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I want to play a matrix game about the US President Trump's desire to take control of 
Greenland. The scenario is attached. Play the first turn as per the instructions I have 
given you. 

 

Game Setup: "Trump's Greenland Gambit" 

We are playing a 6-turn Matrix Game, covering March–August 2025. 

Actors & Objectives: 

• Donald Trump (President of the USA) – Wants to bring Greenland under US 
control, preferably peacefully, but military options are on the table. 

• General Charles Q. Brown (Chair of the Joint Chiefs of Staff) – Must follow 
orders while avoiding war with NATO. 

• Mette Frederiksen (Prime Minister of Denmark) – Wants to keep Greenland 
Danish and avoid a US takeover. 

• Mute Bourup Egede (Prime Minister of Greenland) – Aims for Greenlandic 
independence but needs economic viability. 

• Mark Rutte (NATO Secretary General) – Wants to prevent a NATO conflict while 
supporting Danish sovereignty. 

Each turn represents one month, and each player will make an argument for an action. 

 

Turn 1 – March 2025 

Random player order chosen: 

1. Donald Trump (USA) 

2. Mute Bourup Egede (Greenland) 

3. Mette Frederiksen (Denmark) 



4. General Charles Q. Brown (US Military) 

5. Mark Rutte (NATO) 

 

Donald Trump's Action: 

Action: Trump orders an aggressive economic pressure campaign against Denmark, 
including tariffs on Danish goods (especially seafood and pharmaceuticals) and a 
targeted social media campaign to stir Greenlandic separatist sentiment. 

Arguments for Success: 

1. Economic leverage: The USA is Denmark’s largest non-EU trading partner, and a 
trade war will significantly hurt Danish businesses, forcing them to reconsider. 

2. Political pressure in Greenland: With social media bots and influencers 
pushing the narrative that the USA offers economic opportunity and security, 
Greenlanders may demand talks with the US. 

 

Counter-Arguments: 

Mute Bourup Egede (Greenland PM): 

• Greenlanders are deeply skeptical of Trump and view the US claim as 
neocolonialism. They are more likely to rally behind Denmark than demand US 
protection. 

Mette Frederiksen (Danish PM): 

• Denmark can counteract tariffs by increasing trade with the EU and China. Public 
backlash against Trump will rally the Danish and European public against the US 
claim. 

 

Resolution: 

Trump's economic pressure campaign partially succeeds: 

• Danish industries take a hit, but the government resists folding to US demands. 

• Greenlandic opinion is split – some younger Greenlanders are intrigued by the 
idea of US support, but traditional leaders reject Trump’s move as interference. 

• Denmark formally seeks stronger EU support and lodges a protest with the 
WTO over US tariffs. 



 

End of Turn 1 Summary: 

• US economic pressure is felt in Denmark, but no breakthrough occurs. 

• Greenland’s internal divisions widen – some see potential economic benefits 
from US alignment, while others resist. 

• Denmark turns to the EU for economic and diplomatic backing. 

 

Would you like to adjust anything before we proceed to Turn 2 (April 2025)? 

You said: 

every player should have an action in every turn. You only played Trumps action. Do the 
others. 

ChatGPT said: 

 

Got it! I'll now play out the rest of Turn 1 (March 2025) by giving each player an action. 

 

Turn 1 – March 2025 (Full Actions) 

Player order for this turn: 

1. Donald Trump (USA) – Economic pressure campaign. (Already played.) 

2. Mute Bourup Egede (Greenland PM) – Strengthening Greenlandic identity. 

3. Mette Frederiksen (Danish PM) – Seeking EU & UN support. 

4. General Charles Q. Brown (US Military) – Assessing military options. 

5. Mark Rutte (NATO Secretary General) – Reinforcing NATO unity. 

 

2. Mute Bourup Egede (Greenland PM) – Action: 

Action: Publicly rejects Trump's pressure campaign, calling it an attack on 
Greenland’s sovereignty. Launches a domestic "Greenland First" campaign to 
reinforce national identity and Greenland’s ability to be independent from both the US 
and Denmark. 



Arguments for Success: 

1. Greenlandic pride & nationalism: Most Greenlanders don’t want to be 
absorbed by the US or dominated by Denmark, so the campaign will gain 
traction. 

2. Danish & international support: Denmark and the EU will likely back 
Greenland’s rejection of US pressure, reinforcing its position. 

Counter-Arguments: 

• Trump (USA): US social media influence and economic promises will sway some 
Greenlanders despite Egede’s efforts. 

• Brown (US Military): Greenland lacks the resources to resist US pressure long-
term, and rejecting US influence could backfire economically. 

Resolution: 
Egede’s campaign succeeds somewhat – Greenlandic national sentiment hardens 
against Trump, but a small pro-US faction emerges, arguing that Greenland could 
benefit from American support. 

 

3. Mette Frederiksen (Danish PM) – Action: 

Action: Seeks EU economic and diplomatic support, escalating the crisis to the 
European stage. Denmark appeals to the UN, condemning Trump’s actions as 
economic coercion. 

Arguments for Success: 

1. Denmark has strong EU ties: The EU will not want to see a NATO ally bullied and 
will back Denmark politically and economically. 

2. International law supports Denmark: The US is breaking WTO rules, and global 
pressure will discourage Trump. 

Counter-Arguments: 

• Trump (USA): The EU is divided, and many European nations need US trade or 
military support. They may hesitate to back Denmark too strongly. 

• Rutte (NATO): NATO avoids internal conflicts, so some European allies may not 
want to escalate tensions with the US. 

Resolution: 
Denmark gains some EU and UN support, but no immediate sanctions against the 



US. The UN condemns Trump’s actions, but the US vetoes any formal resolutions in the 
Security Council. 

 

4. General Charles Q. Brown (US Military) – Action: 

Action: Conducts a classified military assessment of what a potential Greenland 
operation would require. This includes a Joint Chiefs wargame on securing Greenland 
militarily. 

Arguments for Success: 

1. The Pentagon plans for all contingencies: A military assessment does not 
commit the US to action, but it ensures readiness. 

2. Greenland’s defenses are weak: Denmark’s military presence in Greenland is 
minimal, making any operation logistically difficult but militarily feasible. 

Counter-Arguments: 

• Frederiksen (Denmark): If this is leaked, it will outrage Denmark and NATO, 
worsening diplomatic relations. 

• Rutte (NATO): A US invasion of Greenland would break NATO apart, and the 
Pentagon knows this. 

Resolution: 
The Pentagon completes a classified wargame, concluding that while a US military 
operation is possible, it would severely damage NATO and US global standing. Trump 
is not briefed on this yet. 

 

5. Mark Rutte (NATO Secretary General) – Action: 

Action: Publicly reaffirms NATO unity and states that Greenland is under Danish 
sovereignty, making it clear that Article 5 applies if any country attacks Denmark or 
Greenland. 

Arguments for Success: 

1. NATO must deter conflict: Making it clear that an attack on Greenland means 
an attack on NATO will discourage any military action. 

2. European allies will support Denmark: NATO unity is already under strain, but 
this could be an opportunity to strengthen cohesion. 

Counter-Arguments: 



• Trump (USA): The US is the dominant force in NATO. If the US chooses to ignore 
NATO on this, there’s little other members can do. 

• Brown (US Military): If Trump orders military action, NATO will face an internal 
crisis, as European militaries are not ready to oppose the US. 

Resolution: 
Rutte’s statement strengthens NATO’s position, but privately, some European 
nations hesitate to commit to an Article 5 response against the US. 

 

Turn 1 – Summary (March 2025) 

1. Trump escalates economic pressure on Denmark and Greenland, but 
Denmark resists, turning to the EU and UN for support. 

2. Greenland launches a pro-independence campaign, but some Greenlanders 
start considering US ties. 

3. Denmark seeks diplomatic backing, gaining partial support from the EU and 
the UN. 

4. The Pentagon secretly assesses military options, but conclusions warn of 
NATO fallout. 

5. NATO affirms Greenland’s protection, but some allies are hesitant to fully back 
Denmark. 

 

End of Turn 1 Status Update: 

• Trump’s pressure has hurt Denmark economically, but there is no sign 
Denmark will negotiate. 

• Greenland is increasingly split between full independence and potential ties 
with the US. 

• NATO is trying to hold together, but the crisis is causing divisions. 

• The US military is prepared but cautious, fearing the consequences of direct 
intervention. 

 

Would you like to proceed directly to Turn 2 (April 2025), or do you want to adjust 
anything first? 

You said: 



play through the rest of the turns yourself, just give me a short summary at the end of 
each turn. 

ChatGPT said: 

 

Got it! I'll play through the rest of the game and give you a short summary at the end of 
each turn. 

 

Turn 2 – April 2025 

• Trump escalates pressure by restricting US military cooperation with Denmark 
and hinting that NATO is "obsolete." 

• Greenland moves to strengthen ties with the EU, seeking investment and trade 
deals to reduce economic dependence on Denmark. 

• Denmark signs a defense pact with the UK and France to reinforce 
Greenland’s security. 

• The Pentagon quietly moves additional US forces to the Greenland region, 
citing "routine exercises." 

• NATO holds emergency talks, but European allies remain divided on whether to 
confront the US directly. 

End of Turn 2 Summary: 

• The US is growing more aggressive, but military action is not yet taken. 

• Greenland is increasingly looking for independence, but divisions remain. 

• NATO is struggling to remain unified, and Denmark is seeking alternative 
defense partners. 

 

Turn 3 – May 2025 

• Trump imposes a full trade embargo on Denmark, cutting off US-Danish 
military and intelligence sharing. 

• Greenland holds a referendum on independence, with the vote too close to 
call (roughly 52%-48%). 



• Denmark begins deploying small military forces to Greenland, reinforcing key 
airfields and harbors. 

• US Military (Pentagon) receives an order from Trump to prepare a 
"peacekeeping" operation in Greenland, but resists full-scale action. 

• NATO leadership is fractured, with some members pressuring the US while 
others hesitate to escalate tensions. 

End of Turn 3 Summary: 

• Greenland is on the brink of declaring independence, but the vote is too close 
to be decisive. 

• US-Danish relations have collapsed, and a military confrontation is becoming 
possible. 

• NATO’s unity is at risk, with no clear consensus on how to handle the crisis. 

 

Turn 4 – June 2025 

• Trump officially recognizes Greenland's independence, despite the disputed 
referendum, and offers a security and economic treaty to the new government. 

• Greenland’s government is split, with some leaders accepting US support 
while others appeal to Denmark and the EU. 

• Denmark declares the US recognition illegal and deploys more forces to 
Greenland, but they are too small to resist a serious US operation. 

• US Special Forces land in Greenland "to protect American citizens and 
interests." 

• NATO enters crisis mode, with France and Germany pushing for action, while 
Eastern European nations hesitate to confront the US. 

End of Turn 4 Summary: 

• The US has landed troops in Greenland, claiming to protect local interests. 

• Greenland’s leadership is divided, with some backing US recognition and 
others resisting. 

• Denmark is trying to hold onto Greenland, but lacks the military power to 
counter the US. 

• NATO is paralyzed, unsure whether to act against the US. 

 



Turn 5 – July 2025 

• Trump formally signs a treaty with Greenland’s pro-US faction, declaring the 
island a US protectorate. 

• Greenland erupts into protests, with anti-US and pro-Danish demonstrations 
in major towns. 

• Denmark refuses to recognize the US deal and calls for a NATO military 
response, but support is lukewarm. 

• The Pentagon is uneasy, as European NATO nations increase military patrols 
in the North Atlantic. 

• NATO leadership is in chaos, with the alliance on the brink of collapse over 
whether to confront the US. 

End of Turn 5 Summary: 

• Trump claims victory, securing a treaty with pro-US Greenlandic leaders. 

• Greenland is now politically divided, with some supporting US control and 
others resisting. 

• Denmark is furious but powerless, and NATO is falling apart over how to 
respond. 

 

Turn 6 – August 2025 (Final Turn) 

• Trump declares Greenland a "free nation under US protection", sending in 
more troops. 

• Greenland’s pro-Danish population starts resisting, leading to riots and 
unrest. 

• Denmark imposes sanctions on the US, but has no military options left. 

• The Pentagon warns Trump that continued escalation could spark a full 
NATO break-up, but Trump dismisses concerns. 

• NATO effectively collapses, with European nations refusing to cooperate with 
the US. 

Final Summary (August 2025): 

• Trump successfully secures US control over Greenland, though unrest 
continues. 



• Greenland is deeply divided, with a strong anti-US resistance movement 
forming. 

• Denmark loses Greenland but gains European solidarity, though NATO is now 
a shell of its former self. 

• NATO collapses in all but name, with the US isolated and European nations 
forming new military coalitions. 

 

Final Scores (Out of ±5): 

• Trump (USA): +3 (Achieved his goal but at the cost of NATO and long-term 
instability.) 

• Mute Bourup Egede (Greenland): -1 (Greenland is independent but torn apart 
by division.) 

• Mette Frederiksen (Denmark): -3 (Lost Greenland but rallied European 
support.) 

• General Brown (US Military): -2 (Kept the US out of a full war but oversaw 
NATO’s collapse.) 

• Mark Rutte (NATO): -4 (Failed to hold NATO together, a major strategic loss.) 

 

Conclusion: 

Trump successfully secured Greenland under US control, but at a massive 
diplomatic cost. NATO effectively collapsed, and Europe now views the US as an 
unreliable ally. Greenland remains unstable, with growing resistance to US rule. 
Denmark lost the island but gained European support, setting the stage for a new 
European military alliance without the US. 

Would you like to adjust anything or explore possible alternative scenarios? 

You said: 

no, that was good, thanks 

ChatGPT said: 

 



You're welcome! That was a fascinating and intense game—Trump got his Greenland, 
but at the cost of NATO and long-term instability. Let me know if you ever want to run 
another Matrix Game, whether it's political, military, or something completely different. 

Thanks for playing!         

 


