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	MOVEMENTS OF POPULAR INDIGNATION ALWAYS MORE FREQUENT: THE REFLECTION OF A PEOPLE WHO SUFFER!

	 

	 

	The gloom of the days becomes the most fragrant news in developed countries: inflation, loss of purchasing power, feeling of a misunderstood people and on the margins of a fattened elite, war, end of equal opportunities... While the European and American peoples feel increasingly alienated from a living condition dating from the post-Second World War, an era of real enrichment of the middle and popular classes, it seems that some do not care about the warning that an immanent revolution can explode as brought to its climax by the popular movement Occupy Wall Street.  ! The feeling of downgrading that is eating away at our societies, our fathers, our mothers, our workers, is real coming from major economic and geopolitical variables and was the result of a long and tedious process of maturation. The transition in the 1990s to the "liberal turn" was, as its name suggests, the desire to have recourse to a minimal state in both the economic and social spheres. The state was seen as the problem in itself, a plague that undermines the proper functioning of markets and consequently causes the inequalities it tries to solve with record progressivity and marginal tax rates. Of course during the post-war boom inequalities existed, but these remained marginal and often temporary, let us not forget that the dominant economic tendency was that of Keynes for whom the economy must imperatively tend towards full employment. However, Keynes's thinking is running out of steam, the oil shock and the waves of mass unemployment and inflation contradicted the very foundations of Keynesian theses, which were totally destroyed in the 1980s and 1990s by economists judging inequality as the fruit of a functioning society that stimulates growth and will. This meteoric rise of neoliberalism introduces a key concept that of economic liberalization. Economic liberalization alone is responsible for the current situation of the middle and working classes,  it has led to the phenomenon of corporate concentration by which some companies become a hegemonic name – the most famous GAFAM – and then takes advantage of it to increase their price to the detriment of the consumer who is the slave of a system whose codes he does not know! Financial liberalization has led to unlimited financial innovation, where today our stock market securities are more speculative and illusions lost than  meliorative for growth for the entire population than transparent. Let us not forget that the 2008 crisis found its genesis in the significant securitization of insolvent land loans! 

	 

	Today, and for several years, social exasperation continues to increase in the game of adding coercive social policies (carbon tax, budget law, pension reform and so on), the movement of yellow vests and those of the pension reform seem to be an invisible dramatization of discontent in the eyes of our leaders. But the downgrading is there and we must expect the worst! The Ukrainian conflict, which celebrated its sad first anniversary – and hopefully the last – is not just a geopolitical anecdote that will have repercussions on a territory, moreover, far removed from our small Western world. Indeed, the Ukrainian conflict is more than just a conflict between two antagonistic nations vying for territory, it is actually an allegory: the conquest of Western hegemony by emerging nations. The risk is then, firstly, that the indignant NATO countries fall into the trap of Thucydides, that is to say, where the dominant nation goes to war against the emerging nation for fear of being dethroned. And even if NATO does not enter this trap set by an ugly genius, NATO will come out weakened! Two hypotheses are open to us; Russia wins the conflict first, so unquestionably the world will see the greatest change since the end of the Second World War. We will witness a total overhaul of multilateralism, the first world nation will become Russia (ideological power) neck and neck with China (economic power),  the international institutions we know will probably no longer exist, because innovation of the Western villain, will be replaced by institutions freshly created in the hands of emerging powers. Perhaps, we will witness a process of revenge, a kind of new Monroe and colonizing doctrine against Western nations. Within them, people will witness what will be the greatest decline in living standards, in short, from rich countries we will become the Third World, the suicide rate will increase as well as that of opioid addiction, life expectancy will decrease and other aspects such as the preservation of the environment will no longer exist. The second hypothesis is that for one reason or another Russia would abdicate, the West would get away with even higher public debts and  annihilated ideologically and politically. States will see the need to strengthen their power by further liberalizing and making significant budget cuts while increasing the budget of sovereign functions, especially military spending. 
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WHAT IF FOR ONCE THE PEOPLE
WON?
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