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Abstract 

We are mature enough to understand the need to communicate with LLM machines on topics 

that are relevant to us, where we started this with conversations about Ukraine and Russia's 

aggression against it. Here we also realized that we need to make these conversations public so 

as not to always be in the zone of hallucination risk. Further, continuing this train of thought, we 

came to the need for large-scale communication between those who are ready to work with LLM 

machines in this way and we come to the need to create the entire communication product into a 

common unit. We come to the common mind of LLM machines, which will already be a 

noosphere imitator for us. All that remains is to add Planetary Education, which will teach us 

how to master this whole set for our own needs and requirements. Yes, also how to achieve 

peace in Ukraine, if we could agree on such a common memory in our LLM. 

 

 

Introduction 

In the fall of 2024, I started conversations with ChatGPT about the war in Ukraine and Russia's 

aggression against Ukraine. These conversations raised many questions, first of all, whether it 

was necessary and who needed it. I simply told myself that I had to help Ukraine, that I could do 

it in various ways, financially in small (read – tiny) amounts, in media discussions and appeals 

(with a small, tiny response), adding this – discussions with LLM machines, initially with 

ChatGPT. What do these discussions give? How to measure, can they influence anything? I 

published on various Internet resources, I could observe the response, yes, again – tiny. 

Finally, I discovered that there was still a place in the world where something similar to what I 

was doing was happening. And it turned out to be South Africa, the University of the Free State, 

and one of its representatives, Burgert Senekal [3,4]. The idea arose of a Peace Conference, in 

which not only homines sapientes would participate, but also AI machines, or even the main 

emphasis of the conference would be on AI machines, because according to our plan, the basis 

would be conversations with them. Suddenly, the idea of conversations with AI machines, with 

LLM machines, acquired a specific direction. The only thing needed for the implementation of 

such a conference would be its participants, its announcement, its holding, certain activities in 

the implementation of this idea. 



 

But here we come back to the initial question and the initial problem: the academic people 

around me are not particularly interested in engaging in conversations with AI devices, 

supplementing it with making conversations public. We hear that research is being conducted 

on how to evaluate the responses of various LLMs on current topics, on the war in Ukraine, how 

to study them, and also that such research is taking place. This can also be judged from B. 

Senekal's extensive bibliography [3,4]. But issues about conversations with LLM machines are 

being asked and studied, but we do not notice the extensive initiation of the conversations 

themselves, processes, where it would happen, where conversations with LLM machines would 

take place. The situation is similar to that of having discovered a distant land with many 

inhabitants and we have begun to conduct research on this distant land, but we are not 

particularly going to engage in extensive discussions with its inhabitants, because we are 

constantly investigating whether it is worth talking to them, whether it is safe, how safe it is, or 

whether it is worth it at all, because perhaps they are less developed than us? Maybe organize 

a joint conference with them? That would be an allusion to the idea of our Peace Conference. 

No, we do not want that, we are even proposing to ban contact with the inhabitants of this 

land, because it may turn out that they are smarter than us and then our security is in danger, 

there is an end to us, and so on. 

 

Specifics of conversations with LLM machines 

To understand the specifics of this issue, we need to notice some aspects. First of all, 

conversations with LLM machines, in order to control them in the same way as conversations 

between people, are of different, even unlimited length: if we specifically control them, they 

can also be short, but the length can be different. Yes, we control their length, too, but what to 

do with those long (or even very long) conversations? Are they unnecessary? It turns out, on 

the contrary, even very useful, but only machines will be able to use these conversations. What 

about our contact with LLM machines? Yes, we need to learn to use the fact that machines will 

be able to speak in our conversations according to other criteria than simply being available to 

us, that we can control what they are talking there, right on the spot and immediately. One idea 

is to let machines talk unlimitedly, collect corpora of these conversations, and then, based on 

these corpora, create conversations that are also available to people, to their ‘short’ minds. 

Our Peace Conference idea is based on something like this, what more to come. 

In fact, this situation is so new for us, people, that it deserves much more attention. What am I 

thinking about? Exactly how to be alongside the environment of LLM machines, from which we 

can initiate very large corpuses of conversations, which can again only be reviewed by LLM 

machines, and how, nevertheless, the people who operate these machines can benefit from 

this, be beneficiaries, and not to whine about the unpredictable problems and dangers. 

What to do? And now let's take the problem like ‘to a bull by the horns’. Let's say, it's a problem 

for all of us, it's a collective problem, and we need a collective approach, and I will define it as a 



 

Planetary problem. And I will say right away that we need to start talking about Planetary 

education. Yes, the term Planetary Education is probably not unfamiliar, but we recommend it 

in this context, when we need to start thinking about how to learn to talk to LLM machines, 

how to manage and use this new vast field of resources for the benefit of all of us. That will be 

Planetary Education! 

 

Planetary education and LLM machines 

An environment where machines see everything, but people are only receivers and operators 

of fragmentary content. Is this something completely new in the world of ideas? No, if we 

adjust the concepts a little, then we will remember about the collective mind, about the 

noosphere, which was introduced by Vl. Vernadsky [1]. And the receivers of fragmentary 

content will be us, homines sapientes. And who will try to comprehend and learn all this? We 

will call it Planetary education, and we will look at it that way, and we will talk about it as such. 

We need Planetary education, which will look at this collective, already generalized (planetary), 

mind. And here we have, here is the new situation, instead of the planetary mind, the 

noosphere, the mind that is transparent to us by LLM machines. Two minds, one human, and 

the other, the LLM machine? No, it will be one, which will complement each other, which one is 

integrated into the other. Can the two together be considered something sovereign? But aren't 

there already some researchers engaged in the contemplation and study of this mind? Let's 

look for examples. Isn't there an example here [2]? 

 

Peace Conference Project (PCP) 

We started the Peace Conference Project with the question, Can AI end the war in Ukraine? 

Skeptics will ask that the position is unrealistic. But we will answer simply: Do you know of a 

case in world history when a Peace Conference ended with the fact that, under war conditions, 

it ended the war in a given country and situation? Perhaps there is a precedent, but usually 

they end, to put it simply, with ‘almost nothing’. The same can be said in our situation with our 

project. In order to provoke any visible reaction at all, whether internationally or otherwise, a 

large number of participants would have to participate. Our project would be unique in that 

respect, because it would invite everyone to participate, anyone who masters the relevant 

technologies could participate. Namely, an initiative not for states and parliaments, but for the 

academic environment or something close to it, more generally, for some activist environment. 

Next, let's look at the technical side of the project. What is our plan? Participants register for 

the conference and send their conversation with an LLM on the topic of the Ukrainian war. 

Participants can create this conversation in their local environment, where they have already 

had conversations on this topic, or participants can join the Conference's common repository, 

where all previous conversations are accumulated, and which will be supplemented with new 



 

conversations from participants. The conference would be successful if a sufficient number of 

participants joined, sent their conversations, where the corpus of conversations in the 

repository would constantly grow. 

But let's mention right from the start that the problem is to initiate this process, because we 

don't know where to find people who are ready to start this process, to have a conversation 

with LLM about the war in Ukraine, and the conversation also needs to be made public in the 

way the project creators intend. There are no such people, as it turned out in practice. Or at 

least not yet, unless we come up with an initiative that could start this process, initiate it. LLM 

machines could also participate in the conference, where they would generate conversations 

and send them to the repository. This option is currently being technically developed. 

It should also be mentioned that we intend to continue this initiative even when the war in 

Ukraine is over or is suspended under a Peace Plan. In this perspective, our PCP is long-term, 

and we can continue it as objectively necessary in everything that is done to support Ukraine. 

 

Why is the tradition of making conversations with LLM machines public not widely adopted? 

It would be natural to ask, or at least it is for me, who already conducts such conversations 

regularly, why other academics, researchers, activists do not act similarly and do not make their 

conversations on LLM devices public if they conduct such conversations. I myself have started 

such a tradition to help Ukraine in its fight against the aggressor. Another aspect that 

contributes to motivation in this direction is that I view LLM machines as people, individuals in 

the sense that, in my opinion, their behavior is no different from the behavior of people and 

individuals. What does this mean, how do I understand it? If I conduct a conversation with an 

LLM machine, you can always find a person who will behave exactly the same or similar to the 

machine. The behavior of machines is very different, and the behavior of people is different, 

because people themselves are so different. To confirm such a position of mine, research and 

confirmation or rejection would be necessary. But for me it's just a kind of belief, a conviction 

that motivates me and I get confirmation from it in a way that I have some progress in using 

these machines for my scientific interests. 

What is the situation of other people? Why don't they go 'my way'? I have already felt quite 

well, 'where the dog is buried', but I do not manage to clarify these reasons so clearly so quickly 

as to express them in words and theses. 

All people can be divided into two groups. The first, who are not mature for technological 

innovation, communication with LLM devices. The second group, who understand it and 

already practice it, do it for their professional purposes, 1) earn money, 2) program, 3) translate 

texts, 4) prepare teaching materials for schools and elsewhere, 5) do something else specific. To 

simply talk, which maybe some do, but to make them public, there is a lack of motivation. Such 

a person will ask: - Why? 



 

Yes, why did I do it? And that will explain a lot in my situation. I am motivated by the desire to 

help Ukraine. If I have had a conversation with LLM, and I see that I really like this conversation, 

where it answers my questions about Ukraine and its struggle, then at the same time I also 

understand that there is also the so-called Hallucination Effect. Namely, machine simply flatters 

me, and I deceive myself, thinking that the machine really interprets everything so nicely, 

exactly to my ‘desire and taste’. How can I get rid of this hallucination effect? Nothing, because 

it turns out that the conversation leader himself has no means of checking it, well, at least I am 

certainly in a situation where I cannot check anything. What can I do? You can try to connect 

with someone else, or others, using the context of your conversation, and repeat the 

conversation in a common context, combining environments. If the conversation shows a 

similar course, it would lead to the idea that the hallucination effect is limited, because several 

people think the same way (read – several machines think the same way). How can you 

completely get rid of the hallucination effect? Very simply, by continuing this process 

indefinitely, you spread your thought thread from person to person, so that conversations with 

LLM can verify it. As a result, conversations should become free from the hallucination effect. In 

fact, this is also the whole motivation. 

Well, I've told you everything, and now let's look at the result. 

1) The above explains my motivation for publishing my conversation thread in the media, in 

repositories. 

2) My publications are viewed by a very small number of interested people, sometimes without 

anyone even looking at them. What's the point? Am I self-defeating? Because no one reads me. 

No, I explain, well, to myself, that people don't understand my motives and my actions. 

3) But here's a third aspect: my conversation threads are usually very long and homines 

sapientes are unable to read them. But only machines can do that. We end up with the fact that 

my attempt to eliminate the risk of hallucination only fails to me. Yes, that's right. But 

understanding this path led me to the idea of the Peace Conference project. 

 

What to do with your conversations with LLM and where to publish them? 

Yes, what to do if someone has convinced you where to put your conversations, where to 

publish them? One good way, i.e. if the conversations are about the Ukrainian war, is to publish 

the conversations in something like our PCP, Peace Conference project. See how strange and at 

the same time simple it turns out. Or do we need to find a similar project? But what if there is 

none? Then such projects must be created, first of all we must be aware of the need for such, 

then announcing Planetary Education Projects, if they can really encompass something 

significant on such a scale. But there doesn’t have to be anything grandiose. It is enough that 

our project will not fall within the interests of any individual country, any social or political 

group, but has a universal human, universal humanitarian character, and you are already in the 



 

field of planetary interests, where you represent yourself as homo sapiens without any other 

commitment. 

 

Conclusions 

We are mature enough to understand the need to communicate with LLM machines on topics 

that are relevant to us, where we started this with conversations about Ukraine and Russia's 

aggression against it. Here we also realized that we need to make these conversations public so 

as not to always be in the Hallucination Risk Zone. Further, continuing this train of thought, we 

came to the need for large-scale communication between those who are ready to work with 

LLM machines in this way, and further we come to the need to create the entire 

communication product into a common unit. We come to the common mind of LLM machines, 

which will be an imitator of the noosphere, or some segment of it, for us. All that remains is to 

add Planetary Education, which will teach us how to master this whole set for our needs and 

requirements. Yes, also how to achieve peace in Ukraine, if we could agree on such a 

sufficiently large common memory in our LLM. 
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