HYPERMODERN DISINFORMATION
by Albert Frank


We know that the information given to us by the media is dangerous: Any fact can be presented in several ways, in several contexts, and can lead the spectator different, and sometimes opposite, conclusions.
As an example, pictures of a fire, according to how the pictures are taken, the comments, the context,… can lead to think it’s just a little fire or it’s a real disaster.
Up to a few years ago, the spectator still had the possibility to say to himself « I’ll record this images, later I’ll look very carefully at them, and I’ll make an interpretation as near as possible of the reality,… »

Now, a big step (if we can say) has been done:
We all know that we the technical possibilities, it’s possible and easy for a lot of people to « change » some parts of a video, or even to fully create one, with anything on it. If it is well done, only specialists would maybe be able to realize the manipulation that has been done (for instance change one head with another).
I will only consider the following websites (I have read details rhere): Dailymotion and Youtube : If anyone accepts the conditions of utilisation (we know them : no incitation to hate, no racism, nothing pedophilic,…), anybody can send them video, for free…and anyone can see them, also for free..

So, more and more often, we can see/hear affirmations (on any subject), 
together with « proofs » like this : Look at the following video (and a reference to a video from one of the two above websites). A big majority of spectators have no special reaction, just say « Here we see the facts, let’s try to understand them properly ».
An example that I have seen recently (I do absolutely no politic): A video «showing » the French President apparently a little drunk after a meeting with the Russian President ( True ? False ? Does not matter : The video is there).

I consider this new total possible disinformation (and the acceptation of it by most off the people) as a real horror.
We know information in the media can be dangerous. Any fact may be presented in several ways, in several contexts, and can lead us to different, and sometimes opposite, conclusions.  For example, how a video of a fire is taken, the reporter's comments, and the overall context can lead us to believe it's just a little fire or a real disaster.   However, a viewer can use technology to help him make a reasonable judgment for himself.  He could say to himself, I'll record this video and look at it carefully and critically.
 

But in the past decade, another technological change has occurred. I would call it a big step forward.  Software that can now be obtained relatively cheaply can be used to intentionally modify or fabricate pictures and videos.  If it is especially well done, only specialists would be able to discover the changes.  Add to this ability for mass proliferation brought by web-sites like Dailymotion® and YouTube® where just about anyone can upload and view just about any video for free and you have the potential for real problems in ascertaining truth. Because information now proliferates so quickly, A big majority of spectators [ not “we”] take little time to critically evaluate the authenticity of what we see on these sites which could contain hard-to-detect and insidiously doctored material. They just say « Here we see the facts, let’s try to understand them properly ».

 

An example (I do absolutely no politic) that I have seen recently shows the French president apparently a little drunk after a meeting with the Russian president. Is it authentic or not? Does not matter  Viewers cannot tell for sure, so they make an ill-informed judgment based on what they see and read in the comments section written by other ill-informed viewers.  [deleted] 

I consider this new possibility for disinformation and manipulation (and its uncritical acceptance by most people) as a real horror [horror, not something “soft”]
