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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction



The Russo-Ukrainian War, like no other war before it, but, setting the stage for how all future wars will be closely scrutinized, has revealed itself through Social Media to also be a ‘virtual war’ that is able to be re(-)simulated in such a manner that any person with a smart phone with Internet access can become a virtual player, with a wide range of roles, within the orbit
 of this form of cyber reach’. In this essay I will be exploring the hermeneutic ramifications of this observation, and, in turn, what ramifications this survey has for a re-understanding of ‘hermeneutics’ itself, namely, as a ‘relatively rigorous approach to this general practice of interpretation’. Indeed, asking ourselves if this type of an imputation can be upheld in the light of such questioning?
 (0)

Now, all wars are unique, but, what has emerged as relatively novel in this war in the Ukraine is the degree it can be ‘immediately’ reviewed in virtual terms of reference, and, to what extent, in turn, the virtual dimension is also possibly shaping the actual course of this war itself?
 For example, soldiers on the battlefield are often in contact with their loved ones and friends. Then, on both sides of this conflict, we have a dense and very rich world of Social Media that is able to disseminate actual eye-witness reports, political speeches, complaints, propaganda, commentary, instruction, various forms of dissimulation… Then we also find the reportings of a more Traditional Media, day by day battle assessments, various forms of updated statistics, a host of directly related and not so directly related ‘documentaries’, blogs, indeed, a plethora of topics ranging from political matters to economic matters, and many others areas in between, and so on. To begin this essay, let me recount a sampling of my own virtual experiences in this regard in order to demonstrate this diversity in these reports or, rather, ‘reportings’ (given the necessary qualification that not all reports are actually reporting substantiated events, etc.).
 (1)

Second, let me explore a range of hermeneutical approaches to how a ‘relatively reputable interpretation’ might be able to be formed from ‘doing your research’ within this virtual space that is able to be realized should we almost intuitively follow a relatively simple set of hermeneutical principles that, to some extent, we might believe are already operating, but not always, within this cyber realm in its presentation of so-called ‘information’.
 (2)

Third, in articulating and observing these apparent conventions we should also be able to better approach those instances of either conspiratorial thinking or ideological propaganda in a manner better armed to defuse the seductive impact of such deceptively or self-deceptively constructed misinformation, disinformation, or mal-information. In this regard I am going to look more closely at the phenomenon of ‘spin’, in its contribution to a lengthier process of propaganda, as a specific example of a history of the present given the motivation for such reinterpretations is a result of present anxieties that certain audiences will read texts detrimental to the causes of those overly-concerned propagandists and their disseminations of a more preferable form of narrative, etc. (3)


Next, a philosophical problem centered on questions concerning fatalities (of the dead and dying) and casualties (concerning the severely wounded), more specifically on the Russian side, given that the high numbers being quoted seems to suggest that Putin would seem to have very little army left? How do we resolve this apparent anomaly that seems to persist despite our choice of a conjectured ranges of statistics that we might be more inclined to believe? Certain ideas on how militaries are both organized and function apparently seem to be at odds with such seemingly anomalous figures? Indeed, just how could an army continue to function with such high fatalities and casualties? Are we then to correctly presuppose that these two armies are operating by quite different sets of rules?
 (4)

To end this essay, I will note the usual set of provisional conclusions, etc. (5)
1. A Sorrow-Filled Litany of Virtual Experiences…


In the possibilities of this cyber space I have seen the raging of battles; the accurate targeting of enemy tanks blown to smithereens by modern forms of artillery that have inertial and GPS forms of internal guidance; I have seen drones dropping grenades on troops in trenches; whole cities reduced to rubble with people still trying to live in the basements of those same mangled buildings; I have visited a camp for Russian prisoners and observed no mistreatment along with the fact that they were also laboring as if to profitably fill in the course of their day with the normality of some form of work; I witnessed the non-coercive interrogation of prisoners who reported that some still thought they were on manoeuvres when they were first being transported across the borders between Russia and the Ukraine; I have listened to the pontification of miscellaneous retired multi-starred generals lending themselves out to various news organizations as ready consultants on a vast array of military topics; I have had explained to me the configurations of various weapon systems; umpteen economists explaining the consequences of sanctions and related topics; I have witnessed the arresting of people for just holding up blank pieces of paper in a public square; I have patiently and not so patiently listened to scores of podcasters and propagandists expounding both subtle points and not so subtle ideologies… and long for the time when such a litany of sorrow will mercifully come to the sense of an ending… and not just an intermission between these intensely intentioned brutal acts of war that had no legal justification whatsoever for its initial instigation… (6)

Such is the vista that is there for those who wish to explore and try to make sense of this virtual battlefield… as either simulated through the use of the Internet as seen upon the screen of a computer or the smaller surface of a mobile phone… (7)
2. A Hermeneutic Approach to this ‘Virtual Laboratory’

To simplify this approach let me schematize this topic under the following headings in order to focus the nature of such apparent ‘research’...
 (8)
In the background to this heuristic schematization is an awareness that, for convenience, we might like to divide the miscellaneous reporting on this war into, say, ‘reputable reports’ and ‘non-reputable reportings’ (or ‘less reputable’ or ‘disreputable reportings’). (9)
Continuing this topography, we might then like to note, in line with the classical division of ‘direct sense experiences, testimonies, and inferences’, the following types of reportings, namely, ‘observational reportings, transmitted reportings, and inferential reportings’.
 (10)
Now, we need to note from the outset that all forms of reporting are realized through an inescapable process of interpretation both in its formation and in its dissemination. E.g., in the broadcasting of an intercepted telephone call from an anonymous Russian soldier on an active frontline, in a call to his wife in Russia, we could well argue that if her husband is honest, and not censoring his mobile call then his telephone call would be expected to describe his duty on the frontline in a manner that would allow us to most likely classify it as a ‘reputable observational report’. However, things are never that simple because we should also be asking ourselves, ‘how this particular intercepted telephone call was selected for this specific broadcast?’ In this vein, we might ask why the dissemination of this specific call? If the transmitter of this telephone call is being reputable, they will probably spell out why they are highlighting this particular conversation and why it demonstrates the selective nature of their expressed intent in this same regard. Say, the adequacy or inadequacy of the conditions this soldier has perceived themselves to be fighting under, etc. But, the general point being made here, is that there will be much blurring along the way and how we divide such reportings into ‘reputable sheep’ and ‘disreputable goats’ is a product of decisions and judgmental assessments, something that, from time to time, might also later deserve to be re-evaluated and perhaps re-assigned accordingly. But, the nature of such argumentation will be hermeneutic in orientation, and, that is central theme of this exploration centered on the re(-)presentings of this Russo-Ukrainian War as entertained through the representations simulated within the diverse possibilities of the historical contours that can now be presented through the virtual, simulated nature of this rather mundane form of cyber space-and-time. That in essence, such extraordinary events end up having a rather non-extraordinary form given that we seem to quickly understand the rather banal everdayness of such horrific acts of evil when we find ourselves having to confront them on such a recurrent basis… (11)

Next, I would like to relatively restrict reporting to either local, regional or global regions (with the latter falling into national and/or international perspectives) (and where the argumentation entailed can also be looked at in either the appreciation of the presentation in those presented terms of reference or through some form of meta-appreciation where the entailed arguments themselves are then, themselves, more the subject of our current scrutiny). (12)

Taking the category of the ‘local’, we might propose its further classification under the headings of, say, ‘one off events’, ‘recurring events’, ‘sequences’, and ‘sets of parallel sequences’, etc. Very soon I would like to make a distinction between a ‘non-reputable act of spin’ and a more general ‘non-reputable act of recurring propaganda’ (as both events should be viewed as distinctive phenomenological types of process, albeit as taking place upon the same spectrum of textual re-presentation, and where both facets need to be entertained in a history of the present).
 (13)

Now, in order to entertain some hermeneutically oriented guidelines I would like to propose the following conjunction of two heuristic devices, namely, the working towards some clarification of such reports (and their division into either reputable or non-reputable) by noting the formula ‘rectification, deconstruction, and re(-)normalization’, and, ‘relevant-enrichment (exercised through requisite suspensions and duly delivered de-suspensions) as enacted by a person or persons judged as possessing an apparently competent and sincere semblance of authenticity’. (14)

The first formula, we might say, is the method for making this division between ‘reputable’ and ‘non-reputable’, and, the second formula is the positive goal to be achieved, namely, forms of reporting that appear to be both relevant and enriching of our current understanding, etc. I would like to contend that ‘rectification, etc.’, sets up, either inadvertently and/or advertently, those ‘suspensions, etc.’, that then allows us to form such basic divisions between the reputable and the non-reputable. However, at this stage we will need to conduct our enquiries on a more superficial level (and where the connections will be fleshed out at a later date
). (15)

‘Rectification’ is hermeneutically oriented, deals with meta-texts, genres of behaviour, narrational forms of disseminated exposition, etc.’, and its clarification generally falls under the heading of error mitigation. E.g., if we wanted to know how many troops were being stationed on a certain section of the frontline knowing the total number of troops being deployed to that area by one of the opposing parties is not going to answer that question. On the other hand, if we were privy to the ratio of supporting troops to frontline troops then we might be able to form a reasonably accurate estimation. This is not so much an example of error correction but error mitigation to the extent that we needed to clarify just how our genres are more meant to operate in this instance of how we might compute such enumeration. (16)

On the other hand, ‘deconstruction’ is ‘an approach that involves forms of error correction utilizing logical constructions that rule out such defects in an argument like contradiction, etc.’ E.g., it there is one Russian report that says ‘they are shelling the center of township A’, and, another contemporary Russian report that says ‘they have captured the center of township A’ we may well suspect that one of these statements is wrong and that most likely the Russians have not captured township A.
 On the other hand, if the Ukrainians were to say ‘that they were forced to abandon township A’ then we might re-correct that previous statement and ignore the anomalous statement where Russians claimed they were still shelling township A, given our current working imputation that the Russians had already captured this township in question.
 (17)

In regard to re(-)normalization, we attempt to find forms of alignment through ongoing re(-)alignment in order to become more aligned with the relatively non-erroneous whose formulation is to be conceived of in the pragmatic terms of our best information as currently had to hand. I would argue that in this instance there would also be occasions when we need to adopt relatively radical forms of emendation in order to come into line, so to speak, with more recent observational reports, the expected outcomes of certain decisions, new forms of information that possess a more decisive and relevant bearing on assumed outcomes, etc. (18)

Ideally, in tracing such prominent trajectories we hope to be able to better represent what is our latest understandings of the current state of play upon that battlefield, etc. this type of interest being focused in either local, regional and/or more global terms of reference. (19)

Now, the object of such hermeneutic machinations is to better interpret, within current limitations, those report(ing)s judged as more relevant, and, hopefully, as better able to adequately enrich our current understandings in the requisite manner as being sought. (20)


By ‘relevant’ we could say as found to be ‘on topic’. By ‘enrichment’ we might argue that the quantity and quality of informational bits is much greater than when we initially started those enquiries and adequately answers rhetorical questions already being posed behind our seeking certain desired items of information in the first place. Also, our ability to confidently assert that a certain report/ing, apparently, is either relatively ‘reputable’ or ‘non-reputable’ is an indication of our possibly being able to make some form of progress in that same regard. That such decisions will need to be made, but, should also be regarded as ‘provisional’, and subject to change if and when such emendations need to be ‘pragmatically’ made. In effect, I should add, finding forms of an alignment between different types of value judgments if and when such different forms of evaluation can be harmonized accordingly. A task, I should add, that a pragmatic philosopher is preeminently better suited to perform in comparison to an ideologically driven commentator when needing to both critically and radically assess the deeper merits or non-merits of their own acts of reporting, etc., when they cannot effectively ‘remove themselves from their own shadow so to speak’.
 (21)

Let us now look more closely at this idea of dividing received reportings into either reputable or not so reputable acts of dissemination, etc. (22)

Bypassing firsthand observational reports, say, from soldiers on the front as per intercepted telephone calls; or, the televised interrogation of Russian prisoners by Ukrainian authorities,
 etc; let me move on to the area of ‘transmitted reportings’. Now, in the wake of this war, has arisen, as an interesting phenomenon, a veritable pod of podcasters, interested and very concerned parties, a variety of peoples occupying various positions on a spectrum from being neither resident in either the Ukraine or Russia to those people actually resident in either the Ukraine or Russia. All these podcasters are acting as commentators on this war through presenting reports from a vast variety of angles, but, mostly divided into either those exhibiting either pro-Ukrainian or pro-Russian sympathies, albeit with those operating in English more likely to represent the former. (23)

I well-suspect some pro-Russian English-speaking sites to be funded, directly or indirectly, by the Russian government. They often seem to be stridently countering the prevailing consensus that seems to be currently forming online; glorifying Russian breakthroughs that barely deserve a mention; dispute Ukrainian successes; proffer very boring position statements that often have all the hallmarks of being propaganda; and, all in all, come across as incredibly boring and relatively content free informational ‘spaces’; often with a seeming disconnect between their reportings and their use of supposedly co-associated imagery. I would also like to hasten that a similar phenomenon can be also found supporting Ukrainian positions. This time it appears to be over-zealous individuals doing their bit to support their country and the Ukrainian government. Again, such ‘spaces’ are filled with a visible disconnect between imagery and verbal content; are seen to very quickly parrot boring statements of position, merely echoing official statements, and so on. As you might gather, such productions in propaganda appear to have questionable production values, whether reflecting either pro-Russian or pro-Ukrainian sentiment. Regardless of their origination, they present as intensely boring, relatively contentless in terms of new and novel information, and very inauthentic and relatively non-professional, at least in terms of an obvious absence in any sparks of ‘creativity’. Almost as if made to some formula that rarely changes. Such reporting very quickly falls automatically into my ‘non-reputable category’. Especially, if that site in question is observed to conform to the rather poor reputation of that same site as experienced beforehand. If such a site continues to iterate a similar set of frivolous claims, then we soon learn to avoid whatever it wishes to disseminate at some later date however attractive the headlines (which also inevitably give the game away through the overuse of hyperbole, and similar questionable form of subediting). (24)

In effect, podcasters are quickly found to have a predictable reputation for being either ‘reputable’ or ‘not reputable’ should they continue to regularly disseminate their podcasts. Furthermore, these people who are not ideologically promoting certain forms of propaganda, are usually in the ‘business’ of gathering an audience, and, for some, it is being treated as an actual business despite the changing monetary landscape instituted by YouTube (and its policy of demonetizing channels that do not apparently conform to their well-articulated, but, sometimes mysterious, standards for reporting). Often these podcasters will also possess a co-associated Patreon channel as well, based on a more assured form of financial assistance if they have success in attracting sufficient subscribers. By all accounts, overall, the financial side of their endeavours is a fraught enterprise and we may surmise that many merely continue to report as a matter of creative pride in their ‘work’ along with a desire to better inform their public audiences, as a way of being patriotic or expressing a sympathy for one of these warring parties. (25)

Now, let me ask just what makes for a ‘reputable reputation’? (26)

We could be somewhat cynical and merely say that there is a need for this type of podcasting, and, that these podcasters may well be merely giving to their audiences only the types of narrative their audiences wish to hear about and identify with. However, this rather inauthentic type of response, perhaps motivated by seeking to financially profit from such an enterprise, or, indeed, being paid to perform such labours as a propagandist, I believe, would soon fall within the rigid contours of a genre performance unable to proffer what it would promise through the utilization of meta-textual headings, etc., and soon would characterize itself as a segment in cyber-space that is just wasting your time as a consumer of such a product. Indeed, this formula ‘relevant-enrichment from competent authenticity, and v.v.’, has much to commend itself as a tool for making this type of what may well be a very quick assessment. In the ecology of podcasts, those that don’t deliver, I have found from personal experience, would soon fall by the metaphorical ‘wayside’ (unless covertly funded). Conversely, those podcasters to whom their audiences are happily subscribing to, and are finding an expanding audience, are demonstrating the very opposite of this same observation. (27)

Or, we could be cynical again and just assume that such ‘slick’ operators are giving their audiences what they want. That, to support this counter-contention, we have either the generators or transmitters of a vast range of conspiracies obviously amassing rather large audiences so how, perhaps, should we modify this thesis to circumvent the superficial effectiveness of this counter-claim? Here I believe we need to observe that an element of sensationalism may well also need to be present. For the purveyors of conspiracies, they need to continually up the ante so to speak with ever more bizarre and closely detailed conspiracies in order to perpetuate their continuing consumption. On the other hand, as a similar mechanism, the purveyors of podcasts, I surmise, merely wish to continue to better inform their audiences with the latest news, the latest turn of events, and so on, and through their hard work amass such details in a form that can be consumed accordingly. No doubt if such transmitted reportings continue to garnish such ‘interest’ then those more respectable sites will prosper in terms of maintaining their dedicated audiences. (28)

However, let us not be too cynical in this same respect. Obviously, there is a genuine interest in observing and understanding the course of the Russo-Ukrainian war and this desire is being met accordingly. And let us be honest, in the sheer reporting of such events there is more than enough sensational information to be discerned by both Traditional Media and Social Media. Witness the mysterious, explosive damaging of the Kerch (Strait) Bridge linking Russia and the Crimea; innumerable drones dropping grenades on hapless soldiers; whole cities reduced by indiscriminate shelling; exploding ammunition dumps endlessly ‘cooking off’ in dramatic videos filmed by nearby residents, etc. (29)

Obviously, consumers are looking for what they wish to find through such a diverse array of videos, etc., and, podcasters of all varieties are fulfilling that apparent need. If we were imaginative in attempting to understand this phenomenon of how social media is able to extend its reach among its consumers, we might be tempted to almost propose an epidemiological model for explaining the memetic nature of the necessary expansionism needed in extending the audiences for such disseminated products? Furthermore, it is not much more of a stretch of the imagination to also propose a model for how various audience have or acquire an immunity to certain types of disseminated products in so far as to reject certain products, on one hand, as either conspiratorial in tenor or as merely reiterated examples of endlessly similar propaganda versus, on the other hand, being more sympathetic towards those informational segments of a different complexion be they either poorly made or fashioned with high production qualities, be they put together by either amateurs or professionals, with the latter more often working in a more traditional form of media. That for many people, as an audience not beholden to either conspiracies or propaganda, a well-crafted handiwork that is seen to proffer a relevant enrichment of the informational space created by such people who are seemingly competent and authentic in the how they execute their creatively represented endeavours, then such a product will also be advanced through those same mechanisms that, unfortunately, are also used to sensationally propagate conspiracies, i.e., so-called ‘likes’, sharing on various platforms for Social Media, the use of links to similar discussions disseminated by other social commentators, search engine queries, or just posted by certain algorithms as used by YouTube, etc.
 (30)

I am sure, a wide variety of literary tropes are also utilized to assist in this ‘necessary’ process of dissemination regardless of whether we are discussing reputable forms of reporting or relatively disreputable forms of reporting. The use of ‘the cliff-hanger’ comes to mind. No doubt dangling intriguing possibilities is a well-tried and tested mechanism in the extending the reach of a text whether conspiratorial or informative, etc. Just by merely well-informing their public, reputable podcasters are also going to have to answer the questions being posed through the very contours of their broadcasts. So, e.g., in reporting the course of various battles people concerned by such events will want to know of nature of their outcomes… and by such means these forms of dissemination find a modus operandi that will support the continuing dissemination for such reportings. Hopefully, such ‘competent’ actors will continue to be seen to act as serious purveyor of such seemingly reputable reports. E.g., in this regard, I have witnessed various reputable podcasters on various occasions admitting to have inadvertently misinformed their audiences and apologizing accordingly. An event that is never witnessed in propaganda pieces that also seem to lack any form of self-reflection to any degree whatsoever. Indeed, to the degree a person is present in that form of dissemination it is almost as if the information is being delivered by rote… which is exactly the very nature of such set-pieces. In this regard, one must wonder how such ‘dead performances’ manage to be promoted unless through the utilization of rather artificial means for boosting their audience circulation?
 (31)

As audiences are on the receiving end of such production how do they, and how might they, enact patterns of discrimination in order to focus their attention more on those texts that seems to both promise and proffer ‘a relevant-enrichment of our understanding in a product engineered by those people seeming committed to being both competent and authentic in the overseeing the formation of such a product’? Obviously, such audiences need to be more than just passive consumers of such ‘information’, but, also active discriminators in the seeking out and discerning the to-be-received value of that type of product, that we can add, would probably manifest itself as a more interesting type of product and more able to reward such discrimination. In this process of positive discrimination, I would perceive it behooves us to not only seek a more active role in its discovery and reception, but, to seriously entertain a more engaged sense of positioning. I.e., adopt and adapt a relatively more existentially oriented perspective on such proceedings by insisting that our time is being well-spent pursuing that which is relevantly-enriching of our concern and care, and, is indeed being re(-)presented (in and through an economy or representation) by people who are judged as both competent and authentic in that same respect! Then, in the same vein, we might hope that if enough people became both suitably informed and self-informed that bad actors in both our own countries and other countries might not get away with the murder and mayhem, the madness and misery all so sadly inflicted upon others when people who should know better look the other way, and by doing so are equally complicit in such incremental missteps that have us all heading down an inevitable slope of increased suffering… I know such musings are ‘optimistic’, but, as a maker of bread in my days as a proverbial ‘poor student’, in my retreat into the depths of the countryside, I was always surprised how little yeast, and flour, was actually needed to make a well-leavened loaf…. (32)
3. Some Technical Explorations in View of the Former Observations

Before seeking to establish a working list of hermeneutical rules that might be able to help us discriminate between this discernment of ‘reputable reports’ and ‘non-reputable report(ing)s’ let me now examine the practice of ‘spin’ and its more-lengthy incorporation into a more considerable piece of propaganda on the provisional understanding that the latter is merely a more involved piece of spin, i.e., as reporting a sequences of events rather than just a one off event being imputed to be the subject subjected to such textual doctoring. (33)

In my current understanding of this ‘textual process of spin’, I read the perceived need for such a practice as ‘the perception on the part of the appointed or self-appointed propagandist to believe that for certain ideological reasons an emended text would better serve that ideological cause both presenting, and being represented by, that text in question’. That this understanding recognizes that this process is primarily conducted in order to address certain ‘current anxieties’ by those parties in an authoritative position to commission such textual treatment, that would be presented by the non-emended version of that text, and, therefore, such a process of treatment is basically an occurrence that happens in a ‘history of the present’ (rather than in a history of the past or a history of the future). That, in trying to resolve those current anxieties, we are dealing very much with a contemporaneous phenomenon that needs to be addressed in exactly those same, current terms of reference. (34)

I recently came to this understanding when I noted in my reviewing a very well-informed podcast on an assessment of different strands in the Dead Seas Scrolls around the third century BCE that certain Jewish texts with a pronounced polytheistic complexion were starting to cause some concern and consternation for more orthodox Jewish elites of the time. Indeed, so much so that this polytheistic element ended up being spun in a much less polytheistic direction by altering, e.g., the word interpreted as ‘sons of God’ by the word ‘angels (messengers)’. This scholar pointed out that spin is always a contemporaneous phenomenon and we must suspect that contemporaneous agents as practicing this form of emendation given the arising of certain anxieties if such emendations were not put into effect. From an historical perspective, in looking at historical trends, it was obvious how changes in thinking were now out of step with such older scriptures and that it would been felt that such a ‘mis-treating’ or a ‘re-treating’ of the relevant texts was not so much some form of ‘mistreatment’ as more a matter of ‘bringing them into harmony with their retrospectively perceived essential message that such holy writ was meant to be monotheistic and certainly not polytheistic in any central shape or form’. Or, from a more psychological perspective, their emended ‘re-readings/re-writings’ were needed in order to reduce the increasing cognitive dissonance that would have been felt by their readers should such older polytheistic language was allowed to remain in a more ‘original’, non-emended form. (35)

Borrowing from these same observations we could charitably view the process of spin, and it more-lengthy instantiation in the formation of propaganda, to devolve around a similar set of circumstances. I.e., the powers that be, that feel they have the right to emend reports not so favourable to their ideological positioning, as possessing reports that are perceived as automatically needing to be emended in order to better serve the objectives of their ideological positioning. Unfortunately, the more ideologically driven a political philosophy, the less democratic is such an institution in practice. In such a political clime, the more beholden the elites of that relatively non-democratic institution are to the fortunes of such a political form of practice the more likely this process of spin and propaganda will be instantiated when such a need for its presence is felt required for both presenting and representing that system in a better light, either to its own citizens and/or before the citizens of the world as a whole. Indeed, this latter observation might explain why disparate forms of propaganda are often produced for these different audiences assuming that the former audience has little encounter with the propaganda designed for a non-internal audience? Now that said, it should be pointed out that spin is not the sole preserve of a non-democratic form of governance and we have only to look at recent politics in any democratic country to observe the prevalence of this genre of misinformation. Indeed, I would argue, for similar reasons, that a spirit of inauthenticity patronizes the formation of such a misguided artform and wherever spin can be pointed out there goes a set of political actors that are equally misbehaving in an inauthentic manner likewise, indeed, in proportion to the degree and intensity of that spin they feel they need to dissimulate and disseminate in order to preserve their sense and semblance of their current political power, or, even their current political powerlessness if they are about to lose the next political election or having already lost recent elections, etc. (36)

Obviously, such mis-reportings are out of step with a ‘lived-reality’ if it is the case that the lived-reality of those people directly privy to such events is being distorted through the apparent inauthenticity of such mis-interpretations, be they registered either through acts of omission and/or commission. Let me demonstrate just such an incidence of spin that should highlight these points being made and whose dissection might help us to better recognize other instances of spin. Certain events that provoke a certain anxiety for the powers-that-be; be they reported on the world stage or even over the course of our own existences (especially in the workplace unfortunately ever prone to such a tweaking of the so-called facts that such ‘authorities’ might find all too disconcerting for whatever reason or reasons). (37)

Recently, in the town of Makiivka, in the Russian occupied section of the Donetsk Oblast, about eleven or so kilometers from the frontline, a moment after midnight on New Year’s Eve, long range rockets, Himars, levelled a barracks with perhaps around 600 Russian conscripted soldiers resident in that building. Photographs of the rubble, resulting from this this attack, depict a building totally destroyed in this event. At first the official Russian media avoided all mention of this disaster. On Social Media, local residents were complaining about this omission. Then, other Russian elements of Social Media joined in in fierce condemnation of the apparent incompetence of the Russian army in housing so many soldiers in one building so close to the frontlines. It also transpired that ammunition and military equipment was also being stored on the lowest floor of this same building, that these conscripts were using their mobiles… that it was an open secret so many troops were resident in one large building, etc. The Ukrainian miliary saw this as an opportunity too good to resist… and duly levelled this very large dormitory building (originally attached to an educational college). (38)

Coming late to the party, Russian propaganda felt it had to respond to such an event and published a reporting that noted the death of only 63 soldiers. However, even this high number of deaths did not quell the intensity of reporting on Russian Social Media and the number of dead was later increased to 89.
 So, in effect, it was an ‘open secret’ that the scale of this disaster was an order of magnitude greater – no doubt to the consternation of the Russian authorities who seem to have lost control over the dissemination of the discourses concerning a reporting of this horrific event. I suspect that such an uncontrolled form of dissemination was causing more consternation than the event itself and where its certain obvious lessons needed to be learnt from the mismanagement of this event both before and after. But, how are such lesson going to be learnt if a more truthful reporting of this type of event is not allowed to be disseminated for a frank and fearless form of an ‘autopsy’ and close ‘dissection’, etc? (39)

Now, as it eventually transpired, both Russian and Ukrainian authorities reported this event. However, we see an obvious discrepancy between reportings from both sides. I suspect the Ukrainians, too, may have back-pedaled on their reporting the predicted death toll fearing the usual reprisals for such an event. No point rubbing metaphorical ‘salt’ into a wound when your enemy is doing that for you. Then, a reported ‘reprisal’ occurred in the Russian media that just seems to expose the inauthenticity of that process of spin in the first place. It was reported that in Kramatorsk ‘Russia claims missile strike kills 600 Ukrainian servicemen, but Kviv denies any casualties’.
 Making such a ludicrous report might go down well for the internal audience/s of Russia, but, to a world-wide audience, such false claims only stand to make Russia look completely ridiculous as reporters trudge around a bombed out carpark and saw no signs whatsoever of any of those so-called ‘reported ‘fatalities and inferred co-associated casualties’. (40)

What ramifications can we deduce from exploring a comparison of these two interlinked ‘incidents’? (41)

It seems obvious that as spin needs to occur, more or less, in real time, that it is the experiencing of ‘present anxieties’ by the authorities impacted by such reportings that is the prime motivating factor in the dissemination of these emendations being imposed upon the reportings of such ‘disconcerting’ events. Now, I would like to argue that as the overall psychic energy needed to remember both the initial text and then to also remember its adjustments is greater than the mere memory of a relatively non-emended text that this greater investment in ‘fabricating such a history’, therefore, is more prone to processes of deconstruction when the inauthentic reshaping of that text is more ‘leaned’ upon so to speak. Normally, the Russian authorities never release casualty figures so the reporting of this event itself would appear to be most unusual in whatever form it was going to be published. Then, the reporting of only 63 deaths did not dispel the intensity of the Russian Social Media’s accusations of military incompetence and the number was then increased to 89 to give some further ‘credence’ to the initial figure that was being reported, or, rather ‘misreported’. However, the Russians themselves blew the lid off their own mishandling of such reportings by claiming, in an apparent tit for tat reprisal, that 600 Ukrainians servicemen were supposedly killed in a missile strike in Kramatorsk. A patent fiction that reinforces the need for this distinction of mine between ‘reputable reports’ and ‘non-reputable reportings’, reportings sometimes about events that may well not even exist, or certainly not in the form as described or misdescribed. (42)

As suggested, such an inauthentic mode of manufacture leaves the text more prone to be more easily deconstructed. In not sticking to the original script, emendations have the habit of presenting themselves as if ‘superimposed’ upon a text even if scrupulously doctored to seemingly no longer reveal those inconsistencies over the course of its re-presentation. Of course, I am not arguing here that the so-called original text is just a set of facts without any form of interpretation, but, what I am arguing is that the very factors that through processes of interpretative resolution in the first place are going to be somewhat misplaced, or decentered, when re-presented over the advent of the superimposition of these different factors being subjected to a different process of resolution. Indeed, because of these different approaches being adopted and adapted in the resolution of such additional intent in the supervision of this relatively novel process of resolution this process of emendation is never able to completely decenter what would have been the original directedness of the initial intent if it were to be merely presented in its original incarnation. Then, interrogate that fabrication with a suitably sufficient intensity of scrutiny and texts that are less integrated, less resolved in their course of their manufacture, will crack, open. and through such fissures metaphorically expose the deceptive manner of their fabrication. Or, I am suggesting that at least this is imputed to occur in theoretical terms of reference. However, a bit like the encoding of a text, codes are more easily broken the longer those encoded texts find themselves being disseminated in their encoded formats. In other words, similarly, the more texts are being reworked by spin doctors, in the form of propaganda, the more prone such texts are to processes of such successful deconstruction, and, revealing, therein and thereafter, the greater degree of inauthenticity being assembled behind their now more visible modus operandi. (43)
4. Are the Conjectured Russian Battlefield Statistics ‘Anomalous’?


This now allows me to segue to a discussion of Russian fatalities and causalities, the dead and wounded, which, as a general rule, are just not published by Russia, certainly not in a form that bears any close resemblance to the destructive nature of this battlefield so dominated by the use of artillery when it soon morphed more into this war of attrition.
 (44)

Currently, the Ukrainian government publishes what it believes to be the ongoing tally of Russian fatalities ‘on the behalf of the Russian government’ that, with very few exceptions, just does not report such statistics. Moreover, I should add that the reporting of such statistics could earn the publisher of such information up to seven years in a Russian jail. (45)

According to Wikipedia ‘both Russian and Ukrainian sources are widely believed to inflate casualty numbers in opposing forces, while downplaying their own losses for the sake of morale…’ This same article notes ‘this imprecision is not new. As the 19th-century Prussian military theorist Carl von Clausewitz wrote, “Casualty reports on either side are never accurate, seldom truthful, and in most cases deliberately falsified.”’  (46)

According to Wikipedia, on the 12th of January, 2023, this ‘official’ Ukrainian tally stood at 112,470 Russian dead. US estimates for the period from the 24 February 2022 to 9 November 2022 are put at 100,000+ killed or wounded. Now as a general rule for every dead soldier that same army may well incur between two to four wounded soldiers, and in this regard the figure often accepted is three wounded for each fatality. Obviously, wounded soldiers need forms of therapeutic intervention which, more often than not, removes such soldiers from active duties until they sufficiently recover from the nature of their injuries. So, if we were to accept the Ukrainian tally of approximate 112,000 dead soldiers, then the implication must be drawn that an additional 224,000 to 480,000 soldiers would have also have been actually removed from the battlefield through injuries. However, as Russia went into this conflict, this Special Military Operation aka ‘invasion and war’, with not much more than 190,000 troops, and probably soon supplemented that number, say. to about 220,000, then, and through various forms of mobilization and conscription, would have added an additional 300,000 troops,
 at most, and, then a very conservative estimate would seem to imply that because at least 330,000 soldiers have been taken off the battlefield this would leave them, perhaps at best, with no more than about 200,000 troops, or, perhaps more likely, considerably less, as being currently left to fight under what must seem like a fatal lottery where every second person, at the very least, is being eliminated on that battlefield in some form or other.
 But, such assumptions can only further exacerbate the extent of this apparent anomaly. (47)

This envisioned rate of attrition, even if it were to be halved, can only be viewed as a prospect that can only preserve the anomalous nature of this situation since over the course of a ‘normal war’ it is usually assumed that such shocking numbers in fatalities and wounded casualties would soon render such a fighting force, more or less, as totally dysfunctional.
 So, how might we account for this anomaly, namely, that as battlefield attrition for the Russians, at least to the extent recorded by the Ukrainian government, would seem to suggest that the Russian army could now no longer be functioning, but, as the Russians seem to have stabilized, more or less, their very extensive frontlines then we must explain what is actually taking place in such a manner that harmonizes such ‘discordant conjectures and their imputed realities’. (48)

An obvious response would be to claim that this Ukrainian reporting of battlefield fatalities is far too inflated. It would seem obvious that such figures must be too high!? However, this avenue is not such a simple approach to take given that according to the ‘leaked’ documents, supposedly from the Russian Budgetary Office, the monthly figures it estimated it needed to take into account for purposes of compensating the families with dead soldiers was calculated at just over 8,000 per month.
 At the time of the apparent leaking of that report, they recorded 48,000 fatalities when the then current figure recorded by the Ukrainian government was actually around 51,000; a minor discrepancy that could be accounted for by the fact that the so-called independent governments of the Luhansk and Donetsk would have independently recorded their own figures separate from the Russian figures.
 Later, apparent leaks from the same office would suggest the Russian government was estimating a total number of fatalities at somewhere around an additional 134,000 mark?
 However, even if we were to completely discount such so-called ‘leaked’ figures, in November the European Union estimated at least 60,000 fatalities and casualties. That, by whatever yardstick we adopt, it would appear that Russia is losing far too many soldiers and we would naturally conjecture that a succession of Russian conscriptions would periodically need to be re-inaugurated… (49)
Then, in order to support such high figures, through reported telephone transcripts, Russian reportings on Social Media, etc., there are numerous reports of whole battalions being halved and sometime even reduced to about thirty members, including the wounded, after such fatal encounters usually so unwisely conducted in the form of ill-advised frontal assaults. As a consequence of such ongoing depletions in the strength of such somewhat already diminished battalions, new battalions have been often been re-formed through processes of amalgamations, etc., a process itself that must have negative consequences on the functioning of any army being forced so often to radically re-organize itself. Personally, I would place some qualified degree of faith in the reporting of such statistics because even if we were to accept these figures were only fifty percent accurate this overall anomaly would still be present. Indeed, how does the Russian army manage to remain functioning despite such figures? Are Russian soldiers so fatalistic as to see and accept themselves as just so-called ‘canon-fodder’? A sort of conveyor belt where at, no stage, can soldiers exempt themselves from merely marching forward to their own highly probable demise? It is rumored that the Wagner mercenaries
 have recruited at least 40,000 Russian prisoners with such recruits in the very front lines, with conscripts behind them to shoot them if they abandon their positions, and professional soldiers behind the conscripts to shoot them if they abandon their positions. But, this account would surely be a recipe for the rapid disintegration of Russian lines, should they break and such soldiers in being forced to retreat were then to be taken out by their own forces? (50)

So, what must give in this ‘impossible’ account? Just how should we approach the resolution of this apparent anomaly? Then, we must also factor in the low numbers of Russians either captured or who have surrendered despite numerous reports of their low morale. In the light of such a reading of the apparent adverse situations on the ground, just how has the Russian army managed to maintain its overall organization in the light of such imputed forms of attrition? Given such adverse factors, it is no surprise that people are speculating on the Russian government having to introduce yet again a further period of conscription, probably within a period of marshal law given that about one million Russian males have fled the country over the course of the last year. It stands to reason that the Russian government would not want a repeat of that type of event when more eligible males left the country than were successfully enlisted. (51)
5. Provisional Conclusions, Observations, and Comments

The primary focus of this essay has been the taking of a hermeneutical approach as to how we might go about sorting various forms of reporting into either ‘relatively reputable reports’ or ‘relatively less reputable reportings’? Just what observations, insights, morals, rules, techniques, etc., might we adopt and adapt in order to better expedite this form of discrimination? (52)

As a first observation, I would like to point out that this type of task seems to be relatively easy to exercise as long as the person concerned is able to escape the allure of conspiracies, the seductive persuasions of propaganda, and sees through the subtle twists of a process of spin inevitably utilized by those forces that be seeking to make some style of progress for themselves through some form of deceptiveness even if enacted with the best of so-called ‘good intentions’. Our survival in this world is dependent upon us finding the requisite degree of an alignment with the current contours of its experiential configuration, and, over the long term, we do ourselves no favours by being either complicit in such misreportings of our lived-reality or in not making ourselves aware of the fact that there are social forces only too happy to deceive us with whatever motivates such inauthentic intent. (53)

How might this defense be arranged? In my opinion, our survival and security are both dependent upon our ability to enact the requisite form of suspensions needed for us to prepare the ground for to make relatively less distorted forms of judgment in order to help us to navigate this world, negotiate with others, and enter into patterns of arbitration that mutually enrich all parties concerned. Hence, in part, our need to recognize the apparent degree of a ‘relevant-enrichment’ seemingly being offered to us by those disseminators of texts that apparently present themselves as ‘both competent and authentic’ in the manner as to how they relate both to us and to others. In effect, that it is necessary for us to also discern to what extent those people and institutions we interact with are being existentially honest with us and better deserve both our cooperation and commendation. Intuitively, I believe we learn to some extent, albeit some more than others, as to how to oversee and engineer such mutually responsible, productive patterns of cooperation, and, I well suspect, to a great degree, that this very much lies in our ability to not obstruct the automatic delivery of ensuing patterns of de-suspension that will then allow us to do these processes of interpretation relatively unhindered. Or, rather, will permit these more spontaneous processes to oversee patterns of ‘interpretation doing interpretation’ as if acting very much on our own behalf, rather than our needing to directly intervene along lines that are more egotistical and self-directed in complexion? I.e., in essence, setting up the necessary pre-conditions for more existentially organized patterns of mutually arbitrated behaviour… the discernment of such reputable reports, and such reputable actors, etc., on balance, progressively rewarding those persons exercising such discrimination…   (54)

Moreover, to help us exercise such discrimination between the relatively reputable and the relative less reputable forms of reporting we can rely on the apparent reputation we associate with the disseminators of such reports we are currently contemplating. Indeed, with respect to those that appear to have something relevant ‘to say’ we, accordingly, ‘will listen’. Indeed, rewarding them, and ourselves, with our interest when we apperceive the apparent merits of those folk whose labours seems to warrant such attention and commendation.
 (55)


On the other side of the ledger, if we find texts are relatively easy to deconstruct through the apparent lack of an authenticity in their manufacture, or just lacking the ability to say something we regard as worthwhile, then it stands to reason that we would more naturally avoid such misbehaving actors and their rather bland or defective texts, and, instead, turn our attention to the fruitfulness of more profitable fields of engagement. Alas, so much for theory, when it is obvious that for some people the seductive siren of conspiracies can waylay even the well-educated (if it were the case that they are not seemingly entertaining such fantasies purely to ‘profit’ from their exploitation through orchestrating an ensuing manipulation of others in order to get them to subscribe to such fabrications?). So, how might we disconnect both ourselves and others from the deceptive attractions of such domains of beguilement and the endearments proffered by such merchants promoting, either advertently or inadvertently, such misguided forms of either blandishment and/or the promise of some form of seductive enchantment? (56)

Skillfully, we need to enquire to what extent the person or persons concerned are insightfully aware of the full nature of their engagements. In my experience, the most psychotic of people still have some residual understanding that they, indeed, are actually deluded, but, for various reasons just cannot be sufficiently connected with such more realistic understandings of their actual positioning in this world of the other. Unless well-supported in their making a transition to such insightfulness it is my contention that it would probably be better for both us, and them, to just navigate around such areas of non-alignment given the potential dangers in our attempting to oversee such re-adjustments in these forms of mis-alignment. However, as for ourselves, in order to escape such rabbit holes, such domains of mis-alignment, etc., it behooves us to seriously observe those forms of suspension of our ideological-like patterns of thinking lest we mistake such shibboleths for the promised creativity of those domains we directly observe through the pragmatic richness of an open attitude. Indeed, an open attitude able to recognize those incremental nuances of experience that need to critically expose us to the radically novel and, then, in turn, to radically re-expose us to their critical reincorporation back into a world of increasingly re-enriched experience born from such a resourceful cultivation of what is found to reliably be the relatively more reputable in both reporting and self-reporting… (57)

…in effect, attempting to explain what is second nature for most of us as we make our passage through this world and, through apposite discrimination, engage a freedom to better express ourselves through the good auspices of others… (58)


Sadly, this Russo-Ukrainian war is continuing to inflict its relentless toll of unnecessary suffering, and, we must hope that a successful and permanent cessation of hostilities will result from the resolution of its course when the belligerent party in this conflict finally admits the role it played and seeks a suitable form of redemption for the perpetration of such adversity inflicted upon all parties concerned… both upon these battlefields and well beyond those same arenas in a world that cannot escape the consequential adversity that has flown far beyond such awful atrocities..!!
 (59)
6. Postscript: On the Reasonable Formation of a History of the Present

Just what else might we learn from these explorations that seemingly have us virtually reviewing the apparent simulation of this Russo-Ukrainian War almost as if in real time?
 (60)


That not only is a history of the present something that can be performed, but, very much ‘how we might also go about actually performing this constructive type of an appreciative act’. In the past, I was of the opinion that such a process would be very difficult to conduct given the need for a sense of perspective in order to delineate, through such discrimination, what is either more relevant or less relevant in the pursuit of such historical research.
 I.e., to the extent that we need to discern and evaluate the form of our constructive contributions to be made over the immediate course of our current reconstructions of such events that fall within the purview of that research. However, we should recognize that history has always been a cooperative enterprise, be that enacted by either professional disciplinarians and/or amateur historians. Indeed, the formation of a history of the present, or, more correctly, ‘histories’ of the present, likewise, is also a cooperative process and that we have only to seek out and engage those other parties, sympathetic to such a prospect, and who are only too happy for them to have us review the course of their research, and, in turn, to contribute to the course of our own research, and v.v. A prominent feature of the virtual landscape is the profitable presence of ubiquitous podcasters, or similar, that demonstrates a relevant-enrichment of the landscape in question through recognizing the competent labours of such authentically engaged individuals and their organizations. (61)

How could we have overlooked this Contemporary feature of this post-postmodern world? That through well-exercised forms of discrimination we can encounter the good auspices of such communities along with a progressive thematization of an evolving sense and semblance of the present and where, can also be found encountered, the work presented by both historians of the past and by historians of the future
 in an open world of dedicated disciplinarians, across the entirety of the disciplinary world, encountering through the democratic-like constitution of this relatively secular domain of the Internet, a realm where we can meet such resourceful scholars seemingly happy to share the mutually derived and the well-appreciated fruits of their respective enterprises….
 (62)

      

      

      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 11/1/23.
*    	For latest version of this paper: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html" ��www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html�


� 	This essay, effectively, is a continuation of these recent themes of delineating a pragmatic philosophy in conjunction with an existential philosophy, their overlapping, etc., in a disciplinary prospect, in this instance, in the historical domain. In this specific essay I will be taking a more practical approach to this topic and will be attempting to create a set of general hermeneutic guidelines for how we might better perform this process of interpretation regardless of the actual topic being exercised by that form of scrutiny. Obviously, ‘history’ as ‘an ongoing provisional process of interpreting the historical’ is closely allied to this ‘hermeneutical practice’ of ‘interpreting texts, etc.’ The broader idea of the ‘historical’ is also treated by myself here as including ‘histories of the past, the present and future’, and, by implication, a focusing on how to better conduct a history of the present to that extent we might be able to enact within the apparent and very evident restrictions and limitations that also constitute this virtual sphere of simulated engagement. The nomenclature ‘(-)’ represents a tripolar economy. In this instance ‘re(-)presentation’ is to be understood as an economy of presentation, representation, and re-presentation (and, as well, by association, where ‘re-presentation’ is also to be understood as possessing an ‘anti-representational complexion’ as well). We can also treat this economic perspective as also a continual ‘work in progress’.


� 	‘Orbit’, as a technical expression, also implicates a passive, phenomenologically oriented ambit; an active hermeneutically oriented remit, and an engaged, existential composite.


� 	I.e., can we impute a certain degree of hermeneutic stability in the formation of our interpretations, albeit despite their being treated as ‘non-indubitable’ and ever ‘provisional’ in tenor? This essay positively demonstrates that the answer to this question is a “yes”, as just qualified.


� 	This aspect of the topic is not directly explored. We have, e.g., podcasters, whose topic is this war, seeking financial assistance; sometimes these same podcasters inform us that they are redirecting their profits to the Ukrainian war-effort; the occasional mentioning of various petitions and other forms of political pressure; similar homepages and podcasts can be seen alerting us to sites seeking direct forms of funding for certain parties in this conflict; certain direct players, sometimes ‘foreigners’ in this conflict directly broadcasting from the frontline, etc. On the whole, virtual interaction can also be two-way in the form of comments left on YouTube videos, etc., and, where those same comments may also be replied to.


� 	I am going to more use the word ‘reportings’ since on numerus occasions you will find apparent ‘reports’ of events that have just not happened. In historical terms reporting actually nothing. E.g., you find numerous spurious accounts, say, of Putin’s ill health; such and such a battleship had just been sunk, yet again; Russians or Ukrainians had just broken through enemy lines or, in turn had just been overrun; x number of soldiers had just surrendered, and all manner of other sensational ‘news items’ without any form of substantiation, etc. So, let us not dignify all ‘reportings’ as ‘reports’ (especially those announcements of something that had non-virtually occurred or had not been found to have occurred as was ‘reported’, or ‘misreported’, etc.).


� 	With the generous term of ‘information’ we will have to also include ‘non-information’ along with forms of ‘misinformation’, ‘disinformation’, and ‘mal-information’.


� 	An obvious reply would be to accept this general observation that the Russians are not conforming to the generally agreed upon standards and protocols for how a country should be operating a war. However, despite such differences, an underlying reality, i.e., soldiers are human, would still seem to manifest itself to the extent that armies with low morale probably find themselves incurring both higher fatalities and casualties, especially if adopting a more aggressive, non-defensive stance upon the battlefield. For convenience I define ‘fatalities’ as ‘the dead and dying’, and, ‘casualties’, as ‘the more severely wounded that necessitates their removal also from the battlefield’. I.e., those soldiers eliminated from the field of battle, more or less, in either ‘body-bags’ or on ‘stretchers’ recognizing that some bodies are never retrieved and many will also find a burial on the battlefield itself.


� 	‘Doing your research’ is almost a meme on the Internet although it is sometimes meant in exploring the details disseminated in the latest conspiracy, but, can also be meant, as here, in the sense of using the tools you have to hand in order to see how far the exploration of certain issues can be used to resolve the same by working within this medium of the Internet. But, as in life, all tools are a ‘two-edged sword’, and the Internet is not an exception to this salutary observation.


� 	In this ‘history of the present’, in attempting to ‘understand how the war in the Ukraine is currently progressing for both parties’, we have to work with what is to hand along with the obvious limitations imposed by the very nature of this medium of the Internet itself. Still, in our witnessing recurring phenomena and exploring their possibilities for rectification, deconstruction, and re(-)normalization, etc., repetitive efforts for delineating the contours of this war can often meet with a certain degree of success that reinforces the utilization of this invaluable resource. To a great extent our very ability to ask a certain question, or type of question, has within its grasp the very means for its resolution (or, at the very least, a recognition as to whether such an issue is able to be resolved given current circumstances).


� 	Where an act of spin occurs in the rereading of a certain ‘one-off event’, and, where the sequential use of spin is utilized in the formation of a piece of propaganda more designed to reread, instead, a ‘series of events’.


� 	It has come to my attention that the apparent symmetries and asymmetries between suspensions and relatively non-obstructed de-suspensions is a topic that will need to be more closely explored.


� 	Or, that the Russians in this instance were being incompetent. There have been numerous observational reports from frontline Russian troops that this event was not unheard of, indeed, appeared to be all too frequent.


� 	In effect, entering into various processes of harmonization where we seek to ascertain the greatest informational fitness of such elements of information, and, how such relatively more fit elements are successful found to cohere in the imputed sense and semblance of a wider ‘picture’ that, itself, is being assessed, in turn, for its apparent informational fitness.


� 	I.e., by the pragmatic philosopher’s or disciplinarian’s ability to practice the making of suitably adequate suspensions and non-distorted de-suspension, etc. E.g., in a certain situation a commentator might make a well-reasoned call that a process of retreat by one of the parties was or was not in their best interests, etc., by making that call in a closely observed consequential analysis conducted in that same respect. 


� 	An interesting genre. Normally, prisoners of war should not be required to do televised interrogations knowing that they will be later broadcast on a site like YouTube. However, these sessions do not seem to be coercively conducted, informed consent appears to have been given, and the point of such an exercise is to inform a watching public as to how they got in that type of circumstance, etc. Interestingly, at the start of this war a number of these soldiers did not even know they were already in the Ukraine in a real war and not one more military exercise. These ‘interviews’ also serve the point, as a form of propaganda, that the Ukraine fully conforms to the Geneva Conventions and solders will be informed of their rights, will get three meals a day, a bed, shelter, that medical injuries will be treated, that they will be able to call home, and will not be forcible repatriated if need be. A point that seems to be well worth disseminating.


� 	Where the dangers of a reinforced conformational bias needs to be, first, recognized, and then, second, obviated through extending the range of reporting being reviewed, etc.


� 	E.g., through a manipulation of the algorithms being used to selectively promote such dissemination.


� 	One telephone intercept of a Russian soldier supposedly sent in to retrieve these bodies reported the need to use twelve trucks to transport the bodies, and that the final tally was 610.


� 	This is the heading chosen by the ABC in its reporting of this ‘non-event’ (and this same type of heading is well-recorded, globally, across Traditional Media)


� 	It is probably safe to say that Russia has now lost it dominance in this regard, but, it is very easy for both sides to deplete their stocks of artillery ammunition if not properly rationed? Moreover, in qualitative terms of a far greater accuracy, the Ukrainians are now far ahead of the Russians in this same regard given their import of modern weapons from both the US and Europe.


� 	According to npr, on October 28, 2023: Russia says it enlisted 300K troops to fight in Ukraine and doesn’t plan for more.


� 	We also need to recognize that the total strength of the Russian Military is greater than the number of troops active in the Ukrainian theatre. According to Wikipedia the size of the Russian military is approximately 1 million active members and about 2 million reserve personal (in widely varying degrees of readiness). However, the more realistic number of members on active duty is stated to be about 360,000 but that number would need to be augmented with more recent attempts at mobilization and conscription (with latter numbering supposedly at about 300K. A ‘final figure’ for the number of troops recently conscripted is probably less that the cited quota of 300K of which at least just over 200K were probably realized and physically ‘enlisted’?).


� 	I believe the US military would probably consider figures of about a 15-20% depletion as detrimental to both morale and the functioning of that now diminished military force? However, this depleted state of affairs is somewhat ameliorated if there is good troop morale, the preservation of the number of troops in supporting roles, an adequate flow of supplies, a fully functioning logistics, the availability of rapid medical response teams, etc.


� 	Leaked via Twitter. As per John Sweeney @johnsweeneyroar: Russian Army has lost 48,000 dead, says leaked payment document. ‘Mikhail Khodokovsky: A leaked letter from the Russian Finance Ministry says that as of 28.8.(22), 361.4 billion rubbles have been paid to the families of the deceased. For each fallen soldier, it’s 7.4 million rubbles!! In total, this gives 48,759 confirmed dead. Missing and DPR + LLR soldiers are not counted.’ We should also note that compensation for dead soldiers can also be dependent upon where the soldier is from. A dead Muscovite can be worth three times that paid for a dead person from Buryat (according to T.V.P World, as reported on the 21.07.22 under the heading: The price of a dead soldier’s life depends on where he is from).


� 	It has also been recorded that both of these oblasts, now ‘officially’ incorporated within the Russian Federation, have had overall attrition rates of up to around 55% of the numbers of their total troop deployments. Now, if that were to be accepted, then, such relatively high figures might also be accepted in an accounting of both Russian fatalities and casualties?


� 	This article can be found in the Express (express.co.uk), as reported by Oliver Stringer et al, September 17 2022, under the headline: Ukraine: Kremlin embarrassment as Russia budgeting 134K additional deaths. Again, on the strength, or weakness, of another leak via Twitter.


� 	According to Wikipedia ‘In December 2022, Pentagon’s John Kirby claimed Wagner group has 50,000 fighters in Ukraine, including 10,000 contractors and 40,000 convicts. Although others put the number of recruited prisoners at more than 20,000, with the overall number of PMCs (private military company/contractees) present in Ukraine estimated at 20,000.


� 	Indeed, this form of genre approbation, commending to ourselves and others those sites we find present a relevant-enrichment of our understanding can, itself, be seen as a positive form of error mitigation. I.e., helping us to hone in on those channels that present a comparatively greater degree of such ‘engagements’ to be better valued, relevant-enrichment, etc.


� 	A dissemination of various forms of additional harm instigated beyond the confines of both Russia and the Ukraine in the form of inflation, elevated food prices, increased levels of world hunger, political instability, and so on and so forth… indeed, in rarefied forms as well not even able to be accounted for!


� 	Where we can experience, almost to the very minute, e.g., the liberation of townships or the defeat of specific townships through pictures and blogs posted by the very actors involved in such events.


� 	My first thoughts on the problematic nature of performing histories of the present were to look for recurrent memes, themes, tropes, etc., that are currently being found continually reiterated across various forms of media in order to come to some understanding of the anxieties supporting such reportings and, obviously, would help to further the formation and thematization of those same anxieties. E.g., in Australia we were witness to recent obsessions over refugees and migrants who came to this country as ‘boat people’; various obsessive-like media campaigns consumed by the latest events concerning British royalty; a differential dissemination of apparent reiterated environmental crises being recently experienced in Australia where such events are either over-hyped by some segments of the media and/or are effectively submerged in other segments of the media less sympathetic to this form of ‘an existential crisis’ for whatever covert ideological reasons driving such omissions, etc.


� 	The next essay, constructed as an introduction to an open forum, focuses more on histories of the future, and, is titled” 7X. The Great Transformation aka The Great Disruption: Running Histories of the Past, Present and Future in Order to Discern Probable Continuities, Dis-Continuities, and Non-Continuities? (Prescience7X)


� 	The further moral being that a non-democratic-like politicization of the Internet, as found in more authoritarian countries, will only operate to the detriment of scholarship in those same countries and, over the long-term, relatively impoverish those same societies given our freedom is only found through mutual forms of arbitration. What is also being optimistically described is an existentially oriented, pragmatic sense of an overall life-world where the currency of the prospect of a relevant-enrichment, on balance, better motivates and rewards those individuals and communities that subscribe to such ‘progressive patterns of engagement (entered into though an ongoing process of re(-)engagement, i.e., through error mitigation, error correction, and the seeking to find an alignment with that which is to be perceived to be relatively non-erroneous, as expedited through the formula of rectification, etc.)’.





