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Abstract

This paper provides an in-depth examination of the rhetoric used by Donald Trump,
the 45th President of the United States, and its significant implications for social
cohesion, marginalized communities, and democratic values. Utilizing
PeaceMakerGPT, an AI tool designed to detect harmful language, this study
highlights how Trump’s rhetoric—marked by divisive "us vs. them" narratives,
dehumanizing language, and subtle incitements to violence—has shaped public
opinion, influenced extremist behavior, and posed challenges to U.S. democracy and
international relations.

The analysis offers specific examples of Trump's language related to immigrants,
racial and ethnic minorities, LGBTQ+ individuals, and political opponents. It also
explores how his unique media strategy, including the unprecedented use of social
media, amplified these narratives and reinforced polarization. The paper draws
comparisons to other populist leaders who use similar tactics to consolidate power
and influence public sentiment.

The study concludes by recommending strategies for monitoring and mitigating such
rhetoric using advanced AI tools, policy interventions, and educational initiatives
aimed at fostering media literacy and social unity.

I. Introduction

PeaceMakerGPT is a powerful AI tool designed to analyze public and political
discourse, identifying harmful language that can incite violence, deepen social



divides, or threaten human rights. The tool is adept at detecting speech patterns
characterized by hate, warmongering, dehumanization, and the reinforcement of "us
vs. them" narratives. In an era marked by unprecedented political polarization, this
technology offers valuable insights into the language used by influential figures,
aiding in the assessment of its impact on society and global peace.

Donald Trump, the 45th President of the United States, is a polarizing and influential
figure whose rhetoric has reshaped American political and social landscapes. From
his initial candidacy through his presidency and beyond, Trump's language has been
scrutinized for its divisive and provocative nature. His use of media, particularly
social media, allowed him to communicate directly with the public, bypassing
traditional filters and amplifying his messages to millions. While his supporters view
him as a champion of free speech and a disruptor of political norms, critics argue
that his language promotes division, discrimination, and even violence.

This paper aims to analyze Donald Trump's rhetoric through the lens of
PeaceMakerGPT, focusing on how his language contributes to social unrest, impacts
marginalized communities, and poses challenges to democratic norms and global
stability. By exploring key examples of Trump's rhetoric, the study seeks to
understand the broader implications of his approach, both within the United States
and on the international stage.

The thesis of this paper is that Donald Trump's rhetoric, characterized by polarizing
and dehumanizing language, has significant consequences for social cohesion,
democratic values, and international peace. The analysis will underscore how
PeaceMakerGPT's detection of harmful language can help map the pathways
through which rhetoric influences extremist behavior, deepens social divides, and
disrupts global diplomacy.

II. Analysis of PeaceMakerGPT-Detectable Issues in Trump’s Rhetoric

PeaceMakerGPT’s advanced algorithms are designed to detect specific types of
harmful language that can influence societal behavior and political outcomes. This
section will examine how Donald Trump’s rhetoric aligns with various categories of
harmful language identified by the tool.

General Overview of Detected Issues

● Hate Speech: Hate speech includes language that vilifies or dehumanizes
groups based on attributes like race, ethnicity, religion, or sexual orientation.
During his presidency and campaign periods, Trump frequently made
statements that targeted specific groups, such as immigrants and certain
racial or religious communities. Phrases like “bad hombres” and
characterizations of Mexican immigrants as “rapists” are examples where his
rhetoric drew accusations of fostering prejudice and hostility.



● Warmongering: Warmongering language promotes aggressive stances or
policies that may lead to conflict. Trump’s rhetoric toward countries like Iran
and North Korea included hyperbolic threats and aggressive posturing.
Statements such as “fire and fury” when referring to potential military action
against North Korea exemplify this pattern. While some of these statements
were aimed at strategic deterrence, they raised concerns about escalating
international tensions.

● Incitement to Violence: Perhaps the most notable instance of rhetoric
perceived as incitement was Trump’s language leading up to and during the
January 6th Capitol riot. Phrases like “fight like hell” and the repeated refusal
to accept the legitimacy of the 2020 election result are highlighted as
contributing to a climate that encouraged aggressive actions among his
supporters. PeaceMakerGPT’s analysis identifies such language as having
the potential to inspire or justify acts of violence.

● Dehumanizing Language: Trump’s rhetoric frequently included language that
reduced individuals or groups to negative stereotypes or subhuman status.
References to opponents as “animals” or labels such as “thugs” to describe
protesters during civil unrest contributed to framing these groups as threats,
thereby justifying harsh responses and diminishing empathy for them.

● "Us vs. Them" Narratives: Central to Trump’s communication style was the
use of “us vs. them” language that depicted himself and his supporters as
defenders of “true” American values against a backdrop of enemies, including
immigrants, political opponents, and media outlets. This rhetoric emphasized
division, often painting critics as disloyal or part of an “enemy” camp, fostering
a tribal political atmosphere.

Specific Examples and Analysis

● Immigrant and Border Security Rhetoric: Trump’s focus on building a border
wall and framing immigration as a crisis often used language that vilified
immigrants. Statements that associated immigration with crime or economic
hardship reinforced negative stereotypes and contributed to xenophobia.
PeaceMakerGPT analysis shows how such rhetoric aligns with historical
patterns of “scapegoating” outsiders as a source of national problems.

● Racial and Ethnic Tensions: In various statements and tweets, Trump’s
rhetoric during moments of racial tension was scrutinized for appearing
insensitive or outright inflammatory. His responses to events like the 2017
Charlottesville rally, where he noted there were “very fine people on both
sides,” were viewed as equating violent extremists with peaceful protesters,
blurring the lines of moral clarity and emboldening extremist ideologies.

● Political Opponents and Media: Labeling mainstream media as the “enemy
of the people” and dismissing critical press coverage as “fake news” became
hallmarks of Trump’s language. This rhetoric not only fostered distrust in
media institutions but also had the potential to incite verbal and physical



attacks against journalists. PeaceMakerGPT flags such language as
undermining democratic norms by attacking free press principles.

This section demonstrates that Trump’s language, when analyzed through the
capabilities of PeaceMakerGPT, shows patterns that align with various harmful
speech categories, each with significant implications for social and political stability.

III. Specific Examples of Trump’s Rhetoric

In this section, we delve deeper into particular instances of Donald Trump’s rhetoric
that exemplify the harmful language patterns detected by PeaceMakerGPT. These
examples highlight how his language targeted specific groups and situations,
contributing to division and influencing public perception.

Immigration and Border Security

● The "Wall" and Vilification of Immigrants: One of Trump’s most notable
campaign promises was to build a wall along the U.S.-Mexico border. His
rhetoric on this issue often included dehumanizing and fear-inducing
language. For instance, Trump described some Mexican immigrants as
“bringing drugs” and “bringing crime,” adding that “they’re rapists.” This type of
language, flagged by PeaceMakerGPT, aligns with the patterns of
scapegoating and dehumanization, fostering xenophobia and justifying
restrictive immigration policies.

● Policy Reinforcement Through Language: Trump’s use of rhetoric to justify
policies such as the “zero tolerance” immigration policy, which resulted in
family separations, included characterizing border crossers as a security
threat. This rhetoric not only influenced public opinion but also created an
atmosphere where harsher measures were seen as necessary or justified.

Racial and Ethnic Tensions

● Charlottesville Comments: One of the most scrutinized instances of Trump’s
rhetoric was his response to the violent 2017 rally in Charlottesville, Virginia.
By stating that there were “very fine people on both sides,” Trump faced
widespread criticism for equating white nationalists with counter-protesters.
PeaceMakerGPT analysis of such language indicates a failure to condemn
hate groups unequivocally, which can embolden extremist factions and
deepen racial divides.

● Reaction to Black Lives Matter Protests: During the 2020 protests following
the death of George Floyd, Trump’s use of terms such as “thugs” to describe
some protesters, paired with calls for strong law enforcement actions,
reinforced stereotypes of violence associated with Black communities. The
rhetoric amplified existing racial tensions and drew PeaceMakerGPT’s



attention for its potential to dehumanize and justify aggressive policing
measures.

Political Opponents and Media

● “Enemy of the People” Label for Media: Throughout his presidency, Trump
frequently labeled mainstream media outlets as the “enemy of the people.”
This phrase, historically associated with totalitarian regimes, was used to
undermine public trust in independent journalism and delegitimize dissenting
viewpoints. PeaceMakerGPT flags this type of language as a significant threat
to democratic norms, as it can lead to an erosion of trust in essential
democratic institutions.

● Personal Attacks on Opponents: Trump’s rhetoric included harsh personal
attacks on political opponents, such as referring to Hillary Clinton as “Crooked
Hillary” and calling political adversaries “traitors” or “radical left.” This
language painted political opposition not as part of a healthy democratic
process but as existential threats to the country. PeaceMakerGPT identifies
such rhetoric as exacerbating political polarization and contributing to an “us
vs. them” mentality.

LGBTQ+ and Minority Rights

● Subtle Marginalization: While Trump’s administration often framed its policies
on LGBTQ+ rights and protections as upholding religious freedom, his rhetoric
sometimes hinted at disapproval of movements advocating for gender and
sexual diversity. Public statements that positioned LGBTQ+ rights as counter
to traditional values or threatened religious liberties were flagged by
PeaceMakerGPT for their potential to reinforce stigmas and undermine
support for equality.

● Policy Messaging: Policies like the military ban on transgender individuals
were accompanied by messaging that questioned the impact of transgender
service members on military readiness. Though not overtly hostile, such
framing had the effect of subtly dehumanizing a community by implying that
they were problematic or inferior.

These specific examples illustrate how Trump’s rhetoric aligns with harmful speech
patterns detected by PeaceMakerGPT, contributing to societal divides and
influencing public sentiment on key issues.

IV. Impact on Marginalized Communities and Society

Donald Trump’s rhetoric, as analyzed through PeaceMakerGPT, has had significant
repercussions for various communities and broader society. This section explores
the tangible effects of his language on marginalized groups, political dynamics, and
social cohesion.



Immigrant and Refugee Communities

● Increase in Discrimination and Hate Crimes: Following rhetoric that painted
immigrants as criminals or security threats, there was an observable increase
in anti-immigrant sentiment across the United States. Reports from human
rights organizations and research studies noted spikes in hate crimes and
discriminatory acts against immigrant communities during and after Trump’s
tenure. PeaceMakerGPT flags this type of rhetoric for its potential to create
hostile environments where prejudice becomes normalized and even justified.

● Policy Reinforcement: Trump’s language laid a foundation for aggressive
immigration policies such as the travel ban targeting predominantly Muslim
countries and the family separation policy at the U.S.-Mexico border. These
policies were supported by rhetoric that emphasized threats to national
security and law and order, framing immigrants as dangers to society and
reinforcing public support for restrictive measures.

Racial and Ethnic Minorities

● Deepened Racial Divides: Trump’s handling of racially charged issues,
including the protests following high-profile police killings, contributed to a
polarization of public opinion. PeaceMakerGPT analysis of his use of terms
like “law and order” in contexts involving Black Lives Matter protests showed
that such language could amplify fears and racial stereotypes. This, in turn,
reinforced societal divides and perceptions of minorities as threats rather than
members of a community facing systemic challenges.

● Empowerment of Extremist Groups: Language perceived as sympathetic to
or insufficiently critical of white nationalist groups emboldened such
movements. Examples include the reluctance to denounce these groups
unequivocally and comments like those made after the Charlottesville rally.
These instances gave extremist groups a sense of legitimacy and validation,
leading to more visible and coordinated activities.

LGBTQ+ Individuals

● Stigmatization and Policy Impacts: While not as overtly targeted in Trump’s
rhetoric, the LGBTQ+ community felt the effects of policy decisions and
statements framed as supporting traditional or religious values. The
messaging around policies such as the military ban on transgender service
members suggested that LGBTQ+ individuals were a “distraction” or a burden
to military effectiveness. PeaceMakerGPT highlights this type of rhetoric as
subtly dehumanizing and stigmatizing, perpetuating stereotypes that
contribute to social exclusion and discrimination.

● Public Perception and Social Tensions: Statements supporting policies that
rolled back protections for LGBTQ+ individuals were often couched in
language that prioritized religious freedom over equal rights. This reinforced



narratives positioning LGBTQ+ rights as secondary to traditionalist or religious
perspectives, affecting public perception and fostering division.

Political and Social Division

● Polarization of the Public Sphere: Trump’s consistent use of divisive “us vs.
them” rhetoric had a profound impact on American society. Supporters were
galvanized by language that affirmed their views and positioned them as
defenders of American values, while opponents were portrayed as threats or
enemies. This division exacerbated partisanship, making bipartisan dialogue
and policy-making increasingly difficult.

● Distrust in Democratic Institutions: The repeated characterization of the
media as “fake news” and the portrayal of political processes, including
election results, as rigged or fraudulent undermined trust in democratic
institutions. PeaceMakerGPT identifies this type of rhetoric as particularly
damaging, as it sows doubt and cynicism about democratic norms and
governance. The aftermath of such language was most evident in events like
the January 6th Capitol riot, where claims of a “stolen election” played a
central role.

This section demonstrates that Trump’s rhetoric has far-reaching consequences,
impacting marginalized communities through increased discrimination and fostering
a climate of division that challenges social unity and democratic stability.

V. Media Strategy and Propaganda Techniques

Donald Trump’s approach to media and communication was unprecedented in
modern U.S. politics, characterized by direct engagement, defiance of traditional
media practices, and the strategic use of controversy to dominate public discourse.
This section will explore the media strategies and propaganda techniques Trump
employed, highlighting how they amplified harmful rhetoric as detected by
PeaceMakerGPT.

Use of Social Media

● Twitter as a Primary Communication Tool: Trump’s use of Twitter allowed him
to bypass traditional media filters and communicate directly with millions of
followers. His tweets often contained polarizing language, personal attacks,
and policy declarations, which set the public agenda and elicited strong
reactions. This direct line to the public helped him frame issues on his terms,
consolidating support among his base while fostering distrust in critical media
outlets.

● Amplification of Divisive Narratives: PeaceMakerGPT identifies that
Trump’s social media posts frequently contained “us vs. them” language and
dehumanizing rhetoric aimed at opponents, immigrants, and marginalized



groups. The real-time nature of social media magnified the impact, allowing
inflammatory messages to spread quickly and influence public opinion almost
instantaneously.

Framing and Spin

● Strategic Use of Framing: Trump’s rhetoric was often framed to resonate with
his supporters’ values, emphasizing themes such as patriotism, security, and
economic nationalism. For example, discussions about immigration were
framed around protecting American jobs and safety, casting immigrants as
threats. This type of strategic framing is flagged by PeaceMakerGPT for its
ability to turn complex social issues into polarized debates that reinforce
pre-existing biases.

● Creating Controversy to Dominate the News Cycle: Trump’s ability to
create controversy through provocative statements ensured continuous media
coverage, even if the content was divisive or false. This tactic kept him in the
public eye and allowed him to set the news agenda. The repetitive nature of
such coverage further embedded certain narratives into the public
consciousness, contributing to the normalization of polarizing rhetoric.

Attacks on the Press

● Labeling the Media as the “Enemy of the People”: One of Trump’s most
controversial rhetorical strategies was his repeated claim that mainstream
media outlets were the “enemy of the people.” This phrase, historically linked
to oppressive regimes, served to delegitimize critical reporting and foster a
narrative where only pro-Trump media were trustworthy. PeaceMakerGPT
analysis highlights this language as undermining the credibility of independent
journalism, eroding public trust in objective reporting.

● Promotion of Alternative Media Sources: Trump frequently directed his
supporters toward alternative media platforms that echoed his messaging,
such as Fox News (particularly during its favorable coverage) and newer,
more extreme outlets like OANN and Newsmax. By doing so, he cultivated an
ecosystem where supportive narratives thrived and dissenting voices were
marginalized.

Impact of Media Strategy

● Erosion of Public Trust: The combined strategy of using social media for direct
communication and discrediting traditional news sources led to a significant
erosion of trust in media institutions. This distrust has persisted, creating
challenges for balanced and accurate reporting and leaving audiences
polarized based on their media consumption habits.

● Reinforcement of Divisive Rhetoric: By repeatedly framing the media as
biased and hostile, Trump’s rhetoric reinforced the idea that his administration



was fighting against an adversarial establishment. This further entrenched an
“us vs. them” mindset, where dissenting opinions were dismissed as part of a
larger conspiracy against his movement and its followers.

Consequences for Public Discourse

● Normalization of Misinformation: Trump’s frequent sharing of unverified or
misleading claims—both through official statements and retweets—helped
normalize the spread of misinformation. This practice, analyzed by
PeaceMakerGPT, indicates a blurring of lines between fact and opinion that
can destabilize public trust in verified information and fuel conspiracy theories.

● Increased Threats to Journalists: The vilification of the media contributed to
a more hostile environment for journalists, leading to real-world consequences
such as increased threats and attacks on press members. Reports indicated
that Trump’s rhetoric emboldened individuals to view journalists not as neutral
parties but as adversaries to be confronted.

This section has examined the media and communication strategies employed by
Donald Trump, demonstrating how they amplified divisive and dehumanizing
rhetoric, as detected by PeaceMakerGPT.

VI. Comparative Analysis with Other Leaders

Donald Trump’s rhetoric, while unique in its style and delivery, shares similarities with
the communication strategies of other populist and authoritarian leaders. This
section will compare his use of divisive language and media strategies with those of
international figures such as Jair Bolsonaro, Viktor Orbán, and Recep Tayyip
Erdoğan, highlighting shared themes and unique aspects of Trump's approach.

Similarities to Other Populist Leaders

● Nationalism and Anti-Globalist Sentiments: Leaders like Jair Bolsonaro in
Brazil and Viktor Orbán in Hungary share Trump’s emphasis on nationalism
and skepticism toward globalism. Their rhetoric often positions their countries
as protectors of traditional values against external influences and liberal
ideologies. PeaceMakerGPT’s analysis shows that all these leaders leverage
“us vs. them” narratives to reinforce national unity by presenting internal or
external adversaries​​.

● Targeting of Marginalized Groups: Orbán’s rhetoric has targeted immigrants
and asylum seekers, framing them as threats to Hungarian identity, similar to
Trump’s language on immigration. Bolsonaro has made comments that
disparage LGBTQ+ rights and environmental activists, echoing Trump’s
occasional dismissive language toward such groups. The use of
dehumanizing terms and exclusionary language is a common tool for fostering
an “in-group” identity and stigmatizing dissenters​​.



● Criticism of the Media: Leaders like Erdoğan in Turkey, who frequently
attacks independent media and accuses them of spreading falsehoods,
employ rhetoric that parallels Trump’s “fake news” mantra. This strategy,
identified by PeaceMakerGPT as a method of undermining democratic norms,
seeks to erode trust in the press and consolidate control over information​​.

Unique Aspects of Trump’s Approach

● Direct Engagement via Social Media: While many leaders use social media,
Trump’s unfiltered and frequent use of platforms like Twitter set a precedent
for political communication. His posts often combined policy announcements
with personal attacks and controversial statements, creating a blend of official
communication and informal banter that kept his base engaged. This direct
approach to reaching the public was more pronounced and impactful than that
of other leaders, making his rhetoric a constant part of the public discourse​​.

● Branding and Personalization: Trump’s background in reality TV and
business gave him a keen sense of branding, which he used to turn political
campaigns and policies into personal crusades. Terms like “Make America
Great Again” became synonymous with his identity, creating a loyal following
that viewed him as not just a leader but a movement figurehead. This
personalized branding of policies and rhetoric was distinctively Trumpian and
contributed to the strong polarization seen in U.S. society.

Impact on Global Trends

● Rise of Right-Wing Populism: Trump’s successful use of divisive and
nationalist rhetoric inspired similar tactics in other countries, contributing to a
broader global trend of right-wing populism. Leaders adopted elements of his
rhetoric, such as framing themselves as defenders against “elite” or foreign
threats, to energize their bases and consolidate power​​.

● International Diplomatic Challenges: The normalization of confrontational
rhetoric has had repercussions for diplomatic relations. Trump’s rhetoric on
international allies and rivals sometimes mirrored that of authoritarian leaders
who use strong language to assert dominance and negotiate from a position
of perceived strength. PeaceMakerGPT highlights how such language can
increase tensions and complicate peacebuilding efforts​.

Contrasts with Other Authoritarians

● Religious vs. Secular Framing: Unlike Erdoğan, who integrates religious
rhetoric to reinforce his support among conservative Muslim populations,
Trump’s rhetoric was more secular, emphasizing patriotism over religious
justification. However, he did align with evangelical Christian groups by
promoting policies that appealed to their values, such as opposition to certain
LGBTQ+ rights​​.



● Media Control Strategies: While Trump attacked the press verbally and
delegitimized critical coverage, he did not implement the same level of state
control over media as leaders like Putin or Erdoğan. This contrast shows that
while Trump’s attacks on the media were severe, they operated within a
different context where freedom of the press still had legal protections​​.

This comparative analysis shows that while Trump’s rhetoric shares commonalities
with other populist leaders—such as the use of nationalistic themes and criticism of
the media—his personalized approach and social media use were uniquely effective
in shaping public discourse and policy debates. The section underscores the global
pattern of divisive rhetoric that challenges democratic norms and influences political
landscapes across countries.

VII. Implications for Democracy and Peace

The implications of Donald Trump’s rhetoric extend beyond immediate political gains
or public influence; they reach into the fabric of democratic institutions and
international stability. This section examines how Trump’s use of divisive and
dehumanizing language, as detected by PeaceMakerGPT, has challenged
democratic norms, influenced extremist behavior, and affected global peace efforts.

Undermining Democratic Norms

● Erosion of Trust in Institutions: One of the most profound impacts of Trump’s
rhetoric was the erosion of trust in democratic institutions. His frequent claims
that elections were “rigged” or that the media was inherently biased
contributed to public skepticism regarding democratic processes.
PeaceMakerGPT flags such rhetoric as destabilizing because it questions the
legitimacy of core democratic functions, including free and fair elections and a
free press. This environment of doubt can weaken the foundation of
democracy and make it more vulnerable to authoritarian tendencies​​.

● Normalization of Authoritarian Language: Trump’s rhetoric often mirrored
that of authoritarian leaders who frame themselves as strongmen defending
their nation against corrupt elites and external enemies. Phrases like “I alone
can fix it” underscored this theme and positioned him as an indispensable
protector, a tactic commonly used to justify power consolidation​​. The
normalization of this language within a democratic context can shift the
political culture toward acceptance of authoritarian practices.

Influence on Extremist Behavior

● Encouragement of Violent Action: Language that incites or condones violence,
even implicitly, poses significant risks to peace and public safety. Trump’s
rhetoric leading up to the January 6th Capitol riot, such as urging supporters
to “fight like hell,” exemplifies how charged language can embolden



individuals or groups to take extreme actions. PeaceMakerGPT identifies this
as incitement-prone language that escalates tensions and may contribute to
radical behavior​​.

● Empowerment of Fringe Movements: Trump’s refusal to unequivocally
disavow certain extremist groups, paired with coded language that such
groups interpreted as supportive, further validated their activities. For
instance, his comment to the Proud Boys to “stand back and stand by” was
taken as encouragement by that group and similar factions. Such rhetoric can
lead to a surge in extremist mobilization, threatening social harmony and
increasing the potential for violence​​.

Impact on Global Peace

● Strained Diplomatic Relations: Trump’s confrontational and sometimes
inflammatory language affected the United States’ relationships with both
allies and adversaries. Terms used to describe foreign leaders or countries,
such as labeling North Korea’s leader “Little Rocket Man,” may have raised
the stakes in diplomatic interactions. PeaceMakerGPT highlights how such
language not only disrupts dialogue but may also provoke defensive posturing
from other nations, complicating peace efforts​​.

● Contribution to Global Populist Trends: The rise of nationalist rhetoric seen
in Trump’s communication style resonated with leaders around the world, who
adopted similar strategies to appeal to their domestic audiences. This shift
has led to a global trend where leaders prioritize domestic identity and
interests over international cooperation, making multilateral peace efforts
more challenging​​.

Polarization and Social Division

● Deepening Societal Divides: Trump’s rhetoric contributed to increased
polarization, where opposing political groups became more ideologically
extreme and less willing to engage in dialogue. This division weakens
democratic processes that rely on compromise and consensus, further
embedding an “us vs. them” mentality​​.

● Impact on Minority and Vulnerable Groups: The effects on minority groups
were particularly acute, as Trump’s language often singled out these
communities as contributors to societal problems or national threats. Such
rhetoric led to feelings of alienation and, in some cases, real-world
repercussions, including discrimination and violence against targeted groups​​.

Long-Term Consequences

● Legitimization of Rhetorical Tactics: The use of divisive and inflammatory
language by a major political figure like Trump has the potential to normalize
these tactics in political discourse. Future leaders, seeing the impact and



resonance of such rhetoric, may adopt similar strategies, perpetuating cycles
of division and conflict.

● Challenges for Reconciliation: The enduring effect of divisive rhetoric is that
it makes societal reconciliation more difficult. Trust between different social
groups, as well as between citizens and institutions, may take years to
rebuild. Continued polarization can impede collective action on pressing
issues, including social justice, economic recovery, and public health​​.

This section underscores that the implications of Trump’s rhetoric, as detected by
PeaceMakerGPT, extend beyond his presidency, affecting the health of democratic
institutions, societal unity, and global peace.

VIII. Recommendations for Mitigation and Monitoring

In light of the analysis provided by PeaceMakerGPT on Donald Trump’s rhetoric and
its broad social and political implications, it is essential to outline actionable
strategies for monitoring and mitigating such harmful language. This section
presents recommendations aimed at policymakers, technology developers, media
organizations, and civil society to foster more constructive discourse and protect
democratic principles.

Enhancing the Use of AI Tools

● Real-Time Monitoring of Political Speech: Deploy AI tools like
PeaceMakerGPT to monitor public speeches, social media posts, and media
statements by influential figures. This allows for early detection of language
that may incite violence, dehumanize groups, or create social divides.
Governments and watchdog organizations can use such analyses to issue
warnings or provide context to the public​​.

● Developing Advanced Detection Algorithms: Improve AI’s ability to
recognize coded language and subtle forms of harmful rhetoric. This includes
analyzing metaphors, historical references, and regional dialects that may
contain hidden messages inciting division​​.

Policy Proposals for Political Communication

● Guidelines for Responsible Political Speech: Create policies that encourage
politicians to adhere to standards of responsible communication. This includes
avoiding language that can be perceived as dehumanizing, inciting violence,
or promoting an “us vs. them” mentality. While protecting freedom of speech is
paramount, guidelines can help set expectations for political leaders​​.

● Transparency in Political Advertising: Mandate clear labeling and source
verification for political ads, particularly on social media platforms, to prevent
the spread of misleading or harmful rhetoric.

Strengthening Media Literacy and Public Education



● Public Awareness Campaigns: Initiate educational programs that teach
citizens how to identify harmful rhetoric and understand its potential impacts.
These campaigns should include the use of AI tools like PeaceMakerGPT to
demonstrate how language analysis works and its importance in democratic
discourse​​.

● Training for Educators and Journalists: Equip educators and journalists
with resources to highlight the role of rhetoric in shaping public opinion.
Training programs can help these professionals present unbiased information
and foster critical thinking in the classroom and media​​.

Counteracting Online Propaganda and Disinformation

● Collaboration with Tech Companies: Encourage social media platforms to
partner with AI developers and governments to better detect and flag content
containing harmful or polarizing rhetoric. This can involve algorithms that
identify repeated use of language that incites division​​.

● Enhanced Cybersecurity Measures: Protect against the spread of
state-sponsored disinformation campaigns that use divisive rhetoric to
influence public opinion and election outcomes. Tech companies and
governments should collaborate to counteract these tactics with robust
security and information-sharing protocols​​.

Promoting Inclusive Policies

● Supporting Marginalized Groups: Ensure that policies addressing marginalized
communities are developed inclusively and communicated in a way that
fosters understanding and respect. Governments can partner with human
rights organizations to frame policies that highlight the importance of equality
and social cohesion​​.

● Cultural and Interfaith Dialogues: Encourage programs that bring together
people from different backgrounds to discuss common concerns and find
shared values. Such dialogues can counteract “us vs. them” narratives and
build stronger, more cohesive societies​​.

Research and Continuous Improvement

● Longitudinal Studies on Rhetoric Impact: Fund studies that monitor the
long-term effects of divisive rhetoric on society, democracy, and international
relations. These studies can inform policymakers on the effectiveness of
current mitigation strategies and suggest improvements​​.

● Development of New Technologies: Invest in research that explores
innovative AI and data-driven tools for monitoring and analyzing political
speech across different media platforms and languages. This can broaden the
scope of analysis and increase the accuracy of detecting harmful language​​.



This section outlines a multifaceted approach that combines technological
innovation, policy development, and public education to counteract the impacts of
divisive rhetoric. By implementing these recommendations, stakeholders can
promote healthier political discourse and reinforce democratic values.

IX. Conclusion

The analysis of Donald Trump’s rhetoric through the lens of PeaceMakerGPT
highlights how language can profoundly shape societal attitudes, political dynamics,
and international relations. Trump's communication style, characterized by divisive
and polarizing rhetoric, has had far-reaching implications, impacting trust in
democratic institutions, exacerbating social divides, and empowering extremist
movements. These patterns of speech align with issues that PeaceMakerGPT is
designed to detect, including hate speech, incitement to violence, dehumanizing
language, and "us vs. them" narratives.

Summary of Findings

Trump’s rhetoric has been shown to influence not only public opinion but also
policy-making, by framing complex social and political issues in ways that resonate
with specific audiences while alienating others. The use of direct, combative
language, particularly on social media, facilitated his rise as a political outsider but
also contributed to a more polarized public sphere. His rhetoric on immigration, race,
and the media often incorporated language that PeaceMakerGPT flagged as
harmful, creating an environment where distrust and division were normalized.

The broader implications of this language extend beyond Trump’s time in office. The
precedent set by his communication style has affected political discourse,
contributing to a global trend of nationalist and populist rhetoric that challenges
democratic norms and strains international cooperation.

Final Thoughts on Global Implications

The use of divisive rhetoric is not unique to Trump, but his approach brought it to the
forefront of modern political communication. Leaders worldwide have adopted similar
tactics, which could further entrench social divisions and complicate international
diplomacy. As political figures continue to leverage direct communication tools like
social media, the potential for unchecked rhetoric that disrupts social harmony and
peace increases.

Call to Action

To counteract the effects of such language, it is crucial to implement comprehensive
strategies that include technological monitoring, policy guidelines, and public
education. PeaceMakerGPT and similar AI tools offer valuable insights for identifying
and mitigating harmful rhetoric, but they must be part of a broader effort that involves



policymakers, media organizations, and civil society. Ensuring that political language
fosters dialogue rather than division is essential for maintaining democratic values
and promoting peace both within nations and globally.

Through continued vigilance, collaboration, and innovation, it is possible to create a
political environment where rhetoric serves to inform and unite rather than divide.
The lessons learned from Trump’s rhetoric can guide future efforts to promote
healthier political discourse, protect democratic institutions, and support a more
cohesive society.

X. Further Research Directions

The study of Donald Trump’s rhetoric through the analysis of PeaceMakerGPT
highlights numerous areas where further investigation can deepen our understanding
and enhance our ability to respond effectively to divisive political language. This
section proposes avenues for future research to continue developing strategies that
counteract harmful rhetoric and promote healthy democratic practices.

Longitudinal Impact Studies

● Cultural and Social Shifts: Conduct long-term studies to track how divisive
rhetoric affects cultural and social attitudes over time. These studies could
examine whether such rhetoric leads to permanent changes in public
discourse and attitudes toward marginalized communities or if it dissipates
after shifts in leadership​​.

● Rhetoric and Policy Correlation: Research the relationship between
language used by political leaders and the policies that follow. By
understanding how rhetoric shapes policy decisions and public acceptance,
scholars can develop better models to predict the implications of political
speech​​.

Comparative Analysis Across Political Systems

● Global Study of Populist Rhetoric: Expand the analysis to include comparative
studies of rhetoric used by leaders in different political systems, such as
democracies, hybrid regimes, and authoritarian states. This can help identify
common patterns and unique strategies in the use of divisive or mobilizing
language​​.

● Influence on International Relations: Investigate how rhetoric impacts
diplomatic relations and international stability, focusing on cases where
language contributed to escalated tensions or successful conflict resolution​​.

Technological Innovations in Monitoring

● Advanced AI Capabilities: Invest in research that enhances AI’s ability to
detect not only explicit but also implicit or coded language that signals hate or



violence. This could include deeper context analysis and machine learning
algorithms that adapt to emerging language trends​​.

● Multilingual Analysis and Regional Contexts: Expand AI tools to cover
multiple languages and dialects, incorporating cultural and historical context to
better analyze rhetoric in different regions. This will provide more
comprehensive data on how rhetoric functions in varied political and social
environments​​.

Public Engagement and Education

● Media Literacy Programs: Further research into the effectiveness of media
literacy campaigns that aim to equip the public with skills to critically evaluate
political rhetoric and identify potentially harmful language. The goal is to foster
a more informed populace that can discern facts from inflammatory or
manipulative speech​​.

● Educational Curricula on Rhetoric and Democracy: Explore the
development of educational programs that teach the role of rhetoric in
democracy and the importance of maintaining a discourse that supports
constructive dialogue and critical thinking​​.

Impact on Political Extremism

● Radicalization Pathways: Study the role of political rhetoric in radicalizing
individuals and groups, examining how language that incites fear or anger can
lead to real-world actions. This research can inform de-radicalization efforts
and strategies to prevent political violence​​.

● Prevention and Intervention Strategies: Develop methods for identifying
early signs of extremist behavior influenced by political language, enabling
timely interventions to prevent escalation​​.

Integration with Policy Recommendations

● Policy-Oriented Studies: Conduct research aimed at linking findings from
AI-driven rhetoric analysis to actionable policy recommendations. This can
assist lawmakers in creating legislation that respects free speech while
discouraging harmful or inciting language​​.

● Feedback Loops for Policymakers: Design mechanisms that allow
policymakers to receive real-time feedback on the impact of rhetoric, aiding in
the refinement of communication strategies that prioritize unity and peace​​.

These research directions aim to expand the understanding of how political rhetoric
affects society and to improve tools and methods for mitigating its negative
consequences. By pursuing these areas, researchers, policymakers, and civil society
can work together to build a more resilient, informed, and harmonious global
community.



This concludes the comprehensive paper on the impact of Donald Trump’s rhetoric,
analyzed through PeaceMakerGPT and its broader implications for democracy,
peace, and society.

Here is a compiled References section in MLA format for the paper on Donald
Trump's rhetoric and its implications, as analyzed by PeaceMakerGPT:
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