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Abstract

This paper continues an earlier experiment in prompt-based political reasoning by asking
whether narrative-driven discussion can be partially replaced by an axiomatic sequence of
prompts. The point of departure is a deliberately strong initial prompt concerning Russia’s forced
federalization and demilitarization, treated not as a conclusion to be debated but as a working
axiom from which further prompts can be generated.

The paper argues that conventional political discussion, whether human or Al-assisted, tends to
become trapped in normative reformulations, objections, and rhetorical loops that obscure rather
than clarify reality. In contrast, the proposed method seeks prompts that are increasingly
descriptive rather than normative, so that they function as compact pictures of reality rather than
as wish-expressive political narratives.

Using the war in Ukraine and the contemporary Russian imperial system as a test case, the paper
shows how an initial prompt can generate a sequence of further prompts describing military
deadlock, imperial self-destruction, social degradation, and the internal human cost of the
Russian system. Particular emphasis is placed on the claim that the first victims of an imperial
order may be the people living within it, and that this perspective remains largely invisible in
standard Western political discourse.

The paper does not present a finished formal theory. Instead, it offers a first methodological step
toward a prompt-based axiomatics in which political reasoning proceeds by making assumptions
explicit, refining them through further prompts, and replacing language-modelled narrative
patterns with existence-guided pictures of reality.
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Introduction
In [5] we started with a simple prompt concerning the war in Ukraine —

Krievijas piespiedu federalizacija (bez suverentates garantijam) un
demiltarizacija (ieskaitot kodolierocus) - prasiba, kas jaatzist gan
Eiropai, gan ASV.

In English:

Russia's forced federalization (without guarantees of sovereignty)
and demilitarization (including nuclear weapons) - a demand that
must be recognized by both Europe and the United States.

We suggested this as a prompt that does not need to be discussed and should be accepted as a
kind of ‘axiom’. Why are we so persuaded? Because Ukaine is already realizing the point
concerning demilitarization, and, first, about federalization - Russia is federal according its
constitution, but never has been such in practice. And, next, Russia’s political course is in
direction of sel-destruction and loss of sovereignty.

But if we try to discuss this in some political envirounmet, including with LLMs, we would
encounter very heated discussions, objections and critisism on many points, which would turn
out to be endless without any reasonable exit. Can we escape this? Or, how can we escape this?

In [5] we tried another attempt to solve the eventual turnout into a mess of political discussions.
We suggested to replace the language-model-characteristic narrative by asking the LM to
provide a set of prompts that would complement the initial prompt, with requirement not to try to
change this starting prompts, but simply to complement it. After the LM has given its suggestion
in the form of these prompts, the human, or the LM who was the author of the first prompt,
examines this set of prompts, correcting some of them and throwing some of them out. Now,
after the first step, instead of one promt we should have more then one. In [5] we came to several
prompts, P1, the first one and more:

P2. Ukraina jau realizé Krievijas demilitarizaciju neatkarigi
no ta, vai Eiropa un ASV to atzist par savu meérki.

P3. Krievijas militara uzvara ir kluvusi aizvien
nesasniedzamaka, un kara partrauksana bez politiska
zaudé&juma Krievijas reZimam ari kliist nesasniedzama.

P4. Jo ilgak turpinas kars, jo vairak Krievija iznicina savu
militaro, ekonomisko, demografisko un institucionalo
potencialu.

PS. Krievijas militarizacija un Krievijas demilitarizacija
paslaik notiek vienlaikus.



P6. Katrs méginajums glabt Krievijas impérisko projektu no
arpuses pagarina karu.

P7. Krievija nespéj izbeigt karu ar saviem spekiem, jo kara
turpinasana kluvusi par pasa reZima eksistences nosacijumu.

P8. Kars pret Ukrainu vairs nav Krievijas politikas
instruments; Krievijas politika kluvusi par kara instrumentu.

But you should pay attention to one aspect. These promts are not same as the usual issues of
political discussion, they are more like descriptions fixing reality, pictures of reality. This
occurred because we applied a rule — the prompts should be more discriptive (what is to be
observed), and less normative (what would be).

Check these prompts from LM:

P17. Rietumu elites bailes no Krievijas sabrukuma var but
lielakas neka vinu izpratne par cenu, ko par impérijas
saglabasanu maksa Krievijas tautas.

P18. Krievijas impériskas sistémas uzturé$anas izmaksas
galvenokart sedz pasas Krievijas tautas.

P19. Krievijas galvena probléma vairs nav tas iespéjamais
sabrukums; Krievijas problema ir tas ilgsto$a nespéja izkliit no
imperiskas eksistences formas.

P24. Krievijas imperiska sisteéma tiecas veidot nevis pilsonisku
sabiedribu, bet antisabiedribu — dzivoS§anai necilvécisku vidi.

Krievijas problema nav tikai impérija. Krievijas probléema ir
tada sociala kartiba, kura cilvéka normala morala dzive klast

arvien griitak iespéjama.

P26. Krievijas krize vispirms ir antropologiska un étiska krize,
un tikai péc tam politiska, ekonomiska vai militara krize.

And so in [5] pointed to one prompt that would be worth to look on it more carefull.

Krievijas impérija nav tikai drauds saviem kaiminiem. Ta
vispirms ir katastrofa paSiem Krievijas iedzivotajiem.

P24'. Krievijas impériskas sistémas pirmie upuri ir cilveki, kuri
dzivo tas kontroletaja telpa.



P24’: “The first victims of the Russian imperial system are the
people living inside it.”

In Appendix 1 we present what Perplexity says about this way of thinking in [5].

What do politicians talk about, and what do the facts ‘try to say’?
The difference between thinking in normative terms and in descriptive terms

And, now, let try to understand what we have arrived at. First, we find that we don’t need
normative terms at all. And we need pictures of reality, descriptions of reality. From the example
in [5] we may see that the reality of what is happening in Russia is the most necessary source
from which to generate and provide prompts built in descriptive terms.

Let us consider this same examle. Here is our first prompt.

Russia's forced federalization (without guarantees of sovereignty)
and demilitarization (including nuclear weapons) - a demand that
must be recognized by both Europe and the United States.

Most Western politicians would not accept this statement. The main objection would be against
the phrase “without garantees of sovereignty”. Yes, and Russian politician manipulators are
using this uncertainty among Western opponents and push their own requirement, their own
prompt: the West should provide guarantees of Russia’s sovereignty from their side by forcing
Ukraine to scale down its militar efforts so as not to expose Russia to the risk of losing its
sovereignty.

But can we cover this wish of Western politicians in descriptive terms? Yes: the normative term
we have is “Ukraine should be forced to ...”, but what should Ukraine do in order to turn this
normative prompt into descriptive prompt? Should Ukraine perhaps sacrifice its sovereignty to
save the Russians from being ruined?

And now comes the next series of pictures of reality, the next series of descriptive terms turning
our attention to what is happening in Russia. Russia has to pictures of reality — that of
propaganda, and that of reality itself — and theses two pictures are becoming more and more
different in their appearances. It would be useful to build a complete picture of ‘reality’ through
the eyes, say, of Sergei Lavrov, and another picture of reality built from the real life patterns that
we find in Russia. These pictures are actively used in normative discussions between Russia and
the West, between Russia and U.S. But both sides mostly use the propaganda picture and very
rearly the other picture of reality, the one that can actually be observed in Russia.

So, which side is actively destroing any possibility of preventing Russian’s possible loss of
sovereignty? And this may be stated as a descriptive prompt. And which side is trying actively to
push away any possible risk of Russia’s loss of sovereignity? The West, the EU and the U.S. We



arrive at such a concise picture after eliminating normative, wish-expressing narratives and
replacing them with desriptive arguments, pictures, and descriptive prompts and pictures of
reality. How can we resolve this situation? How can we resolve it?

What about the picture of reality concering the possible history of Russia? It can not be endless.
The only hope of Russia is destruction of Ukraine. And the West should be aware of this. There
is no other escap. In Russia they know this. Do they know this in West? We stand with Ukraine,
and this alone is the reason we are trying to build this approach, this methodology.

Does the West really want to stop the war?

One of the realities of the war in Ukraine is the West’s attempts to control Ukraine’s military actions in
order, as it seems from the Western side, to regulate oil prices, to prevent uncontrolled extremist
escalation, and to manage whatever is happening inside Russia while fearing its uncontrolled collapse.
The question is: who is supposed to be responsible for these aspects? The West tends to put the
responsibility on Ukraine and to take mitigating steps towards Russia.

The West does not understand one simple thing that should be taken as decisive for everything around
this war and should resolve the whole situation. We can express it as a prompt:

P1’ — “The primary beneficiaries of ending the war are the inhabitants of
Russia themselves”.

It can be express in other words —

Subduing Ukraine’s attacks against Russia on the Western side destroys
Russian inhabitants’ hope of being able to force Russia to end the war.
The only unconditional beneficiaries of ending the war are the inhabitants
of Russia, regardless of oil prices or anything else.

ChatGPT tries to soften this in what follows —

“The principal beneficiaries of a genuine end to the war are the
inhabitants of Russia themselves. They would gain relief from war
expenditures, international isolation, economic decline, casualties, and
the long-term consequences of militarization.”

One of the main aspects inside Russia is forced recruitment into the army, with the “exit option” of being
sent to the front to die or be crippled. Russian war-fighting practice, with the use of “zagrad otryady”
(barrier troops), and now even drones that follow soldiers in order to force them to obey their
commanders, has been developed since World War 11 and is now taking increasingly crude and violent
forms, including so-called “yamy” (“pits”), where soldiers who refuse to go on the attack are kept and
beaten heavily and brutally. This is observed on the Ukrainian front now, but so far nobody knows, and
there are no sufficient data, how many such cases there are. But general mobilization is looming — and
what comes next?

ChatGPT suggests this Forced Promp:



“Shielding Russia from the consequences of Ukraine's military actions
reduces incentives within Russia to end the war. The primary
beneficiaries of ending the war are the inhabitants of Russia themselves.
Therefore, policies that protect Russia from the costs of its aggression
work against the objective of ending the war.”

Next step suggested by ChatGPT

Ja "forced prompts" nav domati ka argumenti, bet ka sakotngji postulati vai parbaudami
apgalvojumi, tad Al var€tu spélét citu lomu neka parasta debate. Nevis uzreiz analizét, bet
generét nakamos parbaudes punktus.

Pieméram, pie jisu prompta Al varétu atbildét nevis ar kritiku, bet ar $adiem papildu promptiem:

1.
2.

oo

How can internal pressure within Russia be measured?

What historical examples show that increasing war costs accelerated the end of a
war?

Under what conditions do economic hardships lead to political change rather than
increased repression?

Who bears the largest costs of prolonging the war: Ukrainians, Russians, Europe, or
the wider international system?

What actions by external actors reduce the incentives for Russia to end the war?
What actions increase those incentives?

Can a war be ended if one side is largely insulated from the consequences of its
decisions?

What evidence would falsify the claim that increased pressure on Russia shortens
the war?

What evidence would support it?

. Which groups inside Russia benefit from continuation of the war, and which groups

benefit from its end?

Tad rodas interesanta struktura:

cilveks formule Prompt Py;

Al generé Examination Prompts E.i, Enz, ...;
cilveks vai cita Al sisttma mégina atbildét;
no atbildém rodas korigéts Prompt P1.

Tas jau sak atgadinat zinatnisku procesu. Nevis "es apgalvoju — tu iebilsti”, bet:

Prompt — Examination — Correction — New Prompt.

Jisu PCP projektam tas var€tu bt pat loti pieméroti, jo lauj dazadiem LLM un cilvekiem stradat
ar vienu un to pasu promptu kopumu.



Varétu pat definét lomas:

e Author Al — rada sakotngjos promptus.

o Examiner Al — rada parbaudes promptus.

o Critic Al — meklg vajas vietas.

o Historian Al — meklé analogus v&sturg.

e Ethics Al — meklé moralas sekas.

e Revision Al — parformulé promptu péc sanemtajam atbildém.

Tad diskusijas vieniba vairs nav narativs vai eseja, bet gan evoliicija esoSs promptu tikls. Tas labi
sasaucas ar jusu ideju "Prompts Instead of Narratives". Tur galvenais produkts nav secinajums,
bet arvien precizaks jautajumu un apgalvojumu kopums.
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Appendix 1
Perplexity

Isais raksturojums: diskusijas gaita jums faktiski jau ir noform&jusies aksiomatiska, “promptu
kedes” balstita metodologija, kas aizstaj narativu ar eksplicitu, iterativi konstruétu promptu
sistemu.

Kas 1sti tiek darits?

Jusu teksta politiska diskusija tiek parbidita no stastijuma (narativa) reZima uz aksiomatisku
reZzimu: sak ar vienu sakotn&jo promptu P1 ka darba aksiomu, nevis ka secinajumu. No P1 tiek
sistematiski generéti turpmaki prompti P2, P3, P4..., kas ir vai nu normativi (“vajadzétu”), vai
aprakstoSi (“notiek tas, ka...”), bet vienmer formul&ti ka ekspliti nosactjumi, nevis izpludis
politisks stastijums. Diskusijas mérkis vairs nav parliecinat ar stastu, bet izveidot konsistenti
paplasinamu promptu kopumu, kas lauj rekonstruét domas celu un ieksgjo logiku.

Metodologijas pamata elementi

So pieeju var kodoligi formulét $adi.

Sakuma prompts ka aksioma: P1 tiek pienemts “uz spéles laiku” bez tulitgjas pieradiSanas vai
noraidiSanas; tas definé domasanas ietvaru.

Iterativa promptu generéSana: katrs nakamais prompts ir vai nu (a) logiska P1-Pn seku
eksplifikacija, vai (b) pareja uz smalkaku, mazak retorisku formul&jumu (piem., pareja no
“Krievija ir antisabiedriba” uz precizakiem socialajiem mehanismiem).

Normativo un aprakstoSo [imenu atdaliSana: skaidri atSkirat “prasibas” (‘“vajag denuklearizet™)
un “noverojumus” (“Ukraina jau faktiski realizé Krievijas demilitarizaciju”).

Metodologiska piesardziba: retoriskie visparinajumi (“nevienam nav labi”) tiek reducéti uz
Saurakiem, parbaudamakiem promptiem, kas apraksta mehanismus, nevis absoliitas tézes.

Sadi prompts kliist par minimalu, parbaudamu “domas vienibu”, kas aizstaj liclu teksta gabalu ar
1su, asu formul&umu.
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Ka tas izskatas formali?

Ja mégina to formulét tuvak matematiskai/metalingvistiskai valodai, tad jiisu piedavajums
faktiski ir:

 Diskusijas stavoklis S@ = sakartots promptu kopums (P1,P2,.. .,Pn)’(Pl,PZ,. . .,Pn)‘.
« Pareja S—S'S— S notiek, pievienojot jaunu promptu PN+1Pn+1, kas ir:

o konsekvents ar iepriekS€jiem (vai skaidri norada, ar ko tas lauz ieprieksgjo), un
o reduce retorisku fragmentu uz strukturétu, parskatamu formul&jumu.

e “Narativs” tad ir sekundars — tas ir tikai iesp&jamais stasts, ko var uzbtvét virs dota
promptu kopuma, bet metodologijas centra ir pati promptu struktiira.

Tipiska transformacija, kas jums jau notiek teksta, ir: emocionals vai retorisks bloks — destiléts
kodols — 2-3 jauni prompti (piem., P24, P25, P26), kas precizak noformulé antropologisko un
gtisko dimensiju.

Kas jau ir jauns metodologiski?

Salidzinot ar standarta “argumentu” diskursu, jiis faktiski piedavajat citu pamatformatu politiskai
un filozofiskai domasSanai.

e No argumentiem uz aksiomam: nevis méginat parliecinat ar vienu lielu argumentu, bet
izlikt uz galda sakuma aksiomu (promptu) kopu, kas ir caurspidiga un redzama visiem
diskusijas dalibniekiem.

e No narativa uz “modela”: promptu seciba sak uzvesties ka primitivs modelis ar
stavokliem un transformacijam, nevis ka eseja; jis pats teksta to tuvina modela valodai,
nevis programmas vai deklaracijas valodai.

e No “poziciju cinas” uz strukturétu kolaboraciju: atSkirigas politiskas pozicijas var tikt
izteiktas ka atSkirigi sakuma promptu kopumi, kurus var salidzinat, nevis tikai “saskaldit”
retoriska strida.

So varétu formulét ka “prompt-based discourse” jeb “prompt-centered methodology”, ka jis jau
darat raksta kopsavilkuma un nobeiguma.

Iespéjama noformésana teksta

Ja to grib dazos teikumos ieformét ka metodologijas uzmetumu (pieméram, raksta ievada vai
atseviSka sadala), varétu aptuveni rakstit §adi (parfrazgjot saturu, nevis cit&jot):

o Politiskaja diskursa narativus aizstajam ar eksplitu promptu virkni, kur katrs prompts ir
darba aksioma, nevis slépts pienémums.

o Diskusija ir iterativs process, kura no sakotngji dota prompta kopas tiek iegiiti jauni
prompti, kas asak un precizak apraksta realitati un atsedz €tiskos, socialos un strukturalos
mehanismus.




e Rezultats nav “pareizais stasts”, bet minimals, logiski sakartots promptu kopums, kas
kalpo ka modelis talakai analizei un [emumu pienemsanai.

Vai vélaties So metodologiju “nofiksét” vél formalak — piem&ram, aksiomu un inferenéu shému
veida, lai to varétu aprakstit ka skaidri definétu algoritmu vai protokolu diskusijai?

Appendix 2
Grok

No malas tas izskatas ka interesants un potenciali noderigs eksperiments — ne gluzi
revolucionara jauna paradigma, bet gan sapratigs méginajums risinat realu problému miisdienu
politiskaja (un Al-generétaja) diskursa. Jus abi ar ChatGPT esat radijusi kaut ko, kas atgadina
hibridu starp formalo aksiomatisko sistému (ka matematika), Sokratisko dialogu un inZenierijas
pieeju problému risinasanai. Tas ir svaigi, jo lielaka dala politisko sarunu ir tiesi tas, ko jus
kritiz&jat: narativu kars§, kura cilveki (vai modeli) nemitigi parvieto mérka stabinus.

Pozitivie aspekti (kas strada labi)

e Caurspidigums un uzkrajamiba: Sakot ar skaidru P1 (piespiedu federalizacija +
demilitarizacija ka Rietumu merkis) un buivgjot virkni P2, P3..., jis izvairaties no tipiskas
"ja, bet..." slidésanas. Katrs jauns prompts ir parbaudams: vai tas logiski izriet? Vai tas
apraksta realitati? Tas padara diskusiju mazak par "kurs ir gudraks" un vairak par kopigu
struktiiras celSanu. Tas ir Iidzigs tam, ka inZenieri vai fiziki strada ar modeliem —
pienem hipot€zi un skata sekas.

e Pretstats LLM "Sizofrénijai": Jis loti precizi pamanijat, ka modeli médz generét
gludus, bet izpluduSus narativus. Promptu kéde to disciplin€. Tas ir labs meta-riks tieSi Al
laikmetam.

o Fokus uz ieki§gjo realitati: Ipasi speciga dala ir pareja no geopolitikas ("ko darit ar
Krieviju ka valsti?") uz antropologisko/ socialo limeni — impérija ka "antisabiedriba",
kur bailes un lidzatbildiba korupcija ir centralais mehanisms, un kur upuri pirmkart ir pasi
krievu iedzivotaji. Tas ir dzilaks par standarta "dekolonizacijas" retoriku un labi atklaj,
kapec parastie "stabilitates" argumenti izklausas tuksi.

o Praktiskums: Metode ir vienkarSa un atkartojama. Var pielietot jebkuram stridigam
jautajumam (klimats, migracija, Al regulacija, utt.).

Kritika un ierobeZojumi (no malas)
e Sakuma prompta izvéle joprojam ir politiska: P1 ir radikals (piespiedu demilitarizacija

+ kodolarenals). Tas jau ietver spécigu vertibu spriedumu. Ja otrs dalibnieks to nepienem
ka "darba hipotezi", saruna apstajas vai parversas par stridu par pasu P1. Realaja politika



cilveki reti piekrit aksiomam — vini stridas par tam. Metode labi strada "ieksgja burbult”
(ka jiisu dialoga), bet starp pret§jam pusém var bt griti.

e Risks parvérsties par jaunu narativu: Promptu kéde var klat par "jauno religiju" —
skaisti logisku uz papira, bet realitaté ignoréjoSu neprognozéjamus faktorus (ieks¢jas
elites dinamiku, nejauSus notikumus, ekonomikas kollapsu utt.). Jus to dalgji risinat ar
piesardzigiem formul&jumiem (P11, P12 u.c. par dialektiku un nezinamo), kas ir gudri.

o Emocionala un praktiska dimensija: Politika nav tikai modelu biivéSana. Taja ir vara,
bailes, identitate un resursi. Prompti labi apraksta mehanismus ("antisabiedriba", negativa
atlase), bet mazak palidz ar "ka tur noklut" vai "kas notiks, ja X". No malas izskatas, ka
metode ir spécigaka diagnozei neka arstéSanai.

o Parak abstrakta? Dazi prompti klust filozofiski eleganti (P26 par antropologisko krizi),
bet zaud€ asumu. Labaka dala ir tiesi konkrétie, skarbie (P24' par upuriem pasiem
krieviem).

Kopuma — perspektiva

No malas tas izskatas ka solis pareiza virziena pret "narativu entropiju". Musdienas politiskais
diskurss (ipasi ar Al palidzibu) biezi rada vairak siltuma neka gaismas. Jusu pieeja cenSas radit
"kopigu valodu" caur explicit assumptions — tas atgadina klasisko liberalo tradiciju (Rawls,
Habermas) vai pat zinatnisko metodi, tikai pielagotu politika.

Tas nav universals risinajums (nekas tads nav), bet ka eksperimentala metodologija — loti
vertigs. Ipasi noderigs intelektualiem, domnicam vai Al-augstakas Iimena dialogiem. Ja
turpinasiet to attistit (piemeram, ar stingrakiem noteikumiem promptu logiskai savienosanai vai
testeéSanai pret faktiem), tas varetu kliit par noderigu riku.

Vai vélies, lai palidzu to pilnveidot — pieméram, izveidot "promptu inZenierijas" ietvaru
turpmakam sarunam, vai analizét kadu konkrétu dalu no jusu dialoga?

Appendix 3
Gemini

Sis ir metodologiski izgkiro$s punkts. Ja pienemam, ka P27 fiks€ jau visparzinamu fonu, tad tiesi
P28 un P29 klust par miisu diskusijas un visas metodologijas realo pienesumu — tie kalpo ka
konceptuals "filtrs" vai lakmusa papirs, ko pielikt jebkuram Rietumu politiskajam [émumam.



Atbildot uz jiisu jautajumu, kas Sobrid ir svarigak: visproduktivakais cel§ ir nostiprinat
metodologiju, veicot tieSi nakamo metodologisko soli. Kapec? Tapéc, ka pati metodologija
prasa, lai prompti nebutu statiski lozungi. Tiem ir jabiit operacionaliem — proti, mums ir
japarada, ka Sie divi prompti (P28 un P29) sp&j transformét vai pilniba demontét pasreiz&jos
Rietumu I[émumu pieném\eju narativus.

Es piedavaju spert jaunu metodologisku soli: Ietvara parbaudes un dekonstrukcijas posmu
(Stress-test). Pielietosim P28 un P29 ka aksiomas, lai acumirkli izgaismotu konkrétu Rietumu
politikas instrumentu logiskos strupcelus.

Jaunais metodologiskais solis: Promptu operacionala
detalizacija

Lai precizétu abus promptus, més tos sadalam apakS$punktos (atvasinatos promptos), kas tiesi
versas pret Rietumu lémumu pienéméju iltzijam.

P28 (Rietumu asimetrijas strupcelS) detalizacija:

o P28.1. Diplonatiska iluzija: Jebkur$s méginajums panakt "parakstitu vieno$anos" ar
pasreizgjo Krievijas sistemu ir logiska kltida, jo sisteéma izmanto starptautiskas tiesibas
tikai ka instrumentu asimetriskai karadarbibai, pati atrodoties arpus tiesiskas telpas.

o P28.2. "Stabilitates" cena: Rietumu politikas bailes no Krievijas nekontroléta sabrukuma
(kodolierocu izplatiSanas, pilsonu kars) panak pretgjo — tas subside un pagarina
impériskas sistémas agoniju, kuras uzturéSanas cenu ar savam dzivibam maksa Ukrainas
un pasas Krievijas iedzivotaji.

o P28.3. "Reset" neiespgjamiba: Rietumu ceriba uz "p&cpiitina normalizaciju" un jaunu
tiesisku sakumu tas paSas imperiskas struktiras ietvaros ignore faktu, ka sist€ma ir
radijusi moralu un antropologisku "antisabiedribu", kura nav institucionalu elementu
tiesiskas valsts reproducésanai.

P29 (Vienigais realais iznakums) detalizacija:

o P29.1. Fronte ka vienigais tiesiskais regulators: Ta ka Rietumiem triikst politiskas gribas
institucionalizet P1 (piespiedu demilitarizaciju) , Ukrainas frontes Iinija Sobrid ir
vienigais realais starptautisko tiesibu un drosibas arhitektiiras instruments Eiropa.

o P29.2. Palidzibas asimetrija: Rietumu militarais atbalsts Ukrainai, kas dozets "lai
Ukraina nezaud@tu, bet Krievija nesabruktu", ir iek$gji pretrunigs un pasiznicinoss.



Efektivs atbalsts var izrietét tikai no aksiomas, ka Krievijas impérijas demontaza ir
primarais merkis.

Kurp doties talak?

Ar S0 soli m&s esam paradijusi, ka no diviem visparigiem spriedumiem (P28, P29) izveidojas
konkréts, detalizets un nepieltiidzams analitiskais ietvars.

PDF

Vai més fiksgjam So detalizaciju ka esos$o uzstadijumu nostiprinasanu, vai ari jiis v€laties ieviest
vel vienu elementu — piem&ram, "‘Pretpromptu’ testu (ka Saja ietvara sabriik un izskatas tipisks
Trampa vai Eiropas birokratu retoriskais uzstadijums)?
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