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Steve Bannon and Donald Trump use lies, deception, and disinformation to attack the DOJ. 
They claim political bias to undermine legal actions against them. Their rhetoric manipulates 
public opinion, incites fear, and rallies their supporters. The media must fact-check, report 
impartially, and provide context. Upholding justice and democracy require understanding 
and countering these tactics. 

Bannon, a former White House chief strategist and close ally of Donald Trump, was 
sentenced to four months in prison in October 2022 for defying a subpoena from the House 
Select Committee investigating the January 6th Capitol attack. His imprisonment stems  
from a legal process that followed standard judicial protocols to uphold the law and ensure 
accountability. 

Bannon's Blubber 
On the same day his close ally and former White House chief strategist Steve Bannon 
reported to prison for contempt of Congress, former President Donald Trump again 
blamed President Joe Biden for what he claims is a "weaponization" of the justice 
system, suggesting that Biden is "going to pay a big price" for it. "Oh, this is pure 
weaponization," Trump said during an interview on WRVA, a local radio station in 
Richmond, Virginia, Monday morning, claiming Bannon's prison sentence is an 
attempt by his opponents to silence him. "What they've done in this country is 
unthinkable, and Biden is going to pay a big price for it, I believe," Trump continued, 
"Because I think that people are gonna say, 'Well, wow, you've opened up a Pandora's 
box.' This is a terrible thing that they've opened up. They've unleashed this." Bannon 
was sentenced to four months in prison in October 2022 after he was found guilty of 
defying a subpoena from the House's Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th 
Attack on the United States Capitol. 

NOTE: We do not correct spelling and grammar of quotes. 

Statements Analysis 
Trump's Allegation of Weaponization - Trump claims that the justice system, under President 
Joe Biden, is being "weaponized" to silence political opponents like Bannon. The narrative 
suggests that judicial actions are politically motivated rather than based on legal merits. 
Trump's use of terms like "weaponization" and "Pandora's box" implies that the current 
administration is engaging in unprecedented and retaliatory actions against its adversaries. 
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Implication of Political Retaliation - Trump asserts that Biden "is going to pay a big price" for 
these actions, hinting at potential political fallout or backlash. The statement attempts to 
rally support among his base by framing legal actions against his allies as unfair and 
partisan. 

Impact on Public Perception - characterizing Bannon's imprisonment as an "unthinkable" 
action and part of a broader strategy to silence dissent, Trump and Bannon intend to erode 
trust in the justice system. The rhetoric can deepen partisan divides and foster a belief 
among supporters that the legal system is biased and unjust. 

Comparative Context 
Comparing these statements with historical precedents, similar accusations of judicial 
weaponization have surfaced during politically charged investigations and prosecutions. The 
perception of bias in legal proceedings can undermine the legitimacy of judicial outcomes 
and fuel political polarization. 

Legal and Ethical Considerations 
Legal Basis for Bannon's Sentence - Bannon's imprisonment followed his refusal to comply 
with a lawful subpoena, a criminal offense. The judiciary's role is impartially enforcing the 
law, regardless of political affiliations. Accusations of weaponization challenge this 
impartiality, suggesting that political motives influence legal actions. 

Ethical Implications - Public figures, especially former presidents, wield considerable 
influence. Their statements can shape public opinion and trust in democratic institutions.  
Framing judicial actions as politically motivated, Trump risks further polarizing the public 
and undermining confidence in the rule of law. 

The statements made by Trump and Bannon reflect a strategic attempt to delegitimize legal 
actions taken against them and their allies. While they portray these actions as politically 
driven, the judicial process aims to uphold accountability and justice. The implications of 
such rhetoric on public trust and the perception of the justice system highlight the delicate 
balance between legal accountability and political narratives. Analyzing these dynamics 
requires understanding the broader context and potential consequences for democratic 
institutions. 

The Erroneous Concept of Weaponization 
Analyzing the concept of "weaponization" of the Department of Justice (DOJ) and law 
enforcement, it becomes clear that these institutions inherently function as tools designed 
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to enforce laws and maintain societal order. Describing them as "weaponized" misconstrues 
their fundamental purpose and role in the justice system. 

The DOJ and Law Enforcement as Tools of Justice 

Like law enforcement agencies, the DOJ upholds the law, protects citizens, and ensures 
accountability for wrongdoing. The institutions operate under established legal frameworks, 
ensuring evidence and legal standards drive actions rather than political motivations. 

Weaponization vs. Functionality  

Inherent Purpose - The DOJ and law enforcement agencies are akin to weapons in their 
inherent design to combat crime and corruption. Their purpose aligns with enforcing laws 
and maintaining order, like how a rifle functions as a tool for defense and security. 

Legal Frameworks - Legal standards and judicial oversight govern actions the DOJ takes. The 
framework ensures evidence and due process drive decisions, not political bias or 
retribution. Accusations of "weaponization" often arise from those facing legal scrutiny, 
aiming to discredit the legitimacy of the actions against them. 

Analysis of the Statements 
Trump's Claims - Trump's assertion that the DOJ is being weaponized against political 
opponents lacks substantive evidence. His statements intend to frame legal actions against 
allies like Steve Bannon as politically motivated. However, the judicial process involves 
checks and balances to prevent misuse of power. 

Bannon's Imprisonment - Bannon's sentence followed his refusal to comply with a 
subpoena, a clear violation of legal obligations. The judicial decision was based on the law, 
not on political retaliation. Portraying this as "weaponization" disregards the legal principles 
underpinning the decision. 

Comparative Context 
Historically, judicial bias and political motivation claims have emerged during high-profile 
investigations. However, robust legal systems include safeguards to ensure impartiality. 
Comparing this situation to past instances highlights the consistency in applying the law 
despite political pressures. 
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Ethical and Legal Implications 
Erosion of Trust - Accusations of weaponization can undermine public trust in legal 
institutions. Trust in the justice system is crucial for maintaining societal order and ensuring 
that laws are respected and upheld. 

Impact on Democracy - Rhetoric suggesting political bias in the justice system can polarize 
public opinion and weaken democratic institutions. Public figures need to uphold the 
integrity of these institutions by acknowledging the legitimacy of legal processes. 

The DOJ and law enforcement agencies are tools designed to enforce laws and maintain 
order. Describing them as "weaponized" misrepresents their purpose and undermines the 
legitimacy of their actions. Legal actions taken by these institutions are governed by 
evidence and judicial oversight, ensuring accountability and justice. Accusations of political 
bias, particularly from those facing legal scrutiny, discredit legitimate processes and erode 
public trust in the justice system. Upholding the integrity of these institutions is vital for 
maintaining democratic principles and societal order. 

Biases and Fallacies 
Trump and Bannon employ cognitive biases and logical fallacies in their comments regarding 
the Department of Justice (DOJ). The techniques manipulate public perception and discredit 
the legal actions taken against them. Analyzing these biases and fallacies can provide insight 
into their rhetorical strategies. 

Cognitive Biases 

• Confirmation Bias - Both Trump and Bannon appeal to their supporters' pre-existing 
beliefs that the justice system is biased against them. Framing their legal troubles due to 
a politicized DOJ, they reinforce their audience's belief that they are being unfairly 
targeted, thus strengthening the narrative that aligns with their supporters' views. 

• Ingroup Bias - Trump and Bannon emphasize the idea that they and their supporters are 
being targeted by an outgroup (in this case, the Biden administration and the DOJ). The 
bias fosters a sense of solidarity among their followers and a perception that any action 
against them attacks the entire ingroup. 

• Persecution Complex - Their rhetoric suggests that they are victims of an unjust system. 
The bias helps them gain sympathy and support by portraying themselves as unfairly 
persecuted for their beliefs and actions. 
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Logical Fallacies 

• Ad Hominem - attacking the character and motives of the DOJ and President Biden, 
rather than addressing the legality of Bannon's actions, Trump and Bannon divert 
attention from the actual issue. The fallacy seeks to discredit the opponent rather than 
engage in substantive arguments. 

• Straw Man - They construct a distorted version of the DOJ's actions, suggesting that the 
legal actions are purely politically motivated rather than based on legal grounds.  
Attacking this misrepresented stance, they avoid addressing the actual reasons for the 
legal proceedings. 

• Appeal to Fear - Trump's statement that Biden "is going to pay a big price" and that a 
"Pandora's box" has been opened invokes fear. The fallacy aims to scare the audience 
into believing that supporting Trump and Bannon is necessary to avoid dire 
consequences. 

• False Dichotomy - Their rhetoric often frames the situation as a binary choice - either 
support Trump and Bannon or support a corrupt and weaponized DOJ. The fallacy ignores 
the possibility that legal actions against them could be legitimate while maintaining a fair 
and impartial justice system. 

• Appeal to Emotion - portraying themselves as victims and invoking emotional solid 
responses, Trump and Bannon attempt to bypass rational analysis. The fallacy aims to 
sway public opinion through emotional manipulation rather than factual argumentation.  

Trump and Bannon's comments against the DOJ employ various cognitive biases and logical 
fallacies to manipulate public perception. Confirmation bias and ingroup bias help reinforce 
their supporters' beliefs, while logical fallacies like ad hominem, straw man, appeal to fear, 
false dichotomy, and appeal to emotion are used to discredit the DOJ and shift focus away 
from the legal merits of their cases. The techniques intend to undermine trust in the justice 
system and rally support by portraying themselves as unfairly targeted victims. 

Verbalized Threats 

Trump and Bannon's comments indeed carry the tone of threats against the DOJ, anyone 
who challenges them, and the White House. Analyzing these threats through the lens of 
cognitive biases and logical fallacies reveals more profound insights into their rhetorical 
strategies. 
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More Cognitive Biases 

• Hostile Attribution Bias - The bias leads them to perceive the actions of the DOJ and the 
White House as hostile and intentionally harmful, even when these actions follow legal 
procedures. Framing the DOJ's actions as attacks, they justify their aggressive 
responses. 

• Projection Bias - They project their own aggressive and retaliatory tendencies onto their 
opponents, assuming that the actions against them are motivated by similar hostility. The 
bias helps them rationalize their threats as defensive rather than offensive. 

• Self-Serving Bias - viewing themselves as victims of an unfair system, they attribute any 
legal consequences to external forces rather than their actions. The bias allows them to 
portray threats as necessary and justified responses to perceived persecution. 

More Logical Fallacies 

• Slippery Slope - suggesting that legal actions against them will lead to severe and 
widespread repercussions ("Pandora's box"), they invoke a slippery slope argument. The 
fallacy implies that a relatively minor action (enforcing legal accountability) will lead to 
highly adverse outcomes, justifying their threats as preventative measures. 

• Ad Baculum (Appeal to Force) - Explicitly or implicitly suggesting that their opponents 
"will pay a big price" or that dire consequences will follow constitutes an appeal to force. 
The fallacy uses the threat of harm to coerce compliance or silence opposition rather 
than engaging in rational debate. 

• False Cause (Post Hoc) - They imply that the DOJ's actions directly cause future 
retaliation and chaos, ignoring the legal and procedural basis for these actions. The 
fallacy assumes causation where there is only correlation, thereby framing their threats 
as inevitable consequences. 

• Red Herring - focusing on the supposed future repercussions and threats, they divert 
attention from the legal basis of the actions against them. The fallacy distracts from the 
issues, shifting the discussion to speculative and emotionally charged consequences. 

Analysis of the Threats 

Intent to Intimidate - The language used by Trump and Bannon suggests an intent to 
intimidate the DOJ, the White House, and other challengers. Phrases like "pay a big price" 
and references to "Pandora's box" instill fear and discourage further legal actions against 
them. 
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Undermining Legal Authority - framing their threats as responses to a weaponized DOJ, they 
intend to undermine the authority and legitimacy of legal institutions. The rhetoric questions 
the justice system's impartiality and seeks to deter lawful enforcement actions through fear 
of retaliation. 

Rallying Support - The threats also galvanize their base, portraying them as embattled figures 
fighting against a corrupt system. The narrative strengthens their support by positioning 
them as defenders against an overreaching government, even when facing legitimate legal 
consequences. 

Examples and Evidence - Providing specific examples from Trump and Bannon's statements 
can illustrate the use of these biases and fallacies more clearly. 

Historical Context - Including references to similar historical instances where political 
figures have employed these tactics could provide a broader perspective. 

Impact Analysis - Discussing the potential impact of these strategies on public opinion, the 
justice system, and democratic institutions could deepen the analysis. 

Counterarguments - Addressing potential counterarguments or justifications for Trump and 
Bannon's statements might present a more balanced view. 

Trump and Bannon's comments against the DOJ, the White House, and challengers indeed 
contain elements of threats, using cognitive biases and logical fallacies to justify their 
stance. Hostile attribution, projection, and self-serving biases shape their perception of 
events, while slippery slope arguments, appeals to force, false cause, and red herring 
fallacies distort the narrative. The threats intend to intimidate legal authorities, undermine 
the justice system's legitimacy, and rally their supporters by framing legal accountability as 
politically motivated persecution. Understanding these strategies highlights the broader 
implications of their rhetoric on public trust and democratic institutions. 

The provided analysis and tables comprehensively cover the cognitive biases, logical 
fallacies, threats used by Trump and Bannon, examples and evidence, historical context, an 
impact analysis, and counterarguments - 
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Table of Cognitive Biases and Logical Fallacies with Examples and Historical Context  

 

Table of Threats with Impact Analysis and Counterarguments  

 

  

Bias/Fallacy Definition Intent Maliciousness Level of Truth Examples Historical Context

Confirmation Bias Favoring information that confirms pre-existing beliefs Reinforce supporters' beliefs High Low - ignores opposing evidence Trump's claims of DOJ targeting him Nixon's claims during Watergate

Ingroup Bias Favoring one's own group over outsiders Foster solidarity among supporters Moderate Low - oversimplifies group dynamics Bannon's portrayal of Trump supporters McCarthyism's us vs. them narrative

Persecution Complex Belief that one is being unfairly targeted Gain sympathy and support High Low - assumes unfounded persecution Claims of being targeted for beliefs Civil Rights Movement persecution claims

Hostile Attribution Bias Interpreting others' actions as hostile Justify aggressive responses High Low - misinterprets neutral actions Trump's claims of hostile actions Cold War-era US vs. Soviet perceptions

Projection Bias Attributing one's own feelings to others Rationalize threats as defensive High Low - assumes others share same motives Trump's projection of aggression Dictators' claims of external threats

Self-Serving Bias Attributing successes to oneself and failures to external factors Portray threats as justified High Low - deflects personal responsibility Trump's blame on "rigged system" Politicians deflecting blame to media

Ad Hominem Attacking the person instead of the argument Discredit opponents High Low - avoids substantive debate Trump's attacks on Biden's character Political smear campaigns

Straw Man Misrepresenting an argument to make it easier to attack Avoid addressing actual issues High Low - distorts opponents' positions Bannon's portrayal of DOJ's actions Misrepresentation of war justifications

Appeal to Fear Using fear to influence public opinion Instill fear and discourage opposition High Low - relies on emotional manipulation Trump's "big price" comment Fear-mongering during McCarthyism

False Dichotomy Presenting two options as the only possibilities Simplify complex issues Moderate Low - ignores alternative explanations Trump's binary choice rhetoric Bush's "You're either with us or against us"

Appeal to Emotion Manipulating emotions instead of using logical arguments Sway public opinion High Low - bypasses rational analysis Claims of unfair persecution Emotional appeals in propaganda

Slippery Slope Arguing that one action will inevitably lead to extreme outcomes Justify threats as preventative High Low - assumes unfounded consequences Trump's "Pandora's box" comment Fear of domino effect in Cold War

Ad Baculum (Appeal to Force) Using threats of force to persuade Coerce compliance High Low - relies on intimidation Implied retaliation against opponents Threats during authoritarian regimes

False Cause (Post Hoc) Assuming causation from mere correlation Frame threats as inevitable outcomes High Low - misattributes causation Blaming DOJ for political downfall Misattribution in political scandals

Red Herring Diverting attention from the main issue Distract from legal basis High Low - shifts focus to irrelevant issues Claims of broader implications Diversion tactics in legal defenses

Table of Cognitive Biases and Logical Fallacies with Examples and Historical Context

Threat Definition Intent Maliciousness Level of Truth Impact Analysis Counterarguments
"Pay a big price" Implies severe consequences for perceived actions Intimidate and discourage legal actions High Low - speculative and coercive Erodes trust in legal institutions Legal actions based on due process

"Pandora's box" Suggests uncontrollable and dire consequences Create fear of broader repercussions High Low - exaggerated and speculative Creates fear and uncertainty Legal accountability ensures justice

General Intimidation Broad statements implying retaliation Deter further challenges High Low - manipulative and coercive Discourages lawful investigations Law enforcement actions are lawful

Erosion of Trust Undermining the legitimacy of legal institutions Reduce public confidence High Low - aims to destabilize trust Undermines justice system effectiveness Judicial processes ensure fairness

Rallying Base Mobilizing supporters by portraying persecution Strengthen supporter loyalty Moderate Low - emotionally charged rhetoric Polarizes public opinion Legal system functions independently

Table of Threats with Impact Analysis and Counterarguments
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The analysis thoroughly examines the cognitive biases, logical fallacies, and threats used by 
Trump and Bannon in their comments against the DOJ, challengers, and the White House. 
The approach helps to understand their rhetorical strategies and their potential effects on 
public perception and democratic institutions. 

Role of the Media 
The role of news and media in the context of the comments made by Trump and Bannon is 
critical, especially from the perspectives of truth, ethics, and journalistic integrity. Media 
serves as the primary vehicle for disseminating information and shaping public opinion. Its 
responsibility in this scenario involves navigating several complex challenges and 
maintaining high standards of practice. 

Truth 
Fact-Checking - Media organizations must diligently fact-check statements made by public 
figures like Trump and Bannon. The media must verify the accuracy of their claims about the 
DOJ and contextualize their comments with relevant legal and procedural facts. 

Objective Reporting - Reporting should present a balanced view, providing both the 
statements made by Trump and Bannon and the legal and factual responses from the DOJ 
and other relevant authorities. Objective reporting ensures that the audience receives a 
complete picture. 

Clarification and Context - Providing context is crucial for understanding the broader 
implications of these statements. Proper context helps explain the legal basis for actions 
taken by the DOJ, the historical precedents, and the potential impacts of undermining public 
trust in legal institutions. 

Ethics 
Avoiding Sensationalism - Ethical journalism avoids sensationalizing threats or 
inflammatory rhetoric. While these comments are newsworthy, presenting them in a 
measured and responsible manner helps prevent unnecessary panic or polarization. 

Impartiality - Journalists should strive for impartiality, avoiding taking sides. They must 
present the facts as they are without inserting personal bias or opinion into the reporting. 

Protecting Sources and Information - When reporting on sensitive legal and political issues, 
protecting sources and ensuring the confidentiality of sensitive information is paramount. 
Ethical practice maintains the integrity of the journalistic process and the safety of those 
involved. 
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Journalistic Integrity 
Accountability - Media organizations should hold themselves accountable for the accuracy 
and fairness of their reporting. They must issue corrections when necessary and be 
transparent about their sources and methods. 

Serving the Public Interest - The primary duty of journalism is to serve the public interest. In 
this context, it means providing the public with truthful, comprehensive, and 
understandable information about the legal and political implications of the statements 
made by Trump and Bannon. 

Resisting Pressure - Journalists may face pressure from political entities or influential 
individuals to report a certain way. Maintaining journalistic integrity involves resisting such 
pressures and adhering to principles of truth and fairness. 

Impact of Media on Public Perception 
Shaping Public Opinion - Media profoundly influences how the public perceives issues of 
justice and political rhetoric. Balanced and truthful reporting can help foster an informed 
and rational public discourse. 

Mitigating Polarization - Responsible journalism can mitigate polarization by avoiding the 
amplification of divisive rhetoric and instead focusing on factual, evidence-based reporting. 

Educating the Public - Media plays an educational role by explaining complex legal and 
political processes. Continued education helps the public understand the importance of 
upholding legal standards and the potential consequences of undermining legal institutions.  

The role of news and media in the context of Trump and Bannon's comments about the DOJ 
is crucial for maintaining truth, ethics, and journalistic integrity. Media must navigate the 
challenges of fact-checking, providing context, avoiding sensationalism, and maintaining 
impartiality. By doing so, they can help foster an informed public, reduce polarization, and 
support the integrity of democratic institutions. The media's commitment to these principles 
is essential for upholding the public's trust and ensuring a healthy democratic process. 

Actions to be taken. 
Based on the roles and responsibilities of the media and journalism concerning truth, ethics, 
and journalistic integrity, here are the specific actions they should take in response to 
attacks and outbursts from public figures like Trump and Bannon - 

Fact-Checking and Verification 

Rigorous Fact-Checking - Immediately verify the accuracy of the statements made by Trump 
and Bannon. Fact-checking includes cross-referencing official documents, legal 
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proceedings, and expert opinions. Publish detailed fact-check reports to inform the public 
about the veracity of these claims. 

Contextual Reporting - Provide context to the statements. Explain the legal reasons for 
Bannon's imprisonment and the procedural integrity of the DOJ's actions. Highlight the 
historical and legal precedents that frame these events. 

Balanced and Impartial Reporting 

Present Multiple Perspectives - Report not only the comments made by Trump and Bannon 
but also include responses from legal experts, DOJ officials, and independent analysts. 
Multiple-perspective reporting ensures a balanced view and prevents the audience from 
receiving a one-sided narrative. 

Avoiding Sensationalism - Refrain from using sensational headlines or framing the story to 
exacerbate fear or division. Focus on the facts and the legal processes involved, maintaining 
a calm and reasoned tone in the reporting. 

Ethical Journalism Practices 

Impartial Language - Use neutral language that does not implicitly take sides. Avoid words 
and phrases that are inflammatory or biased. Stick to factual descriptions and avoid 
editorializing in news reports. 

Correction and Transparency – When making errors in reporting, issue corrections promptly 
and transparently. Ensure the audience is aware of any changes or updates to the 
information. 

Educating the Public 

In-Depth Analysis - Publish in-depth articles or segments that explain the legal framework of 
the DOJ's actions, the significance of complying with subpoenas, and the potential 
consequences of defying legal orders. Provide historical comparisons to help the public 
understand the current situation in context. 

Public Debates and Discussions - Host public debates or panel discussions featuring legal 
experts, political scientists, and ethicists to discuss the implications of Trump and Bannon's 
comments. Public debates promote a deeper understanding and allow for various informed 
perspectives. 

Mitigating Polarization 

Highlighting Legal Integrity - Emphasize the importance of the rule of law and the impartiality 
of the legal system. Explain how the DOJ operates independently of political influence, 
reinforcing public trust in legal institutions. 
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Community Engagement - Engage with communities to hear their concerns and 
perspectives. Use this feedback to inform future reporting and ensure that the media 
addresses the issues that matter to the public. 

Monitoring and Accountability 

Monitoring Political Rhetoric - Keep track of statements made by public figures and regularly 
assess their impact on public discourse and trust in legal institutions. Report on patterns of 
misinformation or inflammatory rhetoric. 

Holding Leaders Accountable - Use investigative journalism to hold leaders accountable for 
their statements and actions. If public figures spread false information or undermine legal 
processes, report these findings with evidence. 

The media should respond to attacks and outbursts from figures like Trump and Bannon by 
adhering to truth, ethics, and journalistic integrity principles. Fact-checking, providing 
balanced and contextual reporting, avoiding sensationalism, and educating the public is 
vital. Maintaining impartiality and focusing on the rule of law, the media can help mitigate 
polarization, foster informed public discourse, and uphold democratic values. 

Sex Lies Videotape 
Analyzing the comments made by Bannon and Trump regarding the Department of Justice 
(DOJ) and their broader implications involves categorizing their statements into outright lies, 
deception, influence operations, manipulation, and disinformation. The analysis helps us 
understand how much their rhetoric fits into these categories. 

Outright Lies 
Definition - Statements that are factually incorrect and have no basis. 

Examples - 

• Trump's Claim of DOJ Weaponization - Trump claims that the DOJ is being "weaponized" 
to silence political opponents. No evidence supports the notion that the DOJ's actions 
are politically motivated. The DOJ follows legal processes based on evidence and judicial 
oversight. 

Analysis - The statements are outright lies because they present a distorted reality without 
a factual basis. 
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Deception 
Definition - Misleading statements designed to create a false impression, often by omitting 
crucial information. 

Examples - 

• Bannon's Portrayal of Imprisonment - Bannon's narrative suggests that his imprisonment 
is purely an attempt to silence him. He omits that his imprisonment resulted from defying 
a lawful subpoena, a legal obligation. 

Analysis - The statements are deceptive because they omit essential legal context, leading 
to a misleading interpretation of the events. 

Influence Operations 
Definition - Activities to affect a target audience's opinions, emotions, and behaviors. 

Examples - 

• Trump's and Bannon's Appeals to Supporters - Both use emotionally charged language 
to galvanize their base, portraying themselves as victims of a corrupt system. The rhetoric 
aims to rally support and strengthen their political influence. 

Analysis - The comments function as influence operations by deliberately shaping the 
beliefs and emotions of their supporters to maintain loyalty and mobilize action.  

Manipulation 
Definition - Tactics intended to control or influence others unfairly or unscrupulously. 

Examples - 

• Trump's Threats - Statements like "Biden is going to pay a big price" and invoking 
"Pandora's box" intend to intimidate and manipulate public perception and responses. 

Analysis - The statements manipulate public opinion through fear and intimidation, 
attempting to coerce behavior and silence opposition. 

Disinformation 
Definition - Deliberately false information spread to deceive people. 

Examples - 
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• Weaponization Narrative - The repeated assertion that the DOJ acts as a political weapon 
without evidence fits into the disinformation category. The aim is to discredit the DOJ and 
create distrust. 

Analysis – This is disinformation because it is intentionally false and designed to mislead 
the public about the nature of DOJ actions. 

 

  



 

Copyright 2024 Treadstone 71 

Pa
ge

18
 

Comparative Analysis 

 

Wrap up 
The statements made by Steve Bannon and Donald Trump regarding the Department of Justice (DOJ) represent a strategic use of various 
cognitive biases, logical fallacies, and rhetorical tactics designed to undermine the legitimacy of legal actions taken agai nst them. Their 
rhetoric includes outright lies, deception, influence operations, manipulation, and disinformation, all aimed at discrediting the DOJ and 
portraying themselves as victims of a politically motivated attack. 

Trump's assertion that the DOJ is "weaponized" against him and his allies is factually incorrect. Legal actions against Bannon, including his 
imprisonment, result from his defiance of a lawful subpoena, not from any political vendetta. The narrative omits critical legal context, 
misleading the public about the nature of these actions. Both figures employ emotionally charged language to galvanize their supporters, 
portraying themselves as martyrs facing an unjust system. The rhetoric functions as an influence operation, shaping the beliefs and emotions 
of their base to maintain loyalty and mobilize action. 

Additionally, threats of severe consequences against the Biden administration and the DOJ intend to intimidate and manipulate public 
perception through fear and coercion. The repeated claim that the DOJ is acting as a political weapon fits the definition of disinformation. It is 

Category Definition Examples Analysis

Outright Lies
Factually incorrect statements with no basis 
in reality

Trump’s claim of DOJ weaponization
Distorted version of reality without factual 
basis

Deception
Misleading statements that omit crucial 
information

Bannon’s portrayal of his imprisonment
Omits legal context, leading to a misleading 
interpretation of events

Influence Ops
Activities aimed at affecting opinions, 
emotions, and behaviors

Appeals to supporters portraying 
themselves as victims

Shapes beliefs and emotions to maintain 
loyalty and mobilize action

Manipulation Tactics to control or influence others unfairly Trump’s threats of severe consequences
Uses fear and intimidation to coerce 
behavior and silence opposition

Disinformation
Deliberately false information spread to 
deceive

Narrative of DOJ as a political weapon
Intentionally false and designed to mislead 
the public about the nature of DOJ actions
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intentionally false and designed to mislead the public, creating distrust in legal institutions and eroding public confidence in the justice 
system. 

The role of the media in this context is crucial. News organizations must rigorously fact-check these statements, provide balanced and 
contextual reporting, avoid sensationalism, and educate the public about the legal and historical context. Ethical journa lism demands 
impartiality, transparency, and accountability to ensure the public receives accurate and comprehensive information. 

 Employing these rhetorical tactics, Trump and Bannon intend to undermine the legitimacy of the DOJ, rally their base, and manipulate public 
perception. Their comments represent a calculated effort to shift blame, evade accountability, and foster distrust in democratic institutions. 
Understanding and countering these strategies is essential for maintaining the justice system's integrity and democratic processes. 
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