Wallace: Simdi ekonomik plana geri donelim. 1 ileriye nasil tasiyacaksiniz bunu.
11 Sayim Baskan, 11 size sdyle bir rapor 1 ¢ikt1 ikibinonalti yilinda, baskan se¢ildiginiz y1l
ve ikibinonyedide ilk yilinizda. Yae::ni yilda yediyiiz elli (.) dolar federal vergi, gelir
vergisi 6demigsiniz (.) her yil. her iki yilda da bdyle. 1 bagka 6dediginiz vergiler de var.
Ama bu yediylizelli 1 dolarlik federal gelir vergisi 1 dogru mu?

Donald Trump: Ben milyonlarca dolar u gelir vergisi 6diiyorum. Simdi sunu da
sOyleyeyim. 11 bu gazetelerden birinde ¢ikan bir hikaye .Ben bir yilda otuzsekiz milyon
dolar 6dedim, yetmis kiisiir milyon 11 dolar 6dedim. [[Biden]] Gdreceksin ben simdi
s0zUmu bitirdigim zaman goreceksin. Se¢im kuruluna git, bakildig1 zaman orada 11 1
yiizonsekiz sayfalik 11 bir rapor var. 11 burada benim sirketlerimin 11 aktifleri ¢ok 1yi.
Chris Wallace: 11 simdi ben size spesifik [[Trump]] bir soru sordum Sayin Baskan.
Bunlarin hepsini anliyorum, tamam. bir sakinca- simdi Saymn Bagskan, size bir soru
soruyorum. Bizee:: tam olarak, 11 federal gelir vergisi, tam olarak ne kadar 6dediniz

ikibinonalt1 ve ikibinonyedi y1linda.
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[[Donald Trump]]: Milyonlarca dolar...

[[Chris Wallace]]: Milyonlarca dolar m1 6dediniz. Peki bu yediyiiz elli dolar nedir.
Donald Trump: Simdi, bunu GORECEKSINIZ. géreceksiniz bunu. 11 Sunu sdyleyeyim
miisaade edersen Chris. Burada, ben buraya gelmeden once aslinda 11 6zel bir is- 11 kendi
alanin1 gelistiren 1 bir 1 is adamiydim. Ve normalde (.) ne olur, kendisi 11 bize bu kanunu
gecirdi, bu faturalari, bu gelirleri vergi gelirlerini 11 sunuyor. 11 ve Pensilvanya'da her yil
baktiginiz zaman goriiyorsunuz bu vergilerin ne kadar yiiksek oldugunu ve bunlar zaten
aslinda bu Obama 11 yonetiminden bizim {izerimize, kalan 11 ek vergiler oldu.

Chris Wallace: Simdi Biden, siz buna cevap vermek istiyor musunuz?

Joe Biden: Evet, istiyorum. Simdi, onu bu- konuma getiren 111 vergi yasasi, yani daha az
vergi 6demesini saglayan bir okul 6gretmeninden bu yasayla ilgili diyor ki ben akilliyim,
zekiyim yasayr kullaninm diyor. Yasadan faydalanirnm. Evet, yasadan
FAYDALANIYOR. O yilizden iste ben Trump'in getirdigi vergi, kesintilerini 1
muafiyetlerini ortadan kaldiracagim. biz yardima ihtiya¢ duyan insanlara bu paranin
gitmesini saglayacagiz. Burada bizi izleyen insanlarin [[Trump]] yardima ihtiyaci var.
[[Donald Trump]]: Niye o zaman son yirmibes yildir bdyle bir sey yapmadin ki. Yirmi
bes yildir yapsaydin.

[[Joe Biden]]: Ciinkii Baskan olarak siz, isleri BATIRDINIZ.

[[Donald Trump]]: Senat6rddn.

Joe Biden: Mahvettiniz. Amerikanin ENNe:: kotii Baskanisiniz.

Donald Trump: Sunu sdyleyeyim Joe. Ben kirksekiz ay igerisinde, 11 senin kirk 11 kirk
yedi ay icerisinde senin KIRKYEDI YIL i¢inde yaptigine::dan daha fazlasmi 1 yaptim.
11 Orduyu mahvettin.

Chris Wallace: Simdi, Sayine:: Bagkan ekonomiden bahsediyoruze::. 1 Ileriye déniik
planlarmiz nedir acaba? Ciinkii Sayin yardime1 Baskan, sizin ekonomi 11 planiniz eger
baskan secilirseniz, dahae:: biyuk vergilere, daha buyik harcamalara, daha buyik
miktardaki hiikiimet 11 1 harcamalarina 1 dayantyor. Yaklasik, dort triyon 11 dolarlik yeni
1 vergiler-den bahsediyorsunuze:: kisiler iizerinee::, sahislar lizerine ve sirketler kurumlar
izerine. 111 Bagkan 1 Trump ise bu vergi artiglarinin ekonomiyi 11 olumsuz etkileyecegini
ve bizi gerilime-gerilime sokacagini sdyliiyor. Ne diyorsunuz?

Joe Biden: Wall Street firmalariyla ilgili yapilan bir analizden bahsedelim. Simdi benim

ekonomik planima gore yedi milyon n daha fazla is yaratacagiz onun dort yilda
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yarattigindan. Ikinci olarak bir trilyon dolarlik ek bir ekonomik biiyiime (.) yaratacagiz.
Ciinkii Amerikan mali almaya insanlar1 tesvik edecegiz. Federal hiikiimete baktigimizda
yilda altiyliz milyar dolar harcadigini goriiyoruz. Gemilerden binalara kadar
INANILMAZ. Benim, énerim su: Bie::z bu harcanan paranin her bir kurusunun artik
Amerikali sirketlere gitmesini istiyoruz.

Chris Wallace: Simdi, 1 ben vergiden bahsediyorum. Harcamalardan bahsetmiyorum.
Simdi ben vergilerin biiyiik bir kismini degistirecegim. Mesela, ylizdeyirmi bir olmamasi
gereken kurumlar vergisini ylizde yirmisekize ¢ikartacagim. (..) Fortune 500 sirketlerine
baktigimizda MILYARLARCA DOLAR KAZANIP TEK KURUS VERGI
ODEMEYEN BIR SURU SIRKET GORUYORSUNUZ.

Donald Trump: Neden Obama déneminde yardimci bagkanken yapmadin ki o zaman.
Joe Biden: CUNKU BU YASAYI SiZ CIKARTTINIZ Sayin Baskan.

[[Donald Trump]]: Ben YAPTIM. BEN HALLETTIM. Sen de halletseydin o zaman.
Ekonomi patladi, gelisti.[[Biden]]

[[Joe Biden]]: Ekonomi mahvolmus durumda.

Chris Wallace: Sayin Bagkan sununla devam edelim, 11 siz u serbest piyasa yaklagimi,
daha diistik 11 vergiler, daha az regiilasyondan bahsediyorsunuz.

Joe Biden: Hayir, halk i¢in 11 daha diisiik vergiden bahsetmiyor.

Chris Wallace: Devam mu ettireceksiniz? 11 ekonomik bir gelismeden patlamadan
bahsediyorsunuz. Obamanin son {i¢ yili, Bagkan olarak gecirdigi li¢ yilinda 111 ¢ok daha
fazla istihdam yaratilmisti sizin ii¢ y1llik doneminizle kiyaslandigi zaman.

Donald Trump: u Ekonomike:: toparlama 1929:: dan sonra gérmiis oldugu en yavas
toparlamay1 gordii (.) onun doneminde. 1 Zaten ene:: yavas ekonomik toparlama
1929’dan sonra. Borsalara bakalim, borsa yiikseldigi zaman bu istihdam demektir. 11 yine
eger 11 senin Bagkan olman s6z konusu olursa 1 benim vergilerimi bitrecek misin. 1
"fesih” mi edeceksin. 11 burada birgok sirket birakir ¢ikar gider. Zaten 11 bagka birgok sirket
baska yerlere gitmeye [[Biden]] niyetli (.) 11 olur boyle olursa.

[[Joe Biden]]: (nonverbal disapproval) Hayir, hayir.

Donald Trump: ve gormediginiz kadar biiyiik bir ekonomik ¢okiis getirir bu.

Joe Biden: Baki-. Burada Biiyiik Buhrana ene:: yakin olan en koti ekonomik
resesyondan (.) gectik. Istihdamdan bahsediyorsunuz. Biz ona son derece iyi giden,

gelismekte olan bir ekonomi teslim ettik MAHVETTI O ekonomiyi.
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[[Donald Trump]]: Hie::ge:: gelismiyordue::. Tam tersine zayifliyordu.

Chris Wallace: Simdi 1 mahvetti ekonomiyi 11 dedigi zaman 11 Covidden dnceki diistik
istihdam oranlarini mi1 kastediyorsunuz.

Joe Biden: Evet, Covidden dnce bile imalat (.) sektoriinde diisiis vardi. (.) Bu bir. ikincisi,
[[Donald Trump]]: Chrise:: pardon. ( ..) ikincisi sensin, birincisi degil.

Joe Biden: (nonverbal disapproval -tii-1) Ahh.

Donald Trump: Simdi 11 imalat diyor, imalat1 geri getirmek diyor. Ben 700bin is alani 11
tanidim. [[Biden]]Ama onlar bdyle bir sey yapmadi. Imalat1 canlandiran 11 ben oldum.
Joe Biden: Evet, Chrisler ve General Motors'u tekrar hayata dondiirmem istenmisti. Ben
bunu yapmaya basladim. GITTI MAHVETTI. BITTI GITTI.

[[Donald Trump]]: IOHA 1 gegen yil en iyi yilin1 gecirdi, Michigan gegen yil en iyi
yilini gegirdi.

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir, yalan. Dogru degil, bu sdyledigin dogru degil.

Donald Trump: 1 Almanyadan 1 baska birgok {ilkeden [[Biden]] bir¢ok firma

Joe Biden: (nonverbal disapproval, -tii-) Hayir, hi¢ de 6yle degil.

Donald Trump: Michigan’a ve Ohioya gitti. Orada faaliyetlerini yiiriitmeye basladi.
Joe Biden: Bakin, yaptigina bakin NE YAPTI? Cok az sey yapti. Aye::nm1 sekilde eski
anlagmalar, siirekli harika ticaret anlasmalarindan bahsediyoe::r. Iste, 11 anlasma yapma
1 sanatinda ustayim diyor. Iste, Cine bakin. Simdi Cinle u ticaret agigimiz daha
oncekinden daha da yuksek.

() [O]

Donald Trump: Sasirmamak lazim senin 11 oglun gidip milyonlarca bi-milyarlaca n
dolar aliyor aslinda bir seyleri yor-yonetebilmek

icin. Niye boyle?? Ben meraktan soruyorum sadece 11 ogluna 1 ligbuguk milyondolar
vermis Moskova Belediye Baskani. NIYE béyle bir sey olmus? Neden bdyle bir durum
s6z konusu?

[[Joe Biden]]: [[Trump]] Bu soéylediklerinin higbiri dogru degil, higbiri dogru degil.
Tamamen, [[Wallace]] tamamen yalan.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin Baskan, Saym Bagkan, liitfen.

[[Joe Biden]]: Ciiriitiildii, bu iddialarin hepsi. [[Wallace, Trump]]

[[Donald Trump]]: Ugbuguk milyon dolar almis. Ugbuguk milyon dolar

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir, dogru degil. Haynr.
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[[Chris Wallace]]: Bu bir agik tartigma. [[Trump]]

[[Donald Trump]]: A-Ama bu bir gercek.

[[Chris Wallace]]: 1 O zaman liitfen yardimci Bagskana miisaade edelim cevap versin.
[[Joe Biden]]: Hayur.

[[Donald Trump]]: Herhangi bir enerjisi yok. Herhangi bir deneyimi yo-

[[Donald Trump]]: Oglum, yanlis higbir sey yapmadi.

Chris Wallace: Litfen, musaade edin cevap versin.

[[Joe Biden]]: Bakin, cevap vereyim. Simdi dogrulari sdyleyecegimi bildigim igin
konusmama (.) izin vermiyor. Soyledikleri (.)Tamamen ¢iiriitiildii, herkes yalan oldugunu
biliyor. Diinya Bankas1 da yalanladie::, diger kurumlar da yalanladie::, herkes (.) herkes
bu iddialar1 yalanladi. Aslina bakarsaniz.

[[?]] : Hatta u (Speaker is not clear, male int)

[[Joe Biden]]: Yeminli bir Bagkan su anda kendisi, bakin kendisi yemin altinda yalan
sOyleyen bir Bagkan.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayine:: Bagkan sizi dinliyorum, 11 Sayin Biden sizi dinliyorum.

Joe Biden: Yemin etti, yonetimindee:: Sonra da dedi ki, ben isimi yaptim. Isimi ¢ok iyi
yaptim dedi. Bakin yemin altindaydi. (..) ben (..) kanit gosterebilirim, 1yi i§ yapanlarin
cogunu KOVDUN ZATEN. lyi is ¢ikarttiklar1 i¢in bu arada. Yani burada konusmak, bu
soytartyla konugmak c¢ok zor, kusura bakmayin bu kelimeyi kulandigim i¢in ama.

()

[[Joe Biden]]: Dogru degil, séylediklerin dogru degil.

[[Donald Trump]]: NIYE iigbuguk milyon aliyor 11 nereden hak etti iicbuguk milyon
dolan?

Joe Biden: Simdi biz aileden, etikten, ahlaktan bahsedeceksek, (.) yani onun ailesiyle
ilgili biitlin gece konusabiliriz. [[Trump]] Ben bunu yapmak istiyorum.

(-) [0l

[[Donald Trump]]: benim ailem (... ) Her biri- Cok kiymetl-

[[Joe Biden]]: Bu, benim ailemle ilgili degil. Senin ailenle ilgili degil. Bu, bizi izleyen-
lerin, Amerikan halkinin aileleriyle ilgili. biz burada, bagkanin neye ihtiyaci oldugundan
bahsetmek igin burade degiliz. Biz SIZIN, YANI AMERIKAN HALKININ BIZi
[ZLEYENLERIN NEYE IHTIYACI OLDUGUNDAN BAHSETMEK ICIN
BURADAYIZ.
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Chris Wallace: Evet, tamam bu kizm1 bitirelim 11 devam edelim. Bu kismi-

Joe Biden: SENINLE ILGILi DEGIL BU OLAY, HALKIMIZLA ILGILI.

Chris Wallace: Simdi bu ¢ok, soyle n kalktik. BU SOrunun ceva-bi, hayir devam
etmeycegiz, Sayin Baskan, Sayin Baskan LUTFEN DURUN ARTIK. Beyler, Sesimi
yiikseltmekten hoslanmiyorum ama e::yani ikiniz arasinda bu sekilde kalmak miimkiin
olmuyor. 11 Su anda, 1 alt1 se-11 segmentimiz var. Bu, segmenti de bitirdik, bir sonraki
segmente gegecegiz. Bir sonraki segmente de ikinizn de iki dakikasi olacak, kesintisiz 11
ve bu iki dakika icerisinde istediginizi sdyleyebilirsiniz. Ben, (.) bir soru soracagim. 1 bu
sorue::la ilgili cevap verirseniz, tamam. Ama baska bir seyle ilgili cevap vermek
isterseniz, mesela 1rkla ilgili bir soru soracagim. 111 ve 1 li--litfen s6z kesmeden ya da en
azindan daha az (.) s6z keserek-

Donald Trump: Yapmayacagim boy-boyle bir sey.

Chris Wallace: Ama u siirekli yaptiniz bagindan beri. 1 ya da- soyle diyelim, s6z
kestiginiz bu- su ana kadar kestiginiz sdzlerden daha az1 kesilsin liitfen. 11 Saymn Biden
dd-dediniz 11 Charlottville de ii¢ yil dnce gergeklesen 11 bu siddet 1 meseleleri 11 iki tarafi
da etkiledie:: 1 ve bu durum 1 sizi 1 dogrudan 1 kampanyanizi baslatmaya ve baskanlik
icin yarigmaya 11 itti. 11 ve siz ise 11 Saym Trump 1 siyahiler i¢in 11 daha 6nce herhangi bir
ABD baskaninin yapmamis oldugu kadar faaliyet yaptiginiz sdylediniz. Peki neden oy
verenler size giivensin de rakibinize giivenmesin 1rk meselesiyle ilgili olarak 6niimiizdeki
dort yil boyunca. Sayin Biden, ilk olarak sozii size birakiyorum.

Joe Biden: Evet, esitlik ve hakkaniyetle ilgili, diizgiin davranmakla ilgiili anayasayla
ilgili konusuyoruz. Biz hicbir zaman (.) herkes i¢in, hakkaniyet ve esitlik iddiamizdan
vazgecmedik. Ama bunu higbir zaman da bagaramadik. (.) Yani, Baskanin yaptig1 gibi
vazge¢medik, ama, basarilamadi da. Bakin, (..) o insanlar1 hatirlayin, Karanliktan
ellerinde fenerlerle ¢ikan, gozleri kiviletm gibi yanan terleyen, Ku Klux Klandan
bahsediyorum. O beyaz irk¢ilar- irkgilari hatirlayin. Kadinlar oldiiriildii. Siyahiler
oldiiriildii. Insanlar dldiiriildii. Diyor ki her iki taraftan da iyi insanlar dldiiriildii. Baska
hicbir insan daha 6nce boyle bir sey sOylememistir.

Biden: Diyor ki her iki taraftan da iyi insanlar 6ldiiriildii. Baska higbir bagskan daha 6nce
boyle bir sey sdylememistir. Ikinci sdylemek istedigim sey su (..): George Floyd
oldiirtldiglinde(..) barisgil bir protesto vardi Beyaz Saray'in oniinde. N'apt1 Bagkan? (.)
Gitti () siginagina saklandi. Sonra 11 askerler (.) geldi (.), ii goz yasartici gaz (.) u siktilar.
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Kiliseye yiirliyen insanlara. Sonrae:: kilisenin(.) u rahibi geldi dedi ki: "Cok utang verici
bir and1 bu(.). Insanlar (.) sa-u-baskan insanlar1 sadece boliiyor birlestirmiyor," dedi.
Bakin bu bagkan (.) hee::r seyi kullanarak irk¢i nefreti koriikklemeye calisiyor, irket
ayriliklan (.) koriiklemeye ¢alistyor. Bakin (.), Afrika kdkenli Amerikalilara yak-ya-ya-
yardim etmekten (.) bahsediyor (.) ama (.) Koronavirus (.) yizinden (.) binlerce (.), yiz
binlerce hatta, siyahie:: 11 kisi 61dii(..). Eger bir sey yapilmamaya devam edilirse her 500
Afrika kokenli Amerikalidan bir tanesi 6lecek. Bue:: adam mi 11 insanlarla ilgileniyor?
Bu adam hi¢ bir sey yapmadi. Konustuklarina bakin, sozlerinee::(.) bakin (.) ama
yaptiklarina da bakin. Yaptig1 seyler gercekten Afrika kokenli Amerikan toplumu igin
felaket niteliginde oldu.

Chris Wallace: Evet, Sayin Baskan 2 dakikaniz var. Neden Amerikalilar (.) 11 rakibinize
degil de size giivensin irk meselesinde?

Trump: 1 bin dokuz yiiz 1 doksan dortte bir 1 kanun 11 gegirildi 11 ve o zaman da Afrika
kokenli Amerikalilart 1 aslinda yirticilar olarak tanimladiniz u-ve boyle bir sey
diyorsunuz 11 ve boyle bie::r 11 ifade kullaniyorsunuz ve 11 a-Afrika kékenli Amerikan 1
nifusunu, toplumunu, 1 siyahi 11 toplumu 1 ¢ok 1 kot 11 bu topluma ¢ok kotii muamele
ettiniz 1990'lardan beri. 11 Zaten aslinda sonugclara, anketlere bakildig1 zaman da ben her-
biitin Cumhuriyetgiler arasinda bu konuda en iyi sonuglar (.) ortaya koymus olan 11
kisiyim. 1 Bu kisilere 1 zaten u yillar igerisindee:: yaptiginiz beyanlara, ifadelere
baktiginiz zamane:: da 11 bu sekilde ifadeler kullandiniz. 11 Kiliseye baktiginiz zaman ya
da baska taraflardan gelen(.) raporlara 11 baktiginiz zaman bu kisileri siz stiper predator
dediniz 1 vee:: 1 Amerika Birlesik Devletlerindeki her(.) bir(.) u u (..) kolluk
kuvvetlerinde(.) bunu goriiyoruz. 1 Portland, Ohio, Michi-(inaudible). Zaten (.) u mesela
() bugiin(.) u serif(.) 1-geldi ve dedi ben u (.) Trump'a oy veriyorum. Siz kolluk
kuvvetlerinden 1 zaten 1-bahsetmiyorsunuz. Cunki bu iki kelimeyi, kolluk kuvvetleri
kelimesini, sOyleseniz biitiin radikalleri karsiniza alacaksiniz. Neden 11 bunlari
sOylemekten hoslanmiyorsunuz? Portland'da mesela (.) bizi ¢agirmasalardi (.) 11 biz (.) u
gidip orada o y-yangmi 1 yarim saatte dondiiremezdik ama (.) radikal 1 solcue:: 1
demokratlara bakiyorlar. Seattle'a bak (.) Chicago'ya bak. 11 Ilk g-glinlerde gelip ellerini
kaldirdilar ve sonra biz (.) u-Seattler geri aldik. Minneapolis'te de ayni sekilde. Biz
kanunu 11 burada (.) emniyeti (.), asayisi sagliyoruz 11 ve buralarda birgok 11 demokratlarin

oldugu yerde ra-dikal solcular (.) 11 var. Sen dee:: aslinda sdylemek istemiyorsun. 11 kanun
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ve al-u(.) a-asayis ile ilgili hi¢bir sey sOylemek istemiyorsun 11 vee:: aslinda bunu
sOyleyebilirsin. Soylemekte, bu kelimeleri ifade etmekte 6zgiirsiin. Kanunlar ve asayis
diyorum.

Chris Wallace: 1 Breonna Taylor 11 vakasinda, davasinda 11 herhangi bir sekilde 11 polis
() memurlarma 1 c-cinayet suglamasi (.) getirilmedi. Pekie:: 1 burada a-adalet
Amerika'da adil bir sekilde uygulaniyor mu? 11 Aye::r1 ama hakkaniyetli olmayan bir
adalet var mi {ilkedeki siyahilere yonelik uygulanan?

Biden: Evet var. Sistematik olarak bir adaletsizlik var bu Ulkede (.) is hayatinda (.),
egitimde ve kolluk kuwvvetlerinde (..), kollugun uygulanmasinda da. Simdi (.) polis
memurlarimizin biiyiik gogunlugu dirdst (.), iyi(.), diizgiin(.) kadin ve erkekler. Her giin
evlerine ekmek gétiirmeye calisiyorlar ama iyi elmalarla kétii elmalart ayirmamiz lazim.
Ciirtimiis elmalarie:: ortadan kaldirmamiz lazim. Boyle bir sey ortaya ¢iktiginda onlar
sorumlu tutmamiz lazim (..). Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nde bir araya gelmeliyiz.
Mesela Beyaz Saray'da sivil haklar guruplarindan polis memurlarina, polis amirlerine
herkesi bir araya toplamaliyiz ve bu konuyu ¢dzmeliyiz. Ozelliklee:: daha seffaflik
getirecek sekildee:: degisiklik yapmaliyiz bu tarz olaylar oldugunda. Yani bu polis
memurlar1 George Floyd'a ne oldugunu (.) gorddler. Breonna Taylor (.) olaymni (.)
gordiiler vee:: ¢ogu hosuna gitmedi. Olanlar (.) bu insanlarin hosuna gitmedi. Yani
insanlarin sorumlu tutabilece-bilecegi, hesap verebilecegi bir sistem olmali. Bu arada
hicbir zaman (..) siddeti ben(.) uygun(.) bulmuyorum. Baris¢il protestolar uygundur (.)
ama siddet asla ve asla uygun degildir. Bunu bir kez daha sdyleyeyim.

[[Trump]]: Sokaklari 1 y-yakip insanlarin

[[Biden]]: ((Hayir, dogru degil, séyledigi dogru degil))

[[Trump]]: ¢ikmaz sokaklarda 6ldiiriilmesi mi? SEN bunun 1 baris¢il bir sey oldugunu
sOyliyorsun.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi bu meseleye 11 gelecegiz. Asayise, kanuna gelecegiz 11 birazdan
ama bu aye:: sizin yonetiminiz 11 federal ajanslar-sahislara 11 irkgie:: 11 hassasiyet 11 amagh
egitimlere son vermesi(.) kararini 11 verdiniz. Neden 11 peki boyle bir sey yapmaya 11 karar
verdiniz_? 1 Irkcie:: hassasiyet e-egitimleri(.) 11 neden 1 sonlandirdiniz?

Trump: u Ciinkii bu kg1 bir seydi. Birgok kisie:: 11 bununla ilgili sikayette

bulunuyordu(.) 1 ve bunun sagmalik oldugunu sdyleyen ¢ok fazla kisi vardi. 1 Burada
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radikal bir devrim (.) u gergeklesti ordumuzda, okullarimizda (.), 1 her yerdee:: 1 s-sen
de siz de biliyorsunuz, erkes de biliyor, o da biliyor.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Peki bu 11 irk-1rs-ama irk-sal- Hassasiyet egitimi nedir?

Trump: Simdi (.) u burada insanlara baktigim 1 zaman binlerce (.), yiiz binlercee:: 1
dolar harcanip insanlara ko-tiie:: ve hastalikli fikirler 6gretiliyor ve burada 11 tilkemizden
nefret etmesi 0gretiliyor bu egitimlerde insanlara. Ben buna miisaade etmeyecegim tabii
ki bdyle bir seyin olmasina. Ulkenin c¢eyrek deger-cekirdek degerlerinee:: dnem
verecegiz. Ciinkii bu egitimlerde iilkenin koétii bir yer oldugue::, irk¢1 bir yer oldugue::
Chris Wallace: Pekie:: Sayin Biden, siz ne diyorsunuz?

Biden: Hayir, bunu 6gretmiyorlar. Kimse bunu yapmiyor. Irk¢i olan o zaten.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Liitfen birakin bitirirsin s6ziinii Sayin Biden.

Biden: Isin 6zl (.) su ki(.) insanlarda(..) duyarsizlik var. Insanlar baskalarinin ne
hissettigini anlamali. Onlar1 asagilayan duygular nedir? Bunu anlamali, 6grenmeli. Ama
pek cok kisi(.) baskalarinin duygularini incitmek istemez. Bilmeden yapiyorlar. Ama
hassasiyet egitimi verilirse ¢ok biiyiik fark yaratir. Yani bir ¢ocugun (..) 6z giiven(.)
duyarak 1 biliylimesie::, 6z giiven duymay1 6grenerek biiyiimesi gibi bir sey. Yani (.)
baskalarini, arkadaslarin1 hor gordiigii zaman u iste(yutkunuyor) bu kisiler
kiigiimsendiginde, paras1 olmayan kisiler kiigiimsendiginde, Irlanda kokenli Katolikler
kiiglimsendiginde, baska renkte insanlar kiiciimsendiginde, bars-bagka irkta, inancta
insanlar(:) kiiglimsendiginde bunu yapamazsiniz. Biz Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nde
herkesi bir araya getirmek istiyoruz. Birlikte yaparsak bagaramayacagimiz higbir sey yok.
Biz bunu yapabiliriz ve irk¢iligi Amerika'da yenebiliriz.

Chris Wallace: Saym Baskan Trump, buyurun.

Trump: 1 Obama-Biden (.) yonetimi 11 sirasinda ciddi bir ayrim vardi, nefret u vardi.
Ferguson 11 olayina bakin ve bi-i-y-yine Oakland'a 11 bakin, 11 Baltimore'da ne oluyor bir
bakin. 11 Aslindaa:: 11 benim su anda gordiigiimden ¢ok cok daha fazla siddet vardi(.) ve
bunun nedeni de demokratlar bu(.) sehirleri yonetiyor ve 11 senin gibi(.) kanundan
asayisten bahsetmek istemiyorlar. Bunlar1 11 dile getirmek istemiyorlar. 1 Kanundan
asayisten yana degil misin? Degil misin bunlardan yana (.), Joe?

[[Biden]]: Hayur.

Trump/Wallace: Simdi (.)
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Biden: Kanun vee::(.) nizam ve adalet, insanlara adil davranilirsa ortaya konulabilir(..).
Idaremizde yiizde 15'inden yiizde 17 sinden bahsediyoruz insanlarm 11 ve bu rakam onun
yonetiminde artt1, bagkanin yonetiminde artti.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin Baskan (..) Simdi (..)

[[Trump]]: Demok-(.)ratlar tarafindan(.) yonetilen sehirlerde siddet var.

[[Chris Wallace]]: 1 Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'ndekie:: 11 cinayetler dzellikle bu yaz(.)
11 bunue:: sie::z 1 Demokrat 11 Parti'nin 11 valileri ve de belediye baskanlari-rini, bundan
sorumlu tuttunuz. u Tulsa 11 da yine(.) bu sekilde oldu. Bu acaba partiyle alakali bir
mesele mi?

Trump: Bence partiyl-e alakali bir 1 mesele. 1 Chicago'ya bir bakin, Chicago'da olup
biten olaylara bak-in. 1 Burada ti¢-otuz bes 11 53 kisi(.) 1 vurularak hayatini kaybettie::,
8 kisi vuruldu, 8 kisi hayatin1 kaybetti ve bakildigi zaman sug oranlarinda ikiyiiz-ylzde
200'lik bir artis oldugunu goriiyoruz. Kendisi 11 zaten kanunlardan, asayisten bahsetmek
istemiyor. Cinki radikal sol-u-cular1 destekliyor. Eger bu iilkeyi yonetecek olursa 11 ve
daha eskiden yliriittiigii gibi, yonettigi gibi yiirlitecek olsa 11 biiyiik bir ihtimalle bizim
butlin banyo-liyolarimiz ortadan kalkacak, yok olacak bu yerler.

[[Biden]]: Bakin banliydden bahsediyor, yanlis yonde gidiyor. Ben banliydde bitytidim.
Sen-ne bilirsin?

[[Trump]]: Ben de iyi bilirim banliydleri.

[[Biden]]: 1950"erde degiliz artik. Senin o eski rk¢iligin 11 artik(.) burada degil. Artik
banliydlerdeki insanlar ¢ocuklarinie:: 11 futbol oynamaya go-gotiiriiyor. Ayni arabada 11
siyahlar, Latinler bir araya geliyorlar, gecmiste boyle seyler yoktu. BanliyOlere tehdit
artitk 11 bagka yerden geliyor. Covid bir tehdittir. Bu insanlar, banliydlerde yasayan
insanlar Covid'den dolay1 oliiyorlar. Cevre sorunlarindan dolayi(.) 6liiyorlar. Neden?
Ciinkii bu adam onlara yardim etmeyi reddediyor. Banliy6lerin problemleri budur, bu-
bunlardir.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi bu 11 meseleden bahsetmek istiyorum, kanun asayisten ama.)
11 Bi-den 1 - Bernie Sanders gorev ekibi(.) 1 soyle dediniz: Y-yeniden u kolluk
kuvvetlerine hayal etmek dediniz. Kolluk kuvvetlerine polis guciini ye-niden diisiinmek,
yeniden tasarl-lamak 11 ne demek(.) 11 acabae:: Black Lives Matter 11 hareketini destekli-
yor musunuz? Bununla ilgili ¢agrilari 11 destekliyor musunuz mesela polis-lerin yiirtittiigii

faaliyetlerin toplum tarafindan kontrol edilmesini destekliyor musunuz?
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Biden: Benim destekledigim sey, polis memurlarinin kendi karsilastiklari sorunlarla
micadele edilmesinde desteklenmesi. Yani yerel(.) polisten(.) bahsediyoruz(.) ama(..)
yerel 11 kolluk kuvvetlerine yapilacak olan yardimda 400 milyon dolarlik bir kesinti
ongoriiyor kendi biitcesinde. Onlarin destege ihtiyaci var. Psikiyatrik-psiko 11 destege
ihtiyac1 var. Psikolog destegine ihtiyact var. Gli¢ kullanmaktan onlar1 engelleyecek
insanlarla konusarak, onlar1 ikna edebilecek 11 sekilde onlarin psikolojik destek almasi
gerekiyor. Sugun-or-sug¢ oranlarinin diisebilmesi igin(.) bu 6nemli. Toplum polisligi
dedigimiz sey aslinda bu.

[[Trump]]: Bizim bahsettigimiz sey boyle bir sey degil.

[[Biden]]: Hayir, dogru degil. Dedigin dogru degil.

[[Trump]]: Herhangi bir 1 kanun 11

[[Biden]]: Hayir, hayir. Dogru degil.

[[Trump]]: uygulamaya gegirmek gibi bir derdi yok. Kim-bir-grup 11 Bunun adin1 sdyle.
Kim 11 seni destekleyen grubun bir tanesinin adin1 séyle. Zamanimiz var(.), sdyle.
[[Biden]]: Hayir, boyle seylerden bahsetmeye zamanimiz yok.

[[Trump]]: Sadece bir tane kolluk kuvveti gurubunun adini séyle. Bir tanesinin adini
sOylesen yeter.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi u baska bir konuya gegmek istiyorum. Bu(.) protestolarla
alakal1 birgok sehir biliyoruz. 11 Siddet-li bir hal-e d6ndii, siddet ortami1 olustu. Portland'da
1 yaklasik 100 giindiir 1 devam eden 1 protestolar 11 var 11 ve bunlar ayaklanmalara da
dondii kimisi. Sayin Baskan 11 diyorsunuz ki insanlar sug isliyor. Bu sug isleyen kisilerin
sorumlu tutulmasie:: 11 lazim. Bunlardan hesap sorulmasi lazime::. Siz 1 Demokrat 11
Parti'nin adayisiniz 1 vee:: Demokrat Partiyi temsil ediyorsunuz. Portland'da Demokrat 11
Parti valisini ya da belediye bagkanii ¢agirip buna bir son vermeniz lazim ya da ii- gu-
guvenlik gorevlilerini 1 ¢agiralim, burada ulusal muhafizlari ¢agiralim(.), buna bir son
verelim dediniz mi?

Biden: Ben su an gorevde degilim. Ben ese::ki bagkan yardimcistyim. Ben bunu agikca
biitiin 1 beyanlarimda belirttim. Siddete bagvurulursa mutlaka bunun sorusturulmasi,
dava konusu olmas1 gerekir dedim.

Chris Wallace: Portland'daki ve Oregon'daki(.) yoneticilere 1 bdyle bir cagrida

bulundunuz mu? Bulunmadiniz.
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[[Biden]]: Hayr, yani hi¢ karigmasalar zaten, yani, Saym Baskan hi¢ karigmasa 1
yollarindan ¢ekilse daha 1yi eder.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi bir soru sordum, bir soru sordum. Onun cevabini alayim.
[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin Baskan Trump,

[[Biden]]: Sayin Baskan,

[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin Baskan Trump. Buyurun, buyurun Sayin Biden.

Biden: Eskie:: sozciisii de demisti. Bu(.) protestolar(.) kaos(.) ve siddet aslindae::
Trump'a yardimct oldu(.), demisti(.). Kendisi sdyledi(.). Kellyanne Conway(.) Bu-0
sOyledi, kendisi sdyledi(..). Ama sOylemek istedigim sey su(..): Siirekli her seyie::
kaynatmaya devam etmek istemesinin sebebi bu. Bir seyler yatigsin istemiyor, insanlarla
gidelim(.), konusalim(.), herkesi bir araya getirelim(.), bu sorunu nasil ¢ozelim(.), bir
bakalim demiyor. Hayir. Yangma koriikle gidiyor. Siirekli yangma(.) koriikle
gidiyor.Here:: olayda.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi bu 1 segmenttee:: size de 1 dakika 11 veriyorum, bu segmenti
kapatabilmek adina ama(.) u tekrar tekrar(..), siirekli(.. bunu istiyorum. Sayin Baskan,
Sayin Bagkan! O zaman gelin koltuklarimizi, yerlerimizi degistirelim(..)

[[Trump]]: 1 S6z(.)-burada ulusal muhafizlar1 kabul 11 etmiyor.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Siz u1 tekrar tekrar yardime1 bagkani elestirdiniz. 11 Antie::fa ve diger
1 gruplart yanina ¢agirmadi diye. 11 Peki bue:: ge-ce 1 beyaz u iistiinliik¢iileri ya dae::
cesitli 1rk¢1 gruplarie:: 1 (..), siddetee:: daha fazla(..) Kenosha'da gordiiglimiiz,
Portland'da gordiigiimiiz gibi korii-iikleme yapmamalari i¢in ¢agrida bulunacak misiniz?
[[Trump]]: Benim aslinda sdyledigim 11 sey 1 aslinda sol kanattan, 11 sag kanattan degil.
Ben her seyie::yapmaya istekliyim.

[[Biden]]: Soyle(..).

[[Chris Wallace]]: Ne- 11 (.)

[[Trump]]: Bir isim verin bana(.). Bir isim verin. Kimi-kim(..).

[[Chris Wallace]]: Portland‘a hitap edin (Source: Proud Boys).

[[Trump]]: Evet tamam, 11 durun, geri ¢ekilin. Birinin bir sey yapmasi 11 la-zim 11 ve 11
burada 11 Antie::fa ve solla ilgili bir sey yapmasi(.) 1 lazim. Burada sol kanattan 11 (..)
[[Biden]]: Hayir, intifa (Source: Antifa) bir fikirdir. Bu bie::r kurum degildir. 1 Beyaz
irkeilarin (.) zaten 11 soyledigi bir sey. FDI (Source: FBI) miidiirii de(.) bunu(.) belirtmisti.
[[Chris Wallace]]: Bura-da bitirelim bir sonraki-
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[[Biden]]: Boyle soylemisti.

[[Biden]]: Bir(.) fikir(.) degildir (Source: fikirdir). Intifa (Source: Antifa) bir(.) fikir-de-
()

[[Biden]]: Hayir, hi¢bir fikrin yok. Ne-ne sdyledigini bilmiyorsun.

[[Trump]]: An-ti-fa(.) teh-li-ke-li bir 1 ra-di-kal gruptur, Antifa.

Chris Wallace: Simdie:: o zaman bir soru soracagim(.). 11 (.) Baskan ikine::ci kere tilkeyi
yonetecek olursa 11 genellikle 11 bir referandum 11 da olur, genellikle sicilinde. Ama siz
Biden 11 dediniz kie:: 1 beni u alternatiflerle 11 kiyaslaym. En biiyiik olanlarla n
kiyaslamayn. Siz o zaman su anda bir alternatif 1 kisisiniz. Sizin sicillerinize baktigim
zaman(.) 11 oy verenler 1 sizie:: neden rakibinize 1 gore(.) u-tercih etsin? u Si-ze
birakiyorum s6zii ilk olarak 11 Saym Trump.

Trump: 1 Simdi benim yaptiklarimdan daha fazlasini ii¢ buguk yil igerisinde yapmis
baska bir Amerikan 11 bask-devlet bagkani yoktur. Ayn1 sey(.) azil 11 davasinda da oldu.
1 Hillary Clinton ile ilgili de(.) ayn1 seylerden 11 gectik. 11 Benim 11 (..) gerimde kalan (.)
birgok(.) taraf oldu. 11 Benim yaptigim1 yapabilen kimse olamadi. 1 Covid gelmeden
once(.) tlkenin(.) en buyiik ekonomik rakamlari-na ulasmistik. Hersey ¢ok iyi, 11 yolunda
gidiyordu. 11 Tabii ki 11 burada insanlar beni 11 yillar-dan 11 beridir 11 arayip 11 artik bunun
11 zamani geldi, daha da 1 iyilestirelim diye u ve ordunun yeniden 11 insa edilmesie::,
dizenlenmesie::, hava kuvvetlerinin olusturulmasie::, 1 bu-mesela(.) kendisinin 1
yonetimi a-sirasinda 11 300 bin kisi saglik(.) problemleri yiiziinden, saglik hizmeti
verilmedigi i¢in hayatin1 kayb-etti 11 ve yine ayn1 sekilde(.) veteranlarimizla 11 biz yakin
calistik. Gazilerimiz de(.) ordu icin de ayni sekilde boyle yakinen calistik kendileriyle.
Bircok kisiye bunu sdyledim. Biiyiik bir ihtimalle(.) 1 li¢-yiiz u federal y-yargi¢ u temyiz
11 davasi(.) 11 olur. Bir yil 11 bile(.) iktidarda(.) kalsalar 11 ve 11 bu bir u kay-rekordur, 11
bir-(.) Hic b-baska kisi 11 bu kadar(.) yargigla goriismemistir. Ciinkii 1 Bagkan Obamae::
11 ve(.) kendisi 11 burada herhangi bir sekilde yii-bir yargi¢ 11 geride 11 birakmiyor. 11 Birgok
yer, bir¢ok yargicin po-zis-yo-nu bos kaliyor. Mesela kendileri 1 gérevden ayrildiklar
zaman 128 tane yare::gige:: pozisyonu agikti. Zaten bdyle bir pozisyon agiklig1 varsa o
zaman siz iyi bir baskan degilsiniz demektir. lyi bir yardimei baskan degilsiniz demektir
11 ve bu yilin 1 sonunda, bu dénemimin 1 sonunda(.) 300 1 tane u yargig(.) gorevde
olacak. Bu bir 11 rekor demektir.

Chris Wallace: 11 Siz peki 1 Trump'a sdylediklerine 11 yonelik olarak ne diyorsunuz?
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Biden: Biz bu baskanin yonetimi altinda daha(.) zayif duruma diistiik, daha yoksul hale
geldik, daha siddet gordiik ve daha(.) ayrima ugradik. Ben baskan yardimcisi iken bize
bir(.) resesyon 11 miras kalmisti. Ama sonra(.) Obama'yla birlikte ekonomiyi canlandirdik.
Simdi(.) Trump yeniden resesyona(.) sebep oldu(..). Simdi Putin'in mesela kuklast gibi
davrantyor(.), Trump. Amerikan askerlerinin basina konan ddiillerden bahsediyoruz bu
donemde(.) Rusya tarafindan.

Chris Wallace: Sayin Trump(.), Sayin Baskan(.), 11 sizin 1 kampanyanizda 11 se¢im
kampanyanizda her iki tarafin da(.) kesintisiz 2 dakikasinin olacagina n hemfikir
olmustunuz. Ne-den 11 acaba gdzlemleme 11 yapip ondan sonra cevabinizi vermiyorsunuz?
Sec¢im kampanyanizda da soziinii verdiginiz tizere(.). Liitfen buyurun 30 saniye-
[[Biden]]: Evet, 30 saniye daha bana eklerseniz ¢ok sevinirim.

[[Chris Wallace]]: niz 1 daha kald.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, 30 saniyeniz var, buyurun.

Biden: Ugiincii olarak(.); yoksullar(.). Milyarderler daha(.) varlikli hale geldiler(.). 400
milyar dolar daha fazla varlik elde ettiler sirf Covid doneminde. Siz evlerinde oturan bizi
izleyenler daha az para kazaniyorsunuz. Eskiye gore daha yoksulsunuz. n Siddetin
artmasi 1ile 1lgili olarak(.) biz gorevdeyken bugiin oldugundan yiizde 50 daha az 11 siddet
vardi(.) Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nde. Simdi(.) daha da artmis durumda. Eyaletler
boliinmiis, ayrilmis durumda. Bu devam edemez. Oglumdan(.) bahsettiniz ya dae:: istee::
ordumuzdan bahsettiniz. Onlarin(.) kaybedenler olduklarindan(.), u ezik olduklarindan
bahsettiniz. Benim oglum Irak'ta bire:: yile:: gecirdi(..). Orada madalyalar kazandi,
yildizlar kazandi. O ezik degildie::, tam tersine vatanseverdi vee:: oradaki insanlarin hepsi
kahramanlardi. Hepsi kahramandi. Beau Biden'dan, oglumdan bahsediyorum ben.
[[Trump]]: Ben Beau'yu biliyor-(..) (Source: bilmiyorum). Hunter u a-a-ordudan
atildie::. Hatta

[[Biden]]: Hayir, dogru degil.

[[Trump]]: tahliye edildi. 1 10 y1l boyunca da is bulamadi. Ta ki sen-

[[Biden]]: Bu soylediklerinin higbiri dogru degil.

[[Trump]]: yardime1 bagkan olana kadar. Ukrayna'da, Cin-'de, 1 Moskova'da gitti baska
[[Biden]]: Dogru degil.

[[Trump]]: yerlerde servet 11 kazandi.

[[Biden]]: Oglum,
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[[Trump]]: Servet edindi.
[[Biden]]: Oglum,

[[Trump]]: 1 Aslinda isi bile yoktu.
[[Biden]]: Oglum pek ¢ok kisi gibi-

[[Trump]]: Ta ki sen yardimci bagkan olana kadar.

[[Biden]]: Evlerinde bizi izleyen pek ¢ok kisi(.) gibi(.) uyusturucu(.) sorunu(.) yasadi(.).
Bu sorunu ele ald1 ve sorunu ¢6zdii. Gurur duyuyorum ben oglumla. Basardi ¢iinkii bunu.
[[Trump]]: On-onlarca milyon 11 dolar 11 nereden geldi peki kendisi-

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi(.)-

[[Biden]]: Tamamen bu iddialar ¢urataldd.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Bu konuyu u zaten ele aldik. Amerikalilar 1 daha temellie:: 1
argiimanlar duymak isterlerse de ben moderator olarak bunun kararini ben verecegim 1
Sayin Bagkan.

[[Trump]]: Moscow'dan 3.5 milyon 11 dolar 11 gelmis. Nereden ge-geliyor bu? Herhangi
bir sekilde ciiriitiilmiis bir sey degil.

[[Biden]]: Bakin Romney'de de ko-komi-ko Rom-Romney de komitede, komisyonda
bundan bahsetti, paralardan bahsediliyor.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi(.), ben(.) iklim degisikliginden bahsetmek 11 istiyorum. Bati'da
11 yanginlar, orman yanginlar1 artiyor. Milyonlarca hektarlik alan(.) yaniyor 1 ve
yiizbinlerce kisi evinden(.) oldu. 1 Resmi mercilerin sdyledigine gore bunun(.) nedeni
iklim degisikligi ise Sayin Baskan 11 buna hayir diyorsunuz. 1 Dort yildan beridir A-B-
D'yi zaten Paris anlagsmasindan da ¢ektiniz, s6zlesmesinden ¢ektiniz 11 ve Obama'nin 11
cevre alaninda yaptig1 n ¢aligmalar1 11 geri dondiirdiinliz. 1 Buradae:: iklim degisikligi
acisindan siz onlimiizdeki dort yilda segilirseniz 11 ne yapacaksiniz?

Trump: Ben tertemiz berrak sularin olmasini, temiz havanin olmasini istiyorum. Su anda
bizim karbon oranlarina-miza bakarsaniz en diisiik diizeyde. Su anda ¢ok muazzam bir
performans ser-ui-sergiliyoruz ama isletmelerimiz de 1 mahvolmadi, devreden ¢ikmadi.
Paris Sozlesmesi, bizim agimizdan(.) bir(.) felaketti ve bir¢ok kisi zaten insanlar bundan
cok memnun, bizim isletmelerimiz ¢ok iyi gidiyor. n Tabii yanginlara bakarsak yangin
yonetimi yapmak lazim baska seylerin(.) tizerine(.) n burda u (..) y-(..)burada-ya-
yapraklar var(.) yine ormanlarda 1 bir¢ok 11 6-6lii agaclar 11 var, keresteler var. Onlari

temizlemek lazim tabii ki bu yanginlarin olmamast igin.
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Chris Wallace: Peki siz 11 iklim degisikliginin 6niine gegmek i¢in ne yapacaksiniz?
[[Trump]]: u Tertemiz su(.), tertemiz hava(.) ve bunun olmasi i¢in herseyi yapacagiz.
Biz 11 bir milyar agag(.) ekme(.) projesi baslattik. Bir milyar aga¢ ekecegiz.

[[Chris Wallace]]: u Pekie:: 11 gaz 11 (.) yine insan(.) u kaynakli kirlilik ya da sera gazi
kirlilikleri gibi bunlar1 nasil azaltacaksiniz?

[[Trump]]: u Simdie:: bie::r noktaya kadar tamam, ama ormanlarimizi da ¢ok daha iyi
bir sekilde yonetebiliriz. Her yil bana telefon geliyor, California yaniyor, California
yaniyor. Ee::ger(.) burasi temizlenmis olsaydi, orman yOnetimi iyi orman yonetimi
yapilsaydi o zaman bu telefonlar gelmezdi, bu ¢agrilar gelmezdi. 11 Avrupa'da da gesitlie::
11 6rnegin sehir iginde(.) ormanlar var. Bu ormanlara bakiyorlar, bunlari iyi yonetiyorlar.
Biz 11 biiyiik bir iilkeyiz. Bir orman iilkesiyiz(.) vee:: 11 aslinda bazi1 agaglar var, o kadar
hizli bir sekilde alev aliyor ki o iilkelerde, mesela daha hizli alev alan agaclar var higbir
sekilde bir problem olmuyor ama California'dan surekli(.) validen telefon geliyor. Boyle
bir sey oldu. Her yil(.), yiizbinlere::ce hektar(.) a-lan 11 yanip u kiil oluyor, yanip kiil
olmasinin nedeni yonetim(.) eksikligi.

Chris Wallace: Siz iklim degisikligini bilimsel agidan inaniyorsunuz ama o zaman 11
neden 11 Obama'nine:: 11 temiz enerjie:: 11 plani-nie:: 1 geri ¢ektiniz?

Trump: Clinkii enerji fiyatlariie:: 1 arttirtyordu.

Chris Wallace: 1 Ekonomik agidan, 11 standartlar agisindan baktigimiz zaman 11 burada
araglarin daha fazla kirlilige sebebi-sebebiyet verecegini diislinmiiyorsunuz.

[[Trump]]: Hayir, 1 daha giivenli(.) ve daha az pahali olan(.) araglardan bahsediyorum.
Aracin 11 maliyetinden u Otiirii 1 ashindaa:: 1 ara¢ satiglarini iki katina, ii¢ katina 1
¢ikarabiliyorsunuz 11 ve bu sekilde yaptiginiz zaman araglar ¢ok daha(.) giivenli hale de
getirilebilir, ¢ok daha ucuz hale de getirilebilir. Bu araglari piyasadan c¢ekmek
durumunda(.) 1 kalmazsiniz, ¢linkii insanlarin da araba almaya maddi olarak giicii yeter
11 ve zaten birgok kisi benle hemfikir. Bir¢ok kisi hemfikir. Arabalar o kadar pahalilagti
ki. u Ciinkii her tarafta bilgisayar 11 var(.). 1 Bir miktar daha gaz(.), 11 bir miktar daha
petrol harcasin diye(.) elektrik-11-1i araglara baktigimiz zaman da ben bunu destekliyorum.
Elektrikli araclar i¢in biiyiik tesvikler verdim ama California'da yaptiklari sey(.) tamamen
cok kolay aslinda, halledilebilir bir sey.

Chris Wallace: 11 Siz iklim degisikligi(.) i1 siciline-baktigimiz zaman Saym Baskanim,
biliyoruz ama siz de 2 trilyon dolarlik bir yesil istihdam(.)-dan bahsettiniz. Herhangi bir
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siir 11 koymadan 11 ve fosil yakitlarin kaldirilmasie:: elektrik iiretiminde 2025 yilina
kadar(.) vee:: yine sera gaz-11-z1 salimlarinin da 11 yine sifira indirilmesinden 11 bahsettiniz
11 ve 11 bu-Sayin Baskan 11 bunun 11 ekonomide bir¢ok(.) istthdamin yok olacagina
sebebiyet verecegini soylilyor.

Biden: Sayin Bagkan yaniliyor(..). Ben yoOnetimdeyken g¢ikarttigim yasalarlae:
yenilenebilir enerji maliyeti-ni ¢ok ucuzlattim. Kémiir(.), benzin ve petrol 11 ka-kadar(.)
ucuz(.) hale getirmek i¢in(.) ¢calistim. Artik insanlar 1 benzinle ¢alisan ya da komiirle
calisan termik santraller insa etmeyecekler Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nde, bu bir. ikinci
olarak(.), federal(.) filomuzu(.) alip bu filoyu(.) artik(.) elektrik araglardan olusan bir
filoya donistirecegiz(.). 500 bin 1 sarj istasyonu(.) biitiin otobanlara(.) u
yerlestirecegiz(.). Yaratacagimiz ekonomide(..) 4(.) milyon(.) binayi(.) alip(.) bunlarin(.)
iklim kosullarina kars1 uygun hale getirilmesinie:: saglayacagiz. Cok daha az 1 sera
gazi(.) ortaya ¢ikacak, daha az 1s1 yayilacak ve daha az yakit tiikketecek bu binalar.
Binlerce ve binlerce is yaratabiliriz(.) bunu(.) yaparak. Net sifira ulasabiliriz enerji
tiretimi agisindan. 2035 yilina kadar(.) sadece i-in-sanlara(.), i-insanlara istihdam
yaratacagiz. Insanlarm i-islerini elinden almayaca@iz(.). Saattee:: 15 dolara(.)
calisacaklar1 islerden bahsetmiyorum. Ciddi maash islerden bahsediyorum. Yesil
istthdamdan bahsediyorum. Bu arada ilk yapacagim sey Paris Antlagsmasi'na tekrar
katilmak olacak. Ciinkii(.) bakin neler olup bittigine bakin. Diinya darmadagin oluyor,
degil mi?(.) Vee::(..) dis politika ile hic¢bir alakasi(.) olmayan bir insanin yaptig1 seye
bakin. Brezilya'daki 11 yagmur ormanlart mahvoluyor. Daha fazlae:: u (.) karbonun
emilmesi lazim ormanlar tarafindan. Brezilya'daki yagmur ormanlar1 diinyada en fazla
karbon emilimi yapan(.) ormanlar(..). 20 milyar dolardan bahsediliyor. Evet, 20 milyar
dolar1 alalim(.) ve artik ormanlar1 yok etmekten vaz-gegelim. Aksi takdirde ¢ok ciddi
ekonomik sonuglar1 da olacak bakin bunlarin.

Chris Wallace: Peki, 11 Sayin 11 (.) Trump'in argiimanlarina ne diyorsunuz? Hem ¢evreyle
ilgili ¢ikarlart hem de ekonomiyle ilgili ¢ikarlart dengellemeli-dengelemeliyiz diye.
CGlnku(.) bir gizgisini ¢izdi burada.

Biden: Cizgi cizdigi falan yok(.). Yani artik bue:: sorun degilmis gibi davraniyor. Iste
metan sorun degildir diyor. Metan, metan gazindan bahsediyoruz. Bakin(..), bu adam(.)

su anki o-otomobiller i¢cin m-u kilometre standardi olmasina gerek yok diyen bir adam

().
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[[Trump]]: 2 milyar ya da 20 milyar degil, 1 100 11 trilyone:: dolardan bahsediyoruz 1
vee:: yeni-binalari yeniden insa etmek benim duydugum ene:: aptalca u fikir. 11 2 11 aragh
sistemler(.) 11 gelmisken 11 kalkip 11 buraya 11 (..) yola okiizle ya da inekle ¢ikmak gibi bir
sey olur herhalde bu. It bu kadar sagma bir fikir.

[[Biden]]: Hayir, hayir ben de bir sey sdylemek istiyorum.

[[Trump]]: Ulkemizi iyice yikacak, mahvedicek

Chris Wallace: Simdi ben sizin planinizi 11 inceledim ve 1 bakildigr zaman 4milya-
milyon binay1 yeniden giincellemek 11 ve bdylelikle de 1 1.5 milyon enerjiden tasarruf
edebilen haneden bahsediyorsunuz. Burada 11 Sayin Baskan 11 dedi ki 11 bu size ¢ok
maliyetli olabilecek ekonomiye zarar verebilecek bir sey. Oyle bir sey diisiiniiyor
musunuz.

Biden: Bakin bue:: ekonomiye zarar vermeyecek 11 yiizbinlerce is yaratacak.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Liitfen 11 miisaade edin bitirsin soziinii.

[[Biden]]: Milyonlarca iyi fiicretli is yaratacak ve(.) insanlara(.) iklim kosullarina
uyuyabilmeleri(.) i¢cin 11 vergi avantajlar1 getirecek. Bakin simdi ne kadar 6deme
yaptigimiza bakin biitiin bue:: firtinalarlae::, kasirgalarla ilgili. Bu arada(.) kasar-
kasirgalar ile ilgili lizerine n niikleer 1 silah atmamiz gerekiyor demis bir kisi var
karsimda.

Trump: Hig¢ dyle bir sey sdylemedim(.), biraz uyduruyorsun.

Biden: Simdi 6yle bir noktadayiz ki(..) artik gercekten iyi(.) isler(.) ortaya koyabiliriz.
Cevrenin temiz olmasini saglayacak, hepimizi iyi hale getirebilecek(.) isler yaratabiliriz.
Milyarlarca dolar(.) harciyoruz su anda seller 11 i¢in, yiikselmekte olan deniz seviyesi
i¢in(.), diger iklim olaylari(.) i¢in. Firtinalar geliyor(..), lowa'da mesela eyaletin biiyiik
bir kismini silip siipliriiyor. Biitiin bunlar(.) kiiresel iklim 1 degisikliginden dolayi,
kiiresel 1sinmadan dolayi(.) oluyor. Diinya niifusunun biiyiik bir(.) kismina sahibiz(.) ama
o yiizden, biz bu sebepten dolay1 Paris Iklim Degisikligi Antlasmasina geri katilmaliy1z.
Trump: Peki, u Chris, neden kirk yedi yi1ldir yapmadin? Yardimer bagkandin. 1 Neden
1 Cin(.) dlinyaya esas kiri yay-yayarken, Rusya yaparken 11... Bu arada(.) birkag 11 beyan
da olmustu. Bu 11 yeni yesil anlagsma(.) yUz u trilyon dolarlik bir b-bltcesi olan, maliyeti
olan bir sey.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Beyler,
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[[Trump]]: Ordu ile ilgili bir sey soyledi mi 11 sdyledi. Kendisi ve kendisinin arkadaslari,
boyle bir sey ortaya attilar ve bunun pesinden gittiler. Ben hi¢ bdyle bir sey sdylemedim,
bdyle bir sey yapmadim. It Aptallar dedi, 11 aptal pislikler dedi. I1 Oyle bir sey sdyledim-
1-i sOyliyor ama ben asla bdyle bir sey sdylemedim, boyle bir ifade-de bulunmadim.
Chris Wallace: 11 Son 11 sorusu-11-nu cevaplayabilir misiniz?

Biden: Hangisi sondu hatirlamiyorum ki bir siirii sey soyleyip durdu.

Chris Wallace: Ben kendim de hatirlamiyorum aslinda hangisiydi(.). Ekonomiden 1
bahsettik, ekonomiye ne kadar maliyetinin olacagindan bahsettik. Bue:: yenie:: yesil
anlagmae:. bunun ¢evre lizerinde nasil bir etki yaratacagini soruyorduk.

Biden: Evet, yenie:: 11 ¢evre anlagmasi, yesil anlasma. Simdi bizler(.) artik(.) ¢evreyi
kirleten tesisler insa etmekten vazgececegiz.

Chris Wallace: Siz bunu destekliyor musunuz? Bue:: antlagmay1 dest-

Biden: Hayir desteklemiyorum.

Trump: Dedigim gibi Radikal so-solun 11 (.) savundugu bir sey bu.

Biden: Ben kendie:: olusturdugum Biden planin1 destekliyorum(.). Radikal(.) yesil-11-
cilerin(.) planindan farkli bir sey onun tey-tabiriyle.

Chris Wallace: Peki beyler, son 11 son(.) segment. Milyonlarca Amerikali 11 su anda 11 ya
erken secime gidecek ya dae:: 1 posta yoluyla(.) oy verecek. n Buradae:: 11-ne-i-yi
yapmaya hazirsiniz ya da federal eylemler neler olacak bunun adil ve giivenli bir se¢im
olabilmesi i¢in? Hem 11 secim giiniinde(.) hem tabii ki 11 oy pusulalarinin sayilmasi 11
burada Amerikalilara bunun nasil te-teminatin1 veriyorsunuz? Burada bu se¢imin
kazananinin 11 mesru bir 11 kazanan olacagini nasil garanti edebiliyorsunuz?

Biden: Insanlar(.) oy kullanabilmek icin IVote.com’a(.) (Source: IWillVote.com)
girmeli; nasil oy kullanacaklarini, bunu nasil yapacaklarini buradan 6grenmeliler. I¢
giivenlik 11 direktoriimiiz(.) ve(.) diger ilgili kisiler de(.) bununla ilgili agiklamalarda
bulundular 11 oylarin burada manipiile edilmesi ile ilgili olarak. Ciinkii Covid'den dolay1
milyonlarca kisi(.) posta yoluyla(.) oy verecegiz-verecek, bu bir. ikinci olarak(.), biz(..)
sandiga giderek oy(.) vermek(.) isteyen(.) kisilerin de(.) sosyal mesafe kurallarina uyarak
oy verebilmesini(.) saglamaya calisiyoruz. 11 Sandiklarin zamaninda acilmasi, sandik
gorevlilerinin orada bulunmasi, sosyal mesafe kurallarina uyulmasi i¢in(.) calismak
istiyoruz. It Bagkan insanlar1 korkutmaya ¢alistyor. Hayr, gidin sandiga oy verin! Sizler

bue:: se¢imin sonucunu belirleyeceksiniz. Oy kullanin, oy kullanin, oy kullanin! Erken
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oy kullanmak istiyorsaniz, bunu yapabilecek durumdaysaniz erken oy kullanin. Posta
yoluyla oy verecekseniz bunu yapin, sandiga giderek oy verecekseniz bunu yapin. Bu
adam sizi durduramaz. Sizler secimin sonucunu belirleyeceksiniz, sizi bundan
engelleyemez ve oy-oylarin(.) saymmi(.) konusu(..). Ben kazanirsam(.) sayilan oylari(.)
kabul edecegim, kaybedersem de kabul edecegim. Yani kendisi ne dedi? Kabul edip
etmeyeceginden ¢ok emin olmadigini sdyledi degil mi? Hayir, 6nemli olan zaten oylarin
sayilmasi. Oylar sayildig1 anda o gidecek, artik iktidarda olmayacak, bdyle bir sey
kalmayacak. O yiizden oy verin, liitfen oy verin! Bakin anlamaniz lazim, biitiin her sey
sizin kontroliiniiz altinda. Bu tilkenin 6niimiizdeki dort y1l icerisinde neye benzeyecegini
belirlemek sizin elinizde. Bu yalanlar1 dinlememek i¢in dort yilimiz var.

Chris Wallace: Sayin Bagkan iki dakikaniz var.

Trump: Joe’yu dinliyorum bir ge¢is(.) doneminden bahsettin. 1 Ben herhangi bir
gecisten gecmedim. 11 Ben bir se¢im 11 kazandim, Hillary Clinton 'a 11 baktigin zaman
carpik Hillary'e baktiginiz zaman, orda da herhangi bir gecis olmamisti. Hatta ben goreve
geldikten sonra bana(.) darbe yapmaya kalktilar, kampanyama saldirdilar, se¢im
kampanyama. Hatta birinci giin(.) 11 bile se¢imi kazandigim 11 giin listiime geldiler, 1
asansordeydim. Yaptiklar1 sey(.) bu iilke icin bir utangtir. Ve biz bunlarin hepsini
yakaladik, kayitlarin1 yakaladik, ses kayitlarini 11 yakaladik. Zaten General Flynn 11 ne-
ile ilgili meselede de ayni sey gegerliydi. 1 Yinee:: 1 Obamae:. 11 kendisi(.) o-
gorevdeyken 11 de(.) bunun gibi problemlerle karsilagmistik. Burada(.) eger bir 11 kisie::
11 (.) bu sandiga sahip cikildig1 (.) 11 bir yerdeyse tamam, bunda bir sey yok. Ama
sandiklari(.), milyonlarca sandikli-sandig1 dii-eyaletlere(.) gonderecekler 1 vee::
cesitli(..) hile-ler olacak. 1 Demokrat bolgelere iki, ornegin, ¢uval(.) n oy pusulasi
gonderecekler, fazla fazla oy pusulalar1 gonderecekler. 11 Yine sandiklar 11 kandirmacalt
olacak. 1 Bunu 1 zaten(.) gorecegiz secimler oldugu 1 zaman. u Biz u (..) bunun
sonuglariin ne olacagini tam olarak oniimiizdeki birkag¢ yil ig¢erisinde bilemeyebiliriz.
Manhattan’da olana bakin, New Jersey'de(.) olup bitene, Virginia’da ya da baska yerlerde
olana(.) bitene bakin. Oralarda yiizde iki, yiizde bir gibi kayiplara ugruyorlar. Bu arada
bunlar se¢imler i¢in ¢ok dnemli oranlardir. Hatta ytizde iki, ti¢ 11 bile degil, yiizde otuz 1
oraninda(.) oy kaybediyorlar. Bu bir hiledir, bu bir utang¢ kaynagidir 11 ve bunun 11 Kasim

10'da se¢im sayiminin bitecegini sdyliiyorlar. 10 Kasim, yani aslina bakarsaniz 11 burada-
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[[Chris Wallace]]: Tamam(.), iki dakikaniz doldu, iki dakikaniz doldu Sayin 11 Trump,
Sayin Baskan Trump. 11 (..) Aylar-u-dir posta yoluyla oy vermenin bir felaket olacagini,
burada hile ya da 11 olacagini sdyliiyorsunuz. Se¢imlerde diizmecelerin olacagini ya da
saibenin karisacagini sOylilyorsunuz. Ama 1 milyonlarca 11 kisi posta yoluyla oy verecek
1 ve aslinda oy verenlerin neredeyse ¢eyreginden fazlasinin 11 posta yoluyla oy verecegini
biliyoruz 11 ve birgok pusula da zaten gonderildie::. Bununla ilgili ne yapacaksiniz? Siz
burada acaba ABD yiiksek mahkemesine mi giiveniyorsunuz? Burada bir anlagsmazlik
ciktig1 zaman ihtilaf ¢ikti1 zaman 11 bunun diizeltilmesi konusunda.

Trump: u Burada 11 tabii 11 ben boyle olacagini diisiiniiyorum 11 ¢iinkiie:: (.) olan biten
(.) inanilmaz. n Burada 1 (.) 2016'dakie:: 11 pusulalarin yiizde biri gegersizdi. iste alip
yok bu hosumuza gitmedi, bunu begenmedik deyip kenara attiklar1 bir siirii pusula oldu.
11 Burada eger giivensiz 11 herhangi bir sekilde(.) ta-lepli bir 11 pusula yoksae:: 11 0 zaman
oy pusulasi yoksa burada problem var demektir. Kisinin talep etmesi lazim, 11 talep edilen
bir oy pusulasi olmasi lazim. 11 O oy pusulasini talep ediyor olman lazim 11 senin. Mesela
bat1 (.) u Virginia'ya bakin, burada post-ii-a-lar ortaliklara atiliyor ya da nehirlerin
kenarina atildigini, satildigim biliyoruz bu post-u-la-larin ya da 1 postacilarin. Bunlar
bu sekilde getirip attiklarini(.) biliyoruz bu oy pusulalarini.

Biden: Evet(.), on(.) m yildir(.) belki posta yoluyla(.) o-oy verilmee:: sz konusu ama
talepli pusula degil bunlar, siz talep etmiyorsunuz. Hayir, evinize gonderiliyor oy
pusulasi. Burada bir posta(.) 1 damgasi olmasi gerekiyor se¢im giiniine k-ui-kadar. Yani
onu 11 (..) 9 Kasim'a kadar bile o damga vurulsa, o oy pusulas1 gegerlidir ve sayilacaktir.

[[Trump]]: Hayzr,

[[Biden]]: Yaniltmaya ¢alisiyor 1 Sayin Baskan sizi.

[[Trump]]: yaniliyorsun, sen yaniliyorsun.

Chris Wallace: Lutfen haywr, misaade edin. Sayin Biden(.), 11 aslinda yillardir 11 posta
yoluyla oy vermedee::-11-ki problem su, burada bir saibenin olmasi 1 degil ama yiiz
binlerce oy pusulasinin 1 kenara atilmasi. Ciinkii(.) dogru bir sekilde doldurulmamis
oluyor ya da 1-miihiir dogru bir sekilde basilmamis oluyor, diizensizliklerin oldugunu
biliyoruz. 1 Benim sorum su: Yiiksek 1 mahkemede ca-11-yargi¢ Barrett boylesi bir ihtilaf
olursa bunu ¢éztimler mi?

Biden: Ben endise ediyorum(.) Sayin Barrett’in segilmesi ile ilgili, simdi oy pusulasi(.)

size geldiginde, talepte bulundugunuzda, oy pusulasi size geldiginde(..), bu benim(.)
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demenizee:: 11 yardimci olacak(.) birisi olmasina gerek yok. Yani siz zaten 1 o oy
pusulasinin size ait oldugunu kanitlayabiliyorsaniz 1 o oyunuz gegerli salir-11-
sayilacaktir. (..) Yani burada kime oy verdiginizi(.) ortaya koyacaksiniz, 1 kendi adinizi
yazacaksiniz, tamamen mesru, yasal.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Peki, beyler,

[[Trump]]: Boyle bir seyin yapilamayacagini biliyorsunuz zaten. 1 Zaten bu simdiden
bir saibedir, 11 simdiden(.) se¢ime siiphe diisiirmiis-

[[Chris Wallace]]: Simdi, bu sekilde siirekli konugsmaya devam edemeyie::z. (Source:
edebiliriz, can) 11 Sekiz giin 1-igerisin-u1 sekiz eyalette(.) buradaki yetkililer 11 pusulalari
aslinda iglemeye baslayacak, 11 zarflar1 agacak, pusulalari diizeltecek, oylar1 saymaya(.) 11
baslayacaklar. 1 Ciinkii pusula-posta yoluyla oy vermede ciddi bir artis olacagini
biliyoruz ve bu gunler alabilir, haftalar alabilir hatta aylar alabilir. Belki bir sonraki
baskanmn kim oldugunu bilmemiz 1 bu kadar vakit alabilir. Ilk basta size sozii
birakacagim Sayin Baskan, sonra yardimci baskana birakacagim. Ciinkii birbirinizin
sOziinii kesmenizi istemiyorum. 1 Eyaletleri bu(.) uzatilmis 1 dénem igerisinde(.)
herhangi bir u sivil rahatsizliga 1 ya da huzursuzluga sebebiyet vermemeleri igin, bu
secim bagimsiz 11 bir sekilde ¢oziimlenene kadar ¢agrida bulunacak misiniz?

Trump: Ben 1 beni destekleyenlerin(.) sandik basina gitmelerini ve ciddi bir sekilde,
dikkatlice(.) izlemelerini istiyorum. Bu konuda c¢agr1 yapiyorum. Ciinkii ¢ok biiyiik bir
problem var. Florida'da(.) (Source: Philadelphia) insanlar 1 aslinda sandik gézlemcileri
olarak gittiler, 11 takip ettiler amae:: disar1 atildilar. 1 Izlemelerine, 11 gozlem yapmalarina
musaade edilmedi. Cunki Florida'da (Source: Philadelphia) ¢ok kotii seyler oldu. Ben bir
11 ¢agr1 yapiyorum, bunun adil bir 11 se¢im olabilmesi i¢in(.) ¢alistyorum eger 11 adil bir
sec¢im ise tamam, yiizde yiiz katiltyorum. Ama(.) on binlerce ogul-oy pusulasi ¢arpitilirsa
elbette ki boyle bir seyi 11 destekleyemem. Saibeli 11 segim demektir. 11 Burada (..) bir¢ok
kisi bunue:: yonetecek(.) bir(.) ekipmana sahip degil ki. n Birgogu zaten 11 (.) goriiyoruz
oy pusulalari (..) ¢oplerin iginden 11 ¢ikiyor, (.) hatta 1 kimisinin iizerinde Trump ismi(.)
basili olmus olmasina, Trump miihrii basili olmus olmasina ragmen.

Chris Wallace: Siz peki eyaletlere ¢agri yapacak misiniz? Sakin kalmalari i¢in(.) 11
herhangi bir sekildee:: 11 se¢cim nihayete erene, bagimsiz olarak ifade edene kadar sakin

kalmalar1 konusunda.
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Biden: Evet(.), tabii ki(..). Bazie:: oy u sandiklarindaki pusulalar se¢im giiniine kadar
acilamayacak bile, binlerce(.) sandiktan bahsediyoruz. Bu sonuglar ge¢ gelecek. Bu
arada(.) askerlerimiz de(.), onlar, i¢ savastan berie:: zaten posta yoluyla oy veriyorlar,
biliyorsunuz. O yiizden(..) neden onlar posta yoluyla oy verdiginde saibeli, hileli olmuyor
da simdi oluyor? Ayni siireg, birebir ayni siireg(..), posta yoluyla oy vermede saibe oldugu
ya da bunun hileli bir siire¢ oldugu simdiye kadar hi¢bir sekilde(.) kanitlanmamistir ya da
boyle(.) olmamistir.

[[Trump]]: Zaten aslinda ortaya kondu bu. Ortaya koydu, higbir fikri yok.

Biden: Neden bahsettigini bilmiyor Baskan(.). S6yle ki ben kabul edecegim, se¢im
sonucunu kabul edecegim. Biliyor musunuz 0 da kabul edecek. Cunku(.) kazanan ilan
edildikten sonra, her oy sayildiktan sonra ve kazanan ilan edildiginde artik onun sonu
gelmis olacak. Tamam, ben kaybedersem sorun yok. Desteklerim(.) sonucu(.) ve ben(.)
kazandigimda sadece Demokrat Parti i¢in degil, Cumhuriyetcilerin de bagskani olacagim.
(..)Sadece Demokratlarin degil.

Chris Wallace: Beyler! Evet, bu miinazara burada sona ermis oldu. (..) Dahae:: sonraki
tabii ba-miinazaralar gelecek Oniimiizdeki giinlerde. 1 Sayin Baskan Trump, Sayin
Yardimcr Bagkan Biden ikinizi burada tabii ki agirlamak ilgin¢ oldu. Katildiginiz igin
tesekkiir ediyorum. 1 Case Western(.) Reserve Universitesi’ne tesekkiir ediyoruz,
Cleveland Klinik’e bu etkinlige ev sahipligi yaptig1 i¢in tesekkiir ediyorum. Bir sonraki
baskanlik miinazarasi 1 bundan bir hafta sonra 11 gergeklesecek, 1 7 Ekim'de u Salt'da,
Utah’ta (Source: Salt Lake Sehri’ndeki Utah’da, at the University of Utah in Salt Lake
City) baskan yardimcisi adaylar1 miinazara yapacak, Kamala Harris 11 bunlardan birisi. 11
Yine Mike Pence ile birlikte minazarada bulunacaklar. Buglnlik bu kadar(.), ¢ok

tesekkiirler, 1yi geceler.
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Transcript of the Interpretation of the Second Presidential Debate in NO1
Interpreter 1: Joe Biden, Kristen Welker

Interpreter 2: Donald Trump

Kristen Welker: Saglik ve giivenlik protokolleri uyarinca (.) her sey saglik
danismanimizin tavsiyeleri uyarinca gergeklestiriliyor. Bu esnada salonda bulunanlardan
ses ¢ikarmamalarini alkis-mamalarini alkislamamalarini rica edecegiz. Sadece simdi (.)
alkislayabilirler. (Applause)

Kristen Welker: Adaylarimizi ¢agiriyyorum. Saym Donald Trump ve Joe Biden.
(Applause)

Kristen Welker: Evet, herkese iyi aksamlar demek istiyorum. Hosgeldiniz. Bu
tartismamizda 6 konuyu ele alacagiz. Her boliimiin basinda her adaya (.) 2 dakika
verecegiz. ilk sorumu cevaplamak iizere. Daha sonra komisyon mikrofonlarini kapatacak
adaylarin (.) tekrar cevap verme igin sira onlara geldiginde mikrofonlart agilacak.
Se¢menler adina liitfen tek tek konusmanizi rica ediyorum sizden. Buradaki amacimiz
birbirimizi dinlemek, anlamak ve Amerikan vatandaglarinin sdylediginiz here:: kelimeyi
anlamasini saglamak. Hazirsaniz, baslayalim efendim. Evet, dncelikle korona(.)viriisle
miicadele ile basliyoruz. Sayin Bagkan s-sizinle baslayalim. Yeni bir evreye giriyoruz.(.)
Covid'den dolay1 su anda 40 bin Amerikali hastanede. Sizin son kez burada ayni sahnede
bulustugu nuzdan beri 16 bin kisi daha hastaliga yakalandi. Koronaviriisiin bir sonraki
evresindeki [[Trump]] stratejiniz neler olacak?

Donald Trump: Evet, bildiginiz gibi 2.2 Milyon 11 kisinin ilk basta 6lmesi bekleniyordu
ama diinyadaki en 1yi ekonomiyi kapatmak durumunda kaldik. Bu 11 ¢ok kotii hastaliktan
otiirti 1 Cin'den gelen hastalik ve diinya genelinde yaygin olan bir pandemi. 1 Avrupa'da
da gériiyoruz. Diinyanin bir¢ok yer-inde de gériiyoruz. Oliim oranlar1 bakildig1 zaman
ylizde 85 oraninda u diigmiis durumda 11 ve Covid kaynakli 6liimlerin de oranlar1 diigmiis
durumda. Ulkemizde de bdyle.u Biz buna karsi miicadele ediyoruz. Bir artis oldu, bir pik
goriildii. Florida'da goriildii. Teksas'ta ayni sekilde bir pik goriildii. Ama bu da ortadan
kalkti. Arizona'da da ayn1 sekildeydi ve o da 1 ortadan kalkti. Yine bir¢ok bagka eyalette
de bu ortadan kalkaca-kalkacak. Zaten bir 11 as1 ¢aligmasi var. Birkag¢ hafta icerisinde
bunun duyurusu yapilacak 11 ve hizlanmis durumdayiz. 1 Ordu da ayni sekilde bu
caligmalara katilacak ve asinin dagitiminda 11 faaliyet gosterecek.u1 Ben kendim de zaten

11 Covid kaptim 1 ama iyilestim. Cok daha iyiyim ve bana u bir terapatik bir u (.)
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uygulama-da bulundular. Kimisine gore bu bir ¢are gibiydi aslinda bir tedaviydi. u ve
zaten bu kadar hizli iyilesmess-eydim burada olmazdim.u Tabii 11 bagisiklik kazanmis
oldugumu séyleyemem. Belki 4 aylik bir siireci var ama kesinkes de bunu soyleyemesek
bile su anda belki bagisiklik kazanmig oldugumu sdyleyebilirim. 1 Diinya genelinde var
olan bir problem bu. Ama birgok iilkenin yoneticisine 1 tesekkiir ediyorum, tebrik
ediyorum.1 Ciinkii bizim su asamada maske olsun, gozliik olsun, 11 tulumlar olsun bunlar
acisindan Ozellikle de vantilatorler konusunda 11 ok iyi 1 yol kat ettigimizi sOyleyebiliriz.
Binlercesi biitiin diinyaya 11 dagitildi ve zaten biz kritik esigi anlatiyoruz. O déneme-Ci
[[Welker]] donmiis durumdayiz diye sdyleyebilirim.

Kristen Welker: Evet S-ayin Biden, siz ne s6ylemek istersiniz iki dakikaniz var?

Joe Biden: Evet, 222 bin Amerikan vatandasi hayatin1 kaybetti. (.) Kontrol 6nlemlerini
almayan herkes sorumlu. (.) ilk basta benim sorumlulugum degil (.) diyenler Amerikan
Baskan1 olarak gorevde kalmamali. (.) Giinde bin kisiyi kaybediyoruz bu hastaliktan
dolay1 ve her giin 70 binden fazla yeni vaka karsimiza ¢ikiyor. Avrupa'daki duruma
bakacak olursak Avrupa Tip Dergisi ¢ok diisiik bir oranla basladiklarini sdyliiyorlar.
Bakin, 222 bin Amerikalinin (.) 6lmiis olmasindan bahsediyoruz. Sadece bu maskeyi tak-
mayarak pek cok kisi hayatini kaybetti ve yiiz binlerce kisinin yasami kurtulabilir. Sirf
maske takarak ve baskanin hala kapsamli bir plan1 yok koronavirtisle ilgili olarak. Ama
ben ne yapacagim? Herkesi siirekli maske takmaya tesvik edecegim. Hizli testler yap-
yap-yapmay1 planliyorum. (.) ulusal standartlar1 ortaya koyacagiz. Okullar1 nasil
acacagiz, isletmeleri nasil agacagiz, giivenli bir sekilde bununla ilgili stratejiler ortaya
koyacagiz. Ihtiyag olan tiim mali kaynaklar1 saglayacagiz. Su anda dyle bir durumdayiz
ki (.) Avrupa'daki tip dergisi (.) dedik ki ilk kez olarak Baskan'in bu krize verdigi yanit
trajik oldu. Tarih boyunca ilk kez bdyle bir seyi goriiyoruz dedi. Ben bir plana sahibim,
bunu uygulamay diisiiniiyorum.

Kristen Welker: Evet Sayin Baskan sizinle devam edelim. Bir 11 tedavi gordiigiiniizden
bahsettiniz. Regeneron 11 aldiniz. Haftalar igerisinde de asinin gelecegini sdyliiyorsunuz.
Kesin mi?

Donald Trump: Hayir, 11 kesin degil. Yilin 11 sonu gibi diisiiniiyoruz. 2 tane sirket 1
calisma yapiyor ve birkac¢ hafta icerisinde bir sonug alacagiz. Cok da-.

Kristen Welker: Hangi iki sirket?
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Donald Trump: Johnson&Johnson 11 Moderna yine ¢ok iyi is ¢ikartyor. Pfizer dyle n
baska bir¢ok sirkette var.u1 Bir taraftan da yakin-en ¢alistigimiz, 11 6zellikle de Avrupa'da
birlikte calistigimiz 1 sirketler var.

Kristen Welker: Sizinle devam edelim. Evet, tekrar (.) ast geliyor dediniz ama resmi
makamlarda 2021'e kadar bu siirebilir. Hatta agilamanin baslamasi daha da sarkabilir
dendi. 2022'ye kadar da gidebilir. [[Trump]] Realistik mi, gercek¢i mi, Bu takviminiz?
Donald Trump: Burada tabi 11 bizim benim giivendigim gibi 11 orduya giiveniliyor mu?
Ama generaller yine lojistigin basinda bulunan kisiler. Bunun dagitiminin ¢ok kolay
olabilecegini soyliiyorlar. 1 As1 ¢ikar ¢ikmaz ve 1 100 milyon tiipiin dagitilacagini,
[[Welker]] hemen ¢ikar ¢ikmaz as1 dagitilacagini sdyleyebiliriz.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden, (.) Amerikan vatandaslarinin yiizde 40" eger hiikiimet
tarafindan onaylanirsa asiy1 kullanacagini sdyledi. [[Biden]]u Ast onaylanirsa gilivenle
ilgili ne diyorsunuz? Ne sOylemek istersiniz vatandaglarla ilgili olarak?

Joe Biden: Evet, seffaf olursa bilimsel olarak tiim siireglerden gegerse tabi ki bu dnemli
olacaktir. Bu arada bakin 11 Sayin Baskan bize daha 6nce Paskalya'da bitecek demisti bu
kriz, yazin bitecek demisti sonra. Ama su anda ¢ok kara bir kis bizi bekliyor. Ve hala
Baskan'm acik ve net bir plan1 yok, ongoriisii yok. As1 gelecek mi gelmeyecek mi
Amerikan vatandaglarinin [[Welker]] cogunlugu i¢in gelecek yilin 6n-111 ortasindan 6nce.
Bilmiyoruz.

Donald Trump: Ben herhangi bir sekilde kara bir kis gecirecegimizi diiglinmiiyorum.
Ulkemizi agmaya basladik, 6grendik, a-anladik. Hastalig: ilk basta bilmedigimiz bir
hastalikti. 1 Zaten 1 burada Cin-den u gelenleri n {ilkeye almadigimizi iilkeye
kapattigimizda Avrupa'ya ayni sekilde kapattigimizda i1 Bagkan 11 bizim yabanci diigmani
oldugumuzu soyliiyordu. 1 Daha hizli hareket etmemiz gerektigini soyliiyordu. Ama
kendisi hizli hareket etmedi. Hatta benim ¢ok ¢ok ay gerimde kaldi. 1 D-diiriist olmak
gerekirse 11 domuz gribi HIN1'i yonetirken de n felaketle sonuglandi. n Oliimciil oldu.
Tamamen felaketle sonuclandi yonetimleri. 1 Zaten bdylesi rakamlar olsaydi onlarin
zamaninda su anda 700 bin kisi hayatin1 kaybetmis olabilirdi. Ama su anda ¢ok daha az
Olimciil bir hastalik iilkemizde. 1 Kendisi baskanken, baskan yardimcist iken, iilkeyi
yonetirken, 1 Genelkurmay Baskan1 da bunun felaketle sonuclandigini, berbat oldugunu

sOylemisti. Neyle ugrastyoruz bilemiyoruz, anlamiyoruz diyordu. Simdi de bdyle diyor.
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Aslinda her soylediginde yaptigi her harekette 1 bunu goriiyoruz. 1 Soylediklerinin zaten
hepsini [[Welker]]biz yaptik. O bizim ¢ok yerimizde kaldi.

[[Kristen Welker]]: [[Biden]]Sayin Biden, siz ne sdyleyeceksiniz?

Joe Biden: Sunu sdyleyecegim. Yabanci diismani olan kisi kendisi aslinda. 11 Cin'le ilgili
simirin kapatilmasi ile ilgili ¢ok ge¢ davranildi. 44 tane Amerikan vatandasi, vardi,
Cin'de. Wuhan-'dan ¢ikmaya ¢alisiyorlar. Peki Ocak ayinda ne dedi baskan bu konuyla
ilgili? Hayir seffafiz (..) dedi. Cin de seffaf davraniyor dedi. Hatta tesekkiir etmemiz lazim
Cin'e dedi bakin o dénemde sonra ne oldu? (..) Insanlar1 koruyabilmek i¢in bir savunma
kanunu ¢ikartmamiz gerekti. Geri donmek istiyorum.Gergekten hicbir sey yapmadi,
Sayin Basgkan. Sonra, iste hastaneye yatirildi. Orada bile ne dedi? Hi¢ sorun degil,
Yakinda iyilesecegim dedi. Yapmayin (..) [[Welker]]Diinyada bir siirii bilim adam1 var.
[[Trump]] bunun yakinda iyilesmeyecek bir hastalik oldugunu sdyleyen.

Donald Trump: Hemen demiyorum. 1 Ogrendigimiz bir hastalik. 11 Joe'nun yaptig1 gibi
benim Onyargim yok. 11 Kendisini kendisi kapatabilir bir yerlere ama benim bdyle bir
niyetim yok. Belki bir yerlerde kendisinin parasi vardir. Belki bodrum katina girer,
kendisini kapatir. Ama ben 1 iilkenin devlet baskani olarak boyle bir sey yapamam. 1 Ya
da Beyaz Saray'da kendime giizel bir oda se¢ip orada oturamazdim. Ya da bir bodrum
katina kendimi kapatamazdim. Yapmis oldugum her toplant1 11 ki zaten bircok aileyle u
tanistim. 11 Yine 11(.) 6len 1 askerlerin aileleri ile tanistim. 1 Yapabilecegimiz her seyi u
yaptik. Bir¢ok farkli farkl: tarafla bir araya geldik. Tehlikeli, evet yakalanabiliyorsunuz.
Ben de ¢ok sey 6grendim. Cok giizel 11 hastanelerimiz var, ¢cok gilizel doktorlarimiz var.
Ben 1iyilestim, %99.99'u genglerin iyilesiyor. Yine insanlarin %99'u 1yilesiyor,
iyilesiyoruz. n Ulkeyi kapatamayiz. Okullarimizi 11 agmaliyiz. Ulusu kapati-li tutamay1z.
[[Welker]] Ulkeyi kapal1 tutamay1z.

Kristen Welker: Evet, Hastalik Kontrol ve On-6nleme Merkezi de gencler de Covid'e
yakalanabilir dedi bu arada. Sayin Biden, Strateji ile ilgili biraz konusalim (.) 30 saniyeniz
var eger buna yanit vermek istiyorsaniz.

Joe Biden: Evet yamt vermek istiyorum bu sdylediklerine. Bununla yasamayi
ogrenecegiz dedi 1 Saym Baskan ama insanlar bununla 6lmeyi 6greniyorlar. Bakin
herkesin sabah masasinda belki bir sandalye bos, bugiin esi-esini, karisini, kocasini
kaybeden insanlar onlar m1 6greniyor bununla yasamay1? Hayir, insanlar 6liiyor bundan

dolay1 tehlikeli bir hastalik. Hala tehlikeli mi? insanlar bu tehlike karsisinda ne yapmals,
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diye sordugunuzda ne diyor Baskan [[Welker, Trump]] benim sorumlulugum degil diyor.
Ben, ben

Donald Trump: Pardon ben bunun sorumlulugunu, tamamen sorumlulugunu aliyorum.
Bu hastalig1 buraya gelmesi benim s-u¢um degil. Cin'in sucu 11 zaten Joe'nun sugu da
degil. 1 Cin'in sugu. 1 Ciinkii ¢cogunlukla Cin'in disinda tuttular. 1 Cin'in i¢inde u
tutmanin disinda, 11 orda 1-halletmenin disinda disar1 verdiler bu hastaligi. Avrupa'ya.
Kristen Welker: Sayin, Sayin Biden.

Joe Biden: Evet bu hastalik geldiginde ne oldu? Sayin Baskan ne dedi? Merak etmeyin
gidecek dedi. Paskalya'ya kadar gegecek dedi. Havalar 1sininca gecgecek dedi. (.) Bir slrl
insan da onun ciddi oldugunu diisiindii, inandilar ona. Bagkan o kadar ¢ok sey soyledi ki
bunu 6nemsiz gosteren hala bugiin bile her sey kontrol altinda gibi 11 gdsteriliyor ama 200
bin kisi daha 6lecek yilsonuna kadar muhtemelen.

Donald Trump: Simdi 11 sunu 1 bitirmek lazim o konuda saka yapiyordum ama bu kismi
bitirmek gerekirse iilkeyi kapattigimiz zaman ne demisti? Kapatmamaliy1z? 11 ve aylarca
stirmiistii. Nancy Poloski de ayni seyi sOylemisti. 1 Cin'in 1-1 China Town'da San
Fransisco'nun sokaklarinda dans ediyordu. 11 Zaten biz kapattigimiz zaman bu ¢ok berbat
bir sey, hatta yabanci diigmanligi, hatta bana 1rke1 bile dedi. Ciinkii iilkeyi Cin'e kapattim.
1 Simdi de diyor ki daha 6nce kapatsaydiniz sinirlari 11 vesaire.

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir bunlarin higbirini séylemedim ben.

[[Donald Trump]]: Saka gibisin Joe. Saka gibi- kesinlikle soyledin.

Joe Biden: Ben yabanci diismanligindan farkli bir baglamda bahsetmistim. Cin'le olan 11
sinirin 11 [[Welker]] kapatilmasindan degil.

Kristen Welker: Evet, simdi ikinizle [[Trump]] de ilgili sunu s6ylemek istiyorum.
[[Kristen Welker]]: Farkli stratejileriniz var anladigim kadariyla.

[[Donald Trump]]: Sinir1 kapatmamam gerektigini diisiiniiyordu bu kadar.

Kristen Welker: Saym Biden, cevap vermek ister misiniz? Tamam, farkli
stratejilerinizden bahsedelim. Bunu nasil ele alacagiizla ilgili. Sayin Baskan (.) e-eger
bilim adamlar1 bunu tavsiye ederse 11 kapatilmanin énemli oldugunu diisiinmiigsiiniiz.
Peki ekonomide (.) kotiilesme, uyusturucu bagimliligin artmasi, yoksullugun artmasi.
Bunlarla ilgili olarak neler soyleyebilirsiniz?

Joe Biden: Evet, biz viruisii kapatmak istiyoruz. () Ulkeyi kapatmak istemiyoruz.

Ulkenin biiyiik bir kisminda isletmeler kapandi, okullar kapandi. Pek ¢ok insan gegim
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kaynaklarini kaybetti. Endiseler ortaya ¢ikti, yoksulluk artti. (..) O ylizden golf oynamak
yerine Nancy Pelosi ile pazarlik ediyor olmasi gerekiyordu kendisinin. Bu konuyla ilgili
ne yapacagiz? Bu konuda hangi kanunlar gegirecegiz ki milyarlarca [[Welker]] dolar 1
Odensin ve insanlara yardimei olunsun.

Kristen Welker: Daha fazla kapanma mu istiyorsunuz?

Joe Biden: Hayir, kapanmadan bahsetmiyorum. Standartlara ihtiyacimiz var. (..) Ureme
orani eger 11 ¢o-(.) bir 11 toplumda fazlaysa (.) viriisiin o zaman demeliyiz ki sosyal mesafe
lazim. Iste, spor merkezlerine agmayalim, barlar1 agmayalim, daha fazla kontrol gelene
kadar biraz duralim demeniz lazim. Acildiktan sonra da insanlara agilma kapasitesini
vermemiz lazim. Daha giivenli bir sekilde bu mekanlar1 acabilme kapasitesine-ahip
olduktan sonra bunu yapmamiz lazim. Okullarda bdyle daha fazla 6gretmene ihtiyag var.
Daha kiiciik smiflara ihtiyag var. Iste solunum cihazlari, hastanelerde [[Welker,
Trump]Jayni sekilde. Akilli siniflar olmasi gerekiyor mesela akilli sekilde yaklagsmaliyiz.
Donald Trump: Bu konuya u cevap verebilir miyim? Tesekkiirler. 1 Simdi n
kapatmaktan 11 bahsediyor ama 11 demokrat 11 v-valiler. New York'ta, Kaliforniya'da olana
bakin Pensilvanya'ya Kuzey Carolina 'ya bakin. Demokratlar hepsi demokrat 11 ve u
kapattilar. Cok siki 11 kapatma (.) yontemleri belirlediler ve insanlar hala 6liiyor. 11 Stirekli
olarak tilkeyi kapatmaktan bahsediyor. Hayir kapatmayacagiz. Okullarimizi da agacagiz.
Bir 6rnek vereyim. Benim geng yasta bir oglum var. O da 11 onun testi de pozitif ¢ikt1.
Doktorlarla ikinci kere konustugum zaman durumu iyiydi zaten hastaligi atlatmisti 11
[[Welker]] gencler genclerin herhalde bagisiklik sistemleriyle ilgili.

Kristen Welker: Evet tekrar size sormak istiyorum Sayin Bagkan. Okullarin agilmasi
talimatini verdiniz. 11 diin (..) Boston'da koronaviriisten sonra biitiin okul sistemi tamamen
online hale geldi. Peki siz ne sOylemek istiyorsunuz 6gretmenlere,[[Trump]] ailelere ve
cocuklarini okula génderecek olan ailelere.

Donald Trump: Okullar1 ben agmak istiyorum. 11 ve bulasim orani 11 g¢oke:: diisiik
ogretmenlerden dgrencilere. 1 Okullari agacagiz. Ulkeyi kapali tutamayiz. Okullari kapali
tutamayiz. Cilinkii muazzam bir iilkeden bahsediyoruz. Muazzam bir ekonomiden
bahsediyoruz. insanlar islerinden oluyor, intihar ediyorlar. Depresyon, alkol, uyusturucu.
Oyle bir diizeye geldi ki daha &nce goriilmemis diizeylere geldi. Cok fazla istismar 11 var.
1 Ulkemizi bu nedenle n agmamiz gerekiyor. Siklikla soyliiyorum bunun u tedavisi

aslinda problemin kendisinden daha biiyuk 0-olamaz. Ama ne yapmak istiyor 11 Joe iilkeyi
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kapatmak istiyor. Ulkeyi kapatirsak 11 Bizim biirokrasimizdeki bir kisi kalkip [[Welker,
Biden]] da kapatiyor-kapatmamiz gerekir dedi diye kapatmayacagiz herhalde.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden, siz ne s6yleyeceksiniz?

Joe Biden: Hayir, soyledikleri dogru degil. Giivenli bir sekilde agabilmek igin kaynaklara
ihtiyactmiz var. Ornegin, bir isletmeyi acacaksaniz sosyal mesafe kurallarmin
uygulanabilmesini saglamaniz lazim. Restoraniniz varsa Pleksiglass (.) 1 Seperatorler
kullanmaniz lazim ki insanlar birbirine hastalik bulastirmasin. Yani, hizli test yapabiliyor
olmaniz lazim. Bir kisi enfekte olmus mu olmamis mi1? Bunun takibini yapabiliyor
olmaniz lazim. Biitiin kaynaklarin burada kullanilabilmesi lazim. Su anda (.) tutarli bir
sekilde bu yapilmiyor. (..) Giivenli bir sekilde acacagiz diyorlar ama yapilanlarla
sOylenenler birbirini tutmuyor. Ne diyecegiz? Okullar agilacak [[Welker]] 6gretmenlerin
bazilar1 6lecek sorun degil mi diyecegiz?

Kristen Welker: Sayin Baskan siz ne dersiniz?

Donald Trump: Bir saniye 1 su-sunu sdylemek istiyorum. New York'ta ne oluyor?
Bakin, 1 hayalet kasaba gibi oldu. 1 Pleksicamdan bahsediyor. 1 Restoranlarda-
restoranlar 11 yok oluyor.1-11 Insanlarin isleri batiyor. Pleksiglass zaten cok pahali bir sey,
zaten bir ¢oziim de degil. Ne yapacaksiniz? Insanlar1 boyle bir araya getirip, plastige
sartp, ufak bolgelerde, yerlerde oturmalarini mi saglayacaksiniz? Boyle bir sey
yapamazsin Joe. 11 New York'a bak, New York'ta olan bitene bak. Benim 11 sahane sehrim.
11 Yillardir 11 ¢ok canli olan bir sehirken su anda insanlar Gliiyor, insanlar New York'tan
kaciyorlar.

Joe Biden: New York'ta su anda asagi yonlii insan 6len insan sayis1 azaliyor. Simdi biz
bunlara Demokrat eyaletler, cumhuriyetci eyaletler diyemeyiz. Biz burada Birlesik
Devletler'deyiz. Biitiin eyaletleri diislinmemiz lazim. 11 Koronanin artt1g1 eyaletlere bakin.
Hepsi cumhuriyetci eyaletler. Cok ciddi bir sekilde yeni dalga burada goriiliiyor. Ama
burada yasayanlarin hepsi Amerikan vatandasi. Cumhuriyetci degil bunlar diyemeyiz.
Oncelikle diyecegiz ki bu maskeyi takin ve isletmelere ihtiyag duyduklari yardimi verin.
Bunun i¢in zaten para, biitce ayrildi. Bu yazin basindan beri bu biitce var ve higbir sey
olmuyor.

Joe Biden: Kristen, 1-New York 11 40 binden fazla kisi 6ldii New York'ta.u [[Welker]]
Hatta bakim evlerinde 11 binden fazla kisi 61dii. 1 Artis diyorsunuz, Pensilvanya'da olana

bakin, 1 bircok seyi kapattilar. Hatta 11 burada 1 Boston 1 Michigan 11 nin yonettigi
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eyalete bak neredeyse hapishaneye 11 dondii. 1 Ve o zaten kabul ettikleri kurallar da 1
anayasaya aykirt. 1 Bu gibi yerlerde Michigan'da da ciddi artislar oldu. Finansal olarak
da insanlar1 o6ldiirliyorlar. Joe bunun olmasina miisaade edemezsin. Onun i¢in agmak
gerekiyor. 11 Tabi hastalig1 anlayacagiz. Hem ileri yasta-kileri koruyacagiz. 1 Ozellikle
kalp problemi olan, diyabeti olan 11 yashilarimiz1 koruyacagiz ve diinyadaki en iyi test
bizde yapiliyor. [[Welker]] A¢ik ara birgok testte de bunu gordiik zaten.

Kristen Welker: Bir sonraki boliimde devam etmeden sunu sormak istiyorum. Sayin
Doktor Fauci'ye bir felaket dediniz ki kendisi en 6nemli doktorlardan bir tanesi. Bazi
uzmanlara da aptal dediniz. Onlar1 dinlemiyorsaniz kimi dinleyeceksiniz?

Donald Trump: Ben hepsini dinliyorum. Anthony de dahil hepsini dinliyorum. Hepsi de
iyidir diye diisiiniiyorum. Ama sdyle bir sey dedi. Maske takmaym dedi. Dedi.
Biliyorsunuz ki 11 bunun bir problem olmayacagini sdyledi takilmazsa. 11 Bu bir problem
olmayacak demesi belki tamam 11 ama 11 Joe kalkip 11 ben Anthony Faucci ya da bagkalari
ya da digerleri 1-nin benim bdyle boyle dedigimi sdylemesi diye bir sey yok. Ciinkii ilk
basta kimse ne oldugunu bilmiyordu, nereden geldigini bilmiyordu. Zaman igerisinde ¢ok
sey O0grendik. Anthony maske takmayin dedigi z-zaman ben de ayni seyi sOyliiyorum.
Bakin gidin bakin. Birebir kelime kelime bdyledir 11 tabii. Onu da hata yapma hakki var
ama 1yi bir insandir.

Kristen Welker: Evet, Sayin Biden.[[Biden]] Hizlica cevap verirseniz bir sonraki
boliimle devam edecegiz.

Joe Biden: Soyle sOylemek istiyorum Sayin Baskan ocak aymda bunu biliyordu ve
vatandaglarina sdylemedi. Ciddi bir virlis oldugunu biliyordu, hava yoluyla bulastigini
biliyordu ve normal soguk alginligindan ¢ok daha ciddi oldugunu biliyordu. (..) Sizin
meslektaslarinizdan 1 birine bunun ¢ok tehlikeli oldugunu bildigini ama sdylemek
istemedigini soyledi. Insanlarin panik yapmasmi istemedigini soyledi. Amerikalilar
paniklemez. Bagkan panikledi. ve gecen giin New York Times'a da bunu sdyledi. Kendi
ekibindekiler aslinda Wall Street Journal'a bunun ¢ok tehlikeli oldugunu bildiklerini
sOylemigler. Ve aciga satis yapin 1 c¢ilinkii [[Welker, Trump]] isleri hizlandirmak
zorunday1z diye mesela borsada da boyle bir tavsiyede bulunmuslar.

Birileri kalkmis Wall Street'e gitmis. Wal Street'ten parayr alan sensin. Ben Wall
Strret'ten para falan almiyorum.i1 Sen 1 ¢ok miktarda yiiksek miktarlarda para aliyorsun

11 ve bu kadar parayr 11 ben alsam hem 11 iilkenin 11 bagkani olarak hem de bazi kisiler u1
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gibi 1 Wall Street'in basindakileri ya da A(?)dedeki biitlin 1 sirketin 1 kayitlarini, 1
rekorlarini 11 tepeye ¢ikaririm. Ama sen simdi Wall Street diyorsun. O zaman Wall Street
meselesini sen agmak aslinda istemezsin. 1 agmamalisin. 11 Ciinkii ben burada senin
siciline kayi-la-kayitlarina baktigim zaman bunu 11 goérebilirim, ortaya soyleyebilirim. 111
Hillary Clinton u [[Welker]] 6rnegin senin aldigin paranin belki ¢ok daha [[Welker]] az
miktarini almist: ama ona ragmen bir sey yapamamistin (low intonation).

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet devam etmemiz lazim.

Kristen Welker: Bir sonraki boliimle devam edecegiz. Ulusal Giivenlik. Oncelikle (.)
se¢min-se¢im giivenligiyle baslamak istiyorum. Diin aksam istihbarat yetkilileri Rusya
ve Iran'm bu secimlere miidahale etmek i¢in galistiklarini agikladilar. Segmen bilgilerine
ulastiklar1 sdylendi. (.) ve Florida'daki se¢gmenlere gézdagi verici mesajlar gonderdiler.
Size sormak istiyorum. Bu tehdidi sonlandirmak i¢in ne yapmak istiyorsunuz? Nasil bir
planiniz var?

Joe Biden: Evet, ben bunu agik¢a sdyledim. Her tiirlii ilke hangi iilke oldugu fark etmez,
Amerikan se¢imlerine Kkarisirsa, miidahale ederse bunun bedelini 6der, bedelini
Odeyecektir. (..) Bu secimlere odaklanalim. Gegen se¢cimden bahsetmiyorum. (.) Rusya,
Cin bu iilkeler 1 devreye girdi. Simdi de Iran'm devreye girmeye calistigini dgrendik.
Bakin bunun bedelini dderler. Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nin egemenligine karisan
here::kes bunun bedelini 6der. Bilmiyorum (.) Sayin Baskan Putin'e bu konuda bir sey
sOyledi mi? Cok konustugunu biliyorum ama hi¢ bir sey sdylemedi sanirim Putin'e bu
olayla ilgili olarak neden sdylemedi acaba? Iranlilara da acaba bir sey sdyledi mi?
Iranlilarla ilgili daha saglam bir durus olmasi gerekiyor degil mi? Ama sorun su. Oyle bir
noktadayiz ki artik (.) pek cok iilke bizim se¢imlerimize miidahale etmeye calisiyorlar.
Kendi ulusal giivenlik danigmani da baskana sdyledi. (..) Rudy Giuliani'de (.) yakin dostu
Rusya'nin bir piyonu olarak kullaniliyor, kendisine bilgiler veriliyor. Dogru olmayan
bilgiler veriliyor. Sonra ne oluyor? Higbir sey olmuyor. Sonra bir bakiyoruz (.) Rusya ile
olup bitenlerin hepsi aslinda benim bir sonraki Amerikan bagkani sec¢ilmemem igin
yapiliyor. Ciinkii ben onlarin neler yaptigimni biliyorum. Onlar da beni taniyorlar. O
ylizden anlamiyorum. Bu Bagkan Putin'le ilgili olarak neden bdyle davraniyor? Ciinkii
Putin Afganistan'daki Amerikan askerlerinin 6ldiirtilmesi i¢in 6diil koymus bir insan.

NATO'daki istikrar ¢alismalarima da ayni sekilde deyinebiliriz. Neden hicbir sey
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yapmiyor Saym Bagkan? Bizim is-i¢ islerimize karisan here:: lilke bunu bedelini 6der.
Ciinkii bu bizim egemenligimizle ilgili.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Trump ayni soruyu size sormak istiyorum. 2 dakikaniz var. Son
iki se¢imdir artik (.) dis 11 mihraklar diyelim. Onlardan ¢ok ciddi u-[[Trump]]

Donald Trump: Simdi ilk kisma 6nce bir yanit vereyim. Joe da cevap verdi. 11 Rusya'dan
milyonlarca dolar aldi.u Putin araciligiyla aldi. Ciinkii kendisi zaten 1 Moskova'nin eski
belediye baskaniyla ve hatta onun esi ile ¢cok yakin dosttu. 3 buguk milyon 1 dolar ald.
Ailen ve sen 3 buguk milyon dolar aldiniz. Neden? Bunun aciklamasini da yapamazsiniz.
Ben Rusya'dan para falan almiyorum. Kimseden para almiyorum Rusya'dan. 11 Bunlarin
hepsini ben biliyorum. 11 John u Ratcliffe (Ratlif) zaten 11 ¢ok iyi bir 11 is ¢ikartyor. 11
Soyle dedi. 11 Ikisinin ortak noktasi 11 ne? 1 iki tarafin da senin kaybetmeni istiyorlar dedi.
Hem Rusya hem de Joe i¢in. Benim i¢in Rusya 11 aslinda benden daha fazla sert davranan
olmamistir Rusya'ya. Biitiin miieyyidelere bakin. 11 Yine NATO iilkeleri igerisindeki 11
stireclere bakin. 1 Yaklasik 130 120 milyar 11 dolar harcaniyor. Bu Rusya'ya karsi
kullaniliyor.i1 Aslinda um ben burada 111 tank sattim 11 Rusya'ya ya da baska askeri araglar
satmisken 1 kendisi yatak yorgan satryordu Rusya'ya. 11 Burada bir de 11 bire:: Denizalt1
liman: vardir. Cok 1iy1 hatirlarsin. Senin doneminde 11 senin ve Barack Obama'nin 11
doneminde ne yaptiniz? 11 Ukrayna'da olmasi gereken seylerin bir kismini Rusya'ya
verdiniz ve Rusya'dan para aliyorsunuz. Rusya size bir slri para ddiyor ve buyuk bir
thtimalle su anda da 6demeye devam ediyorlar. Zaten bu ortaya da ¢ikt1. Hatta daha kotii.
Biitiin emailler, emaillere bakildigi zaman 11-berbat. Aldiginiz 11 paralar ailenize akan para
1 felaket 11 yardime1 bagkanken bdyle bir seyin asla olmamas1 gerekirdi. Ben Amerikan
halkina bir agiklama 11 bor¢lu oldugunu s-diisiiniiyorum. Neden 11 bir basin agiklamasi
yapilmadi bununla ilgili ailen ve seninle ilgili u bir seyler sdylendigi 1 zaman bana
ragmen aslinda bunu agikliga kavusturman ve Amerikan 11 [[Welker]] Amerikalilara bunu
izah etmen lazim.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden.

Joe Biden: Ben hig bir yabanci kaynaktan hayatim boyunca tek kurus para almadim ama
bu bagkan (..) Cin'de gizli bir banka hesabina sahip. Oradaki isletmelere (.) 50 kat fazla
para verdi ve simdi de benim para aldigimi iddia ediyor. Ben higbir iilkeden higbir sekilde
tek kurus para almadim. Bu bir. Ikinci olarak (.)b-bu bakin ben biitiin vergi beyanlarimi

g0s-11 ortaya koydum. Son 22 yildir 6dedigim her kurus verginin hesabini1 verdim. Bu
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baskan tek kurus vergi agiklamasi yapmadi. Neyi sakliyorsun, neyi Ogrenmemizi
istemiyorsun? Yabanci iilkeler sana ¢ok fazla para ddiiyor. Rusya sana ¢ok para ddiiyor.
Cin sana ¢ok para 6diiyor. Biitlin otellerin, isletmelerin, iilkedeki tiim 1 islerin tlim
diinyadaki islerin ayn1 sekilde. (.) Yurtdisindaki bir 11 golf merkezinin ingasini1 su anda
Cin yapiyor? [[Welker]] Neden bunlar1 beyan etmiyorsun? Vergilerini agiklamiyorsun.
Donald Trump: Oncelikle ben 11 muhasebecilerimi 11 aradim. 11 Bu 1 vergilerle ilgili
beyannameleri paylasacagiz en kisa zaman igerisinde 1 sirketlerden de bahsedebilirim
rahatlikla 1 yedi yiiz elli dolar diyor 11 kimi kisi ama 1 bir hafta 6nce 11 sordum ne 6dedim
ben 11 diye. 11 ve bana dediler ki onmil-onlarca milyon dolar 6dediniz 11 sayin baskan 11
aciklama yaptilar muhasebecilerim daha oncesinden, hatta 6n 6demeler yaptim. Onlarca
milyon 11 dolar var. 11 Clinkii bir tahmin de yapiyorlar. Daha 6nce 6dedigim vergiler de
var. [[ Welker]] Kimse bunu size anlatmiyor. Pardon kusura bakmayin, 11 kimse bunu size
anlatmiyor. Yakla- b-burada 750 dolar diye bir seyi siirekli soyleyip 11 duruyorlar. Ama
sunu sdylemem lazim. 11 Ben 11 milyonlarca dolar 11 vergi 6dedim. Birincisi bu, ikincisi
ben Cin'den u para n almiyorum, Cin'de para kazanmiyorum, sen kazaniyorsun. Ben
Ukrayna'da para kazanmiyorum, sen kazaniyorsun. Rusya'da ben para kazanmiyorum,
sen kazaniyorsun. Ug buguk milyon dolar almissin. 1 Oglun bu sekilde almis bunu. 11 ve
yuzde onu-a-n1 asip-ii-alip sana vermisler. Herhalde buradaki biiyiik agabey sensin.u Ve
yilizde 10'luk payini almigsin. Bu nedir Joe? [[Welker]] Felaket bir durum.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet, ikinize de

[[Donald Trump]]: Komisyonunu almigsin.

Kristen Welker: ortak bir soru sormak istiyorum. Cok hizlica cevap verirseniz.
Muhasebeciniz ile konustunuz. 11.

Donald Trump: Evet,

[[Kristen Welker]]: Konustugunuzu sdylediniz, ne sdyledi size ve ne zaman vergi
beyaninizi agiklayacaksiniz?

Donald Trump: (..)IRS'teki bir¢ok kisi bana ¢ok kotii muamelede bulunuyor. 1 Ben 11
baskanlik ya-risina baglana-11-baslayana kadar 11 bana aslinda hep 11 adaletsiz bir sekilde
11 davranmiyorlar-di. Geri- gelir, ida-iadeleri ile ilgili. Ben 1 milyonlarca dolar 6demisim
11 ve daha 6nceden hatta 6demisim [[Welker]] ¢linkii buna 6n 6demeli vergi deniyor.

Oncesinde bile 6demisim ben vergilerimi.
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Kristen Welker: (.)Evet, yurt dis1 baglantilarinizla ilgili ikinize [[Biden]] de bir soru
sormak istiyorum. Biraz daha genis capli konusacaksak, ¢ok hizli. Bu arada cevap
verirseniz soruma geri doneyim.

Joe Biden: 4 yildir ayn1 seyi soyliiyor Sayin Baskan e goster o zaman bize goster. Yani
bizimle oynamay1 birak! 4 yildir iste vergilerimi agiklayacagim, vergilerimi
aciklayacagim. Niye ac¢iklamiyorsun? Bildigimiz sey su. Vergilerini 6demiyorsun. Ya ok-
ya da o kadar diisiik vergi ddiiyorsun ki bunu agiklamiyorsun. Gegtigimiz sefer ne
demisti? Cok az vergi 6dityorum. Ciinkii ben ¢ok akilliyim, sistemin nasil kullanacagimi
biliyorum. Yapmayin olur mu boyle sey?

Kristen Welker: Evet, ikimize de iki soru soracagim Saymn Baskan.

Donald Trump: Beni aslinda 11 i¢ y1l boyunca bire:: cadi 11 avina maruz biraktilar. Hatta
secilmeden 6nce de ii¢ yil boyunca (.) u kampanyama 11 ragmen higbire:: 11 kisinin
kargilasmadig1 bir seyle karsilagtim. 11 ve 18 sinirli demokrat 11 yine FBI ajanlari 1 yaklagik
48 milyon dolar harcadilar. Her seyimin pesine diistiiler. Vergi beyane::larimin dyle ve
herhangi bir 11 danigikli doviis olmadigini da biliyoruz. 48 milyondan bahsediyorum. 11 s-
senin i¢in bir milyon bile herhalde blit¢e ayirmamustir.

Ciinkii senin yaptiklarina bakarsak, ve senin ailenin aldig1 paralara bakarsak 1 zaten n
Irak'ta bile n erkek kardesin milyonlarca lira 1 kazandi. Diger kardesin de Oyle
milyonlarca kazandi. n Ciinkii zaten ¢ok iyi yasiyorsun. Her yerde evin var. Yasam
sartlarin, kosullarin ¢ok iyi.

Kristen Welker: Evet, simdi ikinizde de sormak istiyorum. Sayin Biden, oglunuzun
Cin'deki isleriyle ilgili bir takim 111 tartigsmalar var. Simdi geriye doniip bakacak olursak
bu iligkilerin herhangi biri etik olmayan bir sekilde gergeklesti mi? Ya da uygunsuz bir
iliski miydi?

Joe Biden: Simdi Ukrayna ile ilgili sunu séylemek istiyorum. (..) Oglum bir sirketin
yonetim kurulundaydi o donemde ben de sonradan 6grendim ama ben orada bir yanhis
yaptim. (..).

Joe Biden: Bagkan azil siirecinden gecerken yemin altinda ne dedi mesela (.) ben isimi
yaptim (.) dedi. Ben de ayn1 sekilde tek bir yanlis yapmadim bakin (.) yine Ukrayna'da
aslinda sorun yasayan kisi su karsimda duran adamdir. Benimle ilgili olumsuz seyler
sOyledi ama yapilmayan seylerle ilgili hi¢ olmayan seylerle ilgili iddialarda bulunuldu.

Benim oglum orada para kazanmadi bakin neyden bahsetmistiniz. Cin demistiniz siz degil
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mi? Hayir, Cin'den para kazanmadim. Aramizda su anda Cin den para kazanan tek kisi
karsimda duruyor. [[Trump, Welker]] Baskan disinda kimse Cin'den para kazanmis degil.
Donald Trump: Simdi bir sey soyleyebilir miyim? Oglunun ¢ok uzun siire isi yoktu (..)1u
ve 11 zaten orduda da degil n Uziine::-tiilii bir siire¢ buna girmeyecegim ama isi yoktu. 11
Burisma'dan (Telaffuz: Burezma?) bahsediliyor 11 diinyadaki en iyi itibar degil diyebiliriz
bir kere 1 yaklasik 183 bin dolar maag aliyor. 183 bin 11 ve ii¢ bugcuk milyon da 11 pesinen
bir 6deme almis. 11 Bu-bu [[Welker]]

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden'a cevap vermek i¢in hak taniyacagim.

Joe Biden: Hayir, tamamen temelsiz. Bunun sorusturmasi yapildi. Oglumun [[Welker]]
Ukraynada yanlis bir sey yaptigina dair higbir kanit bulunmadi.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Bagkan size sormak istiyorum. Goreve geldiginizden beri (..) her
zaman yurtdisindaki 11 miilkiyetlerinizin sayisinin arttigin1 sdyleyebiliriz ve simdi de
sirketlerinizden birinin Cin'de hesab1 oldugu ortaya ¢ikti. [[Trump]] Nasil ¢ikar ¢atigmast
olmadigini kanitlayabilirsiniz?*.

Donald Trump: Benim bir¢ok hesabim var. 1 Birgok yerde. Ben bir ig-in insaniyim, is
adamiyim, is yaptyorum. 11 Burada sizin atifta bulundugunuz banka zaten herkesin bildigi
bir banka. Zaten listede kotali bir banka. 11 Yaklasik 11 2 bin 11 14 11 13 yilinda bu hesap
acild1 ve 2015 yilinda da kapatildi. 1 sdyle bir karar vermistim. . 1 Cin'le anlagsma yapma
11 g-gibi bir sey diislinliyordum tabii milyonlarca diger insan gibi. 1 ve Sonra 11 bu
anlagsmay1 yapmamaya karar verdim. 1 Hesap ac¢ilmisti. Sonra bu hesabin i¢indeki
hesabimi kapattim. Ama 11 kendisinden farkli olarak 11 yardimer bagkanken 1§ yaparken
orada 11 durum daha farkliydi. 1 Ben kapattim. n Hatta baskanlik i¢in yarigsmaya
baslamadan once kapatmistim bu hesabimi zaten 1 baskan olduktan sonra bir sey
yapmadim. Arada ¢ok biiyiik bir fark var. Kendisinin oglu, 11 erkek kardesi yine agabeyi
[[Welker]] 11 birgok yerden biiyiik paralar, cok ¢ok biiyiik paralar kazandilar baska tilkeler
uzerinden.

Kristen Welker: Evet devam etmemiz lazim. Saym Biden, Cin'den biraz daha
bahsedelim. Sunu sormak istiyorum. (.) Sayin Bagkan Trump dedi ki Cin tamamen 1
seffaf olmadig1 i¢cin koronaviriis ile ilgili bunun hesabimni 6demeli diye. Siz baskan
olursaniz siz nasil bir politika benimseyeceksiniz?

Joe Biden: Ben Cin'in uluslararasi kurallara uymasini saglayacagim. Sayin Bagkan bunun

tam tersini yapti. Burada bir ticaret agig1 11 ortaya koydu. (..) Cin'le is yapabilmek i¢in (..)
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tabii ki biitiin fikri miilkiyet haklarinin saglanmasi lazim. Her seyin yiizde ellisini Cin'e
vermekten bahsediyoruz. Bu olmaz ve Cin uluslararasi kurallara gére davranmali. Budur
onemli olan. (.) Ben bagkan yardimcisiyken.(..)

Joe Biden: Giiney Cin Denizi'nde ugusa kapali alanlar olusturacagiz dediler. Ben dedim
ki hayir biz ugacagiz burada. Onlar ¢iinkii kurallara gore uymak zorundalar. Peki baskan
ne yapiyor? Giiney Kore’deki kabadayilar ile birlikte 11 hareket ediyor. Cin'dekilerle
Putin'le birlikte hareket ediyor. Hepsi onun miittefiki. Hepsi dostu, arkadas (..).

Joe Biden: Biz diinyanin ekonomisinin yiizde 25'ini temsil ediyoruz.(.) O yilizden
insanlara Ozellikle Cin'e demeliyiz ki kural budur. Bu kurala gore davranacaksin
ekonomik olarak. Ben bagkan oldugumda bu sekilde davranacagim ve iste bu yiizden
zaten 1 [[Welker]] tarifeler vesaire su anda uygulamada.

[[Donald Trump]]: Simdi buna cevap vermem lazim. Kusura bakmayin.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Cok hizlica ama.

[[Donald Trump]]: Cin'den-

[[Joe Biden]]: Yanlis. Haynr.

Donald Trump: Bir kere 11 hava kuvvetlerinde-iken de yardim almist1 birinci bu, ikincisi
11 10 milyon 1 dolar [[Welker]] yillik 10 milyon dolar gibi bir u kazanctan [[Welker]]
bahsediyoruz.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Trump, Cin politikasiyla ilgili olarak spesifik olarak siz ne
yapacaksiniz? Somut olarak liitfen.

Donald Trump: Cin 6diiyor, [[Welker]] 1 milyarlarca 1 lira 11 dolar 6diiyorlar 11 ve zaten
1 bize:: Cin'den [[Biden]] Ne?

Joe Biden: Bu para yalniz vergi u miikelleflerinin parasi.

Donald Trump: Ve::ergi miikellefi degil. Cin'den gelen para 11 27 milyar (.) geldi. Ne
oldu? 1 Devaliiasyona 1 gittiler. 11 ve burada bizim n ¢ift¢ilerimizi hedef aldilar. Bizim
Iyi guze-ciftcilerimizi hedef aldilar. 1 Ben 11 y-yiizde 25 11 oraninda u ¢elik sektoriinde
[[Welker]] onlarda onlara ek u vergi uygularim.

[[Donald Trumpl]]: Ciinkii ¢eligimizi galiyorlardi. Celik iiriinlerimizi ¢aliyorlardi
[[Kristen Welker]]: Tamam, Sayimn biden size donelim.

Joe Biden: Bakin, Sayin Baskan neden biitiin bunlari dile getiriyor, bir sebebi var. Ciinkii
olayin 6ziinden bahsetmek istemiyor. Onun ailesi veya benim ailemle ilgili degil bu konu.

Sizin ailenizle ilgili (.) sizin aileleriniz zarar goriiyor. Eger orta smifa mensupsanz
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gercekten su anda sizi bu kriz ¢ok ciddi vuruyor. (..) Her sabah oturup konusuyorsunuz.
Iste yeni bir arabanin lastiklerini degistiremeyiz. Belki gelecek ay ddeyebilir hale geliriz.
Ne yapsak? iste 6zel okula gidemeyiz. Devlet okuluna géndermemiz lazim ¢ocugumuzu
diye diisiiniiyorsunuz. Orta sinif g-gercekten sorun yasiyor. Biz su anda sizin bizi
izleyenlerin ailelerinden bahsediyor [[ Welker]] olmaliy1z. Bizim ailelerimizden degil.
[[Donald Trump]]: Simdi bi-bir sa-.

[[Kristen Welker]]: 10 saniye.

[[Donald Trump]]: 10 saniye.

Donald Trump: Bu siyasi bir 11-ifade. Su 11 Cin diyor. [00:09:48] Aile diyor herkes masa
etrafinda-tipik bir [00:09:50] [[Welker]] u siyasinin konusmasi.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Kuzey Kore. Kuzey Kore'den bahsedelim Sayin Bagkan.

[[Donald Trump]]: Ben u tipik bir 1 politikac1 11 degilim.]] 1 Bu Cin konusunun bir
disinda duralim. 11 Ayni1 masanin [[Welker]] etrafinda konusup diistinelim.

Kristen Welker: Evet, Kuzey Kore'den bahsedecegiz. Saym Trump, Kuzey Kore lideri
ile ili¢ kez biraraya geldiniz. Cok giizel yazil-in mektuplar yazdiniz. Birbirinize uzun
menzilli flize testlerinden bahsedildi. Ve kitalararasi en 11 uzun menzilli balistik fiize
gelistirmesini yapiyorlar su anda 30 [[Trump]] saniyeniz var. lliskilerle ilgili ne
sOyleyebilirsiniz?

Donald Trump: Ben Barack Obama'yla 11 toplant1 yaptigimda 11 Beyaz Saray'da daha en
basinda ¢ok giizel bir konusma gegcti. Bir 15 dakika olmas1 gerekiyordu ama 1 saatten
fazla siirdii ve dedi ki 11 bizim en biiylik problemimiz 11 Kuzey-Kore 11 ve ne oldu? n
Niikleer savas. Clinkii niikleer kapasitesi var ve o zaman zarfi igerisinde benim onlarla
iliskim gayet iyi oldu. Farkli bir adam belki 1 ama 11 benim i¢in de hep boyle seyler
sOylityorlar. Onlarla iligkimize:: belki farkli bir iligki tiirii ama iyi bir iligki tiirii ve bir
savas da yok ortada. iki ay énce 11 mesela bir alana girdi. 1 Tamam problem dediler. Ben
dedim ki hayir yapmaz, ki hakli ¢giktim. 11 mm-savastan bahsediyoruz. 11 25 milyon-mil
Otedeki bir yere savas o-oldugunu disiiniin u [[Welker]] milyonlarca insan bundan
etkilenirdi.

[[Kristen Welker]]: 30 saniyeniz doldu Sayin Trump.

[[Donald Trump]]: Herhangi bir savas ortaya ¢ikmadi iligkilerimiz iyi (very fast).
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Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden, size dénmek istiyorum. DOrt tane nukleer test
gergeklestirdi Kuzey Kore Obama yonetimi altinda. [[Biden]] 11 Bu tehditle ilgili olarak
siz ne diisiinliyorsunuz?

Joe Biden: Evet, Cin'de burada devreye giriyor. Ben agik bir sekilde (..) 1 sOylemistim
Cin'e ziyarette bulundugumda. Neden fiizelerinizi bu kadar yakina tag-tasi-tastyorsunuz?
Neden buraya birlik yigmaya devam ediyorsunuz? Neden askeri 11 tatbikatlar yiiriitmeye
devam ediyorsunuz? Ciinkii Kuzey Kore bir sorundur denmisti o zaman. Biz bunu kontrol
altina almak istiyoruz. Bize zarar vermelerini istemiyoruz demistik. Yani bir sey yapmak
istiyorsaniz, yardim etmek istiyorsaniz buyurun. Yoksa biz devam edecegiz. Ne yapti
Trump? 1 Kuzey Kore'yi mesrulastirdi tam bir kabaday1 devlet bagkan1 ama en yakin
arkadasi oldu. (..) [[Welker]] Daha dncesine kiyasla ¢ok daha kolay bir sekilde Amerikan
topraklarina saldirabilirler.

Kristen Welker: Evet, 6n kosul olmadan 1-kime::le n [[Biden]] devlet baskaniyla
goriismem demistiniz. Ne kosullar olabilir?

Joe Biden: Niikleer kapasitelerini azaltmalar1 lazim. En 6nemli kosul budur.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet,

[[Donald Trump]]: Kristen.

Kristen Welker: Amerikan aileleriyle devam etmek istiyorum.

Donald Trump: Toplanmay-i-toplant1 yapmak istediler n Kuzey-Kore bagkaniyla ama o
[[Welker]]toplan-t1 yapmadi onlarla. Cilinkii Obama'y1 sevmiyordu. Obama yonetimini
sevmiyordu. Toplant1 istemeyen oydu. 11 Kuzey Kore nedir? Savasta degiliz Kuzey Kore
ile [[Welker]] iy1 bir iligkimiz var. Nedir?

[[Kristen Welker]]: Saym Trump, devam etmemiz lazim.

[[Donald Trump]]: Onemli olan iyi iliski kurmaktir bu gibi iilkelerle esas mesele o.
Kristen Welker: Bir siirii sorumuz var, devam etmemiz lazim. Size cevap hakki dogdu.
Size verecegim.

Joe Biden: Evet, Hitler'le de Avrupa iggal etmeden dnce iyi iliskiler mi vardi? Olabilir
mi boyle bir sey? (..)

Joe Biden: Bagkan Obama ne demisti? Biz niikleer silahlardan arinmayi ortaya
koyacagiz. Sizlere bir takim [[Welker]] ambargolar, yaptirimlar koyacagiz demisti,
Kore'ye.

[[Donald Trump]]: Pardon. Kristen.

137



[[Kristen Welker]]: Saym, Saymn Trump devam etmemiz lazim.

[[Donald Trump]]: Geride bir rezalet biraktilar

[[Donald Trump]]: Devam etmemiz lazim Sayin Baskan.

[[Donald Trump]]: Kuzey Kore meselesi de rezalet haldeydi. n Ozellikle ilk ii¢c ayimda
ben baskanlik gérevine geldigim zaman ¢ok 11 felaket bir durum vardi. Bize bir rezae::let
biraktilar. 1 Obama 11 da 11 zaten kendisi sdyledi. [[Welker]]

Donald Trump: Ulkemizin karsilastig1 en biiyiik, tek en biiyiik problemimiz Kuzey Kore
demisti en basta.

Kristen Welker: Tamam, Amerikan aileleri ve ekonomi ile devam edelim. En dnemli
sorunlardan bir tanesi saglik bakim hizmetleri. Bugiin 1 Amy Coney Barret'le ilgili olarak
Anayasa Mahkemesi yargict ile ilgili 6nemli bir oylama vardi. 20 milyondan fazla
Amerikan vatandasi uygun bakim yasasi altinda saglik bakimlarindan ve hizmetlerinden
yararlaniyor. Siz de Anayasa Mahkemesi'nin bunu 1 iptal etmesinden uygun bakim
yasasini iptal etmesinden korkuyorsunuz. Bu olacak olursa milyonlarca kisi sigortasini
kaybedecek, insanlar [[ Trump]] sigortasini kaybederse ne yapacaksiniz?

Donald Trump: Oncelikle 1 birgok kisinin miimkiin olmadigini diisiindiigii bir seye::
yaptt 11 Biz yasama ile birlikte 11 bu ferdi saglik sigortas1 ylikiimliiliigiinii ortadan
kaldirdik. Obamacare'in 11 bu saglik sigortasinin 11 en kotii tarafi 11 buydu. Ciinki bu ferdi
saglik sigortas1 yiikiimliligimde-yiikiimliiliiglinde 11 herkes kendisinin 11 ticretlerini
karsilamak durumunda kaliyordu. Biz bunu reddet-111 iptal ettik, fesh ettik. 1 Sonra 1
bununla ilgili kararlar aldik. 1 Biz bunu miimkiin oldugunca iyi bir sekilde yiirlitecegiz 1
(.) dedik ve 11 bunu yiirtttiler. 1 Primler diistii, bir ¢ok sey diisti u ve ne kadar
ugrasirsaniz ugrasin ama o kadar kotii bir sey ki bir sistem kie:: diizeltemiyorsunuz. Evet,
11 bunu fesh edecegiz. 1 Ferdi saglik sigortast zorunlulugunu u ilk basta yliriitmeye
calistik ama 1 yiirimiiyor. 1 Artik Obamacare 11 diyemeyiz.1 Clinkii bu ferdi s-saglik
sigortast yikimliligi artik farkli bir hale geldi. Sigortalanmadan once var olan
hastaliklar o bagka bir sey. Bu konuda 11 ¢ok ¢ok daha iyi bir durumdayiz. Zaten 6nceden
1 hastaligr u sigortalanmadan 6nce var olan kisilerin bakimi ¢ok daha iyi bir sekilde
yapilacak. Demokratlar bunu yapamaz ¢iinkii iizerinde ¢ok fazla 11 baski vardi o zaman
da 11 ki biz zaten 1 burada oylama kabinesinde de bence bizden yana karar ¢ikacak. 11 Biz
her 1 zaman 1 sigortalanmadan 6nce hastalig1 olan kisileri korumaya, onlara bakim

sunmaya devam edecegiz. 180 milyon 11 kisinin 11 belki &zel sigortasi 1 var. Obamacare'de
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say1 daha yiiksek. 11 Joe Biden bu poligelerin hepsini iptal edecek. Aslinda bu insanlar
kendi saglik bakimindan memnun olan 11 orta 11 gelirli kisiler. Basarili olan kisiler ve yiiz
seksen 1 milyonluk 1 bir 1 r-rakamdan bahsediyoruz. 180 milyon aile. Ne yapmak istiyor
kendisi? 11 Herhalde sosyallesmis 11 tip 11 ara-alanina ge¢gmek istiyor. ve 11 180 milyon
poli-¢-¢eyi iptal etmek istiyorlar. 1 Biz 11 Obamacare'de bile ¢ok iyi [[Welker]] bir sonug
ortaya koyduk hatta simdi saglik sisteminde daha iyisini ortaya koyacagiz.

Kristen Welker: Evet Sayin Biden, sizin saglik 11 planiniz Obamacare planini daha da
gelistirmek seklinde. Eger Anayasa Mahkemesi bunu anayasaya aykiri [[Biden]] olarak
nitelendirirse siz ne yapacaksiniz?

Joe Biden: Simdi Obamacare saglik sigortasi sistemine bir de 1 kamu ya da devlet
opsiyonu verecegim. Biden-11-care diyecegim ben buna. Yani eger yoksullar i¢in saglik
yardimina hak kazanmissaniz (.) dogrudan olarak siz sistemden para almaya
baslayacaksmiz. Otomatik kayiptan bahsediyorum. fkinci olarak primleri vee:: ilag
fiyatlarii diistirecegiz. Su anda olmayan bir rekabeti ortaya koyacagiz. Yaslilar i¢in
saglik sigortasi altinda da ilag 11 fiyatlarini, 11 sigorta sirketleri ile pazarligin1 yapacagiz.
Yine ozel saglik sigortasina deginildi. Bunun igin ben neden bu kadar miicadele ettim?
Demokrat Parti'de 20 adayla neden yaristim?Ben 6zel saglik sigortasini destekliyorum.
Ozel saglik sigortasina sahip olan tek bir kisi bile benim saglik planim altinda sigortasini
kaybetmeyecek ki Obamacare saglik sigortasi altinda da kaybetmemislerdi. Kendi
tercihleri olursa o bagka. Son olarak (..) biz aslinda d-daha dnce yani sigortali olmadan
once var hastaliklara kars1 koruma getirmek istiyoruz. Trump bunu yapamiyor. Uzun
stiredir bundan bahsediyor ama hala bir plan ortaya koymus degil. Hicbir sey ortaya
koyamadi. Sigortalanmadan 6nce varolan hastaliklarla ilgili plan benim altyap: planim
gibi ¢ok uzun zamandir var. Ama merak ediyorum. Yani ne olacak? Kendisi higbir sey
sdylemiyor. (.) Insanlara, Amerikan vatandaslarina ¢ok pahaliya patladi ¢iinkii gercekten
ekonomik durum ¢ok kotu etkilendi. Virts o kadar kot yonetildi ki (.) 10 milyon insan
isini kaybetti. 22 milyon vatandasimizdan da su anda Obamacare saglik sigortasindan
yaralananlardan da bunu almak istiyorlar. Covid [[Welker]] var mesela. Daha énceden
var olan hastalig1 olanlar ne yapacak?

Kristen Welker: Evet Saym Trump, (.) size n saglik bakimini sosyallelestirmek
istiyorsunuz demisti. Peki, devlet sigorta opsiyonunu (..) ne- 1u-nasil [[Biden]]

uygulayacaksiniz? Tamamen devlet tarafindan m1 uygulanacak sistem?
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Joe Biden: Hayir. (..) Yani insanlarin segebilecegi bir devlet ya da iste kamu
opsiyonundan bahsetmek bu mu? sosyallesme ya da (..) garip? Hayir. Here::kesin mutlaka
uygun (..) bakim hakki olmali. Biitiin sendikalar(..) diger ilgili kurumlar, tip alaninda
calisan herkes (..) bu insanlarin hayatin1 kurtaracaktir diyor, insanlara firsat vermek
istiyoruz. Kendilerine ve ¢cocuklarina saglik haklarini vermek istiyoruz. Kag kisi aranizda
hasta oldugunuzda ne yapacagimizi bilmiyorsunuz? Sirketiniz 6zel saglik sigortasini
kapattig1 i¢cin durdurdugu i¢in [[Welker]] Hayir. Biz herkese uygun bakim yasasi altinda
saglik sigortasi [[ Trump]] saglamak istiyoruz

[[Donald Trump]]: simdi-

Donald Trump: Kirk yedi yil oradaydi. Bir sey yapmadi. 11 Sekiz y1l boyunca 11 bagkan
yardimcilig1 yapti. Bu 25 yil 6nceden 11 bahsetmiyoruz. 1 Cok az bir zaman onceydi.
Yaklastk 4 yil u kadar onceydi. O zaman hi¢ bir sey yapmadi. 1 Tip alaninda
sosyallesmeye gitmedi. 11 Yardimc1 baskanken baskan yardimcisiyken yapmadi. 11 Bernie
Sanders'dan daha liberal 11 biri, hatta 1 Bernie Sanders da sdylemisti. Demokratlar da
sOylemisti. Sosyal 11 tiptan bahsediyoruz 1 ya da hidrolik kirma olmayacak, hidolikirma
olmayacak denildi. 1 Sonra ne oldu? Pensilvanya'da adaylik aldigi1 zaman sansi yaver gitti
ve devam etti. Oradan ald1 gitti. 1 Sonra geldiler u hidrolik kirma oldu. 111 Niye bdyle
oldu denildi. Bu arada bu siireci yonetme sekliniz de cok hosuma gidiyor. [[Biden, Welker
J]JAma birilerinin ona o soruyu sormasi lazim. Yillardir bunu yapiyor.

Kristen Welker: Bakin.

[[Donald Trump]]: Yillardir.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet, bir siirii konu var konusmamiz gereken. [[Biden]]

[[Donald Trump]]: 11 herhangi bir ¢6ziim tiretmiyor.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Liitfen toparlayalim.

[[Donald Trump]]: Yine sosyal tipla ilgili de ayni seyi yapti.

Joe Biden: Benim cevap vermem lazim. SOyle cevaplayacagim insanlarin uygun saglik
hizmetlerine erigsimi olmasi lazim. Nokta. Bu kadar. Bidencare, uygun bakim saglayacak,
diisiik primler saglayacak. Ve tabii ki bu 6nemli bir biitge gerektirecek. 1 750 elli milyon-
milyar dolar gerekecek ama bu sayede biz u primleri diisiirebilecegiz ve ¢ok ciddi bir
sekilde ilag fiyatlarini diisiirecegiz. Konusup duruyor ama higbir sey yapmadi. [[Trump,
Welker]] Saglikla ilgili vatandaslar i¢in tek bir adim atmada.
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Donald Trump: Soyle diyor. 1 Sosyal tiptan bahsediyor. 1 Kamunu-ya se¢im hakki1
verilmesinden bahsediyor. Eger bdyle bir 11 segcenek varsa 1 Medicare'i 1 tamamen
ortadan kaldiriyor ve sosyal giivenligi ortadan kaldirtyor 1 demektir. 1 Bernie Sanders
kendi eyaletinde bunu 11 denedi. Hattae:: 1 valisi ¢ok [[Welker]] liberal bir vali Bernie
Sanders'in 11.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Sayin Biden'a s6z vermek istiyorum. Sizi dinliyorum.

[[Donald Trump]]: Bu miimkiin olmad, ise yaramadi bu yapmaya ¢alistiklar1 sey.

Joe Biden: Bakin su anda ben Demokrat Parti'de diger kisileri yendim. Buraya ben
geldim ¢linkii ben onlarla ayni fikirde degildim. Bu sayede kazandim ben. Bakin karsimda
duran kisi diyor ki yasli-lar i¢in saglik sigortasi ile ilgili olarak (..) Bu sistem igin (.)
vergiler kaldirilirsa 2023 yilinda sistem ¢oker deniliyor. Bakin karsimda duran kisi zaten
bu saglik sigortasin1 ortadan kaldirmak isteyen kisi. Simdi kalkip bana mi1 bu alanda 1
[[Welker]] suglamalarda bulunuyor, kendisi esas kaldirmak istedi bu sistemi.

Donald Trump: Sosyal sigortay1 kendisi ortadan kaldirmaya g¢alisti. Gidin kayitlara
bakin 11 Sosyal giivenligin [[Welker]] yillar 6nce kendisi yok etmeye 11 ¢alist1.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Devam etmem lazim Sayin Baskan, bir sonraki soruyla zamanimiz
kalmadi.

Donald Trump: Eger ben segilir-sem borsada 11 patlama olur 11 denildi. [[Welker]].
Tamam, evet litfen.

[[Donald Trump]]: Ama o segilirse 11 borsa goker.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden 6nce size cevap hakki.

Joe Biden: Bakin borsa neden iyiye gidiyor? (..)

Joe Biden: Benim geldigim yerde Scranton'da insanlar borsa sayesinde hayatini
kazanmiyorlar. Son 3 yilda bu kriz esnasinda {ilkedeki milyarderler (.) Wall Street'e gore
700 milyar dolar daha fazla servetlerine servet kattilar. 700 milyar dolar. Bakin o bundan
anlar. O ylzden soyluyorum [[Welker, Trump]] ama sade vatandasa ne oluyor? Sade
vatandasin basina ne geldi son yillarda?

[[Donald Trump]]: (..) Scranton'l1 degil aslinda. 1 Borsa 11 [[Welker]] tavan yapti-
[[Kristen Welker]]: Devam etmemiz lazim. son-

[[Donald Trump]]: Geldi u Baskan Yardimcisi olarak gorev yapti-

[[Kristen Welker]]: son sozleriniz, devam ediyorum.

[[Donald Trumpl]]: Sonra higbir seyi beceremedi
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Kristen Welker: Evet, bu aksam itibariyle 12 milyon kisi igini kaybetmis durumda ve 8
milyon Amerikali yoksulluk igerisinde yasiyor ve milyonlarca kisi aglik ¢ekiyor.
Ozellikle de kadmlar ve beyaz olmayanlardan bahsediyoruz. Washington'da bununla
ilgili bir yardim yasasindan bahsediliyor. Neden istedikleri yardim verilmiyor?

Donald Trump: Cunkiu Nancy Polaski bunu oda-mak-onaylamak istemiyor. Ben
onaylamak istemiyorum. 11 ben istiyorum onaylamayi. 11 Zaten 11 burada meclisi onlarin
elinden almak istiyorum. 11 Nancy Polaski'nin 11 daha 6nce 3 Kasim'da bir 11 zaferi u
olmus-tu-olacak  diyenler = var. Nancy Polaski 1 bdyle bir seyi
onaylamakistemiyorbenonaylamakistemiyorum (very fast). Demokratlar da dahil olmak
lizere biz mecliste bunu onaylamistik. Ama 1 se¢imler yaklasiyor ¢iinkii siyasi bir amag
olarak kullaniyor. 11 [[Welker, Biden]] Ciinkii bu yontem onu siyasi olarak 11 sekteye
ugrattigi icin bdyle seciyor.

Joe Biden: Evet, senato'nun Cumbhuriyet¢i lideri dedi ki bu yasay1 geciremeyecegiz.
Cumhuriyetgilerin oyunu alamiyorum [[Welker]] dedi senatorlerden. Neden gidip kendi
Cumbhuriyet¢i senator arkadaslariyla konusmuyor Sayin Baskan?

Kristen Welker: Evet size sormak istiyorum. Sizler Demokrat-siz Demokrat Parti'nin
liderisiniz. Neden demokratlar1 [[Biden]] siz ikna etmediniz bu anlagsma saglansin diye
Senato'da.

Joe Biden: Bakin yazin bagindan beri bu konu 11 dile getiriliyor. Yeni bir olay degil. Kag
zamandir burada zaten (..). Burada parlamentoda goriisiiliiyor. Ben toparlama yasasindan
sorumlu oldugum dénemde 800 milyar dolarlik bir biitge vardi ve yerel topluluklardan
145 milyar dolar almay1 basarmistim. (..)

Joe Biden: Itfaiyecileri, 6gretmenleri, ilkyardim ekiplerini kolluk kuvvetlerini kovmak
zorunda kaldilar bazi eyaletlerde ki blitce devam etsin. Hayir higbir sey yapmadi bu
insanlar i¢in, bu isten ¢ikartilan insanlar i¢in Sayin Trump birakin biiyiik sirketler iflas
etsin. Sorun ne?

Donald Trump: Meclis'te bir kanun 11 gegtie::, ¢oke:: 1 kotii-ydie::-demokratlarin 1
yuriittigli, yonettigi sehirlerde, eyalette su¢ oranlar1 artmisti. Milyarlarca dolar akti bu
eyaletlere. Bu da aslinda baska kisilerden insanlarin, bizim insanlarimizin cebinden 1
paray1 yasadisi bir sekilde alip kendilerine akitmakti. 11 ve n-e-ne oldu? 11 Ben bu kisilere
yardimce1 olmayi tabii ki istiyorum. Ama ne oldu? 11 Birgok k-ulkeden u-ulkemize insanlar

akmaya basladi. Ve ne oldu? 11 Bagka seyler iizerine para harcamaya 1 basladilar 11 ve.
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Biiyiik 11 bir u sekilde bu demokratlar [[Welker, Biden]] tarafindan yiiriitiilen eyaletler
felakete ugradi.

Joe Biden: Evet, ben gururlu bir Demokrat adayim. Ben Cumhuriyet¢i eyalet, 1
Demokrat eyalet bir ayrim yapmiyorum. Amerika Birlesik Devletleri benim icin bir
biitiindiir. Sorun yasayan eyaletler varsa cumhuriyet¢i olsun, demokrat olsun hi¢ fark
etmez. Itfaiye erleri, kolluk kuvvetleri, polisler, dgretmenler iki yakalarin1 bir araya
getirmeye calisan [00:26:49] hee::rkes [00:26:49] icin bir seyler yapmak istiyoruz.
Burada Amerika [[Welker]] Birlesik Devletleri i¢in bir biitceden bahsetmeliyiz, farkli
eyaletler i¢in degil.

Kristen Welker: Evet, kiiciik isletmelerin (.) ve isletme sahiplerinin zor durumda
oldugundan ¢ok bahsediyorsunuz siz de simdi asgari ticretin arttirtlmasi [[biden]] icin
dogru zaman m1?

Joe Biden: Evet, dogru zaman. Ciinkii onlara da yardime1 olmamiz lazim. Su anda onlara
yardimci olmamiz lazim. Kiigiik isletmelerden bahsediyoruz. 6 isletmeden bir tanesi iflas
ediyor ve bir daha geri gelemeyecek bunlar. Bir paket, 1 yardim paketi gelistirmemiz
lazim maas koruma programi adi altinda-da ve bu bitce kendi isletmelerini giivenli bir
sekilde agabil-acabilmeleri i¢in onlara verilmeli. Okullarda mesela sif-siniflar1 nasil daha
kiiciik hale getirebilirler? Havalandirma sistemleri koyabilirler. Ogretmen sayisini
arttirabilirler. Okullara da yardimci olmamiz lazim. Sadece isletmelere degil. Ama bu
arkadaslar yardimci olmuyorlar. Para vermiyorlar] [[Welker, Trump]] bunlara.

Donald Trump: Simdi (.) ¢ok hizli bir sekilde 11 kiigiik isletmelere 1 miisaade etmiyoruz
diyor. Asgari ticreti artirarak m1 bu-bise ise yaramaz. Alabama, New York'tan farklidir.
New York Vermont'tan farklidir. Her eyalet kendine 6zgiidiir. Bu 1 eyaletlere 6zgii
secenekler olmasi lazim. [[Welker]] Biz kendi kiiciik isletmelerimize yardim-c1 olacagiz.
1 Siz 1 maas 11 gibi bir seyi zorla kabul ettirmeye ¢alisirsaniz kiiclik isletmelerde ne
olacak? u [[Welker]] Kiigiik isletmeler o zaman bir¢ok 11 calisanini isten ¢ikarmak
durumunda kalacaklar.

Kristen Welker: Ama federal 11 asgari licreti arttirmay1 diigiindiigiiniizii soylemistiniz,
[[Trump]] 15 dolara.

Donald Trump: Hayir sunu istiyorum, bunu bir derece 11 uygulayabiliriz. 11 (.) Bunu
ikinci yonetim-imde de yapabilirim ama 1 bu isletmeler 1 is- sektoriiniin diginda

kalmasin. Secenekleri olsun. Her eyalet farkli, her birinin kendine 6zgl yonleri var. Kimi
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eyaletlerde 15 dolar saatlik kotii degildir ama [[Welker]] baska eyaletlerde 11 15 dolar saat
basinda bu isletmeleri mahveder?

[[Kristen Welker]]: Tesekkiirler, hizlica cevap verir misiniz Sayin Biden?

Joe Biden: (..)Insanlar saatte 6-7 dolar kazanryorlar, yoksullukla miicadele ediyorlar. Biz
gittigimizde sokaklarda bize alkisliyorlar. Onlar gercekten 15 dolarlik, saati 15 dolarlik
bir asgari ticreti hak ediyorlar ki yoksulluk esiginden kurtulsunlar. (.) Asgari iicreti
arttirmazasak [[Welker]] isletmeler- (..)[[Welker]] iflas edecek, deniyor. Hayir, dogru
degil. iflas etmeyecek.

Kristen Welker: (.) Evet Sayin Baskan sizin yonetiminiz 4 binden fazla gocugu gogmen
¢ocugu sinirda ailelerinden ayirdi.(..) Bu aileler nasil birlesecekler?

Donald Trump: Cocuklar 1 buraya (..) getiriliyor. Karteller tarafindan, kagakgilar
tarafindan ve bu insanlar1 u iilkemize 1 kagak yollarla getirmeye ¢alisiyorlar. Su anda
siirlarimiz eskiden olmadigr kadar kuvvetli. 1 Su anda 400 11 millik u bir u [[Welker]]
bir sinir duvarimiz var ve daha oncesinde.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Peki aileleriyle nasil birlestireceksiniz onu soruyorum?

Donald Trump: bu insanlar buraya yasadisi bir sekilde getiriyorlar-getiriliyordu.u
Kafesler 1 insa ettiler 11 diye bir haber ¢ikardilar. 11 bir 11 hapis gibi, bir kafes gibi. Iste
bunu Trump 1 olusturdu, Trump kurdu dediler. [[Welker]] 2014 yilinda hatta Joe'nun-
[[Kristen Welker]]: Bir planiniz var m1? aileleri birlestirmek (? not clear)

Donald Trump: kendisi yapti bunu. Bu haberleri ¢gikardilar, gazetelere 11 ¢ikardilar. 1 Bu
cocuklarin birgogu 11 zaten aileleri araciligiyla gelmedi,[[ Welker]] kagakgilar tarafindan,
ceteler tarafindan, 11 yine karteller tarafindan getirildi bu iilkeye.

Kristen Welker: Saymn Biden, siz de cevap verin lutfen.

[Joe Biden]: Bakin 500'den fazla g¢ocuk aileleriyle geldi buraya ama (.) siirda
ailelerinden ayrildilar. (.) Ik basta zaten siz ayirdiniz onlar1. Cok sert davranildi bunlara.
Kacakgilar getirmedi bunlari. Aileleri yanlarindaydi ailelerinden koparildi bu ¢ocuklar
hayir kagakgilar ya-pmad1 bunu siz yaptiniz ve bizim ulus olarak [[Welker]] kimligimize
cok aykir1 bunu yapmak.

Donald Trump: Onlar 6yle yaptilar. Biz politikay: degistirdik, onlar 6yle yaptilar-

[[Joe Biden]]: Biz ¢ocuklari ailelerinden ayirmadik, biz kimseyi kafese koymadik.
Donald Trump: Kim bu kafesleri kurdu o zaman?
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Joe Biden: Simdi ne oldu? Aileler (.)¢ocuklarindan ayrildi, kollarindan ayirdilar. Alip
ellerinden alip gétiirdiiler. Bu cocuklar ailelerinden alindi. 500 ¢ocuk.

Joe Biden: Simdi ne oldu? Aileler ¢ocuklarindan ayrildi, kollarindan ayirdilar. Alip
ellerinden alip gotiirdiiler. Bu cocuklar ailelerinden alindi. 500 ¢ocuktan bahsediyoruz.
Yalnizlar, gidecek higbir yerleri yok. Bu bir suctur. Bu suctur.

[[Donald Trump]]: Kristen sunu sdylemek istiyorum.

[[Kristen Welker]]: 10 saniye.

Donald Trump: Cok 6nemli.(..) Cok iyi bakiliyor bu ¢ocuklara gesitli tesislerdeler.
[[Welker]] Oldukc¢a temiz 11 tesisler-.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Hayir, ama aileleriyle bulusamadilar.

[[Donald Trump]]: 1 Soyle bir soru sorayim (? not clear) bu 11 kafesleri kim 11 [[Welker]]
olusturdu? Kim yapt1 bu kafesleri kurdu?

Kristen Welker: Tamam. Sayin Baskan Yardimcisi, gogmenlik politikasin1 sormak
istiyorum. Obama yonetimi altinda bir gogmenlik reformu (.) vaadi vardi. Ama ayni seke-
sekilde 11 yiiksek sayida rekor sayida sinir disi edilmeler de oldu. Bu reformla ilgili (.) ne
diisiiniiyorsunuz?

Joe Biden: Bir kere reformun dogru sekilde yapilmasi ¢ok uzun siirdii. (.) Ben artik
Amerikan Baskani olacagim. Baskan yardimcist degil bunu agik¢a sdyledim. Ilk g-géreve
geldikten sonra ilk 100 giin igerisinde Kongre'ye bununla ilgili 11 bir yasa génderecegim.
Biitlin bu 11 milyon belgesi olmayan 11 gogmen ¢ocuklariyla ilgili olarak da ¢alisacagim.
(.) Bunlarin vatandaglik yoluna sokulmasi i¢in ¢alisacagim. Evraklarinin belgelerinin 11
olusturulmas: i¢in g¢alisacagim. Daha oOnce hi¢ gormedikleri bir (..) ililkeye gelmis
cocuklardan bahsediyoruz. Ailelerinden koparilmislar. Bu yasadisidir. Ne diyecek ¢ocuk
5 yaginda diyelim. Anne ben burada kaliyorum sizle gelmiyorum mu diyecek? ilk yardim
11 ¢alisanlarimiz, 20 bin kisi mesela bu krizde c¢alist1. [[Welker]] Onlara borcumuzdur bu
hicbir sey degilse.

Donald Trump: 8 yil boyunca su anda soyledigi seyi yapacag vakit vardi aslinda ve ben
[[Biden]] herhangi bir 11 spesifik 1 duruma girmeden 11 yakalayip sonra serbest birakma
yontemleri yapildi ama 8 yi1l boyunca bu soyledigi seyleri yapma vakti vardi. Ne yapt1?
[00:04:28] Hicbir sey yapmadi n Tam tersine ¢ocuklar1 i¢in atacaklar1 kafesler kurdular

olusturdular.
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Joe Biden: Bakin, yakalayip birakmak bu insanlari. Bu neyle ilgili? Diyelim bir aile
geldi, tutuklandi, sinirda. Mahkemeye ¢ikmak igin, gelmek i¢in bir giinleri var ve bu
insanlar ¢iktilar mahkemeye. Bakin bu baskan (..) doneminde ilk kez Amerikalilar baska
ilkelerden siginma talebinde bulundu. Daha 6nce hi¢ bdyle bir sey olmamistt. (.) Siz
buraya gelen 1 bir gd¢menseniz, bir siginmacitysaniz, kurallara gore siginma
bagvurusunda bulunursunuz.

Kristen Welker: 30 saniyeniz var Sayin Bagkan cevap vermek igin.

Donald Trump: Soyle goriiniiyor ki 11 gogmenlik 11 kanunlar ile ilgili higbir sey
bilmiyor. Yakalayip 11 serbest birakmak felaket bir seydir. 1 Tecaviizcii de gelir, hirsiz da
gelir, kot bir insan da gelir ve 11 biz bunlari kendi iilkemizde serbest birakirsak, iilkemize
salarsak o zaman 1 bu kisilerin yiizde birinin de geri gonderirseniz bile geri geldiklerini
biliyoruz. Smirdaki petr-u devriye gezenler de 11 kuvvetlerde, devriye kuvvetlerde n
biliyor. 2 yil i¢inde 3 yil igerisinde 1 sizi durugmaya cikaracagiz dediginiz 1 zaman
herhangi bir sekilde durusmaya zaten gelmiyorlar bile. Siz onlar1 {ilkeye 11 salsaniz onun
icin 11 burada [[Welker]] 11 en herhalde diisiik 1Q diizeyinde olanlar-

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet Sayin Bagkan, Sayin Biden'a cevap hakki dogdu sonra devam
edecegiz.

[[Donald Trump]]: onlar i¢in agilmis olan durugmalara, mahkemelere gelirler 2 3 yil
sonra lilkeye salindiktan sonra.

Joe Biden: Soylediklerinin higbiri dogru degil. Bakin siz-

[[Donald Trump]]: Gidin kontrol edin.

[[Joe Biden]]: Kontrol edebilirsiniz.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet devam edelim. Bir sonraki bolimle.

Joe Biden: [[Welker]] Bakin 500-den fazla ¢ocuk su anda nerede olduklarini, aileleriyle
nasil bir araya geleceklerini bilmiyorlar.

Kristen Welker: Evet. Simdi Amerika'da irktan bahsediyorum.(.) Ozellikle siyahlar
irkeilikla karsilagiyor bu iilkede. Siniftan, gelirden bagimsiz olarak aileler (.) ¢ocuklarini
(..) polis de dahil higbir sebep olmadan, sirf derilerinin rengi yiiziinden ayrimciliga
ugrayan bilecekleri bir diinyaya hazirlamak durumunda hissediyorlar kendilerini. Sayin
Biden, sizinle baslayalim. Bu aileler neden ¢ocuklari i¢in korkuyor? Bunu anlayabiliyor

musunuz?
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Joe Biden: Cok iyi anliyorum. Benim kizim da sosyal ¢alismaci. (.) Bu konuda ¢ok (.)
yazilar kaleme aldi. Pensilvanya Universitesi'nden de Master't var bu alanda ve (..)
Wemington (Wilmington) Delaware'in dogu kisminda ¢alismaya karar vermemin
sebeplerinden bir tanesi ki orada Afrika kokenli Amerikalilar agirlikli olarak yasarlar. (..)
Bunun sebebi kizimdan ¢ok sey 6grenmem. Bakin, ilk 6grettikleri sey annelerin babalarin
cocuklarina araba kullanirken her zaman iki elini direksiyonun iistiinde tutmak. Higbir
zaman 1 torpido kompartmanina bir sey almak i¢in egilmemek eger polis sizi cevirirse
mutlaka iki elinizin direksiyonda olmasi lazim. Ciinkii oradan bir tabanca aldiginizi
diisiiniip polis sizi vurabilir. (..)

Joe Biden: Cok az para kazanan insanlardan bahsediyoruz. Yardimla yasayan
insanlardan bahsediyoruz. Bu insanlar bir de iistiine irk¢iliga maruz kaliyorlar. (..)Aslinda
hani biitiin insanlar esit yaratilmistir dedigimizde herkes bunu ¢ok normal bir sey gibi
algiliyor bazen ama bazilar1 i¢in bu ger¢-gegerli degil. Dislanmaya maruz kalabiliyor
insanlar. (..) ilk kez artik biz insanlara daha iyi egitim, daha iyi saglik erisimi,
okullasmaya daha iyi erisim, (.) firsatlara daha fazla erigim, is kurabilmek i¢in finansmana
erisim sunmak istiyoruz. Cok acik ve net bir sekilde bunlari nasil yapacagimizla ilgili de
bir planim var. Insanlara bir firsat vermek istiyoruz. Onlarin da artik bir servet
biriktirebilmesi ve bunu yaparken siddete maruz kalmamasini istiyoruz.

Sayin Trump, ayni1 soru size de gidiyor. Dogrudan bu ailelere hitaben konusabilir misiniz?
[[Trump]] Bu aileler neden gocuklarinin geleceginden korkuyor?

Donald Trump: Evet, 47 yil boyunca hiikiimetteydi. Higbir sey yapmadi. 1994'te 11 o
kadar zarar1 oldu ki siyahi topluluklara 11 ve 11 onlara 11 zaaten 1 yirticilar demisti 11
zamaninda. 1 ve O zamandan beri hi¢ bu insanlar ylkselemedi. 1994'ten beri 94'te bu
ifadeyi kullanmisti. 11 siyahi-ler i¢in Donald Trump'tan 11 fazla-s-mn1 yapan olmamastir.
Ablaham-Abraham Lincoln belki bir istisna idi. Olas1 olarak bunu séyleyebiliriz ama
kimse benim yaptigim kadarin1 yapmadi. Yine cezai u1 adalet reformu. Bunu Obama da
yapmadi. Joe da yapmadi. Ciinkli 1 zaten 11 yapma imkanlar1 belki yokt-degil 11 yok
diyemeyiz ama yapmak istemediler esas 11 olarak herkes zaten goriiyordu. Her sey ¢ok
ortadaydi. Liberaller geldi benim o- ofisimde Oval Ofis'te agladilar, 11 Joe'-yu ya da -diger
1 rakibi 1 yenmek gerekiyor. 1 Ciinkii bu 11 cezai adalet reformunu biz gergeklestik-
gerceklestirdik. Giiney Carolina'da (Karoloyna) en iyi sonuglar ortaya 1 kondu. En iyi

programlardan birisi uygulamaya dokiildii. 1 Muazzam yatirimlar yapildi. 1 Yine siyahi
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ve hispanik 11 topluluklar bundan en ¢ok faydalanan kisiler oldular. Universiteye erisim
i¢in de 11 bu imkanlar kisilere 11 sunuldu. 11 Ve ne oldu? B-bu k-kisiler 11 géreve geldikten
sonra ne oldu? u Kisilere fon verilmedi. 11 Ciinkii Baskan Obama bu insanlara uzun vadeli
fonlama saglamadi. Ama ben ne yaptim? Uzun vadeli fonlama verdim, daha fazla para
verdim. Cunkil daha fazla-sina ihtiyaglarinin oldugu biliyordum. Uzun siire verelim ve
belki bizi-benim yanima, benim ofisime beni gérmeye tekrar gelmenize gerek bile olmaz
1 [[Welker]] dedik ve insanlar boylelikle iiniversiteye gidebildiler.

Kristen Welker: Tamam. Sayin Biden, siz ne yanit vermek istersiniz?

Joe Biden: Yanitim su. Ben higbir zaman 11 beni sugladigin seyleri sdylemedim. 2000
yilinda (..) ceza yasast gorlsiiliirken ne demisti? Ceza yasast ile ilgili tek sorun su
hapishanelerde yeteri kadar insan yok. Bakin bunu sdyledi, gidip bakabilirsiniz,
arastirabilirsiniz benim sdylediklerimle ilgili geng ceteler, cetelerle ilgili (.) hicbir sey
yapmadi. (.) o kii¢iik cocuklarin 6liim cezasi almasi i¢in ¢alist1 ki (.) onlar suglandiklar
suglarin, 1 iddialarin higbirinden dolayr aslinda suglu degillerdi. Bu suglar
islememislerdi. (..) Insanlara binlerce insana ceza teblig edildi. Simdi kanundan
bahsediyor. (.) Ama Barack Obama'nin baslattig1 (.) sistemin (..) kazancim1 su anda
kendisi kullaniyor. Bizim yonetimimiz altinda bir takim ¢alismalar yapildi. Yasada asgari
zorunluluklar olmamasi lazim. O yiizden ben eyaletlere 20 milyar dolarlik bir biitce
vermeyi ongoriilyorum. Eyalet yasalarini degistirebilsinler. Burada yerel mahkemeler
kurabilsinler. Hi¢ kimse 1 uyusturucu problemi oldugu i¢in hapse girmemeli. Hapse degil
rehabilitasyona gonderilmeli bu insanlar, bu ¢ocuklar.

Donald Trump: Peki neden bunu 4 yil énce yapmadi? Neden 4 yil 6nce yapmadin?
[[Biden]] Hatta belki daha bile az bir zaman 6nce 11 baskan yardimcisiyken yapsaydin
bunlardan bahsediyorsun, sunu yapacagim, bunu yapacagim diyorsun ama 11 daha ¢ok az
bir va-zaman 6nce 11 o gorevdeydi. Niye yapmadin bu dediklerini. 1 Ben aslinda senin
yuzlinden, Bar-ac 11 Obama yiiziinden bu baskanlik yarigina girdim. Ciinkii o kadar kot
bir is cikardiniz ki belki o kadar kotii bir is ¢ikarmasaydiniz baskanlik i¢in yarisa
girmezdim. Baskanlik 1 [[Welker]] siirecinde olmazdim. Sizin yliziiniizden 11 ben bagkan
secilmeye calistyorum.

Kristen Welker: Evet [[Biden]] Sayin Biden, cevap verebilirsiniz.

Joe Biden: Evet, burada olan sey su. Siz benim kim oldugumu biliyorsunuz. Onun kim

oldugunu biliyorsunuz. Onun karakterini de biliyorsunuz. Benim karakterimi de
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biliyorsunuz. Dogruyu sdyleme ile ilgili 11 nasil davrandigimizi da biliyorsunuz. (..)
Burada (.) aslinda [[welker]] segeceginiz sey bizim karakterlerimiz. [[Trump]] Ulkede su
anda bunun se¢imi yapiliyor. Karakter se¢imi yapiliyor..

Donald Trump: Soyle n Ukrayna, Rusya, Cin, u Irak diger iilkelerle ilgili sdyledigi
seyler 1 dogruysa o zaman yozlagsmis bir siyaset¢idir. Kalkip da o zaman bana u -
masumluktan bahsetme.[[Welker]] u Burada ¢ok agik secik bir sekilde yoba-yoz bir
siyasetci goriyoruz.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet simdi irktan bahsediyoruz. Bu konuda kalalim liitfen. [[Biden]]
(.) irk meselesi-

Joe Biden: Bakin (.) 50 adet eski istihbarat mensubu var.(.) Beni sugladigi konularin
aslinda Rusya'nin plan1 oldugunu ortaya koydular. (.) CIA'in 4,5 tane eski baskani
baskanin sdylediklerinin anlamsiz oldugunu sdyliiyor.

[[Donald Trump]]: (..) O zaman [[Biden]] u bu laptop da m1 Rusya'nin uydurmasiydi.
[00:14:34] Rusya, Rusya, Rusya uydurmasi hepsi [[Welker]] 1 laptop da m1 Bu-.

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir, ¢ok yanlis, sdylediginiz yanlis (?,very low voice)

[[Donald Trump]]: diziistii bilgisayar da mi1 Rusya'nin isiydi.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Irk konusunu konusmamiz lazim efendim. Lutfen, konumuza bagh
kalalim.

[[Donald Trump]]: Saka yapiyorsun herhalde! Siirekli Rusya diyorsun.

Kristen Welker: Irkla devam edelim. Sayin Bagkan, Black Lives Matter hareketini nefret
sembolii olarak tanimladimz (.) bir video paylastiniz milyonlarca destekgiler- 1
takipginizle. (.) Birinci anayasa degisikligi hakkini uygulamaya calisan Amerikan
vatandaslarina hitap ettiniz. Sizce 11 Amerika'daki nefret ortamina nasil katkida bulunuyor
bu sdylemler?

Donald Trump: Simdi, Black Lives Matter 11 ilk 11 duydugum 11 zaman (..) 11 bu 11 sarip
sarmalanmis (.) 1 domuzlarin sokakta pisirilmesi gibi bir seyler 11 sdyleniyordu. 11 bu 11
hareketi ilk duydugum zaman boyle seyler, 1 boyle goriintiiler goériiyorduk sokaklarda.
Ben herhalde bu [[Welker]] 11 salondaki en az irk¢1 insanimdir.

Kristen Welker: Peki bu konuda endiselenen Amerikalilara ne demek istersiniz?
Donald Trump: Ben (.) insanlara firsatlar veriyorum. 1 Cezai adalet 1 siireglerini,
reformlarin1 baglattim. Insanlari {iniversiteye girme imkan1 1 sunuyorum. -Insan-lar

kalkip bagka bir sey sdyleyebilirler ama beni iiziiyor bu gergekten de herhalde buradakie::
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1 en az ke kisi 1 benimdir 1 salonu tam goremiyorum. 1-1 Okaranlik ama herhalde bu
salondaki [[Welker]] en az irk¢1 insan benimdir.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden size de hizlica [[Biden]] sorayim.

Joe Biden: (.) tam tersi. Modern tarihimizdeki en irk¢1 baskan kendisi. Her tiirlii irkg1
yangina koriikle gidiyor. Here:: birine. Kampanyasina da bdyle basladi zaten. Dedi ki, bu
Meksikal1 tecaviizciilerden kurtulalim dedi. Miisliimanlar1 sirf Miisliiman oldugu i¢in
yasaklamak istedi here:: seyi tamamen daha kotii hale getirdi. (.) Mesela Proud Boys'la
ilgili gegen sefer sahnedeyken 11 ne demisti? Geride durun, beklemede kalin demisti.
Yapmayin (.) [[Welker]] yani irk¢1 bir gruptan bahsediyoruz.

Donald Trump: Abraham Lincoln'a atifta bulunuyos-.[[Biden]] Bu nerden ¢ikti, 11 bu
nerden ¢ikt1?

[[Joe Biden]]: Sen atifta bulundun, ben demedim.

Donald Trump: Hae::yir. Ben Abraham Lincoln 'dan sonra 11 [[Biden]] siyah topluluk
icin 11 siyahiler i¢in benim kadar bagka 11 faaliyette bulunan olmamistir dedim. Abraham
Lincoln'dan sonra 11 dedim . Sen mesela higbir sey yapmadin. Bir tek o ceza kanunu-nu
¢ikardin. Bu da ne yapt1? 1 On binlere::ce 11 siyahi erkegie:: genellikle [[Welker]] de bu
sekilde sOyleyebiliriz 11 hapse girmesine neden oldu. (.).

[[Kristen Welker]]: Saymn Biden'a sormak istiyorum.

[[Donald Trump]]: Hatirla 11 0 zamanlar sana ¢ok kotii muamele-.

Sayin Biden'a sorum olacak.

[[Donald Trump]]: ediyorlardi su anda disarida olana s6yle bir bak da ondan sonra.
Kristen Welker: Evet Sayin Biden'a cevap 11 hakki taniyacagim. 80'lerde, 90'larda (..)
destek verdiginiz u hareketlerden bahsedebiliriz. Pek ¢ok 11 siyahi, onbinlerce siyahi kisi
uyusturucu sugundan ya da baska suglardan hapse girmisti. Onlarin aileleri de su anda
bunun sonuglarini 11 goriiyor,[[Biden]] yasiyor. Bu ailelere neler sdylemek istersiniz?
Joe Biden: 80'li yillarda (.) biz tam 100 senator olarak uyusturucuyla ilgili bir yasa
gecirdik Senato'dan ve bu bir hataydi. ve (.) bunu degistirmeye ¢alistim. Ozellikle kokain
ile ilgili maddeler. O yizden, diyorum ki kie::mseyi hapse géndermemeliyiz sadece bir
uyusturucu sucu isledigi i¢in bu insanlar hapse degil tedaviye gonderilmeli. Hepsi.
Tamamen. Paramiz1 tedaviye harcamaliyiz. O yiizden ben uyusturucu (.) birliklerini
kurmak istiyorum kolluk igerisinde. Daha 6nce boyle bir finansman olmamisti ama

insanlar alkol sorunu ya da uyusturucu suru-sorunu yiiziinden hapse degil tedaviye
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gonderilmeli. Bizim yapmaya calisigimiz sey d-bu. Yapacagim sey de bu. Ciinkii
Amerikan vatandaglar1 artik (.) bunun bir hata oldugunu gordiiler. O yasalarin 80'lerde,
90'larda gecmesini,[[Trump]] y-anlis oldugunu gordiiler.

Donald Trump: O zaman niye yapmadin? Goriiyorsunuz siirekli konusuyor. Faaliyet
yok, icraat yok. Tam bir siyasetci. Iste 1 baskan oldugum zaman bdyle bdyle yapacagim.
11 Uzun bir siire 1 boyunca Obama'yla birlikte baskan yardimcisi olarak gérev yaptin. 8
yil boyunca neden bunu yapmadin. Sekiz yil i¢inde yapsaydin simdi kalkmis 11 bunu
yapacagim onu yapacagim diyorsun.

[[Joe Biden]]: Hayir, pek ¢ok sey yaptik. Cok sey yaptik.

[[Donald Trump]]: Higbir sey yapmadin.

Joe Biden: 38 bin-.

[[Donald Trump]]: Higbir sey yapmadi.

Joe Biden: Mahkumu federal u hapishanelerden ¢ikarttik biz. On binlerce kisiye af
uyguladik ve yaptigimiz mevzuatlarla(..) polis teskilatinin davranislarini degistirmeye
calistik. Daha sayabilirim, bir siirii sey yaptik. Biz siireci baslattik ama sonra se¢imi
kaybettik. Siire¢ baglatilmisti. O yiizden ben simdi geri geldim. Bu se¢imi tekrar kazanip
o politikalar: tekrar degistirecegim.

Donald Trump: Tek bir sorum var NEDE::N 8 yil boyunca bunu yapmadin? Neden
simdi kalkmis sunu yapacagim, bunu yapacagim 1 diyorsun. On binlerce ¢ogue:: 1 siyahi
erkek hapse girdi. Sunu yapacagim, bunu yapacagim diyorsun. Neden 8 yil boyunca
Obama'yla birlikte yapmadin bu dediklerini? [[Welker]] Ciinkii siirekli konusuyorsun,
icraat yok.

Kristen Welker: Evet, Sayin Biden size veriyorum sozii sonra degistir-ece-devam
edecegiz.

Joe Biden: Evet, ¢linki (..) Kongre [[Trump, Welker]] Cumhuriyetgilerin elindeydi.
[[Donald Trump]]: Bazen ikna etmen gerekir Joe, bazen bu insanlar1 ikna etmen gerekir.
11 Cezai [[Biden]] u adalet [[Welker]](.) reformu ben-.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Efendim sa-zamanimiz doluyor-

[[Donald Trump]]: Demokratlari ikna etti mesela. Bununla ilgili.

[[Kristen Welker]]: O yiizden iklim degisikligiyle devam etmek durumundayiz.
[[Donald Trump]]: Sen de etseydin.
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Kristen Welker: ikinizin de iklim degisikligiyle ilgili ok farkli bir vizyona sahip
oldugunuzu biliyoruz. Saym Trump, siz (.) enerji sektoriinde 1 istihdamin etkilenecegini
sOyliiyorsunuz iklim degisikligiyle ilgili olarak. 11 Saym Biden sizse tam tersi daha fazla
iklim degisikligi miicadelesi istihdam yaratacaktir diyorsunuz. Saym Trump sizinle
baslayalim, ne sOylemek istersiniz?

Donald Trump: Evet, 1 trilyon 11 aga¢ programi baska baska bir¢ok 11 program ortaya
kondu. Ben tabii ki ¢evreyi ¢ok seviyorum ama ben 11 piril piril 1 sular, 1 tertemiz hava
olsun istiyorum. Karbon 11 salinimlar1 konusunda diinyadaki en diisiik rakamlar bizde. u
Obama 11-dan ya da Joe'dan herhangi boyle bir ifade 1 duymadim. Tam olarak ne anlama
geldigini de biliyor mu bilmiyor mu onu da bilemeyecegim ama karbon salinimlari
konusunda duinyadaki en iyi sonuglari 35 son 35 yil igerisinde bizim yonetimimiz altinda
elde ettik. Sanayide o kadar iyiyiz ki yaptigimiz sey bu. u Cin'e bakin ne kadar kirli, pis
olduguna bakin. Rusya'ya bakin. Hindie::stan'a bakin Pis. 11 Hava gergekten ¢ok pis, kirli.
11 Biz 11 zaten 1 trilyonlarca 11 dolar1 1 Paris Anlagsmasi'na 11 ak-ayirmayacaktik. Ciinkii
ayirsaydik, 11 bizim isimizden edecekti bizi. Ben kalkip da onbinlerce isi istihdam alanini
binlerce 11 sirketi Paris anlagmasi-na 11 maruz birakip da heba etmeyecektim. 11 Rusya
bakin geri 1 standartlara diisiiyor, alt standartlara iniyor 11 ve biz 11 bu anlagmaya tabi
kalsaydik 11 bizim sektoriimiizii mahvederdi. Ama biz ¢evresel agidan 1 harika bir is
ortaya ¢ikardik. En iyi kar-bon emisyon standartlarina ulastik. Son yillarda elde edilen.
Havamiz tertemiz, suyumuz tertemiz. [[Welker]] Aksi takdirde 1 ekonomimiz
mahvolurdu.

Kristen Welker: Sayin Biden, iki dakika.

Joe Biden: () iklim degisikligi ve kiiresel (.) 1sinma insanlia varolussal bir tehdittir.
Ahlaki bir yikiimliiligiimiiz var bununla ilgili olarak, miicadele gostermek icin. Ve bitln
bilim insanlart diyor ki vakit daraliyor. Artik vaktimiz kalmadi. Geri doniilmez bir
noktaya ulasacagiz dniimiizdeki 8 ila 10 yil igerisinde iste bu adam bizim yonetimimiz
altinda ortaya konulan iklimi degi-temizlemeyi, ¢evreyi temizlemeyi ve emisyonlari
azaltmay1 amaglayan tiim yasalar1 geri ¢evirdi. Simdi artik 6nlimiizde 6nemli bir firsat
var. Biitlin ¢evre kurumlarini ve (.) islerini kaybedecegini diisiinen sendika mensuplarin
da bir araya getirdim ve onlara artik yeni anlagsma sayesinde milyonlarca yeni istihdam
yaratacagimizi anlattim. Bakin. 50 bin sarj istasyonu otobanlara konulacak ki elektrikle

caligan arabalar onlar1 kullanabilsin. Cin bunu yapiyor zaten. Ayni zamanda 4 (.) milyon
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mevcut binay1 alacagiz, 2 milyon konutu alacagiz. Onlar giiclendirecegiz ve enerji
verimli hale getirecegiz ve boyle yiiz- boylelikle yiiz (.) milyonlarca varil petrol bosa
gitmemis olacak, istihdam saglayacagiz ve tasarruf etmis olacagiz. Milyonlarca yeni
istihdam yaratacagiz, gevreyi temizleyecegiz. (..) Wall Street firmalar1 zaten bunu
sOyledi. Benim planim (..) 18.5 milyon daha fazla istihdam yaratacak, onun planina
kiyasla ve 11 daha fazla 11 7 1 milyon [[Welker]] dolarla ekonomiye katkida bulunacak.
Donald Trump: Soyle séyleyeyim 1 ailelerden 11 bu plan nedeniyle kendisinin plani 11
nedeniyle binlerce dolar ¢ikacak insanlarin cebinden. [[Biden]] Ciinkii planina bakin,
¢evre planina bakin 11 art1 3 1 dedi. Hi¢ iklimden anladig1 yok. 11 Belki 11 ekibinde ¢alisan
kisiler 1 biliyordur ama bu bahsettikleri AOC art1 3 herhangi bir seye tekabiil etmiyor. 100
1 trilyon dolardan bahsediyoruz. Eger biz 11 100 y1l igerisinde iilkemizdeki en iyi soyuc-
sonuglart elde ettiysek higbir sey bizim yanimizda zaten yaklasamaz. Binalardan
bahsediyorlar. 1 Binalarin biiyiik p-pencerelerini kiigiik pencere 11 yapi-cagiz, yok iste
penceresiz olacak gibi 11 sagma planlar herkesin herhalde 1 gérmedigi kadare:: sagmalikta
bir plan. 1 kiigiik pencere mi ne diyorsunuz? u Boyle bir plan nasil iyi olabilir? Kalkip,
gergek rakam bu. Boyle diyor.100 tir- 1 demiyor ama 100 trilyon gibi bir rakami alip, u
binalar1 yikip yeni binalar, daha ufak pencereli binalar yapmaktan bahsediyor. [[Welker]]
Ve bagka baska bir¢ok sey yapmaktan bahsediyor.

Kristen Welker: Evet, Baskan Yardimcisi'na déneyim-

[[Donald Trump]]: Cilgmn.

Kristen Welker: ve zamanimiz dolmak {izere dniimiize.

[[Donald Trump]]: Sage::ma sapan ulkemizi mahvedicek.

[[Kristen Welker]]: Saymn Biden.

Joe Biden: Yani bu rakamlarin nereden ¢ikariyor, nerden buluyor hi¢ bilmiyorum.
100]trilyon dolar yapmayin ama ya bu plan (.) here:: tiirlii 5nemli ¢cevre grubu tarafindan
onaylandi ve sendikalar tarafindan da onaylandi. Ciinkii onlar biliyorlar. Gelecek bunda,
nefes alabilmemiz i¢in, yeni isler yaratabilmemiz i¢in bu plana ihtiyacimiz var. Bu arada
Amerika'da en hizli biiyiiyen sektorler, elektrikli ara¢ sektorti, giines enerjisi ve riizgar
enerjisi sektorii. Glines 1-11 veya riizgar enerjisinin hastaliga sebep oldugunu diisiiniiyor.
Tam tersi iyi Ucretli istihdam yaratiyor bu sektorler biiyliyebiliriz ve buna temiz bir

sekilde yapabiliriz. [[Welker]] Cevre-yi koruyarak yapabiliriz.
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Donald Trump: Pardon 11 bize:: u ilk defa enerji bagimsiz hale geldik. 1 Daha 6nce 1
savastigimiz lilkeler vardi. 1 Enerji ile ilgili ve su anda 11 enerji bagimsiz hale geldik. Ben
onun bildigine::den ¢ok ¢ok daha kati-fazlasini biliyorum riizgar enerjisiyle ilgili riizgar
1 terminalleri 11 giilleri olsun bunlar 11 zaten 1 Bakin Cin'de goriiyorsunuz. 1 Dumanlar 11
havaya yiikseliyor. 1 Burada d-dogalgaz 1 dogal gaz [[Biden]] en temizlerinden bir
tanesidir bu arada. Giines enerji-tamam ben giines enerjisini de ¢ok begenirim ama
kuvvetli degildir Heniiz yeterli kuvvete ulasamamustir. 1 Biiytik fabrikalar bu ihtiyacimiz
olan rekabet yapmamizi saglayacak biiyiik fabrikalari-.

[[Joe Biden]]: Yanlis, hayir yanlis.

Donald Trump: Destekleyecek bir kapasiteye gelmedi giines enerjisi ama biz ne
yapacagiz? Diinyanin en iyi ekonomisi olacagiz. Ama sen ekonomiyi 6ldiirmek istiyorsan
11 0 zaman git bu isleri yap. [[Welker]] Pekie:: 1 Hidrolik kirmaya ne diyecek-?

Joe Biden: Evet, [[Biden]] Saymn Biden'a cevap 1 vermesi i¢in sozii verecegim.

Joe Biden: [[Trump]] Ben higbir zaman madencilikle hidrolik kirma ydntemine karsi
oldugumu sdylemedim. Hayir, hi¢c sdylemedim. Varsa kaniti koysun web sitesine.
[[Welker]] Bu bir yalan.

Joe Biden: Evet, ben Madencilik'te hidrolik kirmaya izin verecegim. Baska sektorlere de
thtiyacimiz var. Ve nihayetinde sifir emisyona ulasabilmek i¢in 2025 itibariyle bir gecis
donemine ihtiyacimiz var. Ama burada emisyonlarin, yani hidrolik kirma yonteminden
¢ikan emisyonlarin ve gazlarin yakalanmasi énemli. Bunu yapabiliriz ve bunu yatirim
yaparsak yapariz. [[Welker]] Buna bir gegisten bahsettim ben sadece.

Kristen Welker: bir sorum daha var.

Donald Trump: Hidrolik kirmaya, Madencilik'teki hidrolik kirma yontemine karsiydi.
Gegenlerde de soyledi, karsiyim dedi buna. 11 Pensilva-u1-ya gittigi zaman ne dedi? u
simdi 11 bakin oraya gitsin oradakiler kars1 diye buna hemen orada kars1 ¢ikacak.

Joe Biden: Ben federal topraklarda [[Welker]] federal arazide hidrolik kirma dedim.
Genel olarak hidrolik kirma demedim.

Kristen Welker: Evet son bdlimiimiizle devam edecegiz. Beyaz olmayanlar (.)
genellikle kimyasal tesislerde veya 11 petrol rafinerilerinde ¢alisiyorlar ve hasta oluyorlar.
Sizin yonetiminiz bu tarz 11 tesislerle ilgili mevzuat degisikligi yapti. [[ Trump]] Buralarda

calisan aileler neden sizi 4 yi1l daha seg¢sin?
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Donald Trump: Bu ailelerin hepsinin isi var 11 ve 11 hi¢ olmadig1 kadar daha fazla para
kazaniyorlar. Eldeki rakamlara bakarsak Hispanikler i¢in, siyahiler i¢in, asya 11 kokenliler
icin 11 9 kat daha fazla 11 ss-(.) 8 y1l 6nceki yonetimin 11 lirettigi rakamlardan 11 9 kat daha
fazla bizim son 3 yil igerisinde iirettigimiz rakamlar. 9 kat. 11 Ben 11 bu bahsettiginiz 1
istatistikleri ya da rakamlari daha 6nce duymadim ama bu insanlar 1 ¢ok fazla para
kazaniyorlar ekonomik baglamda ve ¢ok tasarruf da yaptik. Pandemiden dolay1 petrolde
11 bir diislis var ama biz buna da toparliyoruz.. Iliskilerimiz iyilesti. 11 Suudi Arabistan,
Meksika ve 11 Ras-ve Rusya 11 petrol sektoriinde de 11 [[Welker]] biz-bizim ¢ok avantajlar
elde etmemizi sagladi.

Kristen Welker: Tamam. Saym Biden, siz cevap verin ve sonra son soruyu soracagim
ikinize de.

Joe Biden: (..) Bu insanlar sinirda yastyor. Anlamiyor tabi ki Sayin Bagkan. Bu insanlar
u rafinerilerin, ¢evreyi kirleten tesislerin sinirinda yastyor. Delaware'de de gordim.
Butiin petrol rafine-rilerinin etrafinda tabelalar uyarilar vardi. (..) Annem biz kiigiikken,
beni okula gotiiriirken hep arabanin caminda 11 petrol izleri olurdu yagmur yagdigi zaman.
Birgok kisi hasta oldu, kansere-kansere yakalandi. Burada yapilmasi gereken sey
insanlarin  giivenligini saglamak. Cevre kirliligiyle ilgili uygun kurallar1 ortaya
koymak.[[Welker]] Ozellikle- bu tesislerin smirinda yasayan ailelerin-[[Trump]Jicin
Donald Trump: Kapat-cak misin?

Joe Biden: Biz bir ge¢is donemini baglatmistik bu tesislerin kapatilmasi igin. () Bir ge¢is
déneminden bahsediyorum, ¢linki petrol sektorii ¢cok ciddi gevre kirliligine sebep oluyor.
Liitfen, birakin bitireyim. Bunun yerine, yenilebilir enerjiler getirilmeli, zaman igerisinde.
(.) Petrol sektoriine, federal tesvikler, siibvansiyonlar vermeye baslamistik. (.) Gilines
enerjisine gegmek icin [[Welker]] Giines enerjisine tesvik veriliyorsa neden ayni sekilde
?? yapilmasin

Donald Trump: Biz hem giines enerjisi i¢in hem de riizgar enerjisi i¢in [[Welker]] bunu
sagliyoruz zaten. 11 sOyledigi seye:: 11 tamamen petrol sektoriinii bitirecek 111

[[Kristen Welker]]: Tamam

Donald Trump:oradan gelen vergileri 11 diistiniin. Pen-

[[Kristen Welker]]: Evet. Saym Biden

[[Donald Trump]]: silvanya'y1, Oklohama'y1, Ohio'yu bir diisiiniin

Kristen Welker: 10 saniye cevap verin sonra devam edecegim.
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Joe Biden: Her seyi baglamindan ¢ikartiyor, konuyu carpitiyor. burada yapmamiz
gereken sey net 0 emisyona dogru ilerlemek ve 2035'e kadar [[Welker]] tamamen bunu
yapabilmek [[Trump]]

Kristen Welker: Evet bitirmemiz lazim

[[Donald Trump]]: Cin'e mi yaptirtacak-

ve son sorumuzla devam etmemiz lazim. Liitfen

[[Donald Trump]]: Cin'e mi yaptirtacakmis bunu

Kristen Welker: Evet.

Joe Biden: Cin 11 anlagsma altinda kaldigi taahhiitleri yerine getirmeli

Kristen Welker: Evet, son sorumuz liderlikle ilgili. Saymn Trump size soruyorum.
Diyelim secildiniz vee:: se¢im konusmasi yapiyorsunuz. Amerikan vatandaslarindan
[[Trump]] size oy vermeyen vatandaglara ne sdylerdiniz konusmanizda.

Donald Trump: Ulkemizi 11 bu ¢in'den gelen veba gelmeden &nceki gibi muazzam-
miikemmel hale getirmemiz 1 lazim. Zaten bu arada 11.1-11.4 milyonluk bir istihdam
yarattik kendi idaremiz siiresince. Bue:: veba gelmeden 6nce 11 normalde bir¢ok beni
aramayan kisi 11 arayip 11 benle bir araya gelirdi. 11 siyahiler alanind-ile-ilgili 11 rakamalar,
istthdam rakamlari, tarihimizde olmadigi kadar yiikseldi. Hispanikler i¢in Oyle, Asya
kokenliler i¢in dyle 11 diploma alan iiniversiteye giren insanlarin sayisi artti. Herkes i¢in
rakamlar ¢ok artt1 ve insanlar bir araya gelmek istediler. Basaridir bizi bir araya getirecek
birarada tutacak olan. Ben u vergileri azaltiyorum ama o kalkip herkesin vergisini
arttirmaya calisiyor. Bununla ilgili diizenleme ortaya atmaya calisiyor. 11 ve kendisi
secilirse 1 daha Once hi¢ gormedigimiz gibi bir ekonomik depresyonla buhranla
karsilasacagiz n1 ve bu [[Welker]] tlkemiz igin felaket bir durum olacak

Kristen Welker: Evet Sayin Biden, ayn1 soruyu size de sormak istiyorum. Segilirseniz 11
acilis konugsmasinda [[Biden]] size oy vermeyen Amerikalilara ne sdylerdiniz?

Joe Biden: Soyle derdim. Ben Amerika'nin bagkaniyim. Hepinizi temsil ediyorum. Bana
oy vermis olabilirsiniz, oy vermemis de olabilirsiniz. Hepinizi temsil edecegim, hepinize
umut asilayacagim. 11 kurguyu degil bilimi se¢ecegiz. Yalan1 degil, gercegi sececegiz.
Korkuyu degil, umudu sececegiz. Firsatlara odaklanacagiz. Gergekten her seyi daha i1yi
hale getirmek i¢in muazzam firsatimiz var. Ekonomiyi biiyiitebiliriz, sistematik 1rk¢ilikla
miicadele edebiliriz. Tiim bunlar1 yaparken de ekonomimizin (..) temiz enerjiyle

caligmasini saglayacagiz ve milyonlarca temiz istihdam yaratacagiz. Baginda sdyledigimi
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tekrarlamak istiyorum. burada sececegimiz sey llkenin karakteri olacak, diizgiinliik,
seref, saygi, insanlara onurlu muamele etmek, herkesin bir sansa sahip oldugunu
saglamak. Ben bunu saglayacagim. [[Welker]] Son 4 yilda elde edemediginiz bu sansi
size verecegim

Kristen Welker: Evet, ¢ok tesekkiirler. Bir buguk saati birlikte gecirdik. ¢ok tesekkiir
etmek istiyorum Saym Baskan Trump ve Eski Baskan Yardimcis1 Sayin Biden. Ozellikle
Belmont Universitesi'ne bizi burada agirladiklar1 icin ¢ok tesekkiir ediyoruz ve siz
izleyicilerimize ¢ok tesekkiir ediyoruz. Se¢im gilinlinde 3 Kasim'da oy kullanmay1

unutmayn. Cok tesekkiirler, Iyi aksamlar.
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Transcript of the Interpretation of the First Presidential Debate in NO2
Interpreter 3: all participants.

[[Trump]]: Bunu yaptin ve ona siiper yarat-yirticilar dedin. Simdi insanlar1 hapisten
cikarttyorum, sen Afrikali Amerikal-ilara bu niifusa bu topluluga(.) siyah topluluga(.)
olabilecek herkes kadar kéotii davrandine:: ve bue:: yiizden eger(.) bakarsaniz anketlere
diger Cumhuriyetciler'e kiyasla ¢ok daha iyi yapiyorum bu topluma karsie::. Sen onlara
stiper yirticilar dedine::, daha da kotii lakaplar kullandin. Ciinkiie:: tanikliklarina bakarsan
onlara ¢ok daha koti lakaplar uygun gordin. Kilise konusunda da generaller konusunda
sunu sOyleyebilirime:: ki 2-50(.) askeri lider ve generalin destegi bizimle. Kolluk
kuvvetleri, neredeyse biitiin kolluk kuvveti gruplart ABD'deki(.), Florida, Teksas(.),
Ohio, (...) afedersin Portland. Oradaki serif de agiklama yapti vee:: Baskan Trump'i
destekliyorume:: dedi. Bence senin hicbir kolluk kuvvetleriyle destegin yok. Hatta kolluk
kuvvetleri bile diyemezsin, Cunkl bunu dersene:: butin radikal sol- destekgilerini
kaybedersin. Neden bunlari sdylemiyorsun bu sirada Joe? Hadi sOylesene kolluk
kuvvetlerini. Eger(.) bize Portland'-a arasalar, oradaki yangmi yarim saat ic¢inde
sondiiriirdik ama bunu yapmadilar. Ciinkii radikal sol demokrat¢ilar tarafindan
yonetiliyorlar. Chicago'ya bakalim(.) herhangi bir yere bak Seattle mesela(.) orada
gelecegimizi duydular ve ertesi giin ellerini kaldirdilar ve hemen Seattle'r geri aldik.
Minneapolis mesela oraya da geri aldik Joe. Ciinkii biz nizam ve hukuka inantyoruz. Sen
buna inanmiyorsun. En- Ustteki 10 Sehir-en fazla olan- 40 sehir demokratlar tarafindan
yuritilene::, coktan radikal solun elindee:: ve sen de orda- o kadar isin igine bulagmissin
ki onlar hakkinda hic¢bir sey sdyleyemiyorsun hukuk ve nizam hakkinda. Hatta sunu da
sOyleyebilirim. Bu hal- iilkenin halkie:: nizam ve hukuk talep ediyorsa bunu soyleyecek
de cesarete sahip degilsin.

Chris Wallace: Simdi soruya donmek istiyorum. Irk konusu-na bagkan yardimcisi Biden
Biiyiik Jiiri Breonna Taylor(.) cinayetinde bir suglamada bulunmamaya karar vermisti.
Cinayet suclamasina bulunmadi. Ve(.) siz de dediniz ki(.): "Adalet herkese Amerika'da
uygulanabiliyor mu?" diye sordunuz. Sizce(.) farkli ve esit olmayan, adil olmayan bir
adalet sistemi mi var siyahlar icin Amerika'da?

Biden: Evet, kesinlikle durum bu. Sistemik- bir adaletsizlik var bu iilkedee::. Egitimde(.),
is yerinde(.) ve kolluk kuvvetlerinde(.) ve uygulanmasi hususunda(.). Polis memurlarinin

¢ogu diizgiin, iyi ve onurlu insanlar. Kadinlar, erkekler... Bize sahip ¢ikiyorlar, bizi
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koruyorlar ama kotu elmalar da var. Ciiriik yumurtalar da var. Onlar1 buldugumuz zaman
onlar1 ayiklamak mecburiyetindeyiz. Onlar1 sorumlu tutmaliyiz, hesap vermeliler. Benim
yapacagim sey de A-B-D'yi zorlayip(.) hep bir araya getirip(.) yeni bir grup insan
birlestirip Beyaz Saray'da, burada medeni haklar da olacak. Polis memurlari, polis sefleri
olacak ve bu sorunu ¢ozecegiz. Bu sorunu ¢ozmeye ugrasacagiz(.) vee:: daha seffaflik
getirecegiz bu olaylara. Bu memurlar su anda olan durumdan memnun degiller. George
Floyd'a olan sey onlarin hosuna gitmiyor. Bu polis memurlari Breonna Taylor'in basina
gelen isten de memnun degil. Cogu bunu sevmiyor bile. Ama dyle bir sistemimiz olmali
ki insanlar1 hesap- vermeye zorlamaliyiz. Siddet bu sirada hig-bir sekilde kabul edilemez,
higbir zaman uygun degildir. Barisgil protesto tamam, ama siddet asla uygun degildir.
[[Trump]]: Bariscil protesto ne demek? Yani sehrin ortasinda geziyorlar, istedikleri gibi
diikkanlar1 yakip insanlar1 6ldiiriiyorlar.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Saym Bagkan, Sayin Baskan liitfen lutfen.

[[Biden]]: Bu soylediklerinize katilmiyorum. (Which speaker? unclear)

Chris Wallace: Simdi devam etmek istiyorum soruyla. Geri gelecegiz hukuk ve nizama
biraz sonra. Bu ay(.) hiikiimetiniz federal(.) bakanliklara(.), irk¢ilik hassasiyeti
egitimlerine ve Ozellikle beyaz Ustinlik ve beyaz m-illiyet¢ilik egitimlerini kaldirma
talimat1 verdi. Neden bunu yaptiniz(.) ve suna inantyor musunuz? Sistematik bir irk¢ilik
var m1 bu iilkede?

Trump: Bunu bitirdim. Ciinkii bu 1rk¢1 bir uygulamaydi. Ciinkii insanlarin ¢ogu
sikayetciydi. Istemedikleri ve delice seyler yapmak mecburiyetinde kaldiklarindan
sikayet ediyorlardi. Radikal bir devrim doniiyordu resmen hem ordumuzdae:: hem
okullarimizdae::, biitiin bolgelerde, biitiin farkli yerlerde. Herkes de bunu biliyor. O da
biliyor bunu.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Mesela nasil? Nasil seyler? N-ne alakasi var bunun?

[[Trump]]: Belirli bir insan oldugunuzu varsayalim. Hayatta hicbir yeriniz yok. Yer
degistirdiginizi diisiiniin ve insanlara yiizbinlerce dolar para ddiiyoruz. Cok kotii fikirler
Ogretiyorlar insanlara. Hastalikl1 fikirler 6gretiyorlar insanlara ve insanlara iilkemizden
nefret etmeyi Ogretiyorlar. Ben bunu yapmayacagim. Ben bunun olmasina miisaade
etmeyecegim. Geri donmeliyiz bu iilkenin temel degerlerini yeniden hatirlamaliy1z.

Insanlara iilkemizin korkung¢ bir yer oldugunu 6gretiyorlar, irk¢1 bir yer oldugunu
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Ogretiyorlar ve insanlara lilkemizden nefret etmeyi Ogretiyorlar. Ben buna miisaade
edemem.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Baskan yardimcis1 Biden.

[[Biden]]: Kimse bir sey yapmiyor. O sadece irk¢inin teki. Isin asli su: Ben bu konuda
¢ok daha hakimim bu konuya. Isin asli su kie:: gergekten 1rk¢ilik konusu ¢ok sikintili,
insanlarin bu konuda bilinglendirilmesi lazim diger insanlarin neler hissettigine dair.
Onlara nelerin hakaret gibi geldigini, nelerin ay1p geldigini 6grenmeleri lazim. insanlarmn
bunu 6grenmesi lazim. Bir¢ok insan baska insanlarin duygularini incitmek istemiyor ama
bu ¢ok dnemli bir fark. Gergekten ¢ok biiylik fark yaratiyor. Bir ¢ocuk b-u degerlerle
biiylidiigii zaman, boyle bir 6zgilivene sahip oldugu zaman ¢ok daha kiymetli oluyor her
sey. Tipki1 bu a-dam ve arkadaslarinin baskalarini hor gérmesi gibi bu. Ozellikle de benim
gibi Irlandali Katolikleri, fakir yerlerde biiyiiyen ¢ocuklari, parasi olmayan insanlari
kiigiik gormeleri gibi. Farkli inangtan gelenleri kiicimsiiyorlar. Farkli irktan gelen
insanlart kiiclimsiiyorlar. Hatta hepimiz Amerikaliyiz burda ve bu iilkeyi bir araya
getirmenin tek yolu herkesi bir araya getirmek, kapsayict olmak. Yapamayacagimiz
hicbir sey yok eger birlikte hareket edersek. Bunu devam ettirebiliriz ve irk¢iligi
yenebiliriz.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, Sayin Bagkan.

[[Trump]]: Obama-Biden hiikiimeti doneminde ¢ok biiyiik bir boliiciilik vardi, nefret
vardie:: vee:: baktiginiz zaman Ferguson'u diisiiniin. Birgok yerde Oakland"1 diisiiniin
neler oldugunu hatirlayalim orada. Baltimore'da ne oldu peki? Agikgasi ¢ok daha siddet
eylemleri daha fazlaydi simdiye kiyasla. Ve sebebi de su: Demokratlar, bu sehirleri
kontrol eden demokratlar, senin gibi konusmak istemiyor hukuk ve nizamdan(...). Hukuk
ve nizami destekliyor musun? Cevap ver.

[[Biden]]: Ben hukuk tarafindayim.

[[Trump]]: Hukuk ve nizami destekliyorsan sdyle o zaman...

[[Chris Wallace]]: Liitfen miisaade edin bitirsin lafinu.

[[Biden]]: Ben(...) hukuk ve nizam ve adalet, herkesin adil davranildig1 bir yeri ben
destekliyorum. Ve isin asli su siddet-siddetle suclarin oram yiizde elli a-zaldi, %70 azald1
bizim hiikiimetinize onun gozleminde artti. ARTTI. Hayir, hayir kabul etmiyorum bunu.

ARTTI.

160



[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin Bagkan, Sayin Baskan. Si-z ¢cok mutlu olacaksiniz ¢iinkii simdi
hukuk ve nizamdan konusacagiz.

[[Trump]]: Demokratlarin yonettigi seylerden ¢ok sorun yasadik.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Bir sorum daha var. Biiyiikk bir artis var cinayetlerde, Amerika'da
genel olarak. Bu yaz ozelliklee:: ve siz de bunu ¢ogunlukla demokratlarin-demokrat
belediye baskanlarina ve valilerin iizerine su¢luyorsunuz ve(.) Cumhuriyetci sehirlerde
de benzer bir yiikselis var. Tulsa gibi. Bu yilizden sorun su: Bu ger¢ekten parti ile alakali
bir sorun mu?

Trump: Bence kesinlikle parti ile alakali bir soru. Birka¢ tane 6rnek vereyim hemen.
Chicago mesela, Chicago'da olani ele alalim. Burada elli iki insan vurularak 6ld-sekizi
6l1dii, 52'si vuruldu, sekizi 61dii. New York'a baktiginizda burada hi¢ kimsenin gérmedigi
kadar hizli artiyor. 100 150, % 200 kadar artryor su¢ oranlar1. Bu ¢ilginca bir sey, akil
almaz bir sey. Ve o hukuk ve nizam bile diyemiyor. Ciinkii sdyleyemez. Soylerse radikal
sol destekgilerini kaybedecek ve kaybetti mi isi biter. Eger(.) bu iilke yonetirsee:: ve onun
istedigi-onlarin istedigi gibi yonetmek zorunda kalirsa o zaman-0 zaman banliyélerimiz
yok olacak. Banliydlerimiz tamamen yok olacak ve birgok sorun ortaya ¢ikacak. Hig
gormediginiz gibi.

[[Biden]]: Yanliglikla girmeyecekse-.

[[Trump]]: Hayatinda hi¢ banliy6é gérmedegine yemin edebilirim. O kadar sdyleyeyim.
[[Biden]]: Ben banliydlerde yetistim, burast 1950'ler degil, biitiin bu tarih seyleri-butun
bu laflarin higbiri gegerli degil. Cogunlukla, banliyoler artik toplumla birlesmis vaziyette-
Cocuklarini siyahlar, Hispanikler, beyazlar birlikte ayn1 arabada gétiiriiyorlar. Daha 6nce
hi¢ olmadig1 kadar bir arada yasiyorlar. Ancak gerg¢ek tehdit su ki banliydlere ve
giivenlige yonelik tehdit Corona viriis-Corona viriis banliyodeki insanlar1 6ldiiriiyor.
Cevreye ver-zarar veriliyor, su baskinlar1 oluyor, yaniyorlar ¢iinkii kendisi bunu kabul
etmeyi reddediyor. Bu ylzden banyolar tehlikede.

Chris Wallace: Bu sorunlari da konugmak istiyorum. Hukuk ve nizami konusmak
istiyorum ve ortak yapilan bildiride, tavsiyede Biden, Bernie Sanders(.), gérev giicunden
gelen bildiridee::, tirnak i¢inde(.), polisi-polis teskilatini yeniden hayal etmemiz, yeniden
diisinmemiz gerekiyor diyorsunuz. Bu-ifade ne anlama geliyor ve bunu destekliyor

musunuz? Affedersiniz, sorumu da bitireyim. Bue:: ifade ne anlama geliyor vee:: "Siyah
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Hayatlar Onemlidir" hareketini destekliyor musunuz? Ozellikle de polislerin(.) fonlarinin
kesilmesi anlaminda.

Biden: Benim destek oldugum sey polisin bir-hakka sahip olmasi. Karsilastiklar
sorunlart ¢ozme sanst vermek onlara. Polis memurlarinin fonlarini kesmeye tam
anlamiyla destek olmuyorum yerel polisin. Su anda onun biit¢esindeki tek fonlamay1
kesme 400 milyon dolarlik yerel(.) kolluk kuvvetlerine yonelik. Daha fazla sisteme
ihtiyaclar1 var(.) ve bir(.) acil durum telefonuna baktiklarinda bir psikiyatriste, bir
psikologa ihtiyaclar1 var giic kullanmamayi 6grenmek i¢in, insanlarla konugmayi
o6grenmek i¢in. Bunun i¢in daha dnceden oldugu gibi toplum(.) polisligine ihtiyacimiz
var. Insanlar buralarda yapmali. Bdyle su¢ oranlarinin diisiirdiik. Artmiyor da o zaman
azaliyordu.

Biden: Bu yiize::den nee:: konustuguna veriyo Chris. Olay bununla ¢ok alakasiz. Onun
tek derdi polisin fonunu elinden almak, butcesini elinden almak.

[[Trump]]: Higbir hukuk yok, higbir hukuk yok. Kolluk kuvvetleri ile alakasi yok.
Neredeyse sifir, hi¢ alakasi yok. Bire:: tane grup soyle seni destekleyen kolluk kuvveti.
Bir tane sdyler misin, litfen kim seni destekledi? Hadi(.), siiremiz var.

[[Biden]]: Siiremiz yok boyle seyler igin,

[[Trump]]: Liitfen BiR tane kolluk kuvvetleri grubu sdyler misin seni destekleyen?
[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, moderatér roliime geri biiriiniiyorum simdie::. Bagka bir konuya
gecmek istiyorum. Bu da protestolar konusu. Bir¢ok sehirdee:: siddetli siddet eylemlerine
dondii. Ozellikle Portland Oregon'da(.) yiizden fazla-100 giin boyunca protestolar devam
etti, ki katilirsiniz, baris¢il protestolardan bahsediyoruz ama bunlarin ¢ogu siddet
eylemlerine, ayaklanmalara dondii. Sayin Baskan Yardimcisi(.), diyorsunuz Ki(.) sug
isleyen insanlar(...) mesul tutulmali. Benim sorum su: Demokrat aday olarak ve bu
aksamin Onceki saatlerinde Demokrat Partisimin adayr Demokrat Partisi'nin kendisi
oldugunu sdylediniz. Demokrat-Belediye Bagkani aradiniz mi? Portland'n ya da
Oregon'in-Demokrat valisini arayip sunu sdylediniz mi: "Bunu durdurmalisiniz. Ulusal
Mubhafizlar isin i¢ine sokmalisiniz. Nee:: gerekiyorsa yapin. Ama bu giinlerdir, aylardir
devam eden siddeti-durdurun.” dediniz mi?

Biden: Ben su anda herhangi bir kamusal pozisyonda bulunmuyorum. Eski bir baskan
yardimcistyim. Bunu ¢ok net bir sekilde ifade et-tim. Kamuya agik ifadelerimde, siddet

kesinliklee:: durdurulmalie:: ve hesap sorulmali. Bunu ¢ok defalarca sdyledim.
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Chris Wallace: Afedersiniz efendim(.). Daha once hi¢ bu liderleri aramadiginizi, yani
Portland'daki ve Oregon daki Demokrat liderleri(.) ve Ulusal Muhafizlar1 devreye sokun
ve 100 giindiir devam eden ayaklanmalar1 durdurun demediniz.

Biden: Aslinda sadece ise karismasalar daha kolay olur.

[[Trump]]: Gergekten mi ise karismak.

[[Biden]]: Bakin ¢ok ince bir nokta var.

[[Trump]]: Yani insanlar 6lsiin, gencecik bir insan sokak ortasinda vurdular onu. 3 giin,
3 giin, 3 giin i¢inde, Portland'da 3 giin i¢inde ve isin i¢ine soksalar hemen ¢oziiliirdii.
[[Biden]]: Bu arada(.) kendi eski sozciisii de sdyle bir sey soyledi: "Ayaklanmalar ve
kaos ve siddet onun davasini ilerletiyor. Biitiin olay bundan ibaret."

[[Trump]]: Ben-kimin sdyledigini bilmiyorum,

[[Biden]]: Ben biliyorum ama(.) Kellyanne Conway soyledi bunu.

[[Trump]]: Soylemedigine yemin edebilirim.

[[Biden]]: He, sunu sdyleyeyim(...). Kendisie:: su anda bunu yapmaya calisiyor. Siddeti
artirmaya calistyor. Isleri sakinlestirme derdi yok. Gidip insanlarla konusmak istemiyor.
Hadi hepimiz sakinleselim ve bu sorunu nasil ¢ézecegimizi diisiinelim demiyor. Onun
yerine n'aptyor? Giderek daha da fazla benzin dokiiyor yangina. Siirekli(.) eline gecen her
firsatta.

Chris Wallace: Peki bu-boliimii kapatacagim bir dakika s6z hakki veriyorum size Sayin
Baskan.

[[Trump]]: Bence-ben cevap vermek istiyorum ifadelerine.

Chris Wallace: Yok yok. Zaten uzundur-uzun siiredir laf arasina giriyorsunuz.
[[Trump]]: Cevap vermek istiyorum. Cevap verme hakkini olmali bence.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Istiyorsamz yer degistirelim. Cok hizli yapabiliriz. Ama ben
moderatorim.

[[Trump]]: Ulusal muhafizlar1 gondersek hemen ¢6ziiliirdii. Sorun olmazdi ama bunu
kabul etmek istemiyorlar. Onlar1 istemiyorlar orada.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Defalarca bagkan yardimcisini elestirdiniz. Spesifik olarak Antifa'y1
belirtmemek bagka bir solcu gurubu Antifa'ya belirtmemek i¢in. Bu aksam kendinize::
beyaz irk¢ilar ve milisleri(.) kinama konusunda bir taahhiit verebilir misiniz? Ve silahlari
birakma c¢agrisi yapar misiniz onlara. Siddeti arttirmamalart i¢in ¢agr1 yapar misiniz

onlara? Kenosha gibi sehirlerde ve Portland'da gordiigiimiiz gibi yerlerde.
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[[Trump]]: Tabii ki bunu yapabilirim. Sunu sdyleyebilirime:: ki benim gordigiim
neredeyse her sey sol taraftan geliyor, sagdan gelmiyor.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Ne diyorsunuz yani?

[[Trump]]: Ben her seyi yapmaya hazirim. Baris olsun yeter. her seyi yapmaya hazirim.
[[Biden]]: Hadi sOyleyin o zaman!

[[Trump]]: Ne-ne séylememi istiyorsunuz? Isim-isim verin. Ne diyeyim ne-ne diyeyim?
Kimi kinamamu istiyorsunuz? S6yleyin kinayayim. Tamam ¢ocuklar geride durun, geride
durun. Ama size sunu sdyleyecegim. Sunu sdyleyeyim. Birileri bir seyler yapmali Antifa
konusuna ve sol konusunda. Ciinkii bu bir sag kanat problemi degil, bu bir sol kanat
problemi, sol spektrumun problemi bu tamamen. Beyaz irk¢ilari(.) Antifa bir fikir. O bir
orgiit degil, bir milis degil.

[[Biden]]: Bu-onune:: su anda FBI direktoriiniin kendi s6zleri bunlar. [[Trump]]: Hayir,
hayir, hayir.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet efendim bir sonraki boliime gegiyoruz artik. Tamam.
[[Trump]]: Hayir, kabul etmiyorum. Bu-benim hiikiimetim bu fikri ortaya ¢ikartti. Hayr.
Hepimiz. (?)

[[Biden]]: Ne zaman dogruyu soyleyecek olsa hep kotii fikir deyip gegiyorsun. Higbir
fikrin yok neler olduguna dair.

[[Trump]]: An-ti-fa, tehlikeli, radikal bir grup.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, simdi Trump ve Biden(.) gegmisine konusacagiz. Bir soru
soracagim Sayin Bagkan-baskan. Bir baskan ikinci donemi i¢in tekrar se¢ime gittiginde
bir referandum olur(.) gegmisine iliskin. Baskan yardimcisi Biden, siz de(.) babanizin bir
ifadesini sdylediniz. Beni(.) tanriyla kiyaslamayin, beni(.) alternatif kiyaslayin demistiniz
ve siz de burada alternatif konumundasiniz(...). Peki ikinizin dee:: ge¢gmisine bakarak size
birtakim sorular soracagim. Neden se¢menler sizi baskan olarak se¢meli ve rakibinizi
secmemeli? Bu boliimdee:: bagskan Trump siz basliyorsunuz iki dakikaniz var.

Trump: Cun-kiie::(.) simdiye kadar hicbir hiikiimet ya da bas-kan(.) benim yaptigim
kadar icraat yapmadi gectigimiz iic bucuk yilda ve bue:: azil siirecine ragmen, azil
yalanina ragmen Hillary Clinton'la olanlar1 gordiiniiz. Biiyiik bir(.) orada kolpa dondii ve
biitlin bunlara rag-men iki kanattan ve arkamdan ve tepemden saldirdilar banae::. Hicbir
hiikiimet benim yaptigim kadar icraat yapamadi. Korona viriis gelmeden Once tarihin en

Iyi ekonomisi, en diisiik issizlik seviyeleri; her sey miikemmeldi, dort dortliktii. Bu
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sirada-bu sirada neredeyse birlik oluyordu. Insanlar beni ariyordu ilk defa, yillardan sonra
beni ariyorlardie:: ve artik zamani geldi diyorlardi. Sonra ne oldu? Simdi salgin geldi ama
yeniden toparliyoruz, yeniden insa ediyoruz. Ordumuzu yeniden insa ettik, uzay giiciinii
diisiiniin mesela ve diger unsurlarie::(.) ve(.) su anda gazilerin programlarint da
toparladik. Ug-y(iz-sekiz bin insan dldiie::. Saglik(.) sigortalar1 eksik oldugu i¢in. Sim-di
%91 onay oranimiz var(.). Gazilerimize sahip ¢ikiyoruz ar-tik. Ordumuzu yeniden insa
et-tik. Yaptigimiz isler-sunu sdyleyeyim-bazi insanlar-belki de en 6nemli unsur su:
Birinci dénemin sonunda(.) yaklasik(.) ti¢-yuz federal(.) ve temyiz mahkemelerine yargig
atamis olacagim ve ii¢ tane de yiiksek mahkeme adayim yiiksek mahkemede olacak. Bu
rekor kiran bir sey. Cok az insana nasip olmus bir seydir. Neden bu kadar yargiclar
Uzerine o-ugrastyorum biliyor musunuz? Ciinkii Bagkan Obama ve o, 128 yargi¢ birakti.
128 bos yargic koltugu birakti. Gorevden ayrilirken yargi¢ koltugunu bos birakmazsin.
Bu ¢ok basit bir seydir. 128 bos koltuk biraktilar ve ben eger onun partisinin bir iiyesi
olsaydim. Ciinkii farkli bir filozofileri var(.). Eger gidiyorsan, bizden ayrilacaksan 128
bos koltuk birakiyor-san, iyi bir bagkan olamazsin der-dim. lyi bir baskan yardimcisi
degilsin, derdim ama tesekkiir etmek istiyorum. Bu bize biiylik bir sans veriyor. Bu
saymin da lizerine ¢ikacak bu donemin sonunda tabii ki. 300 yargi¢! Rekor olacak. 300
yargic atayacagim.

Chris Wallace: Ikinizin de gegmislerini gdz &niinde tutarken neden secmenler sizi
baskan se¢meli ve Bagkan Trump't segmemeli? 2 dakikaniz var. Boliinme olmasin liitfen.
Biden: Sayin Baskan, giderek zayifliyoruz o baskanla birlikte. Daha fakir, daha boliinmiis
ve daha siddet egilimli oluyoruz. Ben baskan yardimcisi iken(.) bir(.) durgunluk
donemindeydik. Diizeltmemi istediler, diizelttik ve ona patlayan bir ekonomi biraktik.
Yiikselen bir ekonomi biraktik. Tekrardan durgunluga dondii ve daha zayif hale
geliyoruz. Isin ashi su ki ben Putin'le kars1 karsiya geldim ve onun davramslarmi kabul
etmeyecegini sdyledik. O-onun kdpegi oldu. Ha-la-ha-la Amerikali askerlerin kafasinda
para 6diilii oldugunu kabul edemiyor.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Bunu kabul etmiyorum. Hayir.

[[Biden]]: Ayrica benim oglum...

[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin baskan(.), kampanyaniz da kabul et-ti bunue:: iki tarafta 2
dakie::ka cevap verecek, boliinmeden,diye. Bunu kabul ettiniz. Sizin tarafiniz kabul etti.

Latfen kabul ettiginiz seye riayet edin.
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[[Biden]]: Asla s6zunu tutmuyor ki, ASLA s6zini tutmuyor. ASLA.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Liitfen, bu pekistirme sorusuydu.

[[Biden]]: 30 saniye-

[[Chris Wallace]]: 30 saniye buyrun.

[[Biden]]: Ugtincii olarak(.) fakiriz. Milyarderler cok daha zenginlesti, daha refah katlara-
refalarina. 300 400 milyar daha fazla para kazandilar salginin basindan beri. Siz evde
oturan Amerikalilar(.), para kaybettiniz. Artik basiniz daha da cok belada. Siddet
konusundaysa biz-bizim hiikiimetimiz gorevdeyken siddet yiizde 50 daha azdi ABD'de
bugiline kiyasla. Su anda ABD bagkani o ve bu onun sorumlulugunda ve(.) daha
boliinmiisliikk konusunda da bu iilke boliinmiis kalamaz. Bu kadar boliinmiis olamayiz.
Oglumun(.) lafi agildi. Ordudan bahsetme bi¢imin onlarin ezik oldugundan bahsettin daha
oncee:: ve ezik-ezik olduklarmi sdyledin. Benim oglum Irak'taydi. Bir yil harcadi
orada(...) ve orada(.) madalyalar kazandi. Bir ezik degile::di, bir vatanseverdi ve orada
geride kalan insanlar da kahramanlardi. Bu yiizden senden nefret ediyorum(...) ve oglum
hakkinda konusma bi¢imini tasvip etmiyorum. Hunt-

[[Trump]]: Hunter ordudan kovuldu. Ve gercekten de rezil riisva edildi kovulurken(.) ve
151 glicli de yoktu sen baskan yardimcisi olana kadar(.) ve kendisi bir servet kazandi
Ukrayna'da, Cin'-de(.), Moskova'da.

[[Biden]]: Bunlar yalan, bunlar yalan(.). Benim oglum, benim oglum.

[[Trump]]: Isi giicii de yoktu he.

[[Biden]]: Benim oglum, tipk: bir siirii insan gibie:: evde tanidigim bir siirli insan gibi,
uyusturucu problemi yasayan insanlari-uyusturucu problemleri yasadi. Atlatti. Bunun
tizerinde ¢alistyor ve onunla gurur duyuyorum. Onunla gurur duyuyorum. Oglumla gurur
duyuyorum(.) ve-ve bu tamamen, tamamen yalandir, baska hicbir sey degildir.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, bu konuda zaten konustuk daha énce. Amerikan halki su anda
daha 6nemli meselelere konsantre olmak istiyor. Moderator olarak efendim, lttfen-
[[Trump]]: Ug-buguk milyon-dolardan bahsediyoruz Moskova'ya giden. Bu-Hunter'in 3
buguk milyon dolar1 nereden kazandi?

[[Biden]]: Evet(.), Mitt Romney bunu sdyledie::. Yani(.) vergi veren insanlarin parasini
caliyor siyasi sebepler yliziinden.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Ben iklim degisikliginden konusmak istiyorum.

[[Biden]]: Ben de.
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[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet. Orman yanginlar1 Bati'da devam ediyor ha-la. Milyone::larca
hektar alan yandi bitti, kiil oldu. Yiiz binlerce insan(.) evsiz barksiz kaldi. Oradaki eyalet
yetkilileri iklim degisikligini su¢luyor Sayin Baskan. Siz de diyorsunuz ki bence bilimin
bu islerden haberi yok. 4 yil icine::de ABD'yi Paris iklim Anlatsmasi'ndan cektiniz.
Birgok(.) Obama(.) cevre(.) calismalarmi geri cevirdiniz(.). Iklim degisikliginin
arkasindaki bilim hakkinda neye inaniyorsunuz ve n'apacaksiniz oniimiizdeki 4 yilda
bununla mucadele etmek igin.

Trump: Ben(.), tertemiz bir su ve hava istiyorum. Tertemiz hava istiyorum. Su anda en
az karbon emisyonlart olan donem. Sayilarimiz bakarsan eger(.), miithis bir is
¢ikartyoruz(.). Ama islerimi yok etmedim. Isler su anda devredisi degile::. Eger Paris
Antlasmasi'na bakarsan bu bir felaketti bizim agimizdan ve insanlar aslinda ¢ok mutlu
benim yaptigim sey yiiziinden. Clinkii islerimiz ¢ok iyi durume::da. Yanginlar konusunda
ise sunu soyleyebilirim. Orman ydnetimi lazim her seyin disinda. Orman yerlileri(.)
bir¢ok agacla, 6lii agacla dolu yillardir orda duran ve ¢ok hizli kibrit gibi yantyorlar. Bir
sigara diisiirsen biitiin orman yaniyor(.). O ylizden orman yonetimi-isin anahtari.

Chris Wallace: Peki siz neye inantyorsunuz bilim konusunda, iklim degisikliginin bilimi
konusunda, efendim?

Trump: Bence(.) elimizden gelen her seyi yapmaliyiz. Temiz bir-hava ve suyumuz
olmasi i¢in ve elimizden gelen kalan her seyi de yapmaliyiz. Bir milyar agag ekiyoruz su
anda. Milyar Aga¢ projemiz var.

Chris Wallace: Insan(.) kirliliginin(.), sera gazlari(.) saliniminin kiiresel(.) 1stnmaya etki
ettigini diistinliyor musunuz?

Trump: Evet, evet. Bi-bir asamaya kadar, evet. Ama sunu da diisiinityorum. Bence daha
1yl orman ydnetimi(.) gerekiyor. Her yil(.), telefon geliyor California yaniyor diye. Her
yil ayni sey(.). Eger bu orman temizlene::mise:: olsa, eger orman yonetimi diizgiin
yapilsa, iyi orman ydnetimi olsa bodyle telefonlar almayacagim. Avrupa'da orman
sehirlerini birakiyorlar, orman sehirleri diyor onlara ve ormanlarma sahip c¢ikiyorlar
dogru diizgiin bir sekilde. Ben, biyik bir tlkenin lideriyleydim ve bir orman tlkesi dedi
ki efendim bizde 6yle agaclar var kie:: ¢ok daha kolay alev aliyor California'ya kiyasla.
Bu kadar sorun olmamali. Vali ile konustum bu konuyu. Cok iyi anlasiyorum valisiyle
California'nin ama bir durumda, bir noktada her yile:: ylizbinlerce h-hektar yanmamali

sanki. Yanip kiil olmamali. Bu yaniyor ¢iinkii orman yonetimi eksik.
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Chris Wallace: Peki iklim degisikligi bilimine inaniyorsaniz efendim(.), neden Obama
doneminde yapilan(.) temiz(.) giic planini, karbon emisyonlarini sinirlayan plani geri
cektiniz?

Trump: Ciinkiie:: enerji fiyatlarinie:: tavanlar asacak kadar yiikseltiyordu.

Chris Wallace: Neden su anda(.) petrol ve sabunlari arttiracak ekonomik yatirimlar
yapiyorsunuz?

Trump: CUnki arabalar ¢ok dahae:: az pahali ve ¢ok daha giivene::li ve kiigiiciik bir
farktan bahsediyorsunuz. O fark karsisinda neler olacak arabanin fiyati ylize::linden ene::
az iki kat ii¢ kat daha fazla araba satin alinmasi olacak. Eski araglar var orada 10 12 yillik.
Eger bunu yaparsak arabalar daha guvenli olurdu, ¢ok daha ucuz olurdu(.).

[[Chris Wallace]]: California'da bunu-bunu hi¢ umursamiyorlar.

[[Trump]]: Arabalar piyasadan ¢ek-¢ekmeliyiz ki insanlar arabay1 satin alabilsin yeni
arabalar1. Bu sirada bunun da nasil isledigini gorecegiz. Bir siirli insan bana katiliyor, bir
siirii insan bana katiliyor. Arabalar o kadar pahalilast1 ki. Clinkii her yerde bilgisayarlar
var artik. Ekstra(.) kiigiik(.) benzin i¢in bile fazladan bilgisayar aliyorlar. Ben-ben elektrik
arabalara da bakayim, hibritlere de bakayim ¢iinkii bir¢ok tesvik veriyoruz bunlar i¢in
ama Kalifornia olan sey ¢ilginca.

Chris Wallace: Baskan Yardimcisi Biden(.), cevap vermenizi istiyorum Bagkan'in iklim
degisikligi gecmisine iliskin ama bir sorum da var size endiselerle ilgili. 2 trilyon dolarlik
Yesil(.) Is yatirmmini énerdiniz yeni limitlerden bahsettiniz. Ozellikle de kaya petrolii
cikariminda ve fosil yakitlar1 kullaniminda elektrik ¢ikarilmasi i¢in 2035'e kadare:: ve
sifir net salinim i¢in 2050'ye kadar. Say1-Saym Bagkan bunlarin ¢ogunue::n ekonomiyi
batiracagini ve milyonlarca is kaybedecegini sOyliiyor.

Biden: Kesine::likle yaniliyor(.) bir kere, yamiliyor. ikinci olarak eger hiikumetimizin
donemindeki(.) yesil projelere gelecek olure::sak yenilenebilir enerji fiyatin1 ¢cok daha
ucuzlattik ve neredeysee:: dogalgaz ve(.) komiir kadar ucuzladi-ucuzlattik. Kimse
Amerika'da komur-ya da(.) dogalgaz ya da petrol sirketi yapmak istemeyecek. Herkes
yenilenebilir enerjiye donmek isteyecek. Aye::rica Federal Filo'ya alip onu(.) elektrik(.)
araclarla-elektrikli araglarla igsleyen bir filo haline getirmek istiyoruz. Besyiize::bine:: sarj
istasyonu kuracagiz biitiin otoyollarda, yeni otogarda da-otoyollarda da bunu
kullanacagiz. Ekonomiyi yeniden insa ettigimizde Oyle bir firsat verecek ki bize 4

milyar(.) binanin dogru iklimsellelestirilebildiginden emin olacagiz. Bdylece ¢ok daha az
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salinim ve petrol harcayacaklar ki 1s1 kayb1 olmasin. O kadar ¢ok yapabilecegimiz sey var
ki su anda binlerce is yaratmak i¢in(.) net sifire:: karbon salimmina enerji Uretimi-
anlaminda 2035'de varabiliriz(.) ve bu insanlara is kaybettirmeye birakadursun, daha
fazla ig yaratacak. Milyonlarca iyi 6deyen is kazandiracak, saatte 50 dolar, 15 dolar degil
ve daha fazla(.) maas verecek ve altyapilar yesillestirdikce daha iyilesecek. Ilk
yapacagim sey Paris iklim Antlasmasi'na geri katilmak olacak. Paris Antlasmasi'na geri
katilacagim ciinkii biz oradan ¢ikinca bakin ne oluyor. Hepsi(.) pargaland1 gitti(.) ve(.)
hicbir iligkisi olmayan biriyle konusun, dis politikayla alakasi olmayan biriyle.
Brezilya'daki orman-yagmur ormanlari yok oluyor, yakiliyor(.) Karbon daha fazla oya-O
yagmur ormanlarinin tuttugu karbon ABD'de salinan karbondan ¢ok daha fazla. Bu
konuda bir sey yapmak yerine(.) ben onlar1 toplayip(.) diinya iilkelerindeki liderleri
toplay1ip alin size 20 milyar dolar, yeter ki(.) ormanlarinizi yakip yikmay1 birakin. Bunu
yapmiyorsaniz, o zaman, bunun karsiliginda, ekonomik sonuglara katlanmak zorunda
olacaksiniz(.), derdim.

Chris Wallace: Peki Bagkan Trump'in argliimanina ne diyorsunuz? Yani arada bir dengeli
olmal1 diyore::. Cevreci ¢ikarlarla ekonomik ¢ikarlar arasinda bir denge kurmaliy1z diyor
ve kendi ¢izgisinde burada ¢izdi.

Biden: O, ¢izgi falan ¢izmedi hala mesela(.)-diyor ki metan bir sorun degil, diyor, metan
gazi i¢in. Daha fazla metan olabilir, sorun olmaz diyor. Metan dan bahsediyoruz. Yani bu
Oyle bir adam kie:: belli standartlara ihtiyacimiz yok arabalar i¢in, diyen birisi(.) ve isin
asli su-isin aslt su ki hepsi dogru.

[[Trump]]: Hayir. Yeni yesil anlasmadan basliyor, 2 milyar degil, 20 milyar degil. Yalan
sOyliiyor. 100 trilyon dolar. Yani biitlin binalar1 s6kmek istiyorlar, yikmak istiyorlar,
binalar1 yeniden yapmak istiyorlar(.) ve ucaklari komisyondan c¢ikaracaklar, araba
sistemleri devreden ¢ikacak. Inekleri de gdndermek istiyorlar hatta. Bu da dogru degil
degil mi yani? Inekleri de géndermek istemiyorsunuz. 100 trilyon dolar. Bu o kadar para
ki iilkemizin tiretebileceginden, yiiz yilda iilkemizin kazanacagindan daha fazla para.
[[Trump]]: Evet, yok ediyore:: kendisi de.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, Sayin Baskan. Aslinda planimmizi inceledime::. Bagskan
yardimcisi ve 4 milyon binay1 iksim-iklimselleslestirmeyi igeriyor 4 yil i¢inde. Bir buguk

milyon(.) enerji verimli ev yapmay1 planliyor. Yani soru suraya geliyor aslinda bagkanin
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dedigi gibi(.). Bence bagkani destekleyen insanlar s0yle diyebilir ki bu bayagi paraya mal
olacak herhalde ve ekonomiye zarar verecek.

Biden: Bu binlerce is yaratacak, milyonlarca is yaratacak, iyi ¢denekli isler yaratacak.
Hayir, bunu-bunu yapmay1 bilemezler(..). Isin asli su ki milyonlarca iyi ddeyen is
cikartacak bu vee:: vergi tesvikleri yapacagiz iksimsel-iklimsellestirmek icin(.). Boylece
ekonomi ¢ok daha giivende olacak. Simdi ne kadar 6dedigimizi disiiniin(.) bu
kasirgalarla ugrasirken(.) ve kendisie:: (.) bir niikleer bomba atalim, kasirgalar gider falan
dedi.

[[Trump]]: Oyle bir sey demedim. Oyle bir sey yok. Uydurma.

[[Biden]]: isin ashi su: (..) Oyle bir pozisyonda olacagiz kie:: (..), cok(.) iyie:: ve iyi
Odeyen isler yaratabilecegiz. Cevrenin temiz oldugundan emin olacagiz ve hepimiz ¢ok
daha iyi durumda olacagiz. Milyarlarca dolar harciyoruz. Milyarlarca dolar harciyoruz.
Su baskinlarina, kasirgalara, yiikselen deniz seviyelerine cidden sorun, biiyiik bir sorun
altindayiz. Orta Bati’da neler oluyor baksaniza. Firtinalar geliyor koca koca(.) sehirleri
ve ilgeleri yok ediyor Iowa'da. Eskiden bdyle bir sey gérmiiyorduk ama(.) kiiresel
isinmadan oluyor bu. Yiizde-diinyanin sorununun yiizde on besi bizden g¢ikiyor(.).
Diinyanin(.) kalanmi1 da ikna etmeliyiz. Bu ylzden Paris Iklim Antlasmasi’na geri
katilmak mecburiyetindeyiz.

[[Trump]]: Evet peki neden kirk yedi yildir bunu yapmiyorsun? Bagkan yardimcistydin.
Cin(.), gercekten(.) birgok(.) salinim yapiyor. Hindistan, Rusya hepsi yapiyor. Bizim iyi
olmamiz gerekiyor dyle mi? Bu sirada birkag¢ agiklamasi var. Yeni Yesil Anlagsma yiiz
trilyon dolarlik bir anlagsma-

[[Biden]]: Benim planim degil o. Benim planim degil o(.).Benim planim degil o.
[[Trump]]: Yeniden yapmak istiyorlar.

[[Biden]]: Onun sdyledigi seylerin hicbiri dogru degil. EGER, EGER(.) ordu ile ilgili-
[[Trump]]: Ordu ile ilgili bir sey sdyledigimi séyledi. O ve arkadaslar1 uydurma
konustular onu uydurdular ve devam ettiler. Ben Oyle bir sey sOylemedim. Asla
soylemedim.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Baska bir boliime gegecegiz simdi.

[[Trump]]: Baskan Yardimcisi bana aptal geri zekalilar dedi. Kendi sozleri, kendi

sOzleri, aptal geri zekalilar dedi, kendi sozleri.
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[[Chris Wallace]]: Liitfen, efendim durun. Durun efendim(.). Evet, buyurun baskan
yardimcisi. Buyurun(..). Evet, son soruya cevap verin.

Biden: Son soru su kie::... Soyledigi her seyi hatirlayamiyorum. Kusura bakmayin.
Chris Wallace: Ben de kendim sorun yasiyorum(..), ekonomi konusundae:: vee:: (.)
maliyetler konusunda. Evet, yani Yeni Yesil Antlasmae:: ve sizin ¢evre anlagmaniz
vesaire-

Biden: Yeni Yesil Antlasmae:: (.) kendi kendini amorti edecek ilerledigimiz siiregte.
Yeni(.) enerji merkezleri yapmayacagiz(.) salinim yapan.

Chris Wallace: Siz destekliyor musunuz peki yeni-anlasma?

Biden: Hayir, desteklemiyorum.

[[Trump]]: Desteklemiyor musun? Cok blyuk bir ifade bue::, radikal sol ne oldu? O-
gitti artik radikal sol.

Biden: Ben Biden Plani’n1 destekliyorum. Kendi yazdigim plani destekliyorum, Biden
Plani’ni(.) ve(.) bu(.) onun(.) radikal Yeni Yesil Antlasma dediginden farkl bir plan.
Chris Wallace: Evet, son kisma geldik(.). Sec¢im(.) biitiinliigii, bu aksam
bulustugumuzda milyonlarca Amerikali(.) uzaktan oy vermek icin ya da erkenden oy
kullanmak icin(.) harekete geciyor. Ne kadar glvende hissetmeliyiz bu secimin adil
olacagi konusunda(.) vee:: (.) neler yapmaya hazirsiniz, dniimiizdeki bes-yaklasik-bes
haftada. Ciinkii sadece se¢im giinii dahil degil. Ondan sonra(.) oy pusulalarinin sayilmasi
da var se¢im gilinlinden sonra. Neler yapmaya hazirsiniz Amerikan halkina (.) bir sonraki
baskanmin(.) mesru kazanan oldugunu garanti etmek i¢in? Bu son kisimda Saymn
Bagkan Yardimcisi siz basliyorsunuz.

Biden: Evet, I-owa-vote.com’a (Source: IWillVote.com) gidin liitfen. Orada insanlar ne
zaman, nasil oy vereceklerini secebiliyorlar. Hangi bicimde oy verebileceklerini
seciyorlar(.). Tamamen(.) Yurt i¢i Glivenlik Bakanligie:: ve FBI Bakanliginin ifadeleri.
Uzaktan oy pusulalarinin(.) bir manipiilasyon ya da hirsizlik(.) durumunda
kullanilamayacagini sdyliiyorlar. Milyonlarca insan Corona virlis yuzunden uzaktan oy
kullanacak, posta yoluyla(.) oy kullanacak. O da dyle yapiyor bu sirada. Kendisi de bir
masanin arkasinda oturuyor ve Florida’ya gonderiyor oy pusulasini. ikinci olarak; bu, su
anda o-bireysel olarak oy kullanmak insiyanlarin da kullanabilecegini-kullanabilmesini
saglayacagiz, sosyal mesafeye riayet edecekleri sekilde. Biitiin(.) sandiklar vaktinde

acilacak ve oylar sayilana kadar da agik kalacak. Bunlarin hepsi insanlari(.) oy vermekten
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uzaklagtirmak i¢in. Ciinkii insanlar1 korkutmaya calisiyor, tellallik yapiyor, mesru
olmayacagina gore. Gidin ve oy kullanin. Siz(.) bu secimin(.) sonucunu belirleyeceksiniz.
Oy kullanin, oy kullanin, oy kullanin. Eger erken oy verebiliyorsaniz erken oy verin.
Eger bireysel olarak oy vermek istiyorsaniz gidin oy kullanin sandikta. Siz nasil iyi
hissediyorsaniz onu yapim. Cilinkii o sizi durduramaz. Bunu unutmayin. Bu se¢imin(.)
sonucunu belirlemek size diisliyor, oylarin sayilmasi konusunda ve hepsini sayil-
sayllmasindan sonra kabul edilip edilmeyecegi konusunda. Eger ben kazanirsam kabul
edecegim(.). Kaybedersem de kabul edecegim. Bu sirada(.), eger(.) kendisi su anda(.)
kazanip(.) kabul edip etmeyeceginden emin degilse onemli degil. Onemli degil, ciinkii
oylar1 alirsak her sey karisacak(.) ve kalamaz giigte igler karisirsa. Boyle bir sey
olmayacak, merak etmeyin. O yiizden gidin oy kullanin ve emin olun(.) iyice
anladiginizda. Bu sizin kontroliiniizde, se¢imin sonucunu belirlemek sizin kontroliiniizde,
ontimiizdeki dort yil bu iilke neye benzeyecek siz segeceksiniz. Dort yil sonra bu yalanlari
da duymak istiyor musunuz hala?

Chris Wallace: Sayin Baskan. Iki dakikaniz var.

Trump: Joe’yu dinlerken(.) 6zellikle de bir gii¢ transferi konusunda, dyle bir sey olmad:
ben kazandigimda. Ben de o se¢imi kazandim ve bakarsan(.) bozuk Hillary Clinton’a ve
diger tiim insanlara baktiginizda dyle bir gecis, transfer olmadi. Devir teslim olmadi.
Benim pesimden geldiler, darbe yapmaya ¢alistilar(.) ve (.) benim kampanyama casusluk
yaptilar. Kazandigim giinden bagladilar. Hatta oncesinden basladilar, daha asansorden
inerken First Lady ile. Ilk-ilk duyurdugumda(.) biiyiik bir rezaletlerdi. Ulkemizin yiiz
karasilar ve onlar1 yakaladik. Hepsini yakaladik, hepsini yakaladik. Hepsi kayit altinda.
Bu sirada(.) bu(.) Logan(.) Yasasi icin(.) General Flynn’e (eng)-General Flynn'e kars1
fikri sen verdin. Ciinkii seni de yakaladik bir anlamda. Bagkan Obama ofisteyken
biliyordu bunu. O yiizden sakin bana bundan bahsetme. Devir teslim toreninden konugma.
Pusulalar konusunda ise ortalik bir felaket(..). Normalde istenilen(.), bilinen bir(.) pusula,
tamam(.). Sen istiyorsun, onlar sana yolluyor. Veriyorsun, geri goénderiyorsun. Ben bunu
yaptim. Ama eger istenmeyen bir(.) pusula varsa milyonlarca pusula sormadan edilmeden
gonderiliyor. Yolsuzluk var, onlar1 derelerde buluyorlar. Trump ismi tizerlerinde olanlari
copte buluyorlar gecen glin. Coplerin icinde buluyorlar ve her tarafa gonderiyorlar
onlarie::. Iki tanesini Demokrat bolgelere yolladilar. Binlerce pusula yolladirlar. Herkes

ikiser pusula aldi. Bu biiyiik bir hile olacak. Esi benzeri goriilmemis bir hile olacak ve
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3(.) Kasim'da izlerken kimin kazandigini bilmek de ¢ok giizel bir sey. Bence iyi yapacagiz
biz, iyi gidecegiz. Ciinkii insanlar benim hiikiimetimden ¢ok memnun. Ama biliyor
musunuz? Bilemeyiz. Aylarca sonuglar1 bilemeyebiliriz ¢linkii bu pusulalar her tarafa
dagilacak. Mesela Manhattan'da ne olduguna bakin(.), New Jersey’de ne olduguna bakin.
Virginia'da ne olduguna bakin bu diger bdlgelerde. Onlar yiizde iki, ylizde bir
kaybetmiyorlar. Bu sirada bu ¢ok fazla yani, secim(.) bununla kaybedilebilir. Yzde otuz,
yiizde kirk kaybediyorlar. Diisiinebiliyor musunuz? Biiyiik bir hile var ve ¢ok yazik, cok
ay1p. Diisiinebiliyor musunuz? Bir dee:: gidip pusulanizin novemb-(eng)Kasim’in onuna
kadar gondermelisiniz diyorlar. Yani bu bir hafta, secimden sonraki bir haftaki-bir
haftalik siiregte hala oy verebilirsiniz demek oluyor. Bununla ilgili agiklamalar yaptik.
Hepsi Demokratlar tarafindan yonetilen(.) bolgelerde yasaniyor bu olaylar bu sirada.
[[Chris Wallace]]: Sayin Bagkan, Sayin Bagkan. Devam edebileceksiniz(..). Aylardir(.)
uzaktan oy kullanmanin bir felaket olacagini soylilyorsunuz, hileli oldugunu
sOyliiyorsunuz. Yolsuzluga sebep olacagini soyliiyorsunuz ancak iki bin on sekizde, son
ara secimlerde, otuz bir milyon insan bu bi¢cimde oy kullandi(..) post yoluyla. Bu(.)
toplam(.) se¢menlerin bir ¢eyregi ediyordu(..). Simdi milyonlarca insan da ayni
bigimde(.) gonderildi oy pusulasi. Bu konuda ne yapacaksmiz(.) ve(.) ve(.) Yiksek
Mahkeme’ye ne kadar giiveniyorsunuz, ozellikle de yargi¢ Barrett’a? Burada cikacak
sorunlar ¢6zme konusu ne kadar gliveniyorsunuz?

Trump: Bence pusulalara bakmalar1 lazim. Yani umarim ihtiyacimiz olmaz(.) se¢im
konusunda ama pusulalar konusunda bence evet, Yiiksek Mahkeme’ye gidecek bu is.
Clinkii inanilmaz seyler oluyor. Bugiin bir sey okudum(.) yanie:: 11 o pusulalarin, iki bin
on sekizdeki pusulalarin en az yiizde biri gegersiz sayilmig. Onlar1 alip begenmiyoruz,

begenmiyoruz diye gegmisler. Cope atmislar. Milyonlarca oy(.) pusulasi gidiyor su anda.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Eger istenilen(.) bir(.) pusulaysa tamam. Ya da gidip bir-direkt oy
verirseniz tamam. Milyonlarca insan-

Trump: Gidip oy kullanacaksiniz o zaman(.) eskiden yaptiklari gibi(.) Ya(..) ya gidip(.)
kendi(.) pusulaniz1 isteyeceksiniz, size gonderecekler. Siz geri gondereceksiniz(.). Bir
siirii postaci var goriiyor musunuz? Liitfen bir Bat1 Virginia’ya bakin. Insanlar oy pusulasi
satiyor, postacilar. Onlar1 nehirlere dokiiyorlar. Bu iilkemiz i¢in rezalet bir sey, korkung

bir sey.
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[[Biden]]: Boyle bir sey yok. Bunun higbir kanitlanmis bir sey degil bu(.). Asla
kanitlanmamus.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Baskan Yardimcisi(.), litfen.

Biden: Oy-posta yoluyla oy kullanma(.) gectigimiz on yildir olan bir sey. iki tane(.)
Cumhuriyetci eyalette de var bu. Istemene de gerek yok pusulay, génderiyorlar direkt
sana. Evine gonderiyorlar kiitiigiinden(.). Soylemeye calistiklar1 sey su(.): Bir(.) marka
olmali tizerinde(.) eger belli bir sireye kadar yedinci-sekizi-yedisi sekizine kadar
gelmezse yine de sayilmali diyorlar posta gecikebilecegi i¢cin. O bu yilizden oylarin
sayillmasindan korkuyor.

[[Trump]]: Yalan sdyluyorsun. Yalan soyluyorsun.

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, Bagkan Yardimcis1 Biden, devam etmek istiyorum. Liitfen,
litfen. Affedersiniz. Baskan Yardimcis1 Biden(.), bugiin yasanan-yillardir yasanan en
biiylik sorun(.) uzaktan oy kullanmayla ilgili(.) hile olmadigi... Tarihsel olarak asil
sorun(..) biiylik, yiizbinlerce(.) pusulanin(.) ¢ope atilmasi olmadigr. Ciinkii dogru bir
sekilde doldurulmamislardi ya da baska uygunsuzluklar, usulsiizliikler vardi. Bununla
ilgilie:: () sorum su: Endiseniz nedir? Yiksek(.) Mahkeme ve Yargic Barrett(.) bu
konudaki tartismayi tarafsiz bir sekilde dindirebilir mi?

Biden: Bence, herhangi bir mahkeme bu tartismay1 bitiremez(.). Eger(.) bir(.) pusulay1
aldiginiz zaman, doldurdugunuz zaman(.) ¢ok net bir sekilde(.) bir(.) taniga ihtiyaciniz
var. Bu benim demezse birie:: (.) eger(.) net bir sekilde bunun sizin oldugunuzu
belirtemezsiniz(..). O oyun sayilmasi igin yeterli olmaz. Biri hata-baska biri hata yaptigi
icin sayillmaz pusulaniz ve dogru bir sekilde olmaz. Kimin i¢in oy verdikleri, taniklik,
kimin i¢in oy verdiklerini belirtmeleri, sizin oldugunuzu sdéyleyin. Bu tamamen mesrudur
0 Zzaman-

[[Trump]]: Affedersiniz(..), milyonlarca oy pusulasi(.) var. Tikiyorlar sistemi. Siz de
biliyorsunuz miimkiin olmadigini ve ¢oktan, coktan bu olay1 sikintil-

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, beyler, liitfen. Liitfen, litfen, Litfen, litfen...

Trump: Ek seksen milyon pusulam.

Chris Wallace: Konusabiliriz. Sekiz eyalette(..) se¢im ¢alisanlart su anda hukuk
tarafindan yasaklaniyore::. Islemeye bile baslayamiyorlar pusulalari. Daha-daha
zarflarindan bile ¢ikaramiyorlar su anda. Dizemiyorlar(.) se¢im giiniine kadar. Bu demek

oluyor ki muhtemelen(.) ¢linkii secmen sayisinda biiyiik bir artis var 6zellikle de uzaktan
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oy anlaminda. Se¢im gecesinde kimin kazandigini 6grenemeyebiliriz. Giinler siirebilir,
haftalar sirebilir hatta aylar bile siirebilir(..). Yeni bagkan1 belirleyemeyebiliriz bir siire.
Once siz Sayin Baskan ve sonra da son olarak Baskan Yardimcisi, umarim ikiniz de
birbirinizi bolmezsinize::(.). Destekgilerinize(.) sakinlik mesaj1 verir misiniz bu uzayan
siirede? Ve herhangi bir sivil itaatsizlige girismemeleri konusunda ve bu aksam bir
taahhit verebilir misiniz(..) biitiin(.) se¢imler bagimsiz olarak onaylanana kadar zafer ilan
etmeyeceginize.

Trump: Ben destek¢ilerime ¢agri yapiyorum zaten. Gidin, sandikta(.) oy(.) verin ve ¢ok
dikkatli izleyin(.). Ciinkii olmas1 gereken bu. Onlara ¢agrim budur. Senin de bildigin gibi
blyiik bir sorun var bugiin. Philadelphia’da(.) gidip izlemek istediler. Bunlara sandik
izleyicileri diyor. Cok basit, ¢ok masum bir sey. Kovuldular! izlemelerine miisaade
edilmedi. Neden biliyor musunuz? Ciinkii kotii seyler oluyor Philadelphia’da(.). Cok kotii
seyler oluyor ve ben(.) bu ¢agriy1 yapiyorum kendi-kendi destekgilerime. Umarim adil
bir se¢cim olur. Eger adil olursa yiizde yiiz okeyim. Ama eger on binlerce(.) pusulanin
maniplile edildigini goriirsem bunu kabul etmem miimkiin olmaz. Sunu da sdyleyeyim,
sunu da sdyleyeyim. Cok mantikli bir sey bu, genel gecer bir kural. O zaman hileli bir
secim, hileli demektir bu. Seksen milyon pusula(..). Bu insanlarin bunu yapabilecek
kapasitesi yok bir kere. Ayrica da hile yapiyorlar. Hile yapiyorlar(..). Pusulalari(.) bir
¢cOp kutusunda buldular ii¢ giin oncee::(.) ve hepsinde de, askeri pusulalardi bunlar,
hepsinde de Trump yaziyordu(.). Bu iyi mi sizce?

Chris Wallace: Evet, son soru sizde(.) Baskan Yardimcisi Biden. Siz destekg¢ilerinize(.)
sakin olma ¢agris1 yapacak misimiz oylar sayilirken? Vee:: ilk giinden zafer ilan
etmemeye sOz veriyor musunuz bagimsiz bir sekilde se¢im(.) onaylanana kadar?

Biden: Evet(.), ve isin asli su: Senin de bahsettigin gibi pusulalar1 sayacagiz. Bazi
eyaletlerdeki pusulalar(.) se¢im giinline kadar acilamiyor bile hukuk geregi. Binlerce
pusulanin sayilmasi(.) biraz zaman alacak. Bu sirada ordu-ordumuz da oy kullaniyor.
Onlar da uzaktan postayla oy kullantyordu i¢ savasin sonundan bile (.) beri ve olacak sey
de bu. Peki, neden onlar icin bu(.) hileli gelmedi? Ayni siire¢ aslinda bir farki yok(.).
Gayet de durdst bir siireg(.). Kimsee:: (.) burada bir hileli-hile olacagini sdylemedi(.)
uzaktan posta-posta yoluyla oy kullanma konusunda. Hileli bir siire¢ oldugunu
sOylemiyor.

[[Trump]]: Coktan kanitlandi. Coktan kanitlandi.

175



[[Chris Wallace]]: Sizin firsatiniz vardi konusmak i¢in Sayin Bagkan. Liitfen(.), evet
Baskan Yardimcisi Biden...

Biden: Ne bahsettiginden haberi yok. Konustugu seylerden haberi yok(.). Isin asl su ki
ben bunu kabul edecegim. O da kabul etmek zorunda ¢linki(..). Kazanan bir kere ilan
edildikten sonra, biitiin(.) pusulalar sayildiktan, biitiin oylar sayildiktan sonra is bitecek
orada. Is bitecek orada. Eger ben olursam o(.) ¢ok iyi. Eger ben degilsem(.) o zaman(.)
sonucu desteklerim ve ben bir(.) baskan oldugumda sadece Demokratlar i¢in degil hem
Demokratlar hem Cumbhuriyetciler i¢in bagkan olacagim ve bu adam-bu adam...

[[Chris Wallace]]: Evet, beyler. Beyler! Sonunu(.) getirelim mi? Bu miinazarayi
bitirelim. Evet, burada b-bitirecegiz(.). Devami1 sonra gelecek. Birkag tane daha
miinazaramiz olacak(.). Saymn(.) Baskan(.), Baskan Yardimcis1 Biden(.), bir bucuk
saatimiz ¢ok ilging gecti. Cok sag olun(.) katildiginiz i¢in(..). U¢ miinazaradan ilkindee::
katildiginiz igin sag olun ve Western Reserve Universitesi’ne ¢ok tesekkiir ederize:: (.)
bu(.) geceyi organize ettigi i¢in. Bir sonraki(.) komis-baskanlik miinazaralari komisyonu
tarafindan(.) fonlanacak miinazara bir hafta sonra olacak Utah Universitesinde, Salt Lake
City’de. Orada da iki baskan yardimcisi adaylar1 Mike Pence ve Kamala Harris karsi
karstya gelecek dogu saatiyle dokuzda, aksam dokuzda. Liitfen izlersiniz. O zamana

kadar, ¢ok tesekkiir katildiginiz i¢in ve 1y1 aksamlar.

176



Transcript of the Interpretation of the Second Presidential Debate in NO2
Interpreter 3: All participants

Biden: Kirmiz1 da olsa mavi de olsa(.), polis de olsa ilkyardim da olsa, 6gretmenler de
olsa(.) biitcelerini dengelemek zorunda(.) ve kurucularimiz ¢ok akilliydi(.), bu ylizden
federal hiikiimeti ona gore ayarladilar. Amerika Birlesik Devletlerime gore biitge
ayarladilar.

Welker: Asgari iicreti konusmak istiyorum Sayin Baskan Yardimcisie::. Kiiciik
isletmelerin ¢ok sorun yasadigini konusuyoruz, isletme sahipleri zor durume::da. Sizce
su anda(.) asgari iicreti artirmak normal mi? Siz 15 Dolar yapmak istiyorsunuz saatlik
tcretie::.

Biden: Evet, ¢iinkii yapmamiz gereken seylerden biri(.). Once onlar1 kurtarmaliyiz.
Onlar1 kurtarmaliyiz, hemen! Bu kiigiik isletmeleri kurtarmaliyiz, altida biri su anda iflas
ediyor ve geri gelemeyecekler(.). Bir paket gecirdik, bu paket sayesindee:: direkt(.) para
kiigiik isletmelere gidebiliyor; 6zellikle onlar1 organize etme konusunda, sirketlerini agik
tutma konusunda. Okullar nasil agik kalabilir, siniflar1 nasil kiigiiltebilirler? Daha fazla
Ogretmen satin alsinlar diye ¢Oziimler getiriyoruz. Bu yardima ihtiyaglar var, buna
muhtaglar. Hem isletmelerin hem de okullarin(.) boyle bir yardima ihtiyaci var(.). Ancak
onlar, onlara yardim etmeyecek(.), onlar hi¢ para vermeyi diistinmiiyorlar.

Trump: Bir dakika bir sey sdylemek istiyorum(.). Kii¢lik isletmeleree::(.) asgari iicreti
artirarak m1 yardimer olacaksiniz? Oyle bir sey yok, bence(.) bir segenek olmali. Mesela
Al-Alabama ile New York arasinda biiyiik fark var, New York Vermont’tan farkli. Her
eyaletin kendi ¢oziimii gerekiyor. Eyaletten eyalete degismeli ¢6ziim, bu ¢ok dnemli(.).
Evet, isletmelere yardimeci olmaliy1z. Ama onlarae:: (.) nasil yardimci olursunuz asgari
licreti zorla dayatarak? Olacak sey su: Bunu yaptiginiz zaman kiiciik isletmeler(.) bircok
calisanlarin1 kovmak zorunda kalacak paralar1 yetmedigi icin.

Welker: Peki(.), 15 dolara ¢ikarmak asgari ticret-mek konusunda bir seyler sylediniz
bunu artirmay1 diisiindiigliniizii soyliiyordunuz 15 dolara.

Trump: Evet, ben de diisiiniirim(.) bunu tabii ki belli bir noktaya kadar ama(.) sunu
soylemek istiyorum. Ikinci donemimde bunu yapabilirim. Ancak biitiin kiigiik
isletmelerin(.) basina bela olacak sekilde degil bu eyaletten eyalete degismeli(.). Farkl
bolgelere farkli ¢oziimler gerekiyor. Hepsinin sorunlari farkli, bazi durum-bolgelerde 15

dolar hi¢ sorun degil(.). Fakat bagka eyaletlerde 15 dolar imkansiz(.), yikici olur.
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Welker: Peki, Bagkan Yardimcisi Biden!

Biden: Insanlar() tek iste calismali, yoksulluk var. Insanlar su anda saatte 6-7 dolar
kazaniyor. Ilk yardimcilar, hepsini alkishyoruz su anda(.) sokakta gordiigiimiizde
cunki(.) bizi hayatta tutuyorlar. Ne oluyor? Bu insanlar ¢cok iyi bir asgari Ucreti hak
ediyor. 15 dolar saatte, bunun altinda oldugu zaman yoksulluk sinirinin altinda
kalryorsunuz(.) vee:: asgari licreti arttirdiginiz zaman isletmelerin iflas edecegine dair bir
kanit yok. Bu(.) en basit ifadeyle dogru degil.

Welker: Tamam, gé¢meni konusacagiz, g-go¢ konusacagiz simdi(.) bey-ler. Aileleri
konusacagiz. Sayin(.) Baskan, sizin(.) doneminizde sinirdae:: en azindan dort bin ¢ocuk
ailelerinden ayrildie::(.) vee:: su anda gogmenlere kars1 kotii(.) politikalar islettiginiz 6ne
stirlilityor. Bes yiizden fazla ¢ocuga da kotii etkil-edi-etkilediginiz one siirtiliiyor. Ne
diyeceksiniz?

Trump: Cocuklar(.) bura-yae:: bircok kotii insanlar tarafindan getiriliyor, karteller
getiriyor onlari, su¢ Orglitleri getiriyor(.) ve eskiden tlkemize onlar araciligiyla
giriyorlardi. Su anda sahip oldugumuz en kuvvetli sinirlara sahibiz. Dort yiiz milden fazla
yeni duvar(.) yaptirdik(.). Insanlar geliyor ama(.) hukuki bir sekilde gelmek zorundalar.
[[Welker]]: Peki, bu(.) ¢ocuklari nasil birlestireceksiniz aileleriyle?

Trump: Eskiden benim(.) kafesler insa ettigimi falan soyliiyorlardi. Bir fotograf
gosteriyorlardi belli bir gazetenin bir fotografi vardie:: (.), bu korkung kafesleri
gosterdikleri. Su kafeslere bakin Baskan Trump insa etti bunlari, diyorlardi. Fakat ondan
sonra onlarin 2014'te insa edildigi ortaya ¢iktt. O zaman o0, bagkan yardimcisiydi.
[[Welker]]: Pekie::,

Trump: Evet, ilizerinde c¢alisiyoruz g¢ocuklari ailelerine kavusturmak igin. Ancak
cocuklarin(.) ¢cogu(.) aileleri olmadan geliyor. Karteller geliyor, insan kagakg¢ilari ve
ceteler getiriyor onlarie::.

Welker: Hemen bir cevap alacagim Baskan Yardimcisie::.

Biden: Bes yiizden fazla gocuk(.) aileleriyle geldi buraya(.). Burada sinirda biz ayirdik
onlari(.) vee:. (.) bir ¢esit tesvik olarak. Cok sert, ¢ok giiclii bir sekilde geldiler buraya.
Ancak onlar(.) bunu on-buraya getiren onlar su-ebeveynleriydi, su¢ orgiitleri degildi ve
sinirda(.) ailelerinden zorla ayrildilar. Insanlar resmen dalga geciyor(.) su anda ve bu
bizim ulusumuz i¢in bir yiiz karasidir.

Welker: Peki, bir soru daha soracagim.
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Trump: Onlar yapti(.), onlar getirdi(.), politikay1 biz degistirdik. Biden(.) ve onun
hiikiimeti getirdi, biz degistirdik. Peki, kafesleri kim insa etti onu konusalim. Kafesleri
kim insa etti Joe?

Biden: Ne oldugunu konusalim(.), ebeveynlerinin ellerinden alind1 ¢ocuklar ve onlari
uzaklasgtirdilar, ayirdilar. Simdi bes yilizden fazla ¢ocuk(.) ebeveynlerini bulamryor.
Cocuklar tek baslarina smirda(.). Gidecek hicbir yerleri yok. Higbir yerleri yok! Bu(.),
suc bu! Bagka bir agiklamasi1 yok.

Trump: Peki, sunu sdyleyecegim(.), sunu sdyleyecegim orada(.) muhabirler falan da
vardi gittik ve o kadar iyi sahip ¢ikiyorlar ki orada onlara. Cok iyi tesisler var tertemiz
(.). Bir sorum var. Kim insa etti o kafesleri? Bunu sormak istiyorum. Kafesleri kim insa
etti Joe?

Welker: Pekie:: (.), bir(.) politika ilgili sorum daha var. Obama hukimeti(.) bir goc
reformu yapamadi. Bu da sdz-en 6nemli sozlerinden biriydi se¢im sirasindae::. Ayrica da
deportlar konusunda dae:: (.) ¢ok biiyiik bir(.) liste ¢ikartt1 ortaya. Peki, secmenler gog
konusunda neden size giivenmeli?

Biden: Evet(.), bir-bir hata yaptik. Reformue:: (.) ¢ok uzun siire erteledik, diizgiin bir
sekilde yapamadik. Baskan yardimcisi olmayacagim artik, hatirlatirnm. Baskan
olacagim(.) ve ¢ok net de ifade ettim(.) niyetimie::. Ilk yiiz giiniimdee:: (.) kongreyee:: (.)
bir yol ¢izecegim. Boylece on bir milyon-a yakin gégmen Amerikan vatandasi olabilecek
ve biitlin bu Dreamer isimli(.) bu ¢ocuklarin hepsi burada dogan(.), direkt olarak(.) bu
iilkede kalma hakki kazanacak(.). Bu yolu ben ¢izecegim(.) ve buradaki amag su:
Onlarin(.) bu adam tarafindan evlerine gonderilmemesi lazim. Daha oOnce hic
gormedikleri bir iilkeye gidecekler, onlar burada dogdu. Bes yasinda oldugunuzu
diistiniin. Aileniz sizi(.) Grand River'inin diger tarafina gotiiriiyor nehrinin ve bu yasadis1
bir sekilde yapiyor(.). Diistinebiliyor musunuz? Siz gidin ben burada kalayim diyebilir mi
cocuklar ve(.) yirmi binden fazlas1 da ilk yardim calisan1 bu ebeveynlerin. Su anda
insanlara yardimci oluyorlar, hayat kurtariyorlar, onlara bunu bor¢luyuz(.). Bu bizim
borcumuz.

Welker: Baskan, siz ne diyeceksiniz?

Trump: Sekiz yil(.) stiresi vardi bunu yapmak igin(..). Ben(..) spesifik(.) bir yol

olmadan(.) bir takim yenie:: (.) ¢ok kotii get-uygulamalar1 ortadan kaldirarak yeni
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uygulamalar getirerek bu sorunu ¢ozdik. O sekiz yildir baskan yardimciligi yaptie:: ve
higbir sey yapmadi bu konuda. Sadece kafesler insa etti, cocuklar1 i¢cine koydu.

Biden: Yanlig(.)! Bu(.) alip birakma yasasini biliyor musunuz? Bunun ne oldugunu
anlatayim size. Bir aile(.) diisiiniin, sinir1 gectigi zaman eger tutuklanirsa bu aile(.), bir
giinleri vardi. Bir giin i¢inde eger mahkeme karsina ¢ikmazlarsa(.) serbest birakiliyorlardi
ve gergekten de mahkemeye ¢ikiyorlardi. Bu(.), ABD tarihindeki ilk Baskan kendisi(..),
sigimmaci olan bir insanin bagka bir iilkede siginmasini talep eden ilk Baskan, bu daha
once hi¢ olmadi Amerika tarihinde. ABD’ye geldiginizde(.) kendi(.) vakanizi kendiniz
savunursunuz. Eger siginmacilik talep ediyorsaniz, talep edersiniz. Neden hak ediyorum
bunu diye aciklarsiniz mahkemeye(.). Su anda nehrin diger tarafinda ¢ok kotii sartlarda
bekliyor insanlar.

Trump: Pekie::, cevap vereyim(.). Bue::(.) onun go¢ konusu hi¢ anlamadiginin en
biiylik(.) kaniti. Birak-yakala ve birak bir krizdi. Bir katil gelirdi, tecaviizcii gelirdi
eskiden(.) cok kotu bir insan gelirdie:: (.), onlarin isimlerini yazardik. Onlar1 birakmak
mecburiyetinde kalirdik. Bizim {ilkemize serbest birakmak zorunda kalirdik. Geri
geliyorlar diyorsun(.), peki(.) ylz-insanlarin ytizde biri geri geliyor(..). ICE (.) ve siir
korumalarimi on-génderiyoruz Kie:: iki y1l ti¢ y1l iginde onlar1 bulup(.) ve onlara diyoruz
ki iki, ti¢ yil i¢inde gelin mahkemede size de bir soz hakki verelim, diyoruz. Geri
geliyorlar dediginizde aslinda geri gelmiyorlar Joe, hicbir zaman geri gelmiyorlar.
Kaybolup gidiyorlar tlkenin icinde. Sadece bu ¢ok (zlici ama bunu sdylemeliyim,
sadece en diistik 1Q'lular geri geliyor.

Welker: Pekie::, Baskan Yardimcis1 Biden cevap versin.

[[Trump]]: Haberin yok islerden(.) Joe(.).

[[Welker]]: Cevabiniz?

Biden: Bu soyledigi(.) dogru degil, bunu séyleyeyim(.). Kendiniz bakin.

[[Trump]]: Hayir, su anda bu bir sorun degil ¢iinkii zaten g¢oktan kaldirdik bu
uygulamayi.

[[Biden]]: Evet, bes yiiz elli cocuk su anda ebeveynleri nerde bilmiyor ve tek baslarina.
Bunu sdyleyecegim. (The speaker is not clear.)

Welker: Tamam, yenie:: konumuza gegelim, bu da Amerika'da irk(.). Sunu konusmak
istiyorum: Siyahie:: vee:: Hispanik(.) vatandaslar nasil muamele goriiyor bu iilkedee::?

Ve burada bir(.) “konusma” denilen bir(.) baslik var. Bue:: (.) gelirle ya da irkla alakali
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degil. Ebeveynler ¢ocuklarimi hazirlamak mecburiyetinde hissediyor (.) hedef olma
ihtimaline karsi, 6zellikle de polis tarafindan, sadece derilerinin rengi yiiziinden. Sayin
Baskan Yardimcis1 iki dakikalik siirenizde direkt(.) olarak bu aileleri konusmanizi
istiyorum. Neden bu ebeveynlerin ¢ocuklarina bunu konugmak zorunda kaldigini biliyor
musunuz, anliyor musunuz?

Biden: Anliyorum(.). Benim kizim(.) bir(.) sosyal ¢alisan(..). Bu konuda ¢ok sey yazdie::
ve Pennsylvania Universitesi’nden mezun kendisie:: (..) vee:: (..) su anda Delaware’in
dogu yakasinda c¢alismamin bir sebebi -ki yiizde doksani Afrikali Amerikalilari-
tarafindan olusuyor. (..) Ben daha 6nce hi¢ kizima boyle bir konusma yapmak zorunda
kalmadim. Polis onu ¢evirdigindee::, trafikte polis onu gevirirse iki ellerini de(.) hicbir
yere uzatmadan(.) direksiyonda tutmasi gerektigini soylemek zorunda kalmadim. Ancak
siyahi bir ebeveyn ne kadar zengin ya da dnemli olursa olsun ¢ocuklarin1 bunu 6gretmek
mecburiyetinde. Sokaktan yiiriirken(.) kaplisonunu kapatma demek zorunda
kaliyorlar(..). Eger(.) kenara ¢ekerse polis seni, evet efendim, hayir efendim de. Ellerin
hep direksiyonda kalsin demek zorunda kaliyorlar. Ciinkiie:: (.) sugu islemis olsan da
olmamasa-olmasan dae:: (.) cok tehlikelisin. Ne kadar zengin olursan ol, sen bir magdur
olma tehlikesiyle kars1 karsiyasin demek zorunda kaliyorlar. isin asli su ki: Burada
kurumsallagsmis 1rk¢ilik var (.) ABD'de ve hep sunu s6yledik biz(.), hichir zaman(.) bunu
¢ozmeye c¢aligmadik. Biitiin(.) kadinlar erkekler buna-bununla miicadele eden herkes(.),
buna dayanmak mecburiyetinde kaldie:: vee:: (.) siirekli kapsayiciliga dogru
ilerlemeliyiz, dislayiciliga dogru degil. Bu baskan(.) bu politikadan ayrilan ilk bagkan
oldu. Artik bunu yapmayacagiz diyen ilk baskan oldu. Ekonomik firsatlar yaratmaliyiz,
daha 1iyi egitim kaynaklar1 sunmaliy1z, daha i1yi saglik(.), okullara daha fazla erigim(.)
vee:: daha fazla firsat Ozellikle de is baslatmak, isletme baslatmak igin bor¢lanma
konusunda sa-bunlari saglamaliyiz. Bunlarin hepsiyle ilgili benim ¢ok net planlarim var.
Insanlara bir sans vermekle ilgili olay, tamamen onlarin refah biriktirmesini
saglayabilmek kie:: siddet egilimli olmasinlar.

Welker: Baskan Trump, ayni soru sizin i¢in de gecerli. Ancak soruyu hatirlatmak igin
sunu sOyleyecegim. Direkt olarak bu aileleri konugsmanizi istiyorum. Anliyor musunuz
neden bu ailelerin ¢ocuklarindan endise ettiklerini?

Trump: Evet(.), anliyorum(.). Kendisi(.) kirk yedi y1ldir Washington’dae:: (.) 1994'te bir

defa disinda hicbir sey yapmadi. O zaman da siyahi topluma o kadar zarar1 dokundu kie::
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ve(.) onlarae:: siiper yirticilar dedi o zaman. Bunu sdyledi, stiper yirticilar dedie:: (.) ve
hi¢ kimse o giinii unutmadi. 1994'teki sug¢ yasasi-yasasinda siiper yirticilar dedi. Siyahi
toplum icin (.) benim kadar hi¢ kimse ¢aba gostermedi. Eger bakarsaniz belki istisnai
olarak Baskan Lincoln olabilir. Bir tek o benden fazla ¢alismis olabilir. Onun diginda hig¢
kimse benim kadar ¢aba gostermedie::. Sug¢ adaleti yasast Obama ve (.) Joe yapmadi
onu(.). Denediklerini bile sanmiyorum ¢iinkii(.) bunu yapma sanslar1 bile yoktu. Yapmak
istemis olabilirler (.) amae:: benim(.) gosterdigim ¢abay1 gorseydiniz hi¢ kolay olmadi,
hi¢ kolay olmadi1 yapmak. Cok liberal insanlar bile kars1 ¢ikt1 bana, benim ofisime gelip
agladilar. iki hafta sonra dediler ki: Aa onu yenmeliyiz, diye konusmaya basladilar.
Bahsettigim reformlar, hapishane reformlari(.), Tim Scott’la birlikte firsat kapilari(.),
Giiney Carolina’dan ¢ikma biri kendisi. Cok basarili, ¢cok 1yi bir fikri var(.) firsat yaratma
konusunda, firsat bolgeleri konusunda ve ¢ok basarili da bir program insanlar bundan hig
bahsetmiyor. Cok fazla yatirim oluyor bu konuda. En biiyiik fayda kurumlarindan biri
oOzellikle de(.) Latin halk igin ve siyahi halk icin ve tarihsel olarak siyahi olan(.) kolejler
ve iiniversiteler de faydalaniyor. Ug buguk yildir bu insanlarla konusuyorum.
Bayiliyorum onlara. Ofisime geliyorlar(.), ne yapityorsunuz, diye sordum onlara. Neden
stirekli gelip duruyorsunuz, diye sordum. Ciinkii fon yok(.), her y1-her yil gelmenize gerek
yok fon veremiyoruz(.). Ancak Bagskan Obama onlara hi¢ uzun vadeli(.) fon saglamadi
ve ben sagladim. On yil boyunca fonlama verdim onlara vee:: istediklerinden fazla para
verdim. Dedim ki: Daha fazla ihtiyaciniz var gibi goziikiiyor ve buradaki koétii sey sizi bir
daha goremeyebilirim(.). Onlarla ¢ok yakin oldum ve beni ¢ok seviyorlar, ben de onlari
seviyorum(..) ve bu tarihie:: (.) kolejler igin gegerlie::.

Welker: Evet, ikinizin de ge¢misi ile ilgili konusacagiz, Bagskan Yardimcisi s6z sizde.
Biden: Sunu sOyleyeyim, ben higbir(.) zaman(.) o iftira-yi-da soyledigi seyi
sOylemedim(.). Bu(.) su¢ yasasinin gegmesinden sonra, belli bir siire(.) sonra, bu adam
dedi kie::: Sug yasasindaki sorun insan-yeterince insanin hapse girmemis olmasidir(.),
dedi. Internet siteme gidip bakarsmiz orada sdyledigi eks-tam laf yaziyor. Orada(.)
insanlarin(.), insanlarae:: sehirleri yikacak(.) giiruhlar olarak(.) konustue::. Bes tane
masum(.) ¢ocugun(.) 6liim(.) cezasina ¢arptirtlmasi i¢in ugrasti. Higbiri suclu degildi (.)
suclandiklar1 sugtan(..). Peki, sunu konusalim. Fonlamalardan bahsetti. Yirmi kisinin
cezasini bertaraf etti ancak binden fazla insani da cezaya carptirdi. Binden fazla!

Bahsettigi yasa(.), reform yasasie::, Barack Obama tarafindan baslatildi. Ikinci olarak da
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Oyle bir durumdayiz ki su anda(), federal hapishane sistemie:: (.) otuz sekiz bin kisi
tarafindan azaltilmisti bizim donemimizde ve yapmamiz gereken seylerden birie:: su
olmali: Minimum sinir olmamali hapishanelerde. Bu yiizden yirmi milyar dolar
verecegim eyaletlere eyalet yasalarini degistirmeleri i¢in. Bdylece bu sinirlari
kaldirsinlar, yeni mahkemeler yapsinlar(.). Kimse uyusturucu problemimizden hapse
gitmemeli. Rehabilitasyona gitmeli, hapishaneye gitmemeliler. Bu sistemi temelinden
degistirmeliyiz ve ben de bunu yapacagim.

Trump: Peki neden 4 yi1l 6nce yapmadin o zaman? Neden bunu 4 yi1l 6nce yapmadin?(.)
Bu siireden daha az bir siirede(.) bagkan yardimcisiydin hep! Biitiin bu giizel seylerden
bahsediyorsun. Yapacagim diyorsun, yapacagim diyorsun(.) oradaydin zaten kisa bir stire
once(.) ve hicbir sey yapmadiniz.(..) Senin yiiziinden ben baskan aday1 oldum biliyor
musun? Obama yliziinden baskan aday1 oldum ¢iinkii siz ¢ok koétii bir is ¢ikardiniz. Eger
siz 1yi bir is yapsaydiniz ben higbir zaman aday olmazdim. Sizin yiiziiniizden aday oldum.
Su anda goziiniin i¢ine bakiyorum sen bir siyasetcisin, senin yiiziinden aday oldum.
Welker: Evet, tesekkiirler Baskan Yardimcisi Biden. Birkag¢ sorum daha olacak ikinize.
Biden: Sunu sdyleyeyim(.), umarim bana bakiyordur. Ciinkii olan sey su: Benim kim
oldugumu soyleyeyim, siz benim kim oldugumu biliyorsunuz, onun da kim oldugunu
biliyorsunuz. Onun karakterini biliyorsunuz, benim karakterimi biliyorsunuz. Ikimizin de
itibarlarimni biliyorsunuz onur(.) vee:: dogruyu séylemek konusunda. Bu yarig1 kazanmak
istiyorum(.), bunun olmasini istiyorum(.) ve (.) bu iilkeyi-iilkenin karakteri su anda oy
pusulasinda. O kadar soyleyecegim.

[[Welker]]: Cevap verin Bagkan!

[[Trump]]: Rusya konusundaki, Ukrayna konusundaki, Cin konuo-konusundaki her
sey(.) dogru. Eger bunlar dogruysa o zaman kendisi yozlasmuis bir siyasetgi. O yilizden(.)
banae:: bdyle bir(.) sanki masum bebekmissin gibi konusma. Sen yozlasmis bir
politikacisin, siyasetcisin.

[[Welker]]: Bir dakika, bir dakika, lutfen, litfen! Litfen!

[[Trump]]: Bir lapt-bu laptop vardi nasil ¢6zecegiz onu?

[[Welker]]: Bu(.) konuda kalmak istiyorum, bu r-irk konusunda kalmak istiyorum.
[[Biden]]: Ama cevap vermeliyim.

[[Welker]]: Latfen, lutfen!
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[[Biden]]: Elli(.) eski istihbarat(.) ¢alisani(.) beni sugladigi seyin bir Rus plani oldugunu
sOyledi. Dediler kie::(.) bu(.) dort eski CIA baskani iki partiden de Trump’in sdyledigi
seyin ¢Op oldugunu séyledi. Hi¢ kimse, onun disinda kimse inanmiyor. O ve onun Rudy
Giuliani olan arkadas1 hi¢ inanmiyor buna, onun diginda kimse inanmzryor.

[[Trump]]: Hep Rusya, Rusya, Rusya dediniz(.). Rusya komplosu dediniz. Buraya mi1
geldi yani? Buraya baglayacak(.) goriiyor musunuz? Bu diziistii bilgisayar Rusya'dan mi1
geldi yani?

[[Welker]]: Irk konusunda kalmak istiyorum.

[[Trump]]: Dalga geciyor olmalisiniz! Rusya’ya baglayamaz bunu.

[[Welker]]: Tamam, irk konusundan devam ediyoruz. Sayin Baskan(.), Siyah Hayatlar
Onemlidir hareketinie:: bir nefret hareketi olarak ifade ettiniz. Milyonlarca
destek¢inize(.) beyaz istiinliigli yapan(.) sosyal medya hesaplarini retweetlediniz.
Insanlarin kovulmas1 gerektigini sdylediniz. Amerikalilara bu baskandan béyle dirip-
bdyle bir tiir dil gelmesinin zararli oldugunu sdyleyen insanlara ne diyeceksiniz?
Trump: ik defa Siyah Hayatlar Onemlidir(.) hareketini duydugumda(.), polise
hakaretler(.) yagdiriyorlardi. Domuz diyorlardi onlara. Yakin onlari(.) diyordu, onlardan
pastirma yapm diyorlardi ve sokaktan bdyle geciyorlardi(.). Ik karsilasmam(.) bdyle
oldu, ilk defa onlarla dyle tamistim. Cok korkung bir sey oldugunu diisiindiim. Onlarla
olan iliskim konusunda(.) biitiin halklarla ¢ok 1iyi iliskilerim vardir benim(..). Ben
olabilecek en az irk¢i1 kisiyim bu odadaki.

Welker: Peki endiselenen Amerikalilara ne diyorsunuz séylemlerinizden endiselenen?
Trump: Ne diyecegimi bilemiyorum! (.) Yani, bir¢ok reform yaptim. Firsatlar yarattim,
siyahi {iniversitelere, kolejlere sahip ¢iktim. Ne desem bilemiyorum agikgas. Istedikleri
her seyi sdyleyebilirler. istedikleri her seyi sdyleyebilirler (.) vee:: beni ¢ok iiziiyor bu(.)
clinkii(.) gercekten olabilecek en az, en az irk¢r insanim. Yani kalabaligi géremiyorum
kim var ¢ok karanlik ama(.) kim olursa olsun en az 1rk¢1 kisi benim(.) bu odadaki.
Welker: Peki, Bagkan Yardimcist Biden size bir soru sorayim sonra da bir sorum daha
olacak.

Biden: Abraham(.) Lincoln tarihteki Oldrid (Inaudible-Not in Source) de denen kisi
tarthteki en 1rk¢i baskanlardan biri(.) ve(.) kendisi her wrkcilik atesini koriikledi.
Kampanyasinit ilk basladiginda daha yiliriyen merdivenden inerken Meksikali

tecavlzciler(.) dedi, Miisliimanlar1 yasakladi sirf Misliiman olduklart i¢in(..) ve gidip
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her seyi daha da kétiilestirdi(.) smirin diger tarafinda. Fakirler konu-en son sahneye
¢iktigimizda Proud Boys grubu hakkinda konustu. Dedi ki onlara: Hazirda bekleyin, dedi.
Hadi ama! (.) Bu adam sadece atesleri koriikliiyor.

Welker: On saniyeniz var, Bagkan Trump cevap verin.

Trump: Abraham Lincoln’ den bahsetti, o(.) nereden geldi ya!

[[Biden]]: Siz dediniz o yuzden-

[[Trump]]: Hayir, hayir, hayir, hayir. Hayir! Hayir, ben dedim kie:: Ondan beri, ondan
beri benim kadar(.) siyahi topluluga katkisi olan kimse olmadi, dedim. Ben oyum
demedim. Ondan beri benim kadar ¢aba gosteren kimse olmamuistir siyahi topluluk igin,
(.) dedim (.). Sen hi¢bir sey yapmadin (.), yas-sug yasasi disinda.

[[Biden]]: Allah'im!

[[Trump]]: On binlercee:: (.) siyahi(.) adam1 ¢ogunlukla adami hapse soktun. Biliyor
musun, hatirliyorlar ha unutmadilar haberin olsun. Simdi secimlere bakarsan
hatirladiklarin1 gorursiin onlara nasil davrandigini, ¢ok kotii davrandin onlara. Sadece
bak bakalim oylarina.

[[Welker]]: Evet, Bagkan Yardimcisi Biden, bir cevap verin bu baglamda lLitfen. Sug
yasasi ile ilgili 6zellikle 80'ler ve 90'larda destek oldugunuz. Bu on binlerce kisinin hapse
atilmasina sebep oldu gergekten, geng siyahi erkeklerin (.) sirf tizerlerinde uyusturucu
oldugu icin ogullari(.), kardesleri(.), abileri bunlarin(.) bu aileler bugiin hala sorun
yastyorlar(.) ve (..) bedel ddiiyorlar. Bu aileleri konusun. Neden size oy vermeliler?
Biden: 1980’lerde (..) bitiin senatorlerin onayi ile bir yasa gegirdik(.). Uyusturucu ile
ilgili bir yasaydi, uyusturucu ile miicadele yasasiydi ve bu bir hataydi. Ben bunu o giinden
beri degistirmeye ¢alisiyorum (.) ozellikle de kokain ile ilgili olan(.) kismini vee:: bu
ylzden hi¢ kimseyi hapse gondermemeliyiz(.) uyusturucu(.) sirf uyusturucu maddeleri
ylziinden. Tedaviye gitmeliler bunun yerine(.). Yapmamiz gereken sey bu. Paray1 buraya
harcamaliyiz. Bu yiizden uyusturucu mahkemeleri kuruyorum. Bu hicbir zaman
Cumbhuriyetgiler tarafindan desteklenmedi. Hapse atilmamali bu insanlar eger(.) madde
bagimlilig1 yasiyorlarsa. Bu insanlar tedavi gormeli, rehabilitasyona gitmeli. Biz de bunu
yapmaya caligiyoruz ve ben de bunu yapacagim. (.) Ciinkiie:: (.) Amerikan halki su anda
sunu goriiyor. Bunun bir hata oldugunu biliyoruz. O yasalarin gegmesi biiyiik bir hataydi

(1) uyusturucu ile ilgili ancak sug yasasinda degildi onlar.
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[[Trump]]: Peki neden yapti o zaman bunu? Hep konusuyor hep laf var ama hi¢ eylem
yok. Neden o zaman yapt1 (.) bunu? Benim yapacagim sey bu, Baskan oldugum zaman
bunu yapacagim deyip duruyor. Cok uzun bir siire Obama’nin baskan yardimcisiydin.
Obama liderdi. Sekiz yi1l boyunca neden yapmadin o zaman bunlar1? Sekiz yilin vardi,
simdi yapacagim diyorsun. Ciinkiie:: sadece laf var sende, eylem yok.

[[Biden]]: Cogunu yaptik, otuz sekiz bin Kkisiyi hapishaneden ¢ikardik.

[[Trump]]: Higbir sey yaptigin yok, Biden!

[[Biden]]: Otuz sekiz bin kisiyi hapishaneden ¢ikardik, federal hapishanelerden (..) ve
binden fazla kisi(.) bu ka-bagislandi(.) ve gerekli yasalari biz gecirdik. Dedik ki 6zellikle
polis teskilatlar1 nasil yaklasmali bu konuya, nasil isletmeli? Bunlar1 yaptik. Daha da
anlatabilirim ama sunu sdyleyeyim. Siireci biz baslattik, o donemde baslattik se¢imi
kaybettik. Bu yiizden su anda tekrardan adayim zaten, se¢imi kazanayim ki bu kotii
politikalart degistireyim diye.

[[Trump]]: Bir dakika bir dakika liitfen! Bir sorum var. Neden BUNU SEKIiZ YIL
BOYUNCA YAPMADIN, kisa bir zaman Once, sekiz yil baskan yardimcisiyken
yapmadin? Onu yapacagim, bunu yapacagim deyip duruyorsun. Binlerce, binlerce
siyahi gen¢ adami hapse soktun(.). Simdi de(.) bunu geri alacagim, geri saracagim
diyorsun. Sekiz yilin vardi Obama ile birlikte. Joe neden biliyor musun ¢linkii sende hep
laf var ama eylem yok.

[[Welker]]: Tamam cevap verin devam ediyoruz sonra (.), Sayn Biden.

[[Biden]]: Evet, Cumhuriyet¢i bir kongre vardi o yiizden yapamadim (.). Bu kadar (.),
milletvekilleri Cumhuriyetciydi.

[[Trump]]: Evet, bazen onlari ikna etmen gerekiyor, Joe. Bilmiyor musun bunu? Tipki
ben(.) ya-cezai hukuk yasasinda yaptigim gibi Demokratlari ikna ettim ben-

[[Welker]]: Siiremiz bitiyor beyler. Devam etmeliyiz, liitfen. Iklim degisikligi bashigina
geciyoruz. Ikinizin iklim degisikligi yaklagimi (.) zit, Baskan Trump siz diyorsunuz kie::
cevre yasalari(.) istthdami ve enerji sektoriine hasar verdi. Siz de diyorsunuz ki iklim
degisikligi yeni isler yaratmak igin bir firsat. Ikiniz igin de(.) iklim degisikligine nasil
miicadele ederdiniz ve ayn1 zamanda da istthdamin biiylimesini nasil saglardiniz? Bagkan
Trump sira sizde, iki dakikaniz var.

Trump: Trilyon Agac- Trilyonlarca Agag¢ programimiz var. Bir siirii farkli programimiz

var. Ben ¢evreye bayiliyorum(.). Olabilecek en temiz suyu elde etmek istiyorum, en temiz
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havayi elde etmek istiyorum. En diisiik(.) karbon salinimlar1 oranlarina eristik, bu biiyiik
bir standart. Obama hep bundan bahsediyor. Joe’yu bilmiyorum, Joe bunu ¢ok sdylemedi.
Clnku tam olarak ne tas-temsil ettigini bilmiyor galiba ama Obama kulland1 bunu. Bizi
onayladi o da. En iyi karbon salimimlar1 sayilarina sahibiz otuz bes yilin(.) en diisiik
seviyeleri. Bu hiikiimet sayesinde oldu bunlarin hepsi. Cok iyi ¢alistyoruz sanayiyle ama
yapamayacagimiz sey su: Cin'e bakin! Ne kadar pis olduguna bakin! Rusya'ya bakin(.),
Hindistan'a bakin(.), kirli o ulkeler! Hava-hava o kadar kirli ki, Paris Iklim
Antlasmasindan ¢ikardim bizi. Clinkii trilyonlarca dolar harcatacaklardi bize ve hi¢ de
adil degildi. Onlar bizi oraya soktuklarinda(.) biiyiik bir zarar verdiler iilkeye, islerimize
zarar verecekti bu antlagsma. Ben(.) milyonlarca isi feda edemem(.), on binlerce(.) sirketi
feda edemem(.) Paris iklim Antlagmas yiiziinden, o kadar adaletsiz bir anlasma ki. Cin
2030'a kadar devreye girmiyor, Rusya cok daha diisiik standartlara gidiyor, ha biz direkt
baslayacagiz ama. Bu bizim i¢in bizi yok edici bir etkisi olurdu, islerimizi mahvederdi.
Hazir misiniz? Biz(.) ¢ok iyi bir is yaptik ¢evre konusunda. Cok iyi bir is ¢ikardik. En
temiz hava, en temiz su bizde ve en diislik karbon salinimlar1 bizde, standartlar en iyisi
bizde.

Welker: Baskan Yardimcisi Biden!

[[Trump]]: Ha bu sirada sanayimizi de yok etmedik bu siirede de.

[[Welker]]: Evet Biden siire sizde. Iki dakikamz var.

Biden: Iklim (.) degisikligi (.), kiiresel 1stnma(.) varolugsal bir sorundur, tehlikedir
insanlik igin. Ahlaki bir sorumlulugumuz var onunla (.) mucadele etmek igin ve bitun
bilim insanlar1 diinya ¢apinda (.) vaktimizin ¢ok daraldigini sdyliiyor. Geri doniilemez bir
noktaya ¢ok yakimz. Oniimiizdeki sekiz ila on yil iginde(.). Bu adamin(.) yaptig1 biitiin
seyler, dnlemleri kaldirmasi(.), iklimi degis-iklimi temizlestirmek i¢in ve karbon salinimi
sinirlandirmak i¢in getirdigimiz biitiin yasalari, 6nlemleri kaldird1 ve bizi ¢ok biiyiik bir
sikinttya uguruma dogru itiyor. Elimizde biiyiik bir firsat var. Hem g¢evre 6rgltlerinee::
(.) konustum hem de istihdam(.) veren(.) sendikalarla konustum. Herkes benim planimi1
destekliyor iklim planimi. Clinkii yapacagim sey su olacak milyonlarca yeni iyi 6denekli
isler yaratacagim. Ornegin yatirimlar yapacagiz. Bes, affedersiniz, bes bin yeni elektrikli
araba sarj istasyonu yapacagiz oto yollarimizda. Boylece elektrik-elektrikli arabae::
pazar1 artacak. Cin de bunu yapiyor(.). Boylecee:: (.) dort milyon var olan(.) binay1 alip(.)

iki milyon evi alip(.) bunlar1 yeniden donatacagiz. Boylece daha az enerji harcayacaklar.
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Milyonlarca(.) varil(.) petrol harcamayacaklar ve ¢cok daha fazla is ¢ikartacagiz bu sirada,
1§ yaratacagiz. Bu sirada(.) bunun biitiin temelindeki fikir ana fikir su: milyonlarca is
yaratmak ve g¢evreyi ayni anda temizlemek. Hem saglik hem de istihdam(.) su anda(.)
tehlikede, olan sey de bu. Bu sirada Wall Street firmalari sunu soyliiyor. Benim planim(..),
benim(.) planim(..) 18.6 milyon is yaratacak, Trump’inkine kiyasla yedi milyon daha
fazla. Wall Street’in sayilar1 bunlar(.) ve 1 trilyon dolar daha fazla ekonomik biyiume
getirecek onun teklifine kiyasla. Iklim konusunda degil, sadece ekonomi konusunda.
[[Trump]]: Evet(.), geldiler ve dediler kie:: (.), 6500 dolar alinacak ailelerden onun
planina(.) bagl olursak. Onunki ekonomik bir felaket onun planie::. Yapmak istedigi seye
bakacak olursaniz eger planina BAKTIYSANIZ kim gelistirdi biliyor musunuz? AOC
gelistirdi ve diger-u-diger radikaller gelistirdi. Iklimden haberleri yok. Evet, ¢cok iyi agz1
laf yapiyor ama iklimden haberi yok. Onu sdyleyebilirim ve kendisi su anda AOC ve
diger Ug¢li i¢in her seyi yapiyorlar. Tabii ki asil plan yiiz trilyon dolarlik bir plan.
Ulkemizin tarihindeki en iyi yili, yiizyildaki en iyi tarihini yasasak bile, bu saymnin
yanindan bile gecemeyiz. Onun bahsettigi binalar var ya o binalar1 yikmak istiyorlar
¢linkii daha biiyiik(.) camlar1 daha kiiclik camlara ¢evirmek istiyorlar. Yani hi¢ caminiz
olmasa bile miithis olur o zaman. Bu en ¢ilgin plan, daha dnce ortaya atilmis en ¢ilgin
plan ve bu akilli insanlar tarafindan ortaya atilmadi (.). A¢ikgasi bunun nasil siyasi olarak
fayda getirecegini de bilemiyorum. Yiiz trilyon dolar harcamak istiyorlar gercek say1 bu,
o degistirmeye ¢alistyor ama(.) yiiz trilyon dolar harcamak istiyorlar. Binalar1 yikmak
istiyorlar ve yeni binalar yapmak istiyorlar. Kii¢iik(.) minnacik camlarla ve baska seyler
de var, sadece camlar degil tabii ki.

[[Welker]]: Baskan Yardimcisi bir cevap versin. Siiremiz bitiyor efendim. Daha ¢ok
sorum var, liitfen(.), Baskan Yardimcis1 cevap versin.

Biden: Nerden bu sayilar1 buluyor bilmiyorum. Nasil uyduruyor bilmiyorum gergekten.
Yiiz trilyon dolar ne demek, Allah askiniza! Bu plan(..) biitiin(.) biiyiik(.) iklim g¢evre-
cevreci gruplar tarafindan ve sendikalar tarafindan desteklendi. Ciinkii gelecegin nerede
oldugunu biliyorlar (.), gelecek(.) bizim nefes alabilmemizi gerektiriyor ve iyi isler
yaratmamiz gerekiyor. Bu sirada en hizli blylyen (.) sektor(.) su anda(.) elektrik(.),
affedersiniz, giines panelleri ve riizgar, giines riizgar enerjisi sektorleri. O zannediyor Ki

rizgargulleri (.), rizgar enerjisi kansere sebep oluyor. Bu sayede uzue::n donemli
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istihdamlar yaratabiliriz; saatte 10-12 dolar, 15 dolar yaratabilecek ¢ok daha temiz olabilir
eger b-benim bahsettim yola-yolda ilerlersek.

[[Trump]]: Affedersiniz, enerji olarak bagimsiziz ilk defa. Biitiin bu iilkelere ihtiyacimiz
yok. Daha once savaslara girdik enerji yiliziinden. Enerji olarak bagimsiziz. Riizgar
konusunda senden daha fazla bilgiye sahibim ¢ok pahali(.), biitiin kuslar1 6ldiiriiyor ve
gercekten de gecici etkileri var, ¢ok sorun var ver:: bu riizgargiillerini hem(.) Cin’de hem
de Almanya’da (.) eger karbon salimimlarina inaniyorsan(.) bunlardan(.) ¢ikan biiyiik
dumanlar su anda konustugumuz dogalgaz salinimlarindan ¢ok daha fazla salinima sebep
oluyor. Gilines enerjisine bayiliyorum ama gilines enerjisinin kapasitesi yeterli degil,
yeterince gii¢lii degil heniliz. Su anda (.) biiyiik fabrikalarimizi, giizel fabrikalarimizi
isletecek kadar iyi degil. Diinya ile bas etmek istiyorsak bu fabrikalara ihtiyacimiz var
yani bunlarin hepsi hayalden ibaret. Diinyanin en iyi ekonomisini getirecegiz ama sen
ekonomiyi 6ldirmek istiyorsan (.) o zaman (.) petrol sektoriinii ortadan kaldir. E peki
kaya petrolii konusuna gelelim. Ben ona bir sorabilir miyim kaya petrolii konusunu?
[[Welker]]: Baskan Yardimcisi, liitfen!

[[Biden]]: Ben daha 6nce kaya petroliine karsi oldugumu hig sdylemedim.

[[Biden]]: HADI, HADI, hadi internet sitene koy.

[[Trump]]: Koyacagim, koyacagim.

[[Biden]]: Isin aslh su, yalan sdyliiyor Bagkan.

[[Welker]]: Peki kaya petrolii konusunda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz?

[[Biden]]: Istemiyorum onu yasaklamak. Ciinkii cevap su(.): Ihtiyacimiz olan su diger
sektorlere de ihtiyacimiz var(.) gecis siirecinde. En nihayetinde sifir salinima ulasmak
istiyoruz 2025’e kadar. Ama (.) kayae:: petroli devam etmeli kie:: salinim gazlarini
azaltabilelim. (.) Sera gazlar1 salinimin1 da azaltabilelim. Bunu yapabilmek i¢in(.) daha
fazla para yatirmaliy1z kaya petroliine bu bir gecis sektorti.

[[Welker]]: Bir sorum daha var bu konuda

[[Trump]]: Affedersiniz, affedersiniz! Kaya petroliine karsiydi bunu soyledi.
Gosterecegim kayitlarini yarm. Gosterecegim. Ben karstyim dedigini duyduk. Adaylig:
alana kadar Pennsylvania’ya gidene kadar, aday1 aldik-adaylig1 aldiktan sonra gidip(.)
¢linkii yine kars1 ¢ikacak goriirsiiniiz. Cunku partisi kar-tamamen karsi.

[[Biden]]: Kaya(.) federal topraklarda kaya petroli, kaya(.) federal(.) topraklarda, detay
oydu.
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[[Welker]]: Peki, bu boliimde bir soru daha soracagim sonra devam edecegim son
bashigimiza. Bagkan Trump(..), azinliklar(.) kimyasal tesislerde ve petrol tesislerine daha
yakin yagiyorlar ve insanlar hastalaniyor bu bélgelere yakin yasadiklari i¢in. Hiikiimetiniz
bu te-bu tarz tesisleree:: yonelik uygulamalari(.) azaltti. Neden dort yil daha burada
kalmalisiniz bu aileler neden size oy vermeli?

Trump: Bu(.) aileler ¢cok para kazaniyor. Hayatlarinda kazandiklarindan ¢ok daha fazla
kazaniyorlar o tesislerde istihdam edildikleri i¢in. Sayilara bakarsaniz Hispanik toplumda
ya Siyahi toplumda, Asyali toplumda(.) dokuz kat daha fazla(..). U¢ yil icinde dokuza
katladik, sekiz yillik siirelerinde onlarin(.) ikisinin siirecinde. Nazik¢e sdyleyeyim(.)
dokuz kat daha fazla. Pekie::, birileri(.) bilmiyorum sayilar1 ya da istatistikleri ama birileri
o tesislerin etrafinda yasiyorsa ¢ok fazla para kazaniyorlar(.) ekonomik olarak. Onu-
kurtardik hepsini. Yine kurtardim birka¢ ay énce bu sirada(.) petrol sayilar u-fiyatlari
diisiiyordu salgin yiiziinden(.) yine kurtardik. iliskiler konusunda da Suudi Arabistan',
Meksika'y1 (.) ve Rusya’yie:: petrol iiretimini azaltmaya ikna ettik. Boylece de sektor
yeniden canlandi. Ve-

[[Welker]]: Baskan Yardimcisi Biden, sizin de cevabinizi alalim sonra bir sorum(.) daha
olacak ikinize de.

Biden: Cevabim su(.): Bu insanlar(.) nerede yasiyor anlamiyor o. Kimyasal tesislerin
dibinde yasiyorlar. Cevrelerine zar-zarar veren kimyasal ve petrol tesislerinin yaninda
yasiyorlar. Ben de dyle bir seyin yaninda yasiyordum(.) Delaware’de yasarken ve o petrol
rafinerileri Delaware Bolgesi'ndeki(.) nehrin yanindaki her yer(.) zarar veriyordu.
Ailem(.) annem ilk basta arabaya bindiginde beni okula gotiiriirken(.) camimiza petrol
geliyordu. O kadar(.) cevre kirliligi oluyordu. Bu yiizden bir¢ok insan kansere yakalanip
oldiie:: vee:: bu toplumlara ne kadar para verdiginiz 6nemli degil, onlar1 ne kadar guvende
tuttugunuz onemli. Ne yapiyorsunuz sagliklart i¢in? Onlarin(.) sagligi icin gerekli
onlemleri geri ¢ekerseniz, kaldirirsaniz ortadan(.) onlara zarar verirsiniz.

[[Welker]]: Peki, son bir sorum var, son bir sorum-

[[Trump]]: Kapatir misin peki(.) petrol tesislerini gecic-gegici olarak?

[[Biden]]: Evet, gecis siirecinde, evet.

[[Trump]]: Bu ¢ok biyk bir ifade.

[[Biden]]: Clinku (.), ¢clinkii petrol sektorii ok ciddi salinima sebep oluyor, kirlilige sebep

oluyor(.). Misaade edin climlemi bitireyim. (..) Yenilenebilir enerjinin onun yerine
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gecmesi gerekiyor zaman iginde.(.) Bu yuzden petrol sektoriinee:: (.) federal kaynak
vermeyi birakirdim. Segilirsem birakacagim. Affedersiniz, dogalgaz ya da giines (.)
sektoriine(.) giines enerjisi sektoriine(.) vermek yerine neden petrole veriyoruz?
[[Trump]]: Onlara da veriyoruz merak etmeyin. Bu (.) is anlaminda yaptig1 en biiyiik(.)
aciklama oldu ¢linkii agiklayayim ne dedigini. (.) Diyor ki: s-petrol sektoriini yok etmek
istiyorum, diyor. Texas bunu hatirlar misin, litfen? Pennsylvania sen de hatirla, litfen,
Oklahoma. Se¢im giinii hatirlayin Ohio.

[[Welker]]: Son sorunuzu ali-al-son soruyu soracagim.

[[Biden]]: Her seyi baglamindan ¢ikartiyor (.). Sunu sdyleyeyim: (.) Sifir karbon
salinimina (.) ulasmak zorundayiz. 2025’e Kadar bunu enerji sektdriinde saglayabiliriz,
2050'de tamamen saglayabiliriz.

[[Welker]]: Son bir sorum var! Liitfen, liitfen! Sayin Baskan, baska bir sey
alamayacagim, sdz veremeyecegim son bir sorum var.

[[Biden]]: iklim (.) Antlasmasina geri katilacagim ve Cin'e verdigi sdzii tutturtacagim!
[[Welker]]: Peki (.), ilk sorum (.) direkt olarak Baskan Trump’a (.). Hayal edin ki bugin
sizin Kabul konusmasini yaptigimiz giin. Ne diyeceksiniz () konusmanizda (.)
Amerikalilara? Size oy vermemis Amerikalilara ne diyeceksiniz? ikinizin de bir dakikas1
var.

[[Trump]]: Ulkemizi (.) tamamen basarili yapmaliy1z (.) salgindan &nceki donemdeki
gibi. Simdi yeniden insa ediyoruz ve(.) rekorlar kirtyoruz siirekli 11.4 milyon yeni is
yarattik vesaire. Ama sunu sdyleyecegim. Geri gidelim (.), salgin gelmeden Once(.)
insanlar beni arityordu. Normalde beni aramayacak insanlardi agikca sdyleyeyim.
Benimle oturmak istiyorlardi masaya (.). Siyahi toplulugun en fazla istihdam edildigi
donemde yasiyoruz. Hispanik kadinlar, Asyalilar (.), 6zellikle de diplomasi olan
diplomasi olmayanlar, MIT mezunlari, sinif birincileri, herkesin i¢in herkes i¢in sayilar
yukselisteydi ve diger taraf bir araya gelmek istedi ve birlesmek istedi diger taraf. Basari
bizi bir araya getirecek ve su anda basari yolunda ilerliyoruz. Ama vergileri diistirliyorum
ben. O da herkese vergilerini artirmak istiyor ve yeni (.) her seye yeni kurallar getirmek
istiyor, Oldiirecek biitlin stireci. Eger o kazanirsa bir depresyon yasanacak, ekonomik
kigllme yasanacak (.), sigortalariniz yok olacak ve ¢ok iizgiin bir giin olacak. Cok iiziicii

bir guin olacak bu Ulke igin.
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[[Welker]]: Evet, Bagkan Yardimcisi Biden, ayni soru sizin i¢in gegerli. Kabul
konusmanizda Amerikan halkinae:: (.) size oy vermeyen Amerikan halkina ne
diyeceksiniz?

Biden: Sunu sdyleyecegim: Ben Amerikalilar ig¢in bir baskanim, hepinizi temsil
ediyorum. Bana oy verseniz de vermeseniz de (.) vee:: elimden geleni yapacagim sizi
temsil etmek igin, size umut verecegim. Ilerleyecegiz kararl-bilime (.) dayanacagiz,
umuda dayanacagiz, korku yerine. ilerlemeyi segecegiz. Ciinkii (.) muazzam (.) firsatlar
var 6nlimiizde, muazzam firsatlar var isleri iyilestirmek i¢in. Bu ekonomiyi biy(tebiliriz
(). Bu sistemik irk¢ilik konusunda daha iyi (.) yol alabiliriz ve ayn1 zamanda da
ekonomimizin (.) ¢ok iyi bir sekilde yiriitiildiigiinii, ok iyi bir sekilde motive oldugunu
ve temiz ve yenilenebilir enerji tarafindan yonetildigini-yonetildiginden de emin
olabiliriz. Milyonlarca yeni istihdam yaratabiliriz. Isin asli bu, bunu yapariz ve sunu
sOyleyecegim en basta sdyledigim seyi soyleyecegim. Bugiin oy pusulasinda olan sey bu
dlkenin (.) karakteri (.), haysiyeti(.), onuru(.), saygisi(.), insanlara haysiyetli davranmak,
herkesin esit hakka sahip olmasindan emin olmak. Bunu anladiginizdan emin olmak
istiyorum ve dort yildir da buna sahip olmadiginizi biliyorum, bunu size sunmak
istiyorum.

[[Welker]]: ikinize de gok tesekkiir ediyorum. Cok iyi bir buguk saatlik bir tartigmaydi.
Takdir ediyorum Bagkan (.) Trump ve Bagkan Yardimcisi Joe Biden. Belmont
Universitesi’ne ¢ok tesekkiirler, bugiin bizi misafir ettikleri icin ve en dnemlisi olarak da
bizi izleyenlere ¢ok tesekkiirler. Se¢im giinii 3 Kasim (.), oy vermeyi unutmayin. Cok

sagolun (.). Iyi aksamlar.
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APPENDIX B: INTERVIEWS (Transcripts)

Interview with Interpreter 1 from NO1

Intl: Interpreter 1

Researcher: R

R: So I'll start with my first question. It’s a general one. Could you explain your
experience as an interpreter, do you have a prior training on translation and interpreting
Studies?

Intl: Of course, | graduated from the Bilkent University Translation and Interpretation
Department. | was selected to pursue the interpretation track. And then I went to France
| got a scholarship from the French government because in Bilkent we study both in
English and French. So | went to Strasbourg for my master's degree again in translation
this time not in interpretation, but in translation, then I came back in beginning of 2006 it
was end of 2005 and then immediately | started working as a freelance interpreter first in
Ankara, and then | got married and | moved to Istanbul and for the last, | think 12 years,
I've been living in Istanbul and since then I've always worked as a freelance interpreter.
R: Okay, that's great. So my second question will be about presidential debates your
interpreting environment. So, you know, due to the 19 pandemic working conditions have
been changed as a result of several precautions. So considering the previous conditions
what were your observations in the working environment? For example, where you're
allowed to interpret with your partner in the booth, or not, or maybe how do you think the
Covid measures frame the simultaneous interpreting process this year?

Intl: | was able to interpret in the same room, not in the same booth, but in the same
room in the same studio actually with my partner. They had arranged for a different
setting, and we convinced them and also technically explained them that it's feasible, that
we can use the same device. We just needed to earphones. That would be all. So we kind
of guided them directed them in a way that they could in the end arrange the studio for
both of us because actually interpreting at the TV studios is much different than a regular
conference interpretation settings. Generally, you have a small room inside the studio,
and sometimes you can’t here very well. You can't arrange (inaudible) do not have mute
buttons so you can't also cough or, you know, say something to your booth mate, but this

time we weren't in that small room. So we were in a big studio, and we were given a very
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big table. The device the interpretation device the console was between us but we were
able to sit at a distance. So we were able to keep the social distance. That's why we were
able to remove our masks.

So, in some settings in some TV studios | know that the two interpreters were not in the
same room which is a terrible thing actually, but in order to not to go through that hell, I
would say, we just convinced the, the people in the studio and we forced them actually to
arrange a setting, whereby they would be both of us in the same room But the thing is as
it's not an isolated booth, or a small room. It's a big studio. Heating was a problem and
you are sitting on a table, no sound insulation, nothing. So your concentration really gets
affected by that, it's very difficult to do your work in the way you do regularly.

R: Yeah, it must be very challenging. So how do you prepare for your interpreting
assignments? Were you able to prepare for the interpretation of the debates, did you have
time for that? And in line with your answer to the question in what ways the preparation
process has an impact on the interpretation?

Intl: Well, the preparation definitely has a huge impact if you don't get prepared it really
changes things a lot. I did interpret for two of the debates, because the third one got
canceled because Trump got Covid in the first debate. So, before the first debate, | was
notified only a couple of hours before, before it. So, yes, it was in the afternoon, | was
going back home I was somewhere | got a phone call saying that they will broadcast the
debates and they forgot to arrange interpreters. So normally, 1 wouldn't accept such a
short notice, and high profile assignment because you have to make a lot of research, you
have to be prepared. All that and it's broadcast live on TV right so so many people will
be watching so it's much more stressful than your regular assignments. Normally | would
have said, maybe no, but because of Covid, we don't have a lot of assignments so | said,
Okay, this this is an opportunity that’s here, S0 why refuse it and anyone in my position
if I refuse it another interpreter would be asked. So they would be in the same position as
well they wouldn't also be prepared for, you know, for weeks and weeks. | thought, if
they call another interpreter today also will be unprepared.

So I said, let me accept this. | had already been following the US presidential campaign
process, since the beginning, even starting from the caucuses, | was aware of the pre
candidates, everyone, and partly because of my job also I always follow politics, what's
happening around the world and especially what's happening in US. Because | was also
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interpreting Trump from time to time, when he was making important addresses on TV.
So, during that time, because of Covid, we weren't working that much and | was taking
long walks, and | was always listening to podcasts about the US elections and what was
behind, you know, the financial issues behind Trump's campaign, all those things | was
already knowledgeable about those things. But still it was stressful because I wasn't
prepared, you know, that much, specifically for this assignment even though | knew the
topics. | had to prepare a glossary immediately. We actually assisted each other with my
partner. All of us, wrote certain terms and we merge them in the end, but definitely for
the second debate, which we already knew we would be assigned. I was much more
prepared, | knew the topics better the names of certain people, all those things | was much
prepared.

R: So, my third question is about the process. So, were there any factors that shape you're
interpreting process. That might be the TV audience, the political environment, or the
person you interpreted, Trump or Biden, for example. So do you think you modify your
interpretation, considering the audience, the institution or any other factors.

Intl: Of course we always modify the terms or choice of terms, let's say according to our
audience so you wouldn't be using the same terms that you would be using when
addressing a very old or senior group of people, compared to a young group of people or
when talking to politicians you might use older words, you know, more complex words,
whereas you know for a communication training for instance you would choose simpler
words. So, being on TV also requires that kind of terminology. Always, regardless of
Covid, or it's the presidential debates. We always pay attention to our audience, of course,
being on TV has that impact. What was the second part?

R: So it was, do you think you modify the interpretation considering the audience,
institution or any other factors, for example this year's candidates maybe.

Intl: The thing is, when you're on TV. You have to have a more polite way of addressing
people but then | was always interpreting Biden and my partner, he was interpreting
Trump and Trump kept interrupting Biden all the time. So there were some nasty words
exchanged and | felt comfortable, translating it as it was like he said stupid, and I also
said stupid normally, Maybe soften the terminology for the Turkish audience but this
time, everyone saw that they were having almost a fights so I didn't hesitate, | was so glad

| was able to say, shut up to Trump you know.
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R: I have listened to your interpretation as well.

Intl: Oh yes, of course, though. Yeah, for the..

R: Yeah, okay. So, taking the debates into account, how do you decide on the strategies
you adopt? While interpreting, some elements become more salient or invisible during
the interpretation. So, for example, do you compress or generalize the information in
order to enhance the effect of the interpreting.

Intl: The thing is with the presidential debates, it's very fast, and someone say something
the other one response so it's not like your regular everyday interpretation, you might miss
certain things, you might not hear first of all because two of them are because two of them
are speaking at the same time. And sometimes you might hear, but you have to omit
because it's so fast you don't have the time so you have to choose. It's, it's my instinct. |
tried to make an assessment to see which part is more important, and which part is more
important for the Turkish audience. So, that's how I can actually choose. If it's too fast
and I have to, you know, pass certain things or omit certain things. That's what | tried to
do. I try to focus on the important parts and try to deliver, but it's also frustrating because
you know you are missing certain things and sometimes you also don't understand,
because they speak at the same time. And you keep thinking while you continue
interpreting, you keep thinking what did he say, what did | miss you know this is also
stressful and it makes you more tired, you might even miss the next phrase thinking about
what you missed in the previous phrase.

It is actually much different, interpreting on TV is much different than any assignments.
It is much stressful. There are so many factors there. And because of Covid also we were
extra stressful. That was the, | think the first time | went to a physical meeting. | went
outside my house to interpret. Normally, we're always doing RSI remotely, we were
interpreting and it felt, I felt kind of stressful because in that TV studio it's a big building
people have been working there for a long time since the beginning of Covid, so maybe
they had the disease, | don't know, nobody tests you. So, there is also that additional stress
on you so you're not only thinking about what you hear what you didn't hear what you
missed what you should choose over the others, but also the general stress of the
environment as well[PD3] .

R: Okay, let me continue with the other question. So, the debates this year were
challenging in many ways as you mentioned as well. One challenge was the overlapping
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talks among the candidates, especially in the first debate. So considering the simultaneous
interpretation, what's your take on it? How can you assess the situation?

Intl: It’s very difficult because you have to wait until your partner stops interpreting, to
be able to start your interpretation. So Trump was talking so much and he kept
interrupting Biden. So | was listening, and then my partner would translate, but Trump
would stop and Biden would start speaking, but my partner would still be interpreting and
I had to wait. So, you also have to see how you will catch up. And you might forget the
beginning of the sentence because you don't start already. And you might miss certain
parts. So, it's also in that regard, it's also very stressful and you have to make the decision
I mean you, you have to omit certain parts, because it's not like you talking all the time
you have to wait for the other person, and then you have to start you can't interrupt your
partner just like Trump was interrupting Biden. Sometimes we had to do it because there
were exchanges of nasty words as | said so. At that time we did, but when they were
talking about important things you have to wait. And it was actually an advantage for us
to be in the same room. So we were hearing each other. If we were in separate rooms. |
wouldn't know that my partner was still talking, and like, there's a question asked, you
have to wait until the question finishes the interpretation of the question finishes, then
you should start, but if we weren't in the same room. | would already be hearing the
English version so | would have started before the question was translated into Turkish,
that would be a total chaos for the audience as well.

R: Yeah, definitely. So, in the second debate you were interpreting both the moderator
(Welker) and the Vice President Biden. Sometimes you had to interpret both candidates,
at the same time. In such cases, how did you decide on who or what to interpret in such a
short time.

Intl: It was very difficult.

R: How did you determine what should be interpreted or who should be interpreted?
Intl: Well, I was interpreting the moderator, so | had to first ask the question, finish the
question to start interpreting Biden if he was the first to go. So, priority was on finishing
off the question. But then again, if | wasn't able to finish the question | would start
interpreting Biden by paraphrasing the question sometimes | tried to do that. So, that |
would, you know, catch up. But then | think at one point, everyone was talking at the
same time and | got confused and I think in one place, | by accident interpreted what
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Trump was saying, so it all got confusing in my mind. And there is another thing, it's not
the middle of night but it's early morning, you have to be there at the studio at four o'clock.
No, the debate was starting at 4 | guess or 4.30 but they wanted us to be there at three
o'clock, so we missed the entire night's sleep. So it's very challenging to do such a high
profile live interpretation, when you don't have any sleep. And, again, your body clock is
also not used to it. Even if you sleep in the morning, which 1 tried to do for the second
debate, because in the first debate I didn't know | was going to be interpreting that night,
right? so I wasn't prepared for it at all. But in the second debate, | tried to have some sleep
at least a couple of hours. But again, at 5 o'clock at 5.30 in the middle of the debate, you
already get tired and your brain doesn't function anymore so it's very difficult. So, | was
interpreting both of them at the same time and then I have to stop, and you know...

R: It inevitably affects the interpretation, | understand. So besides interrupting each other,
the candidates sometimes used an impolite language, as you mentioned it before. So what
was your attitude towards such a case? do you think you tone down or make the
expression more assertive, while interpreting. Could you elaborate on your lexical
choices?

Intl: I don't know if | toned it down. Normally in my regular work, like, I know myself
I kind of tone it down, I try to not distort the meaning, but maybe give the meaning in a
more polite way, or even my tone of voice makes it maybe polite even if | say the same
thing. But this time, | told, | mean they are saying what they are saying to each other so
who am | to you know tone it down, but I think I didn't hear some parts so | think there
were some insults, that I might have missed, | don't remember. I didn't listen again, maybe
you identified them I don't know, but | was thinking like these are very important people
if they are comfortable, exchanging those words live on TV | should also be doing the
same thing so to the extent | was able to hear and understand I, | tried not to tone it down
this time.

R: All right, I get it. So, this is my last question. During the debates, the candidates
mentioned numbers too often. In the interpretation those numbers sometimes omitted or
misunderstood, inevitably. What's your take on it? Do you think that interpreting in such
an environment had an impact on mis-rendering or did you prioritize some items which

might seem more important than rendering numbers?
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Intl: The thing is I'm always very bad with numbers. So | always expect my partner to
write the numbers for me. But this time, we were away from each other. So we weren't
able to do that that much. And, like, | sometimes heard the numbers, but | wasn't sure,
because in the context that didn't make sense. So instead of saying something wrong, like
saying 18,000. I, because | wasn't sure maybe he wanted to say, 1800, but he
mispronounced it. If I wasn't sure, | totally omitted it, and sometimes again, | couldn't
catch it, and my partner was too far away to write it for me so | totally chose not to
interpret and maybe the ones | said, were wrong also some of them. | don't know you
listen to the transcripts right.

R: Okay that’s the end of my questions. Thank you so much.

199



Interview with Interpreter 2 from NO1

Int2: Interpreter 2

Researcher: R

R: Could you tell me about your experience as an interpreter? Do you have a prior training
on translation and interpreting studies?

Int2: | graduated from Istanbul University, department of translation and interpreting in
2008.

R: So I will be asking questions about your interpreting environment, and the institution
you worked. So, due to the Covid-19 working conditions have been changed as a result
of several precautions. Considering the previous conditions, what were your observations
in the working environment for example, were you allowed to interpret with your partner
in the booth, or not? How do you think Covid measures frame the simultaneous
interpreting process?

Int2: Well, it's not about if | was allowed. It was a choice with the interpreters, do not
prefer working in the same booth with our colleagues anymore, because it's not healthy.
So, after the pandemic the physical conditions have changed. It has been only maybe a
few occasions that | had a chance to work at a meeting face to face with people and other
than that it was always on zoom or other interpreting platforms like ... or whatsoever. So,
everything has changed. But the time, the times when | had the chance to work at a
meeting, physically, the booths were separate. We were in separate booths with our
colleagues and or in a very large room maybe in which we set at least three to four meters
apart from each other and that's it.

R: Was it the case with the interpretation of US presidential debates.

Int2: Yes, but in that case, we were closer, because we had to interact. You know it's like
an interview and we should not be speaking over one another's boys. So we worked at
Haber Turk and the working conditions there were a bit challenging. When we first went
there, they wanted us to be in separate places and we were okay with it in the beginning.
However, the booth, they asked me to work in was very small. There was no table and
there was a very, very old television and it wasn't, it wasn't good for such a hard job. So,
the other place, and they arranged was a big studio where there was a large table, and a
big TV screen, given maybe two. One for the original streaming coming from the US and
the other one for the Turkish channel to see the live broadcasting. So, as this room was
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so spacious, we wanted to be in the same room and that's why we worked together there.
And we were, yes, maybe two meters apart from each other but still we have to, you
know, interact so that's why we were closer, but we were wearing our masks. But during
the interpreting of course we removed the masks. It's not possible, almost not possible to
interpret with the mask on.

R: Yeah. Okay. So, how do you prepare for an for an interpreting assignment? Were you
able to prepare for the interpretation of the debates, and in line with your answer in what
way is the preparation process has an impact on the interpretation.

Int2: Well, interpreters have to make preparations before meetings and it depends on
what material you will receive from their client or from the agency you work for. If they
send you some documents you study them. If not, you have to find some sources over the
internet. As regards the subject matter of the meeting if it's about a machine, you have to
find some texts, some information about the specific machine online. When it comes to
the presidential debate, we had to be in contact with my colleagues. We had a Whatsapp
group and we shared info about the subjects that could be possibly raised during the
interview. And we worked on some specific terms which cannot be 100% translated into
Turkish due to the cultural differences in systematic differences in between both
countries. So, we did some preliminary work about the possible questions and also the
themes for the debate. They were shared online over some websites, some, you know
internationally known media outlets like CNN and so on. So you have to find articles or
some pieces about those issues and yeah, we came up with a list of terms or special
phrases and yeah, it was a continuous process until the debate. You know, you have to
always be alert and follow the media, and all the news that can come your way during the
debate.

R: All right, so could you elaborate on the simultaneous interpretation of this year's
debates. What kind of challenges did you encounter? As an interpreter, do you think the
presidential debates in 2020 and election process overall were different what's your take
on it?

Int2: What do you mean by the-

R: I mean, we have a pandemic this year. So-

Int2: Has compared to previous one?

R: Yeah.
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Int2: Well, the presidential debate this year was a challenge, of course, because you have
to contain yourself when interpreting. You have to always be alert. Make sure that you
don't spit around when you make the interpreting. That's actually what we interpreters
don't do but it depends on the mood of the speaker as well. So, the presidential debate of
2016 was less comfortable for interpreters working environment. And this year it was
more difficult, of course, and and this year there was this little change in the order of the
debates. First of all, every year there are three debates, but this year due to Trump's Covid
infection, the second one was cancelled. And there was some another thing | was going
to say, what was it? Yes, this year, during the first debate, you know Trump never stopped
speaking. He always spoke over his opponents’ words. And it's always a challenge to
interpret Trump anyways. | interpreted him many times and also during the previous
presidential debates. And it's always difficult to follow him because he speaks, while the
others do speak. And the voices get mixed up. But in the third one, they did not allow him
to do that. They muted him. So, this was the big difference. And it was more comfortable
for the third debate, at least for the interpreters. This also goes the same for the listeners,
for the viewers. But it is also very important for the interpreters we could at least hear
what the other one was saying. So that was the difference. The main difference and it was
a good, good move, | guess by the broadcasters.

R: So, were there any factors that shape your interpreting process. Well, it might be the
TV audience, the political environment or the institution or maybe the person you
interpreted. Do you think you modify your interpretation considering the audience
institution or any other factors?

Int2: No, but you have to find some proper terms because some terms, some words, some
institutions or some cultural things are not possibly translated into a target language
necessarily. So, when, let's say, a legal institution is of question and the debate and if we
do not have that in our Turkish system, then you have to find something that would give
the same message or that would at least the equal to what that is. But other than that, you
don't shape your interpreting according to the TV institution or whatsoever. That's always
necessary for an interpreter to render in a way that the speakers could understand, sorry,
not the speakers the listeners could understand. But other than that, you just interpret what

you hear.
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R: Yeah, taking the debates into account how do you decide on the strategies you adopt
while interpreting? Do you think some elements become more salient or invisible during
the interpretations? Do you for example, compress or generalize the information in order
to enhance the effect of the interpreting.

Int2: Sometimes yes, you have to do that. It depends, it depends what the speaker says.
R: Well, the debates this year were challenging in many, in many ways, as you mentioned.
One challenge was the overlapping talks among the candidates, especially in the first
debate. So considering the simultaneous interpretation. What's your take on it?

Int2: Well, it shows how distracting it could be for the interpreters if someone speaks
over another. It needs clarity. Interpretation demands clarity. So, it means you have to be
able to listen to the speaker's word words clearly. But if the voices overlap, you can't. And
when you can't you don't know, for a few seconds maybe the, what to do or what to say
or if to say anything or not. And you have to always sometimes interrupt your, your
colleague, to give maybe that spirit of the, of the debate. For example, during the first
debate, when Trump stepped in, | also stepped in even though my colleague was
interpreting. And this was actually something some people like maybe some others don't
did not. But, | received many feedbacks. But it was the right choice because there is this
spirit ongoing, and this is what the man is like, I'm in Trump. So, if every time he stepped
in or if he said something and | kept quiet, it wouldn't have reflected the, the atmosphere
in the debate. So, that's why | had to step in as sometimes my colleagues had to step in.
We had to interrupt one another. It was a different experience some somehow good in
some ways, but in other ways in terms of the quality of the interpreting it was of course
not, not something we would normally prefer.

R: Okay. In the first debate you were interpreting both Trump and the moderator.
Sometimes you had to interpret, both of them at the same time. In such cases, how did
you decide on who or what to interpret first, in such a short time?

Int2: Depended on the sentence. Generally, you know, Trump always says a couple of
things that doesn't make sense that don't make sense is, he he very, maybe rarely finishes
his sentences. All the things he says, as he over speaks somebody else, the moderator of
the debate or his opponent. He uses some daily phrases like, I don't know, to exemplify |
can say: | gotta say something. He says, or maybe | have to, | have to, he says, and then

the rest you don’t of hear. So, his sentences are not proper not complete sentences and if
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he started speaking later on, then you have to first finish the sentence of the previous
speaker. So if the moderator starts to speaking and structuring of a sentence, and you
follow it. While Trump steps in and says something ridiculous or something that doesn't
really make sense, you have to proceed with what the moderator was saying. But if there
was a pause, if the moderator stopped to hear what Trump was saying, then I also, I guess,
interpreted what he said. That's what he said made any sense.

R: Okay. Besides, interrupting each other, the candidates sometimes used an impolite
language. What was your attitude towards such a case, do you think you tone down or
make the expression more assertive while interpreting. Could you elaborate on your
lexical choices?

Int2: One, it depends on what comes your mind. If it's a curse word, you cannot interpret
it on Turkish TV. And this is an our culture, it's a general subject of discussion for
interpreting studies in Turkish context. This goes the same for any kind of meeting that
we interpret at. So if someone uses a curse word, we generally do omit those or find
something that could give the same, maybe, meaning, but not courageously rude ones,
which would normally not be accepted by our audience. So if it's a curse word, we omit
those. We have to. But if it's if it's maybe a rude word that you can actually say on TV.
And if at that moment, it comes to your mind immediately. Then you interpret it as it is.
For example, I guess my colleagues use the word “soytar1”. Biden called Trump a clown
and she just said so. You can also say “palyaco” or something like that. But it's exactly
the word. So, if we, if the words do not disappear and hustle and bustle, you know,
someone is speaking over the others voice and the talks overlap and so on. If it doesn't
disappear or, you know, somehow get missed, if you hear it clearly and if you have the
time, the seconds | mean if you have the seconds to just render it, you just render it as it
is. But if you miss it, you miss it. Maybe you, you couldn’t hear what the speaker said,
because of all that noise, let’s say, or maybe you heard it but some other talks followed,
some heated up debates maybe followed and you couldn’t find a time, because it's a matter
of seconds. And you couldn't find that exact second to render it. If that's not the case and
if you can hear it properly and if you have that spot to inject that word in then, you say it
as itis.

R: All right. 1 will ask my last question. During the debates, the candidates mentioned

numbers too often in the interpretation. Those numbers, sometimes numbers sometimes
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omitted or misunderstood inevitably, so what's your take on it? Do you think the
interpreting environment, had an impact on misrendering numbers or did you prioritize
some other items, which might see more important, at that moment?

Int2: It's not a matter of prioritizing, but sometimes you cannot catch up with the
numbers. Numbers are the most maybe challenging part of interpreting and if numbers
are mentioned one after the other, this is the most difficult part of it. And normally, we
help each other. When the speakers are mentioning some numbers, we write down those
numbers for our colleagues and in a regular booth environment or maybe the old booth
environment we used to have, we were sitting next to one another and we used to always
write down the numbers for the interpreting, interpreter. And at that meeting, no, not, not
the meeting ‘the debate’, during that occasion, you know I said we have to sit a bit apart
from each other, so it was not that easy for one another to see what our colleague was
writing down. Yes, we still helped, tried our best to help in terms of those numbers, but
sometimes it was not possible because the speaker was getting carried away by, carried
away when he was mentioning all those numbers. So, maybe as we misinterpreted some
figures, maybe we could not catch up with some or could not- Sometimes I, we can’t also
read our colleagues handwriting. For example, this is a problem | have. My handwriting
is very bad and when | write down things people generally aren't able to read. So I try my
best to write them down as clearly as possible. But sometimes it's not always the case
because if the speaker is too fast, you have to write down those numbers fast. And when
you write down fast, it doesn't matter if your handwriting is bad or good. It doesn't look
proper. SO sometimes you can’t even read what your colleague is writing down for you.
So, yes, numbers are the most challenging part of interpreting in my opinion.

R: By the way, do think the time of the debates as far as | can remember it was 4 am or
something, had an impact on your attention focused or something like that?

Int2: It normally does. But | generally sleep late, so it was indeed a time that didn't push
me so hard but still towards the end, | mean around maybe 5am or 5:30, 60 towards the
end of it. Yes, you start feeling sleepy and you don’t have the, you don’t have any break
during the debate. It lasts for, I guess, 90 minutes.

R: Yeah.

Int2: So, during the debate you don’t have any time to have some break even maybe not

even a minute and you have to be focused all the time. Because in other meetings you
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don’t need to be that much focused maybe. Yes, of course focused but not as demandingly
focused as during the presidential debates. So, towards the ends, yes, you get distracted.

R: Okay, okay, thank you so much.
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Interview with Interpreter 3 from NO2
Researcher: R

Interpreter 3: Int3

R: Okay, I'll start with my first question. Could you explain your experience as an
interpreter, do you have a prior training on translation and interpreting studies?

Int3: Well, I took interpretation courses for two years, | studied in the Yeditepe
University. | actually graduated from Translation and Interpretation Studies and ever
since my fourth semester | took interpretational classes. It started with simultaneous
interpretation and then | had bilateral, I had well, let me see, we had a couple of courses
I can not remember all of them. So, we can say two years of license experience and then
| started working at News Outlet 2, | am like a staff interpreter there. Officially, | am a
journalist but I also am responsible of all the live interpretations. I do into Turkish mostly
we don't do into English but for a couple of times, there were these board meetings, and
some meetings with guests and other interviews that required for me to do it in into
English but usually when we're going live | do into Turkish, | had the chance to cover the
Floyd protests last summer, | started at May, so | had the chance to cover the protests, |
had the chance to cover the whole election, including the debates and the inaugural
speeches, well Trump's departure speech etc. And we're also working with NO2
International, we have this thing called the news source service where we are arranging
for international correspondence, and it's my responsibility to arrange them, have them
on air, and then 1 also interpret, while they're doing their bit. So, that's also part of my
job. And this is on a daily basis so almost every day | do this once or twice at least, and
we have a range of subjects so again it's mainly probably about Coronavirus and it can be
something, political, it can be about football for example, there was this thing about the
European league recently we had to do a couple of hits, as we call them with sports
correspondence. So, it requires a lot of diversity, and it requires for me to be alert, and
requires for me to have a knowledge about a lot of different subjects [PD4].

R: You have several responsibilities. Well my second question is about the institution
and your interpreting environment. So, due to the Covid-19 working conditions have been
changed as a result of several precautions, as you know. So considering the previous
conditions. What were your observations in the working environment for example, how

do you interpret? I mean are you alone in the booth, or do you have some partners that
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might assist you. And how do you think those measures framed simultaneous interpreting
process?

Int3: Well, first of all, 1, my first professional experience as an interpreter was after the
outbreak. So | started working professionally in May last year. So there was already the
outbreak but the problem is this in a news channel this is especially true for NO2, they
don't care about simultaneous interpretation conditions. They're only interested in the end
product so we don't have interpretation equipment. We don't have a booth for ourselves,
I'm doing the interpretation, from what we call it off tune?(not clear). This is a place
actually for dubbing, and for reading the news, but it's not suited for interpretation. They
have this, I'm trying to frame this correctly. They have this makeshift improvised device,
where a headphone with an earpiece is connected to a different system and this system is
hooked up to the control room. So I don't have to have control of my voice so | can not
stop it, like, I'm supposed to, | can not ask for assistance to an interpretation gadget. What
I can do is they're telling me that my voice is all on air, that means that people can hear
me, and then I have to go ahead and hope that everything will be alright

R: so you're all alone.

Int3: Yeah I'm all alone, | can’t cough, something interesting I can share with the videos
for this as well. They made me interpret the whole debates by myself. Actually, | had to
yeah | not my, not all of them, but I they expected me to interpret, all of them, and | told
them that's impossible because they were slated for at least 90 minutes, and I don’t know
if you're aware of it but one of them got actually longer so it took like 100 minutes and
110 minutes without commercial breaks, so they wanted me to interpret that whole thing,
three people, the moderator, Trump and Biden, and they wanted me to do this by myself.
R: That’s insane, actually.

Int3: that's more than insane it's illegal, it's inhumane whatever you want to call them. |
explained this to them, | explained that we as interpreters (inaudible) have our own
standards, and | might be working as a journalist for you but if you want me to do this as
an interpreter | cannot do that. And I told them expressly that | won't be able to guarantee
the quality of the interpretation, because | cannot like interpret for par excellence for 40
minutes. That's stupid. I'm sorry but that's that's just how it is. So at the end of the day,

they agreed, they agreed to do this in a 40 minute schedule. So we would wait for the first
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15 minutes, and at 6am Turkish time, we would go on air. And then | had to interpret as
long as it went on.

That's how we did twice as you know that that one didn't happen because Trump got
coronavirus and he didn't want to do it online. Thank God. And we did this the first time
I interpreted for 40 minutes. | survived that actually and I think I've done quite a good job
considering the circumstances, but it was really exhausting. It was (.), and then for the
second one. They asked the same thing. My first hunch was honestly to refuse. But then
I thought this is an experience that that is really unique. Right. Where can | get an
experience like this and | enjoyed interpreting the first one because It was pushing myself,
right, because you usually interpret for 20 minutes, half an hour max. and that's for doing
endurance runs during lectures, but never have | have interpreted for 40 minutes. Well
anyways | did it one more time just for the fun of it, and | told them again that I cannot
guarantee the quality and they were okay with it, because they weren't interested in
listening, they were just interested in showing it in a prestigious manner like NO2 going
live with this debate, whatever, but all the other news channels, they all had two
interpreters each, and each of them were interpreting one person. Right. | don't know how
they handled the moderator, because | wasn't able to listen to all of them.

R: gender matching.

Int3: Gender-matching? That's all right, fine. And what | had to do was, for example,
there were overlapping conversations, people would argue, you know, it wasn't an easy
debate, and I had to argue practically argue with myself. It was really really an interesting
experience. As to the conditions, well definitely two people in the same boot is not going
to work now after the pandemic. But since | was already alone when | started doing this,
I cannot say that that's a change, but from my previous experience from my classes, I'm
fairly sure that it's impossible to be in the same booth, unless both of them are vaccinated,
or Yeah, or we have different restriction rules, because, given the current circumstances
You're not allowed to be that close with another person, even if they're vaccinated even
if both of youa are immune or whatever.

R: | totally understand. Actually, I had the chance to listen to your interpretation of the
first debate, but I couldn't find the second debate online, unfortunately, but I think you

did a great job.
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Int3: Thanks, It was, it was, mind you, it's really odd hour right it's like 4-5am 6am
Turkey time So, | was sleepy | was having a hard time and | didn't want to do it by myself
you know | couldn't even get a glass of water because | cannot mute the damn thing.

So, what | do was | just, I just went on and | just prayed that they would finish it up, |
can send you the second one.

R: Yeah, it's really interesting that they didn't even think about hiring another interpreter,
because all the other channels, did the same way. So | got really surprised when I first
listened your interpretation. | waited and waited, and asked myself,

Int3: For the second person

R: Where is the other interpreter?

Int2: the funny part is they asked, no, let's let's cut them some slack so they asked me for
this beforehand, so they didn't throw me into the fire. They told me that they, they were
either going to run this solo, or they were not going to air it. And actually this was like,
this was kind of a de facto | don't know how to say this but they were imposing this on
me. But the funny part is, I'm, I must yes I'm an interpreter, but I'm also working for them
as a full time journalist, so they're not paying me separately for interpreting. So, All the
other channels have to pay twice right?

R: Right

Int2: for two interpreters. All they had to do was just hire one interpreter, because I'm not
getting extra before this. You don't have to pay me anything, you just have to pay another
interpreter for what, two hours, one hour and a half. So, it would have been much easier,
but like I said, this was all my personal initiative. So if, if I didn't want it, they wouldn't
have run like that and | wanted to get that experience.

R: Right, it seems like you had no choice at that point, because it's a unique experience
also. | mean, every interpreter, | guess, want to experience it. So, | will ask my other
question right now. So, how do you prepare for an assignment? Were you able to prepare
for the interpretation of the debates, or in line with your answer to the question in what
ways preparation process has an impact on the interpretation?

Int3: This is crucial preparation is everything because if you don't know what you're
going to be hearing out there, then you're flying blind. That's how I put it, because you
know this is purely internal domestic politics right. So these are not international prepared
speeches, this is people talking from their hearts, both for Biden and for Trump. They
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have prepared statements one minute each, and those are the easier versions, I'd say,
because they're, they're prepared and thus, they're more organized, but for most of the
time they are gambling on about, they're angry they're frustrated or they're excited, they're
expressing emotions, especially Biden you know Biden was frequently jumble his
numbers. It's got he's got something to do with his dyslexia, like dyslexia, he, he
frequently corrects himself while speaking, and one of the, one of the harder challenges
was for me to make sure that it wasn't coming off as if I was correcting myself as an
interpreter[PD5] . So | wanted to make sure that it was Biden who was correcting himself.
And as for preparation, what | did was, well, the thing is, we were already knew these
debates were happening for a long time beforehand, right. So, the subjects were
announced, | believe, a month beforehand, for both debates, and we already knew the
topics we just didn't know the questions, the moderators did not reveal the questions, but
the topics were there, and NO2 International, and other domestic US media’s all covered
these debate topics beforehand, and they would have the potential talking points of the
candidates. So that's how I roll, I, | looked up all these different channels look different
internet sites, and | like, | created an Excel sheet, a spreadsheet, and then | put down all
the concepts that might I think | might hear in there.

And this is how we usually do it. This is how | was taught by my teachers. So what | did
was | had this huge excel sheet, and then | had a couple of alternatives, | had my like you
know, they could be talking about this they could be talking about that, and I studied from
those concepts from those words things that | would have the most difficulties with. For
example, acronyms, you know like PPP personal protective equipment like they just say,
we don't have enough PPP, and you have to at that instance you have to say “kisisel
koruma ekipmanlarimiz yok” (we don’t have personal protective equipments) because
you don’t have the option to say PPP, otherwise the listeners don't understand what’s that.
Or there was also, PPP has two meanings for example this can either be personal
protective equipment or it can be, like something paycheck I can't remember right now
but it's also another, program introduced by the Trump administration. So | was, | was
focusing on talking points from internet sites, and also | was focusing on acronyms, to
make sure | was in hand. Something interesting happened. I didn't take this into account.
At one point, Trump famously said “Proud Boys Stand back Stand by!” I'm sure you

remember, and | didn't know proud boys was in fact, a far right group. So | just say
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“Cocuklar geride durun, bekleyin”() and then that bit was like really spoken for weeks. It
made the headlines, and | interpreted that wrong, why | wanted to give this example is
because even though | prepared for four weeks in advance, even though I think 1 did a
good job. It just takes an instant. So Proud Boys I didn't know about it and then we heard
more about it, of course because they were once again, involved in the sixth of January,
Capitol riots etc. but at that point, nobody knew the Proud Boys, | mean, I'm talking about
the Turkish perspective. So I just said “Cocuklar” to save the day but it was, it was wrong.
R: Some interpreters mentioned ANTIFA. They said they didn't hear ANTIFA before the
interpretation for example.

Int2: well I'm sorry but if they haven't heard on ANTIFA they might they have to be
living in a cave or something because on ANTIFA has been going around, ever since the
beginning of the Floyd protests. | mean, ever since May, | mean, if they had prepared for
this, they would have prepared for the racial tensions part right because that was an
essential part of both debates. And whenever you were talking about racism in America
during that period, you have two things, you have the BLM Black Lives Matter
movement. And then you have the far right groups and the far right groups, always blame
BLM as working together with ANTIFA. Actually, ANTIFA was even covered in
mainstream Turkish media a lot. And this is because the mainstream media tried to frame
on ANTIFA as aligned with the BLM protesters to show that America was somehow.
Like, overwhelmed with this fascist group or whatever. So | don't think it's ANTIFA was
a surprise but Proud Boys was really a really domestic. it's like a fringe group that that is
not internationally recognized or whether it's personal.

R: Yeah, It’s a bit personal. So, you already mentioned that but could you elaborate on
the simultaneous interpretation of this year's debates. What kind of challenges did you
encounter? And as an interpreter, do you think the presidential debates into 2020 and the
election process overall were different, what's your take on it?

Int3: Well, I'm going to go ahead and I'm going to ask for for the debates, as if | had a
partner. So, obviously the hardest challenges for me doing this by myself but just putting
that aside, I think it was harder for me to interpret Biden, because he couldn't he couldn't
form, concise and complete sentences he would ramble on he would change mid-
sentence, and he would give awkward pauses, etc. So that was a challenge for me Trump

is always easy, because he's really he's using the lexicon of a fourth grader, and he's
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talking slowly and easily so it's really easy to interpret him, and at this point I'm, like,
when he opens his mouth I already know what he's going to say, because he can only say
a couple of sentences like it's all really limited, but with Biden it's really hard because he,
especially when he gets frustrated when he gets excited or whatever he he's really unable
to form sentences in a meaningful way. so you have to be like | had to | had to guess.
And yeah, | had to use my intuition, a lot of times, sometimes.

R: Anticipate

Int3: Yeah, with anticipation It’s a risky think and sometimes it goes wrong right so that
that puts me in a more uncomfortable position, and that this has been the case with Biden's
unscripted speeches ever since. I'm talking about the election night, the process
afterwards, his recent remarks in certain events or whatever but if it's scripted, it's really
good because he's reading it from a context so it's, yeah he only jumbles like, perhaps
numbers or whatever. And as to the election process, it was not normal. | mean | think
we can all recognize it because it took way longer than it was supposed to. And here's
something: So usually, | asked this around. | don't know how it is with other channels
but for NO2 they usually only gave the acceptance speech, after the winner was
announced, and I'm talking about the November part and then that will be it, but for this
one. So, the results started coming in, and then Trump immediately declared himself, the
victor. And then he blamed Biden and the others, as he framed them for stealing the
election, and then start this process of unending continues waiting started, so at that
process | interpreted Rudy Giuliani, I interpreted Eric Trump in the middle of the night, |
interpreted Biden, Kamala Harris | interpreted | don't know | even interpreted the White
House press secretary, | forgot her name, Kayleigh McEnany | think it was, so because
there was so much media attention in Turkey of the elections. They wanted everything.
So even if, even if it was like a second, third degree official from the Trump
administration they wanted me to do it, | interpreted the mayor. | interpreted the mayor
of Washington, | interpreted the police chief, this was all because people were saying that
votes are not stolen. We did this with Georgia as well. For example, the governor of
Georgia | interpreted that at NO2, who gives anything about the governor of Georgia in
Turkey, but that, because they wanted to hear that by saying that the election is not stolen
or it's stolen or whatever. So that was a challenge. Since the process took a couple of
months, It was really hard. We had to be on edge all the time. And during that week, |
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had this, | had to be continuously in the office in the news channel for four to five days.
Like I slept there. I showered because they because I'm the only one. They don't have
another interpreter and they want me to do it. Like, they want they want, they don't want
to miss anything. So what we do is like, we determine the active hours according to the
US time. Eastern time. And outside those hours | was free to go home take a shower rest
for a couple of hours and come back but it was like a really awkward time. Uhm 12am
Turkish time until 12pm Turkish time or whatever. And then I have to spend that time
actually in the channel.

Let me see if | can think of anything else. Yeah, | think this pretty much covers it so it
was because its long, because | had to interpret many people, and because most of those
speeches were made for domestic audiences. So it's really that really makes it hard for us
to interpret because the person who's giving the speech is talking fast, and they're talking
about things that the people who are over there, the audience his audience knows very
well but we don't. And it's really it makes it really hard.

R: Yeah, | see. So, um, were there any factors that shape you're interpreting process. |
mean, the TV audience maybe or the political environment, or the person you interpreted.
Do you think you modify the interpretation considering the audience, the institution, or
any other factors you might say?

Int3: Sure, | first, | spoke about I've spoken about this to my superiors | told them that
while I'm in the booth, I won’t censor myself. So that's not something you can expect
from me, because they are the decision makers, they call the shots, they're telling who is
going on air and who's not. So if I'm in there I'm in the booth, and I'm already interpreting
because it's my reputation as an interpreter, not nothing to do with the channel. So if I'm
there, | will interpret everything and they accepted this so we had a settlement. So, in
terms of the institution, in terms of my channel NO2, | did not have any reservations, and
I did not had any problems. But when it comes to the audience. Yes, | had to scale down,
I had to tone down my sentences toned down the terms that | use because most of the
time, Yes, the speeches are easy enough people everyday people can understand. But,
there came times when | was warned not to use complicated complex concepts because it
was hard to understand. I know, maybe it's not the correct thing to do but at the end of the
day this is not conference interpreting this is live interpreting a TV interpreting. So |
agreed to their demand. And | started, how to put this like, | started scaling down right
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that's, that's how I put it so if it’s a complex thing, a name or concept, I would just roll it
around, right, I wouldn't give specifics about it | just say this issue that issue whatever in
order to make sure that people can keep up with the interpretation. And you mentioned
the third factor. Can you repeat that so institutions I answered?

R: the audience, institution maybe the person you interpreted...

Int3: Oh the person yes, that's right. So like, like I mentioned, for example in terms of
the debate at the election Trump is always easier and when | was interpreting Trump |
never studied beforehand because like | said | was so aware of him | was so on level with
him. I never felt the necessity to the need to interpret. The press secretaries are the hardest.
So for example, Jen Psaki Biden's secretary. When | interpreted her for the first time, she
was speaking so fast, | ran out of breath, literally, while I'm interpreting her. The same
goes for Kaylee McEnaney as well. And with Biden, like | mentioned his challenge, the
primary challenge with Biden is that he is sentences are really hard because he's
mumbling sometimes he's changing his thoughts me there. He's jumbling his words
numbers, whatever, so with Biden | always try to be more alert, more prepared and with
Kamala Harris as well because she's really, she she's forming concise sentences, but she's
talking fast so | was also, | felt the necessity to prepare more when | knew | was going to
interpret Kamala Harris going with that.

R: How do you decide on strategies you adopt while interpreting? Do you think some
elements become more salient or invisible during the interpretation of the debates. Do
you, for example, compress or generalize the information in order to enhance the effect
of the interpreting.

Int3: This is more like first of all (...) for the first part. I have two things, two rules that
| tried to abide by first of all | always ask for assistance when | feel as if I'm not doing
good enough. So, | have my interpretation teachers, I, I call them. I ask for their assistance
so | tapped into experience to guidance as to how | can prepare better as to what I should
do. And secondly, I try to follow my intuition, I, for example, if | think something should
be done in a particular way even if I'm not sure, once I'm in the booth, that's what I'll stick
with. So, the thing that | care about most is not showing hesitancy to the audience so |
might interpret something wrong, but if it comes out of your mouth you just have to keep,
keep on interpreting. That's why I try to form these short understandable sentences. And
yes, there are times when | miss sentences. So, for example, the speaker starts, and it's a
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really long sentence, and | lose my train of thought, what I do is just like you mentioned,
I just simplify the sentence and try to give the best of it as | can to the audience given if
it's not 100%. That's how I cut it so I'm trying to think of a concrete example here. For
example, if it's an economic policy issue in the US, and they're mentioning specific states
right they're saying 55% in Georgia 75% in like Illinois whatever I go with like in Turkish
I go like, “Evet, bu eyaletlerde de yiikselis gordiik.” Instead of trying to go with
percentages and names, because at the end of the day my audience does not care about
the percentages, and the states. Yes, ideally, | should be giving them all, but if I'm running
behind, and | have to catch up. I'm not going to lose time on percentages and names I'll
just call it states and up and down.

R: So, you decide your strategies considering your audience as well.

Int3: That's yeah, | think that's one of the major factors. Of course, there's idealism in it
as well I want to do the best | can. And what | do is, after each interpretation | go back
and I listen to the recording, to see what | can do better next time so that's something I've
been doing for a year. | do not skip this step at all at any stage so this is crucial. And my
hope is to be able to interpret without omitting anything. And to be able to interpret it in
the best manner | can. And yes, there are those kinds of interpretations, and once | do one
of them. I don't know what to call them here like the golden interpretation or whatever. |
feel I have this feeling of contentedness, like when | walked out of the booth, I'm like
yeah, | nailed it. And sometimes | go out of the booth and I'm like I could have done
better. But | never let that let me down or never let they will get it over my head, like, I'm
not, I'm not going to prepare anymore I'm perfect or I'm not going to listen to myself
because I, I've been really good for the last couple of .... because you never know.

R: The debates this year where we're challenging, in many ways, one challenge was the
overlapping talks. Among the candidates. So, considering the simultaneous interpretation,
what's your take on it?

Int3: Well, once again, I'd like to clarify I was all by myself so it was kind of a
schizophrenic environment like you mentioned you listened the first one. So, | was
basically arguing with myself, what I did was, what | always do is, | studied acting. I'm
a drama graduate from high school, and acting is like a (). I really enjoyed it. Once I'm
in, | start interpreting this is something our teachers also taught us in simultaneous

interpretation classes as well. | beat that speaker. So, once I'm there. Once I'm

216



interpreting, | try to feel. | try to convey the feelings of Trump, or Biden or the moderator.
So yes, | might sound schizophrenic, but I'm actually switching personas really quickly
there. That's how I stick and | found this to be really useful tool because it also enables
me to get in the mood, and to be on level with the speaker, So even if | miss a particular
sentence or whatever or a word, more correctly. | can keep up because I'm on level with
their feelings, their emotional state. With the overlapping speeches since | was alone there
was no management issues because | was the one who was managing all sides but you
might imagine if there are more than one people if there are 2 interpreters than it must be
hard because they also have to interrupt, each other. so that should be tricky but for myself
I was interrupting myself so | got to decide when to end the previous sentence and when
to start the other. And yeah | turned it into theatre?? actually, so like I interrupted myself.
| don't know | felt angry at myself well at the same time defending my own position
against myself, it was a really interesting experience but, yeah, | don't think for this
question I'm not well suited to answer this question because | was doing it by myself but
certainly that was an issue, because when people like interrupt themselves, try to talk over
each other it's always hard for us to interpret.

R: How did you decide who or what to interpret first at that moment?

Int3: Himm, yeah, I cannot, this is something I also thought as well this is really
interesting it should be looked into. I don't know if I prioritize. | don't think | have maybe
on a subconscious level I wouldn’t know about that but consciously I didn't have the
luxury to. I didn't have the luxury to prioritize like I didn't say I'm going to, I'm going to
make sure Biden's sentences heard or like Trump should be heard more whatever | was
just going along with the discussion. For example, if they're discussing something about
let's say racism... Oh no, I remember this one. So, Trump and Biden I don't know if this
is the first or second one. Trump is talking about Biden's son. Right. And so, Trump said
something like “you know what Hunter is like” such drug full of drugs, full sh*t or
whatever I'm making it up, and Biden got angry and he interrupted Trump and he said
“you know what you're Putin’s lapdog”. And so for example in that one I was mid-
sentence trying to interpret Trump's accusations. But once | heard Putin I immediately
switch back to Biden, because Putin and lapdog that's more interesting, 1'd say. I, and on
a side note, if the two, if the three of them were arguing, this is correct for the first one,
because Chris Wallace really, in my opinion, he didn't do a good job as a moderator. So,
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I didn't interpret Chris Wallace if there was a three-way discussion, because he was saying
things like Calm down, please answer one by one and that's not something nobody wants
to hear, so | would, I would interpret the candidates instead of the moderator. And for the,
for the last debate that wasn't an issue, because the lady from NBC | guess | cannot
remember her name but Chris something whatever she and she had the button.

R: Kristen Welker

Int3: If you remember, so yeah, it was a much more controlled debate than the first one.
Yeah.

R: So, the participants, sometimes used an impolite language, as you know, what was
your attitude towards such a case, you already told it but do you think you make the
expression, more assertive, or tonel down while interpreting. Could you elaborate on the
lexical choices?

Int3: With the assertiveness. Yes, especially with Biden, cuz he's got such a calm
demeanor. And then he's using his choosing his words really carefully.For example, this
is not something that happened in the election process, but during the Six January Riots,
his in his first speech and his first reaction. He's in his first speech and his first reaction.
He called them something different. He didn't call them terrorists, | can't remember
exactly he didn't call them, rioters, he used a specific concept. And my interpretation of
it was way more assertive, that's | remember it, but | cannot actually remember the words
per se, S0 yes sometimes when I'm excited, or when it's a big issue yes, | might be more
assertive, but toning down is a definitely a thing that I frequently, tap into especially with
from because we're not allowed to swear. So we have to consider Rtiik right, you will be
even if it's live even its interpretation, and there are regulations. So if it's anything about
swear words that will be really sensitive, things like sh*t f*ck or whatever | would have
to tone them down, like, not “lanet olsun” but “kahretsin”.

And also this is really crucial. And I didn't know nobody talked to me about it but I
received in-direct criticisms/feedback about this, using God and, like, Allah and Tanr1
interchangeably. So for example, they would say God protect our troops, right, that might
usually says, that “May god protect our troops” okay, I say “Tanr1 askerlerimizi
korusun”but for example if they say, God forbid, I am not going to say “Tanr1 korusun”
because it's “Allah korusun” It has got nothing to do with Islam, it's not that I'm trying to

impose anything. It's just “Allah Korusun™ is the Turkish phrase, and I cannot say “Tanr1
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Korusun” because I'm afraid, right. So in cases like that, | always go with Allah. I'm
trying, I'm trying, just to specify just toelaborate. In cases where God can transliterate
into Allah not because of its religious context, but because of its lexical context, its
linguistic context.

So that was an issue that | was, I'm really self conscious whenever | say Allah on air,
because you know, given the situation in Turkey the political climate and everything, and
people are really listening keenly about these things so even if even though right now we
have a political climate that favors political Islam, saying Allah on screen, suddenly
catches everyone's attention. But it's not Allah because of religiosity It is Alah because
it's the Turkish phrase of it.

R: Yeah, it says a cultural background as well.

Int3: Definitely, what we are taught in both translation&interpretation, this is what we
learned this is what we're taught like sense for sense, that's how it works. But like | said,
since this is TV, people can say like, you know, forget about that interpretation stuff
you're in TV business now you do what we say. And there's this constant battle constant
challenge to make sure that you're not giving ground as an interpreter.

R: So this is my last question, it will be about numbers. Candidates mentioned numbers
too often, you know, in the interpretation sometimes those numbers were omitted or
misunderstood naturally. So what's your take on it. And did you prioritize other items
while interpreting or did something else. What can you say about it?

Int3: Well, numbers are the things that I'm afraid of the most when it comes to
interpretation. Because once you give a wrong number, then that changes the whole
perspective, right, a million there a billion there thousands, 10 thousands hundred
thousands that really jumbles up everything, changes the perspective. So here's what | do.
Before I interpret, if | have the chance, | ask the speaker, if they're going to use numbers,
this is what NO2 International reporters. And if it's going to be scripted speech, then I go
ahead and try to look it up online, because usually they have a script somewhere. If it's,
of course, the President of the United States speech is not online all the time, sometimes
it’s leaked. But even if I cannot find the full speech, usually most of the time I can find
the indication as to which numbers, they're going to use. For example, if it's coronavirus
you know that the US, talking about talking about 500,000 deaths. You know 25 million
whatever cases, or nowadays like more than 200 million shots administered whatever. So
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I have this general contextual numbers on like | prepare them beforehand according to
the speech, according to the subject, and I tried to look for the speech itself. And if | have
access to the, to the speaker. | asked them directly if they're going to use numbers or not,
and even at times | asked them not to use it for example | from, from a lot of times | told
CNN International reporters not to use percentages especially because they would go for
like a one week average of Coronavirus cases, hospitalizations, 1 million like cases per
million or whatever, these are all really hard to keep up with as an interpreter. But here's
the tricky part. And this is a positive thing not a tricky part, whenever these politicians
are giving out numbers. They want to make sure it's understood, because they're showing
off. Right. So actually, if you can keep a level ahead. Most of the time, they repeat
themselves, and they emphasize the numbers. So, for example, Biden does not say one
million doses is it mysteries is this nation is administrated 1 million doses since | took the
job or whatever so | have really a lot of space to interpret that. But in the debate that was,
that was a different case because it's not scripted. And yes, | probably had a lot of
misunderstood the wrong numbers or whatever. At that point I try to just, I try to be stick
to the original speaker, but if I can't, | sometimes | omit, right, if | feel as if I'm going to
stop. If | feel as if the number is not coming. Then I just omit that part and move on.

For example, for many times, somebody would say like “besyliz bin oy da ¢alinamaz
artik” I would interpret that as “Bu kadar da oy ¢alinamaz artik” because that 500,000
boom just come. So | would try to, I will try to keep it understandable, not pull it out of
context, completely, but at the same time, | will try to make sure that I'm speaking all the
time because I'm interpreting.

R: Okay, that's the end of my questions. Thank you.
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Interview with Interpreter 4 from NO3

R: Researcher

Int4: Interpreter 4

R: Okay. I'll start with my first question now. Could you tell me about your experience
as an interpreter, do you have prior training on translation and interpreting studies?

Int4: I graduated from Bogazi¢i University, the Department of Translation and
Interpreting back in 2005. So, since then | have been working as a conference interpreter
mainly, I can't say that | worked for a conference interpreter between 2005 and seven.
However, as of 2007 I've been working as a conference interpreter. So, how many years
does it make 14 years? Yes, | believe, yes.

R: Okay. Well, you know, due to the pandemic, working conditions have been changed
as a result of several precautions. Considering the previous conditions, what were your
observations in the working environment? How do you think the Covid measures frame
the simultaneous interpreting process?

Int4: Especially for the TV, right? We're talking about the TV environments, not the
others, not remote simultaneous interpreting but TV. On TV, what I can tell is that if you
are working alone, if you are one single interpreter, let's say, rendering for half an hour,
then you need to clean up the booths and the earphone and the equipment that you're
using. However, if you're going to work in pairs, just like the presidential debates, then
you need to prepare the working atmosphere yourself as interpreters mainly, Because, let
me share a couple of experiences with you, because | was working for a NO3 in the
American presidential debates and what we did was that we wouldn't be able to sit in the
same booth, due to the pandemics. We got seated in different booths, we could hear each
other only through the earphone. So, what we did was that it will be like a voiceover, |
mean, | would be hearing the speaker louder, but I would be hearing my booth mate with
a lower sound in my ear, so it makes things really really difficult, extremely difficult I
must say. Because the thing is American presidential debates are marked by overlapping
voices, sounds because people speak simultaneously and you need to choose who you're
going to interpret mainly. But the thing is, if my booth mate is speaking in my ear, then |
can't hear the original speaker. It has happened to me many many times, so | couldn't hear
Biden. I was to interpret Biden and | could hear my booth mate was interpreting both the
moderator and Trump, if I'm not mistaken, | don't remember exactly who | interpreted it.
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Was it Biden or Trump? Biden, Biden, yes, it was Biden that | interpreted. But the thing
is, as he was talking in my ear, | couldn't hear the original sound. I couldn't hear what
Biden was saying, it wasn't that easy. If we were to be seated in the same booth, then
things would be very very easy and again it was the same case in the Oscars. It's not
peculiar to the American presidential debates, | must admit, because | work for the
interpretation of the Oscars as well. And again, we couldn't, I mean, what we did for the
Oscars was that there was a distance of two meters between me and my booth mate and
he didn’t have a mask. As for myself, | had the mask. I didn't want to take it off, because
I thought it was too risky. My daughter is still going to school face to face, so | don't want
to carry the risk over there. Anyway, | had the mask, he didn't have the mask, so | could
hear his mouth. But the thing is I couldn't hear him properly because it was a distance of
two meters. So, even in the Oscars, it was a problem. I'm glad that we didn't interpret the
red carpet this year. If you were to interpret the red carpet, if there was a proper red carpet
which was like the previous series, now things will be a mess because we wouldn't be
able to hear each other. We have to hear each other in an attempt to interpret in the best
way possible. Due to the overlapping talk, yeah, I've talked at length.

R: Yes. So, | want to learn about the interpretation process. But before that how do you
prepare for an assignment for interpreting assignments, especially for the presidential
debates? Were you able to prepare for the interpretation of the debates, and in line with
your answer to the question in what ways the interpretation, the preparation process has
an impact on the interpretation?

Int4: Preparation and its impact. Okay. I'm glad that | had time because it was like two
weeks before the first debate at NO3 gave me a call and told me that they needed a second
interpreter. We would be- there would be two interpreters, me and my colleague, so | had
time around two weeks. So what | did was that | listened to CNN constantly, | read the
New York Times every day. | also looked into some of the issues that could be
illuminating, just like the George Floyd staff and what was else, what else? Did | share
my notes with you? Maybe | can share my notes.

R: I guess you did.

Int4: Okay.

Int4: And the thing is, I listened to CNN, I read the New York Times, | looked into some
of the issues, just like some cases that are famous regarding the black people to abortion
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rights. What else? George Floyd case, economy, international politics as foreign politics.
So, I looked into these issues. And the thing is, it was just one- It was on the very same
day, yes, I still remember that day because | was at university. NO1 gave me a call at
around 3pm if I'm not mistaken, and they told me that they needed interpreters for the
interpreting at 3am. So, | didn't have any time left and | gave a call to Intl and Int2. |
asked them as to whether they could work for it and they said: Oh, we are totally
unprepared so it's a mess. Are we going to prepare for that? I told them well, | have some
notes and I'm going to share them with you. I shared them with them, those notes with
them, and luckily, they are very very good interpreters so they have, they still had some
time to prepare for it and it worked, thank God, but the thing is probably you had talked
to them, and they have informed you about their working environment as for the working
environment. Yeah, they had to work on it, yeah.

R: They were, they were at the same room, but they were about two meters away from
them. So it was,

Int4: Yeah, yeah. But the thing is,

R: difficult for them to hear each other

Int4: Yeah, yeah, but the thing is they made the arrangement themselves. | mean, | talked
to NOL1 all the time. They gave me a call. What are we going to do? So, it was as a result
of the constant calls between me as a recruiter, NO1 as the executives and the interpreters,
so we were always in contact with each other and it was when they got there that they
made the last arrangement. Even though-

R: Probably they insisted on interpreting at the same room

Int4: Yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah. That's what they did.

R: as far as | can remember.

Int4: Yeah, yeah, yeah. So that was the most difficult part. As for the impact of
preparation on the debates, well, you definitely have to get ready for it and you have to.
The thing is, why do we here, why do we have to hear each other as the interpreters?
Because there was one single term that I don't remember. For instance, if he says “kolluk
kuvvetleri” for the security officials or police, I have to repeat it all the time because this
is what the audience hears, if it's the right term then I shouldn't again say police. Why? |
mean you need to be constant in terms of terminology. So that's why it is highly important
that you hear each other and it is highly important that you prepare for the debates.
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Because what | do is that, for instance, | write down some important terms that might
come up during the debates, for instance drilling, as far as I remember “petrol ¢ikarma”,
onu yazdigimi hatirliyorum, that's what I remember. And what else? Kolluk kuvvetlerini
yazmis olabilirim polis dememek i¢in. So that's why it is highly important to get ready
for the debates. What else was there? Maybe if | see the transcript | might remember or |
might find my notes with respect to what I've written down. Okay _

R: There was the issue Covid and vaccines and, maybe, you have to work on

Int4: Yeah, yeah CDC for instance.

R: some-

Int4: What was CDC? See, [ don’t remember it. It was something like Center for Disease
Prevention. | noted down its Turkish equivalent. What was it? ‘Hastaliklar1 Onleme
Merkezi’ (Center for Disease Prevention) if I’'m not mistaken, CDC. It was in front of
me.

R: Okay, I'll check it later. So, could you elaborate on simultaneous interpretation of this
year’s debates? What kind of challenges that you encounter? As an interpreter, do you
think the presidential debates this year, and the election process overall were different,
what's your take on it?

Int4: It was totally different because the thing is I have been interpreting the debates for
many many years. | guess it was in 2008 that | interpreted debates for the first time and |
believe I didn’t even know how to prepare for them. I read all the debates. But why do
you read all the debates? You don't necessarily do it. You just need to know what the
conjuncture is about in the, in that particular year. You need to follow up the racial
discrimination events and the rest but you don't have to go back to the past, so | was
totally inexperienced when | began. | didn't even know how to prepare. | think it takes
years to get ready for such types of events. As for the difference, it was in 2008, |
remember | was with a colleague of mine. We sat very very close to each other. There
were so many numbers and he wrote down the numbers for me, | wrote down the numbers
for him, and yet again, we made some mistakes. Come on! We're human beings. It was
only when it was aired with some subtitles that the executives found out that oh, you
didn't interpret that number in the right way. Yes, because you know it wasn't me, my
colleague, but the thing is it's a very very | mean, the people speak at a rapid pace overlap,
it's marked by overlapping talk, and it's not that easy to interpret the numbers in the correct
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manner. We just say, for instance, what I do is that I just say, “8 milyondan fazla” kind
of. If the speaker says 8 million and two hundred blah blah blah. It's more than 8 million,
that's what | say, that's all | can do. | can't give the exact number at such a pace. So,
previously we were able to help each other. We didn't miss anything, the numbers and the
terms, even though in the red carpet sometimes we write down the designer names for
each other so that we won't miss them. However, this year, we couldn't help each other.
It was the biggest problem, | think. It's marked by, this event is marked by cultural
considerations mostly and we couldn't help each other. As for the other differences, | still
felt like a team, however. Because | could hear him through the earphone. I had his voice
in my ear, but it made things difficult. What are the other challenges?

R: Interpreters can see him on a screen, right?

Int4: No, | couldn't see him on a screen, just the voice. No, no screen. | couldn't see his
mouth, just the voice. | didn't know when he would stop. But you're right if I could see
him things would get easier but | couldn't see him. Um, maybe if it, if we did it again
what | would do now, | feel like I'm more experienced with regard to simultaneous
interpreting | would turn on WhatsApp, but I wouldn't turn on the sound so that | could
see his voice. WhatsApp would be on all the time so that | could see his voice and I could
tell when he would stop and I would begin. So, it would be easier, you’re right, if I use
WhatsApp. But back then it was, when was it? Either October, November, and | wasn't
that much experienced in terms of remote simultaneous interpreting.

R: September

Int4: September, yeah. Yeah, it was only.

R: People had no idea, probably.

Int4: Yeah, yeah. We were also that- we weren't that much experienced as interpreters.
R: So, were there any factors that shape your interpreting process? Like, to cite an
example, that might be the TV audience, the political environment at that time and even
that might be the person you interpreted. Do you think you modify your interpretation
considering these factors?

Int4: 1 do. Could you repeat the elements one by one so that | can elaborate on them?
R: The TV audience, the political environment and the person you interpreted, maybe,
like I'm interpreting Trump and, and I don't like his policies so, maybe you felt angry, for
example, such thing.
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Int4: As for the audience, I try to keep things as simple as possible for the TV audience
because | know that | mean they are laymen. This is what | have read so far. So, | shouldn't
use some fancy words so | tried to keep my language as simple as possible so that
everyone can understand it in the best way possible. Sometimes | try to make things more
Turkish like. If it's an American term, well, I should check out my terms so that I'm going
to tell you which terms | have made more Turkish like. But as far as | remember 1 try, |
mean, some terms are very much Americanized, but | try to make them more Turkish
like. Like the way that the Turkish people could understand if it's something too much
foreign to them, then they won't get it, they won't get what it means. So, | can say that |
try to domesticate the language or localize the language. | can say either domestication or
localization. That’s what I do for TV interpreting. As for the policies or the politics, the
impact of politics on my interpreting, well this year, they didn't even go into the foreign
policies. | was quite surprised. I mean previously, this is something that has to do with
the Covid. If you remember back then there were so many problems in US with regard to
the Covid. Now they're doing better, thanks to Biden's policies. However, back then the
number of the cases was so high and what else? Well, the environment wasn't that good.
They had shut down the cities, the schools were closed, and there were many many
problems that were caused by Covid. So, Covid was the only thing that they could focus
on in these debates. However, previously, they would focus on, for instance, pulling the
soldiers out of Afghanistan, Iraq and the policies, their foreign policies with regard to
Middle East, Europe and the other countries. But this year, it wasn't the case. | was quite
surprised, in the very first debate, they didn't even go into foreign politics and as far as |
remember even in the third debate, there was nothing with regard to the international
politics. So, it was quite surprising to me because what I do is that before I interpret these
debates, | check out the topics, and | was quite surprised when | didn't see anything on
international politics. So, this was the thing that surprised me. Since there was nothing
with regard to international politics, there was nothing that could be censored by Turkish
media. But the thing is, even though there was something, | mean, okay there was nothing
that could be censored. But even though Trump said something against Turkey, against
the Middle East or, and he said anything with regard to the other countries, 1 would
interpret it as it is. | wouldn't modify it for the Turkish people, the Turkish audience or in
line with the Turkish politics. | wouldn't do it, that's for sure. So, it wasn't that risky for
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me, because | tried to abide by the ethics, ethical rules defined by the Turkish Conference
Interpreters Association. So, | wouldn't modify anything. As for the person that I'm
interpreting, well, it wasn't that easy to interpret Biden. | must admit, because the thing is
Biden, I mean, | have been interpreting Trump for a very long time since he has been
elected. So it makes... How many years in total? In the beginning, I thought it would be
difficult to interpret him. But as time passed by | got used to his rhetoric and his discourse.
And | think it's not that difficult to interpret him because he uses simple language. Well,
he's not a very good orator but I know what he's going to talk about. Well, he is crazy,
you have to follow up his ideas, it's clear, but the thing is I'm very much-

R: You get used to it.

Int4: Yeah, yeah, I'm very much used to interpreting him. But as for Biden, it was very
difficult in the first debate. Because the thing is, he just says one single word and if | can't
hear that single word due to the voice in my ear which is my booth mate, then I'm going
to miss it. And secondly, he always goes like: first, second, third, and he even forgets
what he is talking about. | was quite surprised. Well, um, he says, first, second, fourth,
and then Trump says: “Third, you didn't talk about the third element.” So, I was like:
“Why am I interpreting, is he running for the president, for the presidency?” I mean, it
wasn't that easy because he didn't have the proper line of thought I can say or how do we
say in English? Line of, train of thought, yes he didn't have a train of thought. I mean, it
was just like, well, he got prepared for this debate. It's clear. But the thing is he's trying
to keep his ideas in his mind and he's getting lost at some point. So, he's not an easy
speaker to interpret. However, things changed after he was elected. In the first and third
presidential debates, when the third presidential debate |1 was more used to interpreting
him. But as for the first debate, it was highly difficult. However, after he was elected, |
guess he took some courses on public speaking, so today he's a very good speaker. But as
for the debates, it wasn't that easy to interpret him. And secondly, as for the challenges
that we encountered, we had no idea as to whether the second debate would be interpreted
or not. That's why, as interpreters, | mean, we set up a WhatsApp team with Intl and Int2
and we kept working on the debates continuously. We even said, | mean, if | get their
permission, | can send you those correspondences. The thing is we even said or if it’s
going to be aired online, if it's aired online how are we going to interpret? We always kept
watching CNN in an attempt to grasp whether there would be the debate or not. And if
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you remember, it was only, let's say, three weeks before the debate, if I'm not mistaken,
three days before the debate, not weeks, that Trump decided not to go online, he said if
it's an online debate-

R: He got Covid.

Int4: Yeah, yeah. But he said: “If it's online, then I won't be in, if it's face to face then I
might be in. But if it's online, then | won't join. This was his decision and we even thought,
well, maybe we're going to interpret Biden only. We had no idea. Come on, | mean, that's
why we were always alert. We had to be alert because we had no idea whether there would
be the debate, whether Biden would go to the debate alone, whether there would be
interpretation, whether it would be aired online or, we would go to the TV station. So
that's why we had to be alert all the time. So that was the major difference between this
year's debates and the previous years'. As for the previous years, everything was set up.
But this year, everything was on the last minute so you have to be cautious all the time.
R: So, did you receive any instruction from the institution you interpreted regarding the
debates, the interpretation of the debates?

Int4: The thing is, | have been working with them for a very long time for like six or
seven years | don't know. But the thing is we know each other. They know me, | know
them. But the thing is, we talked to my booth mate. He's an insider, he's a staff interpreter.
And we talked as to whether there would be anything risky. But the thing is, we decided
that they wouldn't go into Turkey at all, they wouldn't go into Middle East. We just talked
about it, just like a chat. I mean, we asked each other. “Do you think there will be anything
that will be risky for the Turkish politics?”” Oh, no, definitely no, because they're so busy
with Covid and they won't go into Turkey at all, and come on anyway there won't be
many people watching us at 3ammin the morning and it's not that big. I mean, for instance,
what he told me, well, it's not a big event in Turkey. But the thing is it's a prestigious
event. So, if CNN is airing it and NTV has to air it, if they're doing it then, NO1 has to
do it. And since NOL1 is my client, they even thanked me in the aftermath. They told they
were so glad with the interpreters, and the rating was so high. They truly appreciated the
work of the interpreters.

R: So, taking the debates into account how do you decide on the strategies you add up

while interpreting? For example, I mean, do you think some elements become more

228



salient or invisible during the interpretation, or do you compress or generalize the
information in order to enhance the effects of the interpreting?

Int4: Well, I'm gonna write down. Compression, generalization, anticipation...

R: Already mentioned in localization, domestication...

Int4: Yeah, yeah. | think | used all these strategies during the debates because if it's too
much detailed, if it's something that goes into American politics, then you have to
generalize it for the Turkish audience. Because the Turkish audience won't be interested
in American, the details of the American politics, not the general politics but the details.
So, that's why you definitely have to generalize it. Because it's not the American people
listening to, it's the laymen listening to, it's not the professionals only, it's not the
professionals in politics, but the laymen listening to you. So, you definitely need to
generalize it and that's what | have done. | have compressed information as well so that
it's going to be neat in quotation marks for the Turkish audience. Again, you have to take
the audience into consideration in these debates. And | resorted to anticipation as well.
Because you can't wait for the verb, you need to act very rapidly, especially on TV
interpreting. Otherwise, there will be silence. The audience doesn't like silence, the
executives don't like silence. So, you need to talk all the time. You need to use more
fillers, this is what I've done, | think. | have used more vocal fillers. You can say for
instance, “peki(.), simdi(.)” kind of vocal fillers and what I do on TV is that I shy away
from using “imm”. I don't use them at all. I definitely try to avoid it for the audience. For
instance, in conference interpreting you might say “im” and it won't attract that much
attention. However, on TV | know it attracts attention because | have worked as a staff
interpreter myself and one of the executives who was my boss, back then, warmed me
and he told me: “Well, please don't use that much ‘imm’ ”. So, I know | shouldn't use
“imm” at all. I can use vocal fillers such as “peki (.), simdi (.)” and I have to do it because
there should be some voice on TV all the time. You can't wait for the verb, you have to
use fillers, but I don't say “im”. It's definitely something that | avoid. What else?
Compression, generalization, anticipation... Do you think of any other strategies that I
could have used, that could have been used? That's all | can think of at that point.

R: Well, toning down, and some other strategies, of course, maybe you tone down, but |
will ask it later.

Int4: Okay, yeah.
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R: Okay, well, as you said before, this year's debates were marked by overlapping talks
so what's your take on it, considering simultaneous interpretation?

Int4: You need to choose who you're going to interpret. But | was lucky in the first debate
because, sorry | have a notebook, and | would like to find it for the strategies. But where
Is it? Anyway, after the talk I'm going to try to find it because maybe there might be some
other strategies that | have resorted to but the names of which I can't remember currently.
Heh, it's here. Yes, sorry. Sorry to interrupt but | really wanted to go into the other
strategies that | have used. | will get- What was your question again?

R: The overlapping talks.

Int4: Overlapping talk. You need to choose who you're going to interpret and in the third
debate, | interpreted both the moderator and Biden, yes, it was again Biden and the
moderator. Because the moderator was a woman you need to, | mean, what we do is that
we make a gender based decision if it's a male, then the male, | mean, if the moderator is
male, then a male interpreter interprets. And if it's a female then, the female does the job.
So, it was me interpreting both the moderator and Biden in the third debate. What | did
was that as for the moderator, | kept my sentences as short as possible. Because, especially
if it's Trump talking, if 1 ask my question to Trump then it's going to be my booth mate
interpreting, so | need to give him some space. | mean, | need to make it as short as
possible so that he will begin talking right after me. What | did was that | compressed all
the speeches of the moderator. | had to do it because, this time, it wasn't that easy. He
couldn't see my mouth, he couldn't hear me in the same room. It was only through the
earphone that you could hear me and | had to keep it as short as possible, that's what |
did. I compress all the information | can say, all the time. That's what | had to do. As for
Biden, again, | had to compress the information and | had to shorten the information
because | had to give the floor to my booth mate. | kept it as it is, but I try to make my
sentences as short as possible due to the Covid conditions, | can say. Let me see what |
have used. Okay. Segmentation, restructuring, | think they're almost the same,
compression | have used, extending or narrowing EVS, oh, | can say then | have narrowed
EVS, Ear Voice Span as a strategy. Yes, narrowing EVS, | definitely shied away from
extending EVS, Ear Voice Strategy, I didn’t go for omission at all, because it had to be
comprehensible for the audience. | feel like I didn't expand the text at all. Because | had
to keep it as simple as possible. Okay, what else? Paraphrasing, explaining, if necessary,
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due to the cultural differences, | might have resorted to paraphrasing as well. For instance,
CDS is the abbreviation but in Turkish, it doesn't make sense. For instance, | could have
said ‘Hastaliklar1 Onleme, iste, su an atiyorum, Komisyonu, HOK’ gibi bir sey
uydursaydik, nobody would understand it. But this is what we do in conference
interpreting. Generally in conferences, there's an abbreviation, a Turkish abbreviation for
an English abbreviation. But as for CDS, CDC excuse me, CDC, if I'm not mistaken, it's
not the case, | mean, | couldn't have done it. It wouldn't make sense for the audience. For
instance, in conferences, you can even come up with this abbreviation yourself. You can
say ‘Hastaliklar1 Onleme Komisyonu, HOK’ deyip HOK ’le devam edebilirsin. Audience
nasilsa anladi dersin, gegersin. However, on TV, you can't do it. You need to paraphrase
it, you need to explain it for the Turkish audience. So, each time they said CDC, or even
though it's an abbreviation I had to say “Hastaliklar1 Onleme Komisyonu” kind of. So, I
feel like I have paraphrased and explained for the Turkish audience. Okay, substitution. |
definitely didn't resort to substitution. Repair, I might have repaired myself. I'm not so
sure to tell you the truth. Probably this is something that you're going to find out when
you listen to the recordings. But | don't remember it. | guess that's all. Yes.

R: I will move on with the overlapping talks, again. As you said, you interpreted the
moderator and Biden at the same time. So, | want to focus more on the choices you make
during the interpretation. Did you think that okay, what Biden says is more important, so,
I will interpret him first, or something like that? | mean, did you prioritize some items?
Int4: Probably I'm, I mean of course what Biden says is more important than the
moderator. Because what | need to interpret mainly, I mean, you might generalize the
question and you might give it in a few words or you might compress it. However, what
people need to hear in this debate is the speech of Biden and Trump, Biden versus Trump.
So probably, I have given priority to Biden rather than the moderator. | kept the words of
the moderator as short as possible in an understandable way, but more compressed. But
as for Biden, | expanded his talk more. This is what | believe in. Because | believe this is
what | have to do, people are after hearing these two candidates not the moderator, their
opinions, their thoughts about the questions. So, of course what Biden says is more
prioritized for me.

R: All right, um, besides interrupting each other, the candidates sometimes used impolite

language. What was your attitude towards such a case? Do you think you toned down or
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made the expression more assertive, while interpreting? Could you elaborate on your
lexical choices?

Int4: Yeah, | mean | can't remember the lexical choices, to tell you the truth, but I'm,
what I'm going to tell you is about my feelings. So, it wasn't Trump, | mean it was Trump
all the time who tried to intervene and as for Biden, | was interpreting Biden all the time
and | believe I might have repeated what he said twice. This is just the feeling. Probably
I did it, I don't know but I might have used repetition as a strategy. Because, to tell you
the truth, I'm a supporter of Biden, okay, no lies and | would like him to win and | was
really angry with Trump as an emotion. | really wanted to give more space to Biden and
I might have repeated what he said. For instance, if he says: “Bir dakika, sira bende.”, I
might have repeated it twice. This is what | believe in. | mean, of course, it comes out
only after the transcription. But | believe | have done it because | was really angry with
Trump. | mean he tried to intervene all the time, he was so impolite in the first debate.
You know the rules changed after the first debates, | mean, they couldn't interrupt each
other in the third debate because the rules changed and I felt like I'm so, there's one more
feeling that I have to add to the first debate. After the debate was over, | was like, | mean,
| talked to my booth mate and I told him, well, I'm so sorry my part was so little. I didn't
interpret as much as you. | didn’t interpret anything. Why was | here? | feel so bad. This
is what I told him, I remember. And he said: “Come on, Biden also talked.” Yes, but he
didn't talk at length. You were the person who interprets all the time and | was even bored,
come on. It’s a debate. These two people have to talk and I was like: “What time is it?
How much am | going to sit here? He's still not talking, what am | going to do in here?
Still talking, | mean, Trump is still talking and it's never Biden talking. | was so bored
and it was the first time that | was bored in a debate. Because normally in a debate, you
don't even recognize how time passes by. But in the first debate it was always Trump
talking and as an interpreter, interpreting Biden, I got really bored and | felt like I didn't
work at all. | felt so sorry.

R: And there were-

Int4: Because we didn't interpret on an equal level, his part I mean my boot mate’s part

was longer than mine way longer than mine
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R: There were even some words like clown and Putin’s puppy or something. What did
you do at that moment, like did you choose to interpret it as it was or did you tone it
down? What was your-

Int4: Clown’a muhtemelen “sarlatan” demisimdir. Clown was mentioned by Biden,
right?

R: Probably, I can't remember it right now but-

Int4: Ben sey, Biden gibi hatirliyorum ve sey sarlatan olarak ¢evirdigimi hatirliyorum,
yani oldugu gibi. I interpreted all these terms as they are. | didn't tone down at all, because
this is what Trump deserves again, emotion comes in.

R: All right, all right. So, this is my last question. During the debates the candidates
mentioned numbers too often. In the interpretation, those numbers are sometimes omitted
or misunderstood inevitably. What's your take on it? Do you think that the interpreting
environment had an effect on the misrendering of the numbers?

Int4: Definitely, it had a huge impact. As | told you in 2008, my booth mate could help
me. | could help him and even though we could help each other, we could interpret the
numbers in the wrong way. But this year, | must confess that | paid no attention to
numbers at all, because numbers are not my priority at all in this debate. I'm alone, come
on, I'm alone in the booth. There are so many cultural elements | have to interpret and
how come I'm going to pay attention to the numbers? No, it's not my job, come on! If he
had the normal working conditions, if we were in the same booth, then of course | would
pay attention to numbers. But this year, | am sure that | omitted them, I'm totally sure. |
mean, | must have omitted at least 70 or 80% of them, or | said, just like 8 million, more
than 8 million, that's all I could do. Even my booth mate, he also had to omit them. We
were all alone. We're alone in our apartments, I’'m going to say, in our rooms. There is no
one to help us and I gave priority to the content rather than the numbers. | mean, to me,
numbers aren't that important as the content of the speech. | had to omit them. So, it wasn't
a normal year. It was marked by Covid and | had to omit the numbers due to the Covid
conditions. I mean, due to the Covid conditions we weren't together and numbers weren't
our priority as a team. He also did the same, | did the same. So, numbers were not that
important to us. What was important was to give the general sense and message to the
Turkish audience, that's all. Give the general sense, but not the details, not the numbers,

but the general sense.

233



R: So, you had to determine, you had to choose your strategy in line with

Int4: Priorities, yes, yes.

R: your initial decision.

Int4: Yeah, so | can say that our strategies and priorities were definitely shaped by the
Covid conditions. Yes, definitely.

R: Okay, that’s the end of my interview, my questions. Thank you so much for joining
me.

Int4: You're welcome, you're welcome. If | can find my notebook, which | used for the
third debate, I must have a notebook. | know, I'm going to send it to you as well, in
addition to the WhatsApp term list. Because what I do is that before, I mean, before going
to the broadcasting company, | write down the terms that might come up in the debates,
so | must have such a term list, I'm going to share it with you too.

R: Thank you so much.

Int4: You're welcome. See you.
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