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Introduction


         The term conspiracy is unfairly
assimilated negatively, yet it is important to define several types
of conspiracy: the unfounded conspiracy of popular belief, and the
historical empirical conspiracy. What are the differences? 



The unfounded conspiracy is based on a popular belief in a man, a
specific category of individual, based on signs that may make sense
for some, such as the prophecy of a "secret society" for the sole
purpose of enslaving the population, often the world population.
Sociologically and psychologically, this type of conspiracy can be
explained even if for some it cannot be tolerated. As for me, I am
a fervent Voltaire, I can not share the opinion of some individuals
BUT I will fight so that they have the right to speak and that they
go to the end of their demonstration. After all, this is the most
important right in a democracy: freedom of opinion and
expression!  On the other hand, the conspiracy based on
historical empiricism is an eclectic analysis of the different
sciences: historical, economic, sociological and political. Unlike
the unfounded plot, this one differs very clearly from its
antagonist by the presence not of Manichean opinions but of a
multitude of divergent opinions giving rise to a fascinating
debate. 



 









            It
is therefore not a question in this book, or rather this laïus, to
propose a new conspiracy theory, but rather to go back to them and
discover the Genesis of  conspiracy theories of popular
belief by explaining what was and what is still an empirical
conspiracy. After all, if individuals are developing conspiracy
theories, it is  because there is always an unequal
balance of power, that the ideal type of revolutions
and  social revolts, namely equalitybetween individuals,
has not been achieved.  



 








       On the other hand, it would also be
naive to think that we are puppets, so it is our duty to take into
account that we are both master and slave of ourselves but also of
other people. Our ascent to Freedom must therefore be made, first
of all, by the acquisition of our balance of power, and then
understand that full freedom is impossible and indefinable but that
we can reflect individually on what our "ultimate" freedom would be
in order to get as close as possible. 
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