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Senate Recommends Viteu Marcianüs for Uppermost Cort Vacancy 

Ian Plätschisch 

Senator Viteu Marcianüs of Vuode has been recommended by the Senate to fill to vacancy on the 
Uppermost Cort after a three-week hearing. 

On January 3rd, 2020, Lord President of the Senate Lüc da Schir assembled the Senate, operating 
as a Committee of the Whole, to consider Marcianüs, who had been nominated to the seat by 
Seneschal Miestrâ Schivâ. In his opening statement, Marcianüs admitted that some may oppose 
his nomination due to his history of colorful confrontations with many Talossans and pledged to 
retire from public life if nominated. 

For me to be a successful Justice, to help build the Rule of Law, to gain the trust of those 
who question my nomination, I must always keep an air of impartiality, decorum, and 
civility. I must not disparage a party, or any citizen of Talossa, no matter my personal 
feelings. In the United States, those who accept judgeships, in many states and certainly 
on the Federal level, understand that they forfeit many rights because they must be 
viewed as impartial by those who would seek redress from the Cort. That is a trait I 
should endeavor to emulate if confirmed to the Uppermost Cort. 

Several Senators and their guest counsels did query Marcianüs on his past conduct, but other 
topics were also discussed at length. These included the Senator’s views on developing Talossan 
legal procedure and jurisprudence, his extensive extra-Talossan legal experience, his opinions on 
previous Talossan cases as well as general legal principles, and his overall take on how the 
Uppermost Cort ought to render Justice. 

In total, six of the eight Senators posed questions to Marcianüs, as did five guests. After the 
questioning, Marcianüs delivered a closing statement via video and the Committee proceeded to 
a vote on a resolution proposed by Senator Açafat del Val of Florencia to recommend 
Marcianüs’ appointment. The resolution passed, with Senators Válcadác’h, del Val, Plätschisch, 
and Marcianüs voting in favor, Senator Pinátsch voting against, Senators Ardpresteir and da 
Schir abstaining, and Senator Merþedes not voting. The whole Ziu is now considering an Act to 
appoint Marcianüs, who, if the Act passes, will join the Cort if approved by the King. Marcianüs 
would then fill a vacancy created by former Justice Béneditsch Ardpresteir in September 2018. 

When asked by La S’chinteia for comment, Senator del Val responded: 

Mr. Marcianüs is an incredibly qualified and able jurist whom Talossa deserves on the 
Uppermost Cort, and we all owe him great gratitude for being earnest during and taking 
part voluntarily in the hearing. I am honored to support him and hope to see that his 
nomination be ultimately confirmed. Most importantly and above all else, however, I 
applaud the Senate for having undertaken this historic nomination hearing. It sets an 
awesome precedent for Talossa and ought to become the norm for all future nominees. 
Just as January 2020 saw blossoming beginnings for Talossa, let us pray that February 
begins the sorely needed reforms of our Judiciary. 

Senator Válcadác’h also expressed his support for Marcianüs to La S’chinteia. 



Volume VIII: February 2020                                                                                                           3 
 

   Copyright © MMXX La S’chinteia 
 

 

Senator da Schir earned wide praise for his initiative and leadership in arranging on the hearing, 
which was the first such hearing for any official in recent memory. He told La S’chinteia that the 
success of the hearing justified his desire to hold one in the first, and he plans to solicit feedback 
on the process later this month. Eventually, he hopes to have similar hearings for future 
appointments, possibly with long and short form versions depending on the office. 

Getting to Know: Francesco Manzella 

Francesco Manzella lives in Palermo, Sicily and is the President of the Italian Metal Detecting 
Federation. He is eligible for a citizenship petition on February 8th, 2020. 

La S’chinteia (LS): How did you first get into metal detecting? 

Francesco: I started for the first time about ten years ago. I had a passion for hiking and one day 
I saw a documentary on research with the metal detector in the mountains. I bought my first 
metal detector, a Garrett Ace 250 and started following a small club in my province. In the 
following years I created the first national club in Italy for the practice and diffusion of 
"responsible metal detecting." In Italy we have very strict legislation regarding our hobby so over 
the years we have contacted the institutions and we have tried to write a fair law for our practice. 
In the last three years we are at the helm of the ECMD (European Council of Metal Detecting) 
together with other European partners. For three years, and for two more years, I have been the 
president of FIMD (Italian Metal Detecting Federation). At the same time, I am passionate about 
history and antiquity. 

LS: What is your favorite historical period? 

Francesco: The whole period ruled by the Roman Empire! The Romans created the law, "panem 
et circensis". The governmental structure of many states today follows that of the Roman 
Empire. Roman and Greek coins are beautiful and perfectly preserved after thousands of years. 
In Italy we have intact Roman roads ... Everything they did was created to last over time.  

Even our historical period is wonderful, technology doubles its potential in a few years, maybe 
months. Despite everything, however, historical civilizations were empires that today we are 
unable to recreate. 

LS: Have you found many Roman artifacts? 

Francesco: Indeed yes, I found several Greek and Roman coins. Of course, as required by law, I 
handed them all over to the authorities. This is the sad thing about Italy. We could really find 
many finds, but we have to deliver everything to the state. It is not entirely wrong because the 
immense historical heritage that we have underground would risk being sold to private 
individuals in Italy and abroad. So, for these reasons the government prefers to be extremely 
strict rather than risk the dispersion of the historical heritage. 
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Francesco provided La S’chinteia with photographs of some of his finds: 

“LITRA GREEK” (400 BC) 

      

 COINS FROM “CARTHAGO” (250-300 BC) 
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The Scariest Phone Call of the 20th Century 

Translated by Iac Marscheir 

The following is a Talossan translation of a phone call between fire departments after the 
Chernobyl nuclear disaster in April 1986. You can see a video of the call here: 
https://youtu.be/Cc-vvhWXL9Q?t=4m43s 

The translation is written in a personal approximation of informal/fast Talossan. 

*** 

Clams àls departmenteux da féu in el recour dal exploçaziun à Cernobil: 

Älò, c’e VPTsch-2 (brev. “staziun da féu militar”)? 

Üc. 

Q’isch à féu là? 

‘N exploçaz’n à… cumplätsch magnh. Tierçéu, quartéu… c’ent las tierçé’s ‘s quarté’s façadas! 

J’ont dals perz’ns àl interiör? 

Üc. Sculetz ár famil’z’n! 

Lor sculéu. Téu sculat el cománd’r’u. 

Toct, toct i os ocsa! El corpüs d’uficieirs entir! 

Téu alertificat el corpüs d’uficieirs! 

Leonid Alecsejevitsch? 

Üc? 

Älò, Pripjat, ja’iens féu, las tiércé’s ‘s quarté’s façadas, à c’h’ça d’iens incäps, ‘n exploçaz’n! 

Laßetz-noi [???]. ¿C’e detxa conprovat? 

Non, non c’e comprovat. Ja’iens incäps à lor. El zisriempteir (“dispatcher”) in Pripjat tent zirat 
sa. 

Staziun da féu. 

Älò, Ivancov? 

Najà. 

Aglhorc zespart’à Pripjat. Älò? 

Najà, auscultéu. 

Aglhorc zespart’àl staz’n nücl’ar. Las tierçé’s ‘s quarté’s façadas là, ja’iens féu! 
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Staziun da féu. 

Älo, Poleßkoje? 

Najà. 

Aglhorc zespartà’l staz’n nücl’ar. Ja’iens féu da tierçé’s ‘s quarté’s façadas! 

Bayesian Poker Analysis - Part 1 

Ian Plätschisch 

Over the recent Christmas/Independence Day holiday I had the pleasure of going on a cruise. 
The ship’s casino contained a Texas hold’em table, and as this was my first opportunity to play 
for actual money (rather than just chips), I was keen to try my hand at it.  

I turned out to be pretty good (or maybe just lucky), but I immediately discovered it was difficult 
to tell how likely it was that an opponent was bluffing. I have never read any books about poker 
theory and have little idea how to read people. 

The method I developed to evaluate the likelihood that an opponent’s bet is a bluff, which will be 
presented in the second part of this series, can therefore be considered original Talossan 
mathematics research. I have already made the appropriate changes to my TalossaWiki page: 

 

The method relies heavily on Bayes’ Theorem, an important result in probability. Since not 
everyone can be assumed to be familiar with this topic, I will take the first part of this series to 
discuss principles of probability, in particular conditional probability, to establish Bayes’ 
Theorem so I can apply it to playing poker in the next article. 

*** 

Consider rolling a fair six-sided die. We can define the outcome 𝜔  as rolling a one, the 
outcome 𝜔  as a rolling a two, and so on. It is easy to see that there are six possible outcomes, 
each of which is equally likely. We can also define events, which are collections of one or more 
outcomes. For example, we can define the event 𝐴 as rolling an odd number, which includes the 
three outcomes 𝜔 , 𝜔 , and 𝜔 . The probability of event 𝐴 is the number of outcomes in 𝐴 
divided by the total number of outcomes. In this case: 

𝑃 𝐴
3
6

1
2

 

Hopefully this is intuitive; all I have done here is provide a more rigorous definition. 
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The intersection of two events occurs when the outcome is included in both events. For example, 
let 𝐴 be the event that the die rolls an odd number, and let 𝐵 be the event the die rolls a number 
less than or equal to three. The outcomes in these events are: 

𝐴: 1, 3, 5           𝐵: 1, 2, 3  

The intersection of 𝐴 and 𝐵, denoted 𝐴 ∩ B, includes only outcomes that are included in both 𝐴 
and 𝐵. Therefore, 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 includes the outcomes: 

𝐴 ∩ 𝐵: 1, 3  

We can calculate the probabilities of 𝐴, 𝐵, and 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵: 

𝑃 𝐴
3
6

1
2

          𝑃 𝐵
3
6

1
2

          𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵
2
6

1
3

 

However, suppose we want to calculate the probability the die rolls an odd number (that is, the 
probability that event 𝐴 occurs) if we already know that the rolled a number less than or equals to 
three (that is, we know event 𝐵 occurs). This is the conditional probability of 𝐴 given 𝐵, 
denoted 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵 . Calculating this is similar to calculating 𝑃 𝐴 , but instead of considering all 
outcomes, we only consider outcomes in 𝐵. Since we know 𝐵 has occurred, the outcome must be 
in 𝐵. Recall: 

𝑃 𝐴
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐴

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠
 

Implementing the restriction that all the outcomes we count must be in 𝐵, we have: 

𝑃 𝐴|𝐵
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐴 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐵

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐵
 

The number of outcomes in 𝐴 and 𝐵 equal to the number of outcomes in 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵, since that is how 
the intersection of two events is defined. Calculating 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵  for the above example yields: 

𝑃 𝐴|𝐵
2
3

 

Note that 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 . This means the probability that the die rolled an odd number 
increases if we know the die rolled a number less or equal to three. We can also 
compute 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴 : 

𝑃 𝐵|𝐴
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐵 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐴

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐴
2
3

 

Since 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴 𝑃 𝐵 , the probability that the die rolled a number less than or equal to three 
increases if we know the die rolled an odd number. 

We can divide the numerator and denominator of the expression for 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵  by the total number 
of outcomes to convert the counts of outcomes to probabilities: 
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𝑃 𝐴|𝐵

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐴 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐵
𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐵

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠

𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵
𝑃 𝐵

 

Multiplying both sides by 𝑃 𝐵  yields: 

𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 𝑃 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵  

Repeating the process for 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴  results in another expression for 𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 . Note 
that 𝑃 𝐵 ∩ 𝐴 𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵  since the order of writing the events does not matter (either way, you 
are using the intersection of the same two events). 

𝑃 𝐵|𝐴

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐵 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐴
𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠 𝑖𝑛 𝐴

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑠

𝑃 𝐵 ∩ 𝐴
𝑃 𝐴

 

𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴  

Since both 𝑃 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵  and 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴  equal 𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 , they must equal each other: 

𝑃 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴  

Dividing both sides by 𝑃 𝐵  yields the basic form Bayes’ theorem: 

𝑃 𝐴|𝐵
𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴

𝑃 𝐵
 

This is an important relationship because it allows the computation of one conditional probability 
given the other.  

One final concept we can define to make Bayes’ theorem even more useful is that the 
complement of 𝐴, denoted 𝐴 , is an event that includes all of the outcomes that are not in 𝐴. 
Therefore, each outcome in an event 𝐵 is either also in 𝐴, in which case it is in 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵, or it is not 
in 𝐴, in which case it is in 𝐴  and therefore in 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵. We thus have: 

𝑃 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵  

Using the formula 𝑃 𝐴 ∩ 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴 , which we developed earlier, yields: 

𝑃 𝐵 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴  

This leads us to the form of Bayes’ theorem I used for my poker model: 

𝑃 𝐴|𝐵
𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴

𝑃 𝐵
𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴

𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴 𝑃 𝐴 𝑃 𝐵|𝐴
 

Although this formula looks needlessly complicated, we can now compute 𝑃 𝐴|𝐵  even when 
we do not know 𝑃 𝐵  directly. This is helpful when 𝑃 𝐵  is hard to compute directly. 
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End Matter 

La S’chinteia is always hiring! If you want to write it, La S’chinteia wants to publish it. Get in 
touch with Ian Plätschisch if you would like to become a contributor (no set schedule, publish as 
many or as few times as you want) or staff writer. No experience required. 

If you… 

- Have feedback on one of our articles or an idea for an article 
- Want to join our email list to get early access to new volumes 
- Would like to get in touch with La S’chinteia for some other reason 

Send Ian Plätschisch a message on Wittenberg or post in the Wittenberg thread corresponding to 
this volume.  

Thanks for reading! 
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