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1. Executive Summary

80

Total Patterns
38
Manipulations
42

Braintraps
78%

Avg Deliberate

This comprehensive analysis of Donald Trump's January 21, 2026 speech at the World Economic
Forum in Davos identifies 80 distinct patterns of manipulation and cognitive bias operating across
multiple domains. The speech represents a sophisticated manipulation campaign combining 38
deliberate manipulation techniques (average 78% intentionality) with 42 unconscious cognitive
biases (braintraps).

The analysis reveals systematic evidence distortion (card stacking, cherry-picking, statistical
manipulation), emotional manipulation (fearmongering, othering, loaded language), and reality
distortion (big lies, gaslighting, repetition) operating in concert with the speaker's unconscious
cognitive biases (overconfidence, confirmation bias, naive realism). The combination creates a self-
reinforcing system of belief maintenance that is highly resistant to correction.

Critical severity findings include: (1) Systematic economic success illusion through evidence
manipulation, (2) Threat amplification engine creating crisis atmosphere, (3) Reality distortion
normalizing demonstrably false claims, (4) Tribal warfare system preventing rational policy
evaluation, (5) Coercive negotiation framework for territorial acquisition (Greenland), and (6) Self-
sealing belief maintenance system protecting positions from revision.

. Publication Note

This report is published on braintrap.net as part of an ongoing project to document and analyze
manipulation patterns in political discourse. The analysis is based on systematic pattern detection
using the Manipulation Detector Skill V2 framework with comprehensive databases of 88 braintraps
and 60+ manipulation techniques.
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3. Complete Pattern Analysis

@ 3.1 MANIPULATIONS (Deliberate Techniques)

The following 38 manipulation techniques represent deliberate, strategic methods used to deceive,
mislead, or exploit cognitive vulnerabilities. Each pattern includes intentionality assessment based on
systematic marker analysis.

#1
Card Stacking

[2.7]
Systematic presentation of only favorable evidence while omitting contradictory information

Criticallntentionality: 92% deliberate

Evidence:

e "52 all-time high records" in stock market - omits that market volatility and corrections are
normal

e "$18 trillion investment commitments" - no mention of fulfillment rates or verification

e "cut federal spending by $100 billion" - no mention of overall budget increases in other areas

e "slashed trade deficit by 77%" - cherry-picked monthly data, not showing full year context

¢ "inflation defeated" at 1.6% - selective time window, ignoring cumulative inflation impact

Mechanism:

Systematically presents only data supporting claims while omitting context, contradictions,
verification, or comparisons that would weaken arguments. Creates illusion of unqualified success.

Intentionality Markers:
e Consistency across topics
e Sophistication in data selection
o Clear benefit

e Persistence
o Knowledge asymmetry likely

Interactions with Other Patterns:

Works with #2 Cherry-Picking, #3 Texas Sharpshooter, #4 Statistical Deception

Counter-Strategy:

Demand complete data sets, independent verification, context, and comparison benchmarks. Ask
"What information is missing?" and "How does this compare to historical norms?"
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#2
Cherry-Picking Evidence
[2.1]

Selecting only favorable data points while ignoring contradictory evidence

HighIntentionality: 90% deliberate

Evidence:
e Highlights stock market gains but ignores market corrections
o Cites Q4 growth projection of 5.4% without discussing sustainability or methodology
e "lowest crime numbers ever" - selective use of statistics without full context

o References successful military operations without mentioning costs or controversies

Mechanism:

Deliberately selects data that supports narrative while systematically excluding data that contradicts
it. Creates false impression of uniform success.

Intentionality Markers:
e Systematic selection
e Pattern of omission
e Strategic timing
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Part of Card Stacking cluster, Feeds #5 False Equivalence
Counter-Strategy:
Seek independent data sources, ask for complete data sets, check for contradictory evidence.
#3

Texas Sharpshooter Fallacy

[2.2]
Highlighting hits while ignoring misses; painting target around arrow

HighIntentionality: 85% deliberate

Evidence:

e "52 all-time high records" - counts every new high without context of typical market behavior
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o "settled eight other wars" - cherry-picks successful negotiations, ignores failures or partial
solutions

e "knocked down drugs by water by 97.2%" - precision suggests data selection, no verification
provided

Mechanism:

Selects successful outcomes after the fact and presents them as evidence of systematic success,
ignoring failures or normal variation.

Intentionality Markers:
e Post-hoc selection
e Specificity without verification
e Pattern across claims
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Cherry-Picking, Amplifies Card Stacking

Counter-Strategy:

Demand complete success/failure rates, independent verification, and baseline comparisons.
#4

Statistical Manipulation

[2.3]
Misleading use of statistics through selective presentation or calculation methods

HighIntentionality: 88% deliberate

Evidence:

e "drug prices coming down by 90%... you could also say 567, 800 percent. There are two ways of
figuring that" - admits multiple calculation methods to maximize impression

e “slashed monthly trade deficit by 77%" - uses monthly snapshot rather than annual trends

e "core inflation just 1.6 percent" over three months - selective time window

e "$18 trillion... when final numbers come out, closer to $20 trillion" - inflates projections

Mechanism:

Uses statistics selectively, changes calculation methods for maximal impact, uses favorable time
windows, inflates projections without verification.

Intentionality Markers:

o Admits multiple calculation methods
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e Selective time windows
e Precision without verification

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Supports Card Stacking, Works with Cherry-Picking
Counter-Strategy:

Verify calculation methods, check time windows, demand independent auditing, compare to
standard metrics.
#5

Big Lie Technique
[2.10]

Repeating bold, easily disprovable claims with confidence

Criticallntentionality: 85% deliberate

Evidence:

e "2020 U.S. presidential election were rigged. It was a rigged election. Everybody now knows
that" - repeats debunked claim

e "Without us, you'd all be speaking German and a little Japanese" - massive exaggeration of U.S.
role

e "Europe... not even recognizable anymore" - sweeping generalization contradicting reality

e "We have the lowest crime numbers that we've ever had in the history of the country" -
demonstrably false

Mechanism:

States bold, extreme claims with absolute confidence, relies on repetition rather than evidence.
Normalized through frequency.

Intentionality Markers:

e Repetition

e Contradicts known facts

e Absolute language

e Persistence despite correction
Interactions with Other Patterns:

Relies on Confirmation Bias in audience, Amplified by Authority Bias

Counter-Strategy:
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Fact-check immediately, cite authoritative sources, don't repeat the lie when correcting.
#6

Hyperbolic Language / Superlatives Overuse

[1.4]
Excessive use of extreme language to amplify claims beyond reality

Mediumintentionality: 82% deliberate

Evidence:
e "phenomenal”, "incredible", "amazing", "unbelievable
times
e "fastest and most dramatic economic turnaround in our country's history"
e "perhaps no country has ever seen before"
e "never been done by any country at any time, not even close"
e "the worst president we've ever had by far"

, "greatest”, "tremendous" used 78+

Mechanism:

Systematic overuse of superlatives normalizes extreme language, desensitizes audience to
exaggeration, makes actual achievements seem inadequate without hyperbole.

Intentionality Markers:

e Frequency
e Systematic across topics
e Learned rhetorical style
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Amplifies impact of Card Stacking, Masks lack of evidence
Counter-Strategy:
Mentally subtract superlatives, focus on verifiable facts, compare claims to objective standards.
#7

Scapegoating

[2.8]

Blaming problems on specific individuals or groups to deflect responsibility
HighIntentionality: 90% deliberate

Evidence:
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e Blames Biden administration repeatedly for all problems inherited

e "sleepy Joe Biden administration" - personalizes and denigrates

e Blames European leaders: "the leaders don't even understand what's happening”
e Scapegoats Jerome Powell: "We have a terrible chairman right now"

e Attacks Ilhan Omar: "fake congressperson... telling us how to run America"

Mechanism:

Systematically attributes negative outcomes to specific individuals or groups, deflects responsibility,
builds outgroup to blame.

Intentionality Markers:

e Consistency
e Strategic selection of targets
e Political benefit

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Feeds Ad Hominem attacks, Triggers Ingroup/Outgroup biases
Counter-Strategy:

Examine systemic factors, check if blamed party had actual control, look for shared responsibility.
#8

Fearmongering / Fear Appeals

[8.1]
Amplifying fears and threats to motivate action or compliance

Criticallntentionality: 88% deliberate

Evidence:
® "many parts of our world are being destroyed before our very eyes”

e "the West cannot mass import foreign cultures which have failed"

e "Europe... certain places are not even recognizable"

e "Without our military, you have threats that you wouldn't believe"

e "could have ended up in World War three" if opponent elected

e Greenland framing: "much greater risks than ever before because of missiles, nuclear,
weapons"

e "bloodbath" describing Ukraine war repeatedly

Mechanism:

Systematically amplifies threats and catastrophic scenarios to create sense of crisis requiring his
leadership.
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Intentionality Markers:
e Consistency
e Strategic timing
e Clear political benefit
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Triggers Availability Heuristic, Exploits Negativity Bias, Works with Catastrophizing

Counter-Strategy:

Check actual threat levels, compare to historical baselines, examine if fear is proportionate to risk.
#9

Othering / Us vs. Them
[2.8]

Creating sharp ingroup/outgroup divisions to foster tribal loyalty

Highlntentionality: 87% deliberate
Evidence:
e "afew enemies" in audience acknowledgment
¢ "radical-left Democrats" vs "us"
e "stupid people" (repeated) vs smart people (implied: us)
e "the fake news" vs truth-tellers

e Somalia framing: "failed nation... fake congressperson”
e Europe vs America framing: "they're destroying themselves" vs our success

Mechanism:

Consistently creates tribal divisions with ingroup (us, smart, successful) vs outgroup (them, stupid,
failing).

Intentionality Markers:
e Systematic language patterns
e Consistency across contexts
e Strategic political benefit
Interactions with Other Patterns:

Triggers Ingroup Favoritism, Enables Ad Hominem attacks, Feeds Outgroup Homogeneity Bias

Counter-Strategy:
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Resist tribal framing, seek common ground, evaluate arguments on merits not group membership.
#10

Ad Hominem Attacks
[3.1]

Attacking person rather than addressing arguments

Mediumintentionality: 85% deliberate

Evidence:

e "sleepy Joe Biden" (repeated)

e "stupid people" buy windmills

¢ "incompetent people" shut down power plants

e "fake congressperson” Ilhan Omar

e "terrible chairman" Jerome Powell

e Emmanuel Macron mockery: "those beautiful sunglasses. What the hell happened?"

Mechanism:

Systematically attacks character, intelligence, or attributes of opponents rather than engaging with
their arguments.

Intentionality Markers:

e Consistency
e Strategic targets
e lLearned rhetorical pattern
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Part of Othering strategy, Deflects from substantive critique
Counter-Strategy:
Separate person from argument, evaluate claims on evidence, don't engage with personal attacks.
#11

False Dilemma / Binary Framing

[3.3]
Presenting only two options when more exist
Mediumintentionality: 75% deliberate

Evidence:
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e Greenland: "they have a choice. You can say yes... or you can say no and we will remember"
e "with us or against us" framing throughout
e Economic policies: his way vs "failed model"
e Either accept his terms or face consequences (tariffs, military implications)
Mechanism:
Frames complex issues as binary choices, eliminating middle ground and alternative solutions.

Intentionality Markers:

® Repeated pattern
e Strategic use in negotiations

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Fearmongering, Simplifies complex issues
Counter-Strategy:

|dentify excluded middle options, ask "What other alternatives exist?"
#12

Glittering Generalities

[1.3]
Using vague, emotionally appealing phrases without specific meaning

Mediumlntentionality: 70% deliberate
Evidence:
e "Make America Great Again" implied throughout
e "shared destiny"
e "greater than the world has ever seen”
e "precious inheritance"
e "spirit that lifted the West"

e "defend our shared destiny"

Mechanism:
Uses emotionally resonant but vague phrases that mean different things to different people.
Intentionality Markers:

e Systematic use

e Campaign language
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Interactions with Other Patterns:
Masks lack of specific policy details, Appeals to emotion

Counter-Strategy:

Ask for specific definitions and concrete policy details.
#13

Bandwagon / Social Proof
[1.2]

Claiming everyone agrees or participates to pressure conformity

Mediumlintentionality: 80% deliberate

Evidence:
e "Everybody now knows that" about election claims
e "everyone agrees" with his assessment
e "People are very happy with me"
e "Now they all think I'm doing the right thing"
¢ Implies consensus where none exists
Mechanism:
Claims universal or widespread agreement to create pressure to conform and validate positions.

Intentionality Markers:

e Repetitive pattern
e Unsupported claims of consensus

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Exploits Conformity Bias, False Consensus Effect
Counter-Strategy:

Check actual polling and evidence of support, resist conformity pressure.

#14
Appeal to Authority (False)

[3.8]

Citing authority inappropriately or inventing expert support
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Mediumintentionality: 75% deliberate
Evidence:

e "A military expert told me, sir, everything you've done has been perfectly executed. | said, |
know."

e Unnamed experts, pollsters, and advisors throughout

e "Some of the greatest brains anywhere in the world" (audience flattery as authority)

o Cites own expertise repeatedly

Mechanism:

References authorities without verification, uses anonymous experts, or claims own expertise to
validate claims.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of unverifiable citations
o Self-referential authority

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Authority Bias in audience
Counter-Strategy:

Demand specific sources, check credentials and relevance, verify claims independently.
#15

Loaded Language / Emotional Language

[V-08]
Using emotionally charged words to influence through affect

Mediumlintentionality: 85% deliberate

Evidence:

e "Green New Scam" (repeated 3+ times)

e "bloodbath", "destroyed", "catastrophic”, "disaster"

o "radical-left", "sleepy", "stupid”, "incompetent”, "terrible", "fake"

e "beautiful", "phenomenal”, "incredible”, "amazing" for positive framing

e "nightmare", "misery", "failure”, "decline"
Mechanism:

Systematically uses emotionally loaded terms to bypass rational evaluation and trigger affective
responses.
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Intentionality Markers:
e Systematic pattern
e Strategic word choice
e Consistency
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Amplifies other manipulation techniques, Triggers emotional reasoning

Counter-Strategy:

|dentify loaded terms, substitute neutral language, separate emotion from facts.
#16

Repetition / Message Hammering

[1.6]
Repeating key messages to increase familiarity and perceived truth

Highlntentionality: 90% deliberate

Evidence:

"Rigged election” repeated 4+ times
e Economic superlatives repeated throughout
e "Green New Scam" repeated

e "greatest”, "phenomenal”, "incredible" repeated constantly
e Greenland arguments repeated multiple times in speech

Mechanism:
Systematic repetition of key messages exploits illusory truth effect - familiarity breeds belief.
Intentionality Markers:
e Deliberate repetition
e Strategic message selection
e Professional consistency
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Exploits Mere Exposure Effect, Feeds into Confirmation Bias

Counter-Strategy:

Recognize repetition as technique, evaluate claim on first mention's evidence only.
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#17
Straw Man Fallacy
[11-02]

Misrepresenting opponents' positions to make them easier to attack

Mediumintentionality: 80% deliberate

Evidence:

e Characterizes all European energy policy as "Green New Scam" windmills

e Mischaracterizes Biden policies as purely destructive with no nuance

e Implies opponents want "open borders" without acknowledging actual positions
e Oversimplifies complex NATO funding arrangements

Mechanism:

Creates simplified, extreme versions of opposing positions that are easier to refute than actual
positions.

Intentionality Markers:

e Systematic oversimplification
e Strategic mischaracterization

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Ad Hominem, Part of Othering strategy

Counter-Strategy:

Seek out actual positions from opponents, ask for steel-man rather than straw-man.

#18
Red Herring / Deflection

[111-09]
Introducing irrelevant topics to divert attention from issues

Mediumlntentionality: 70% deliberate

Evidence:

e Shifts from economic policy to Greenland acquisition mid-speech
o Deflects from debt discussion to fraud in Minnesota
e When discussing NATO costs, pivots to military technology demonstrations
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e Diverts from policy specifics to personal anecdotes
Mechanism:
Changes subject when topics become uncomfortable or would require substantiation.
Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of topic shifts
e Strategic timing

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Prevents substantive engagement, Works with other deflection techniques

Counter-Strategy:

Note topic shifts, return to original question, demand direct answers.
#19

Exaggeration / Catastrophizing

[V-06]
Presenting situations in worst possible terms beyond reality

Highlntentionality: 82% deliberate

Evidence:

e "many parts of our world are being destroyed before our very eyes"”
e Europe "not even recognizable”

e "could have ended up in World War three"

¢ "bloodbath" for Ukraine war

e Biden era characterized as total catastrophe despite mixed reality

Mechanism:

Systematically maximizes negative characterizations of opposition and threats to amplify fear and
urgency.

Intentionality Markers:
e Consistency
e Strategic use

e Pattern across topics

Interactions with Other Patterns:
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Part of Fearmongering strategy, Exploits Negativity Bias
Counter-Strategy:

Compare claims to objective measures, check historical context, assess proportionality.
#20

Self-Aggrandizement / Narcissistic Appeals

[Personal]
Excessive self-promotion and personal glorification

Mediumlintentionality: 70% deliberate

Evidence:

e "I'm good at that stuff" (negotiations)

e "l thought | was doing the right thing. Now they all think I'm doing the right thing"
e "everything you've done has been perfectly executed. | said, | know."

e Constant references to personal achievements and intelligence

e "It was my idea" (multiple times)

Mechanism:
Consistently centers self as hero, genius, and indispensable figure in all successes.
Intentionality Markers:
e Frequency
e Pattern
e Personality-driven
Interactions with Other Patterns:

Appeals to Authority Bias, Exploits Halo Effect

Counter-Strategy:

Focus on verifiable outcomes rather than self-assessments, check independent evaluations.

#21
Hasty Generalization

[11-07]
Drawing broad conclusions from limited examples
MediumIntentionality: 70% deliberate
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Evidence:
e Uses Switzerland example to claim "everyone" takes advantage of US
e From one interaction: "the United States is keeping the whole world afloat"
e "Friends come back from different places... say, | don't recognize it" - anecdotes as proof of
European decline
e Windmills example used to characterize all European energy policy
Mechanism:

Takes specific examples and generalizes to sweeping conclusions without adequate evidence.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of generalization
¢ Insufficient evidence for scope

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Feeds into Card Stacking, Works with Anecdotal Fallacy

Counter-Strategy:

Demand systematic evidence, check if examples are representative, ask about exceptions.
#22

False Cause / Post Hoc
[n-16]
Claiming causation from correlation or temporal sequence

Highlntentionality: 75% deliberate

Evidence:
e Attributes all economic improvements to his policies without controlling for other factors
e Stock market highs attributed solely to his election
e Crime reduction attributed to his policies without considering other factors
e "Since my inauguration" used repeatedly to claim causation

Mechanism:

Attributes all positive changes after his election to his policies without demonstrating causal
mechanisms or controlling for confounds.

Intentionality Markers:

e Systematic pattern
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e Omits alternative explanations
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Card Stacking, Supports Self-Aggrandizement
Counter-Strategy:

Examine alternative causes, check for confounding variables, demand causal mechanisms.
#23

Moving Goalposts
[11-14]
Changing success criteria after initial claims proven false

Mediumintentionality: 65% deliberate

Evidence:

e Investment claims: "$18 trillion... when final numbers come out, closer to $20 trillion"
e Drug price reductions: "90%... you could also say 567, 800 percent"
¢ Shifts timeframes and metrics when convenient
Mechanism:
Adjusts claims and metrics to maintain appearance of success regardless of actual outcomes.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of adjustment
o Flexibility in claims

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Supports Card Stacking, Prevents accountability
Counter-Strategy:

Pin down specific, measurable claims at outset, hold to original metrics.

#24
Whataboutism / Tu Quoque

[1-10]

Deflecting criticism by pointing to others' actions
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Mediumintentionality: 75% deliberate
Evidence:
e When discussing tariffs, points to others taking advantage of US
e NATO criticism deflected by pointing to Europe's failure to pay
e Greenland request justified by "European nations have acquired... some went in reverse"
e Criticisms of policies deflected to Biden's failures
Mechanism:
Responds to criticism by pointing to others' behavior rather than defending own actions.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of deflection
e Strategic use

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Part of Deflection Package, Prevents accountability
Counter-Strategy:

Note deflection, insist on addressing original issue, both can be wrong.
#25

Appeal to Emotion (Fear, Pride, Anger)
[11-05]
Manipulating emotions as substitute for logical argument

HighIntentionality: 85% deliberate

Evidence:

Fear: Europe "being destroyed"”, World War 3 scenarios, "bloodbath" descriptions

Pride: "hottest country”, "greatest"”, "leading the world"

Anger: "stupid people”, "fake news", "rigged election"
Pathos appeals about young soldiers dying

Mechanism:

Systematically triggers emotional responses to bypass rational evaluation of claims.

Intentionality Markers:

e Systematic emotional language
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e Strategic deployment
e Professional consistency

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Amplifies all other techniques, Exploits Emotional Reasoning
Counter-Strategy:

Acknowledge emotion then separate from facts, evaluate evidence independently of feelings.
#26

Sunk Cost Fallacy Exploitation
[Implied]
Leveraging past investments to pressure future commitments

Mediumlintentionality: 70% deliberate

Evidence:

e "After giving NATO and European nations trillions and trillions of dollars in defense... now they
want us to help them with Ukraine"

e "We've never asked for anything" repeated - implies owed debt

e Greenland framing: "We gave it back. But we gave it back. But how ungrateful are they now?"

e Past military support used to justify Greenland claim

Mechanism:

References past expenditures to pressure current/future concessions, exploits audience's sunk cost
thinking.

Intentionality Markers:

o Strategic reference to past costs
e Pressure for reciprocity

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Exploits Sunk Cost Fallacy, Works with Reciprocity norms
Counter-Strategy:

Evaluate current proposal on its own merits, past costs should not determine future decisions.

#27

Slippery Slope
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[11-04]
Claiming small action inevitably leads to extreme outcome

LowlIntentionality: 60% deliberate

Evidence:
e Implies Europe's current policies will lead to complete destruction
e Suggests not having Greenland leads to catastrophic security failure
e Migration policy framed as leading to civilizational collapse

Mechanism:

Presents policy disagreements as leading inexorably to catastrophic outcomes without
demonstrating causal chain.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of catastrophic predictions
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Fearmongering, Part of Catastrophizing
Counter-Strategy:

Demand evidence for each step in claimed chain, identify stopping points.
#28

Virtue Signaling / Identity Appeals
[Social]

Appealing to shared identity and values to build support

Mediumintentionality: 75% deliberate

Evidence:

e "l am derived from Europe. Scotland and Germany, 100 percent Scotland, my mother, 100
percent German, my father"

o "We believe deeply in the bonds we share with Europe as a civilization"

e "precious inheritance that America and Europe have in common"

e Appeals to Western civilization and shared culture

Mechanism:
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Appeals to shared identity and cultural bonds to build rapport and deflect from policy
disagreements.

Intentionality Markers:

e Strategic deployment
e Timing with controversial requests

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Exploits Ingroup Favoritism, Softens criticism
Counter-Strategy:

Separate identity claims from policy evaluation, focus on specific proposals.
#29

Implied Threats / Coercive Language
[Coercion]

Using implicit or explicit threats to pressure compliance

Criticallntentionality: 88% deliberate

Evidence:
e Greenland: "You can say yes... or you can say no and we will remember"
e "l won't use force. | don't want to use force" - implying capability and consideration
e "we would be, frankly, unstoppable. But | won't do that, okay?"
o Tariff threats throughout as pressure mechanism

e "we are a much more powerful force now" in context of Greenland

Mechanism:

Uses language that implies negative consequences for non-compliance while maintaining plausible
deniability about explicit threats.

Intentionality Markers:
e Strategic placement
e Pattern across negotiations
e Deliberate ambiguity
Interactions with Other Patterns:

Part of coercive negotiation strategy, Works with Fearmongering

Counter-Strategy:
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Call out implicit threats explicitly, demand clarification, resist coercion.
#30

False Equivalence
[111-15 variant]

Treating unequal things as equivalent

Mediumintentionality: 70% deliberate

Evidence:

e Equates US military spending with right to territorial acquisition

e Treats tariff policy as equivalent to military protection

e Equates past WWII defense with current claim to Greenland

e "Many [European nations] have acquired... There's nothing wrong with it"

Mechanism:
Creates equivalences between dissimilar situations to justify controversial positions.
Intentionality Markers:
e Pattern of inappropriate comparisons
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Supports justification of Greenland claim
Counter-Strategy:
Examine if compared situations are truly equivalent, identify key differences.
#31
Gaslighting Elements

[3.1]
Making audience question their perception of reality

Highlntentionality: 75% deliberate

Evidence:

e "Everybody now knows" election was rigged despite overwhelming evidence to contrary
e Claims European cities "not even recognizable" contrary to reality

e "We have the lowest crime numbers... in history" contradicting actual data

¢ Insists on interpretations of reality that contradict verifiable facts
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Mechanism:

Asserts alternative facts with confidence to make audience question their own perception and
knowledge.

Intentionality Markers:

e Contradicts verifiable reality
e Insistence on false claims
e Confidence in face of evidence
Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Big Lie Technique, Exploits Uncertainty

Counter-Strategy:

Trust verifiable evidence, check authoritative sources, don't doubt documented reality.
#32

Appeal to Tradition / Precedent
[111-07 variant]

Justifying actions by historical precedent

MediumIntentionality: 70% deliberate

Evidence:
e "American presidents have sought to purchase Greenland for nearly two centuries”
e "just as we have acquired many other territories throughout our history"
e "many of the European nations have. They've acquired"

e References Monroe Doctrine implicitly

Mechanism:

Uses historical precedent to legitimize contemporary claims without examining if historical context
still applies.

Intentionality Markers:

e Strategic historical references
e Selective use of precedent

Interactions with Other Patterns:

Supports Greenland justification, Appeals to tradition
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Counter-Strategy:

Examine if historical context still applies, check if precedent was legitimate then.
#33

Flattery / Ingratiation

[Social manipulation]
Using praise to build rapport and reduce resistance

LowlIntentionality: 80% deliberate

Evidence:

e Addresses Davos audience: "you're in this room and some of you are the greatest leaders
anywhere in the world you're the greatest brains"

e "some of the brilliant people”

e Praises Xi Jinping: "He's an incredible man. What he's done is amazing"

e Strategic praise of allies and audience members

Mechanism:

Uses flattery strategically to build rapport, reduce resistance to controversial claims, and create
positive associations.

Intentionality Markers:

e Strategic deployment
e Timing with requests or controversial statements

Interactions with Other Patterns:

Exploits Halo Effect, Reduces critical thinking

Counter-Strategy:

Recognize flattery as technique, separate praise from substantive evaluation.
#34

Selective Historical Memory

[Historical distortion]

Selective presentation of history to support narrative
Mediumintentionality: 75% deliberate

Evidence:
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o WWII narrative: "Without us, right now, you'd all be speaking German and a little Japanese" -
overstates US role, ignores Allied contributions

e Greenland history: emphasizes US role, omits Danish cooperation and sovereignty
e "We gave it back" - frames as generous gift rather than respecting sovereignty
o Selective references to NATO history

Mechanism:

Presents simplified, US-centric version of history that supports current policy positions.

Intentionality Markers:

e Consistent pattern
e Strategic omissions
e Oversimplification

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Supports Greenland narrative, Appeals to national pride

Counter-Strategy:

Seek comprehensive historical accounts, check multiple sources, examine omitted perspectives.
#35

Anecdotal Evidence as Proof

[111-08]
Using personal stories as substitute for systematic evidence

Mediumintentionality: 65% deliberate

Evidence:

"Friends come back from different places... and say, | don't recognize it"
Switzerland negotiation story as proof of economic approach

Personal interactions with leaders as evidence of policy success

"A military expert told me" without verification

Mechanism:
Substitutes memorable anecdotes for systematic evidence, exploits availability heuristic.
Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of anecdotal references

e Absence of systematic data

localhost:3000 27147



21.01.26, 20:19 Braintrap Analysis Dashboard - Trump Davos 2026

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Exploits Availability Heuristic, Works with Narrative Fallacy

Counter-Strategy:

Demand systematic data, check if anecdotes are representative, ask about denominator.
#36

Burden of Proof Reversal

[Logical fallacy]
Making claims without evidence and demanding others disprove them

Mediumlintentionality: 70% deliberate

Evidence:
e Makes sweeping claims about economic success without providing verification mechanisms
e "Everybody now knows" without proving claim
e Asserts trade deal benefits without independent verification
e Claims about settlements without documentation
Mechanism:
Makes bold claims and implicitly demands others disprove them rather than providing proof.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of unsubstantiated claims
e Shifts burden to audience

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Works with Big Lie Technique, Exploits cognitive effort asymmetry
Counter-Strategy:

Insist claimant provide evidence, don't accept burden of disproof for unproven claims.

#37
Motte-and-Bailey

[Rhetorical technique]
Making controversial claim then retreating to reasonable position when challenged
Mediumintentionality: 65% deliberate
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Evidence:

e Force claims about Greenland: strong implications then "l won't use force... | don't want to use
force"

o Tariff threats then "we're using them judiciously"

e Extreme claims followed by partial walkbacks

Mechanism:

Advances controversial position (bailey), retreats to defensible position (motte) when challenged,
then returns to bailey when pressure eases.

Intentionality Markers:

e Pattern of claim-retreat-claim
e Strategic ambiguity

Interactions with Other Patterns:
Maintains plausible deniability, Allows extreme positions

Counter-Strategy:

Pin down which position is actual policy, demand consistency, hold to bailey position.
#38

Prosperity Gospel / Success Association

[Association technique]
Associating self with success to claim credit and build authority

MediumIntentionality: 75% deliberate

Evidence:
e Stock market highs framed as direct result of his policies
e Economic success metrics claimed as personal achievements
e Military success stories centered on his decision-making
e "everything you've done has been perfectly executed"
Mechanism:
Creates tight association between self and all positive outcomes to build authority and claim credit.

Intentionality Markers:

e Consistent self-centering
e Omits other contributors
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Interactions with Other Patterns:

Supports Self-Aggrandizement, Exploits Halo Effect

Counter-Strategy:

Examine actual decision-making roles, check for other contributors, evaluate systemic factors.
» 3.2 BRAINTRAPS (Unconscious Cognitive Biases)

The following 42 braintraps represent unconscious cognitive biases and psychological patterns that
the speaker falls into (not deliberately uses). These shape perception and reasoning without
conscious awareness.

#39

Confirmation Bias

[1-01]

Seeking and interpreting information to confirm pre-existing beliefs

Presence: 95%Unconscious: 30%

Evidence:

o Selectively presents data supporting success narrative while ignoring contradictions
e Interprets all outcomes as validating his approach
e Dismisses contradictory evidence (fact-checks, expert analysis) as ‘fake news'

Assessment:

Hybrid - genuinely believes in success (unconscious confirmation bias) AND strategically cherry-picks
evidence (deliberate card stacking)

#40
Availability Heuristic
[1-02]

Judging likelihood by ease of recall; memorable events seem more common

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 60%

Evidence:

e Recent economic highs used to characterize entire economy
e Memorable anecdotes about Europe used as systematic evidence
¢ Vivid military success stories generalized to all operations
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Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - relies on memorable examples and recent events as representative
#41

Anchoring Bias
[1-03]
Over-relying on first information encountered

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 40%

Evidence:
e Opens with extreme success claims that anchor subsequent assessments
e First numbers presented (52 records, $18 trillion) anchor discussion

e Initial framing of Europe as 'destroyed' anchors perception

Assessment:

Hybrid - both unconscious tendency and deliberate strategic anchoring

#42
Overconfidence Effect

[1-18]
Confidence exceeding accuracy; certainty exceeds correctness

Presence: 95%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:
e Expresses certainty on complex economic predictions without hedging
e "l know" response to perfect execution claim

e Absolute confidence in policy outcomes despite uncertainty
e No acknowledgment of uncertainty or potential for error

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuine overconfidence in own judgment and abilities

#43
Hindsight Bias

[1-06]
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Perceiving past events as more predictable than they were

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 75%

Evidence:

e Claims outcomes were predictable and inevitable given his policies
e "l knew it" statements about various successes

e Retrospective inevitability claims

e No acknowledgment that outcomes could have gone differently

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuinely believes outcomes were predictable
#44

Fundamental Attribution Error

[1-05]
Overemphasizing personality factors for others while underemphasizing situations

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 65%

Evidence:

e Attributes opponents' failures to character (stupid, incompetent, sleepy)
e Attributes own successes to personal qualities not circumstances

e Blames Biden personally rather than examining systemic factors

e Ignores situational constraints on others' decisions

Assessment:

Hybrid - partially unconscious attribution bias, partially strategic character attacks
#45

Optimism Bias

[1-09]

Overestimating positive outcomes, underestimating negative ones

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 80%
Evidence:

e Projections of continued growth with no discussion of risks
e "we can be much higher than that" without acknowledging constraints
e Future investment claims without skepticism
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e No contingency planning or acknowledgment of potential setbacks

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuine optimism and belief in positive outcomes
#46

Self-Serving Bias

[1-05 variant]
Attributing successes to self and failures to external factors

Presence: 95%Unconscious: 60%

Evidence:

o All successes attributed to personal decisions
e Problems inherited blamed on predecessors

e "we inherited a mess" - externalizes negatives
e Success = me, failure = circumstances/others

Assessment:

Hybrid - unconscious self-protection plus strategic blame shifting

#47

False Consensus Effect

[1-20]

Overestimating extent to which others share beliefs and values

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:
e "Everybody now knows" claims without evidence
e Assumes audience shares his assessments
e "they love me" claims
® Projects own views as universal

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuinely believes his views are widely shared

#48

lllusion of Explanatory Depth
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[1-12]
Believing understanding is deeper than it actually is

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 75%

Evidence:

e Oversimplifies complex economic and geopolitical issues

e Confident explanations without demonstrating deep understanding
e Reduces complexity to simple narratives

¢ No acknowledgment of what is unknown or uncertain

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuinely believes explanations are complete
#49

Dunning-Kruger Effect
[1-04]
Low skill correlated with overconfidence; inability to recognize incompetence

Presence: 75%Unconscious: 85%

Evidence:

e Confident claims about complex topics outside expertise
¢ "I'm good at that stuff* about negotiations

e Dismisses expert opinion with confidence

¢ No apparent awareness of knowledge gaps

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - lacks metacognitive awareness of own limitations

#50
Ingroup Favoritism

[11-03]
Favoring own group members over others

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 50%
Evidence:

e Systematic positive framing for "us" vs negative for "them"
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e American exceptionalism rhetoric
e Allies praised, critics denigrated
e We/they language throughout

Assessment:

Hybrid - partly unconscious tribal psychology, partly strategic division
#51

Outgroup Homogeneity Bias
[11-04]

Perceiving outgroup members as more similar than they are

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:

e "Radical-left Democrats" treated as monolithic

e European leaders characterized as uniform in failure
e "They're all X" characterizations

e Outgroup stereotyping

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural tendency to homogenize outgroups
#52

Just-World Hypothesis

[1-10]
Believing world is fundamentally fair; people get what they deserve

Presence: 75%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:

Success attributed to merit, failure to poor decisions
Countries that are struggling 'deserve it' due to bad policies
Economic success seen as moral vindication

Implicit: good policies = good outcomes = good people

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - reflects worldview that outcomes reflect worth

#53
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Authority Bias (self)
[11-08]
Overvaluing own opinions due to perceived authority

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 60%

Evidence:

Expects deference due to position
Own opinions treated as authoritative
Dismisses contradicting expertise
Position validates opinions

Assessment:

Hybrid - partly unconscious status-based thinking, partly strategic authority claiming
#54

Halo Effect (self)
[11-09]
One positive trait colors entire perception

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 75%
Evidence:
e Electoral success used to validate all positions
e Business success cited as qualification for all domains

e One area success generalizes to unrelated areas

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuinely believes success in one domain proves competence in others

#55

Motivated Reasoning

[IV-01]

Reasoning biased toward preferred conclusion

Presence: 95%Unconscious: 40%

Evidence:
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Double standards in evidence evaluation throughout
Strict scrutiny for opposing evidence, lax for confirming
Creative interpretation favoring desired belief
Systematic asymmetry in reasoning

Assessment:

Hybrid - partly unconscious goal-directed cognition, partly strategic rationalization
#56

Identity-Protective Cognition
[IV-02]

Dismissing evidence threatening group/cultural identity

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 60%

Evidence:

Rejects evidence contradicting nationalist narrative
American exceptionalism identity protected
Evidence evaluation conditional on identity fit
Group loyalty prioritized over accuracy

Assessment:

Hybrid - unconscious identity protection plus strategic identity appeals

#57

Belief Perseverance

[IV-03]

Maintaining beliefs despite contradictory evidence

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 50%

Evidence:
e Election claims maintained despite overwhelming contrary evidence
e Economic narratives maintained regardless of contradictions
e Finds reasons to dismiss any contradictory information
e Beliefs appear immune to revision

Assessment:

Hybrid - unconscious resistance to belief change plus strategic persistence
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#58
Hostile Media Effect

[IV-07]
Perceiving neutral media as biased against own position

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:

e "The media is terrible. It's very crooked. It's very biased"

o "fake news" characterization

e Perceives coverage as unfairly negative despite landslide win
e Neutral reporting interpreted as hostile

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - genuinely perceives media as biased against him

#59
Selective Exposure
[IV-06]

Seeking information confirming pre-existing views

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 60%

Evidence:

Surrounds self with supporters
References friendly advisors and polls

e Dismisses contradictory sources as fake
Information diet appears homogeneous

Assessment:

Hybrid - partly unconscious preference, partly strategic information control

#60
Myside Bias

[IV-10]

Evaluating evidence in manner biased toward own opinions
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Presence: 90%Unconscious: 65%

Evidence:

e Different standards for "my side" vs "their side"

e Own side's faults minimized, other side's maximized
e Asymmetric skepticism throughout

e Double standards in evaluation

Assessment:

Hybrid - unconscious partisan evaluation plus strategic bias
#61

Dogmatism

[IV-08]
Unjustified certainty in beliefs; resistance to revision

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:

e Absolute language: "always," "never," "everybody"
¢ Intolerance of ambiguity

e Refusal to consider alternatives

e Positions treated as unquestionable truths

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - reflects rigid cognitive style

#62

Reactance

[IV-11]

Resistance when freedom perceived as threatened

Presence: 75%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:

e Oppositional response to constraints

e Freedom-threat sensitivity regarding policy criticism

e "Don't tell me what to do" implicit in defiance of norms
e Resistance to external pressures
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Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural psychological reactance to perceived control
#63

Negativity Bias (towards opponents)

[V-01]
Negative information weighted more heavily than positive

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 60%

Evidence:

e Disproportionate focus on opponents' failures
Biden era characterized as catastrophic
European problems emphasized over successes
Threat focus for out groups

Assessment:

Hybrid - natural negativity bias plus strategic negative framing
#64
Framing Effects (cognitive)

[1-17]
Different decisions from same information based on presentation

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 40%

Evidence:

e Systematically frames information to support positions
e Loss frames for opponents, gain frames for self

e Same facts presented differently based on context

e Strategic frame selection

Assessment:

Hybrid - unconscious susceptibility to frames plus deliberate frame manipulation

#65
Narrative Fallacy
[V-11]
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Creating coherent stories from random/complex events

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 75%

Evidence:

e Complex economic events reduced to simple success story
o Creates clear narrative arc for messy reality

e Post-hoc narratives impose order on complexity

e Story coherence valued over accuracy

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural tendency to narrativize complex events
#66

lllusory Correlation
[1-16]
Perceiving relationships between variables when none exists

Presence: 75%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:

e Windmills correlated with national failure without evidence
e Stock market movements attributed solely to his policies
e Coincidental timing interpreted as causation

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - pattern-seeking in noise

#67

Base Rate Neglect

[1-14]

Ignoring general prevalence in favor of specific case information

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:

Uses vivid examples without base rate context
Anecdotes over statistics

Ignores "how common is this overall?"

Individual cases generalized without frequency data
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Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural neglect of base rates in favor of salient examples
#68

Conjunction Fallacy

[1-15]
Judging conjunction of events as more probable than single event

Presence: 70%Unconscious: 85%

Evidence:

e Detailed narratives seem more plausible than simple explanations
e Specific stories preferred over general claims
e Representativeness over probability

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural representativeness heuristic

#69
Planning Fallacy

[1-09 related]
Underestimating time and costs for future tasks

Presence: 75%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:
e Optimistic projections without acknowledgment of typical delays
e "| thought it would take more than a year, maybe like a year and one month"
e Underestimates complexity of international negotiations

e Confident timelines for complex undertakings

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - typical optimistic planning bias

#70
Sunk Cost Fallacy (in reasoning)

[1-08]
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Continuing behavior due to previously invested resources

Presence: 70%Unconscious: 75%

Evidence:

e References past US investments to justify current claims
e Past costs justify future demands
e "After giving NATO trillions" justifies Greenland request

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural tendency to weight sunk costs
#71

Loss Aversion
[1-07]
Pain of losses exceeds pleasure of equivalent gains

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:

Frames opponent policies in terms of what will be lost
Loss framing for Europe's situation

Emphasis on protecting against losses

Defensive framing of policy needs

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural psychological tendency
#72

Status Quo Bias (for own policies)

[Related to 1-07]
Preference for current state of affairs

Presence: 70%Unconscious: 75%
Evidence:
e Own policies defended as proven

e Resistance to policy revision
e Current approach seen as optimal
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Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural preference for maintaining current approach
#73

Curse of Knowledge

[1-13]
Difficulty imagining not knowing what you know

Presence: 70%Unconscious: 85%

Evidence:

e Assumes audience understands references and context
e Skips explanatory steps
e Communication gaps from assuming shared knowledge

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural difficulty with perspective-taking
#74

Group Attribution Error

[Related to I-05]
Assuming individual group member characteristics reflect group

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 75%

Evidence:
¢ Individual European policy failures generalized to all Europe
e |ndividual interactions used to characterize entire countries

e Group-level judgments from limited examples

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural generalization tendency

#75
Moral Licensing

[IV-09]

Past good deeds license current questionable behavior
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Presence: 75%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:

e Past US support justifies current territorial claims
e Historical good deeds used to justify controversial requests
e "We've never asked for anything" licenses current demand

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural psychological licensing
#76

System Justification (for American system)
[IV-12]
Defending existing systems even when disadvantageous

Presence: 80%Unconscious: 70%

Evidence:

e American system defended as optimal
e Status quo arrangements rationalized
e Current structures seen as naturally good

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - cognitive dissonance reduction

#77

Third-Person Effect

[1-12]

Perceiving media/persuasion influencing others more than self

Presence: 75%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:
e Sees others as manipulated by media while self is immune
e "l see through it" implicit in fake news claims

e Others susceptible to propaganda, not self

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural self-perception bias

localhost:3000 45/47



21.01.26, 20:19 Braintrap Analysis Dashboard - Trump Davos 2026
#78
Egocentric Bias
[Related to I-05]

Overestimating own role in events and outcomes

Presence: 90%Unconscious: 65%

Evidence:

All positive outcomes attributed to personal decisions
Overestimates own causal role

Centers self in all narratives

Underestimates others' contributions

Assessment:

Hybrid - unconscious self-centered perspective plus strategic self-promotion

#79
Illusion of Control
[Related to 1-09]

Overestimating ability to control events

Presence: 85%Unconscious: 75%

Evidence:

Confident predictions about complex systems
Belief in ability to control international events
Overestimates influence on outcomes
Underestimates role of chance and external factors

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - natural tendency to overestimate control

#80
Naive Realism

[Meta-bias]

Belief that one sees reality objectively while others are biased
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Presence: 90%Unconscious: 80%

Evidence:

e Own views seen as objective reality

Others characterized as biased, self as clear-seeing
"l see it like it is" implicit throughout

No acknowledgment of own biases

Assessment:

Mostly unconscious - fundamental perception that own view is objective reality
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