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The expression "Third World" appeared in 1952, from the pen of the French demographer Alfred Sauvy,
("Trois mondes, une planete," L'Observateur, 14 August 1952): "We readily speak of the two worlds that
exist, of their possible clash, of their coexistence, etc. forgetting too often that there is a third, the most
important one. Because finally this ignored, exploited, despised third world, like the Third Estate, also
wants to be something.”

And it did not only want to be, it also wanted to "have" a share in the development, and therefore in the
new wealth generated.

The term “third world" has had a turbulent history, which recounted in Wikipedia, without genius, but in
a very convenient, didactic way. The categories have changed: today we prefer to talk about
developing countries (LDCs).

The terms change, poverty remains. The rich never like it when their privileges are infringed upon, no
matter how small. The remark is by Georges Corm, in his excellent book, Le Proche-Orient eclate,
republished in 1991. Georges Corm is Lebanese, he knows his stuff. He highlights the well-known but
little commented-upon fact that in the palaver of interminable international conferences, Western
countries excel much more than those of the Third World: splitting up debates, creating commissions
and sub-commissions, referring to specialized bodies, lame compromises opening the door to new
controversies. Everything is in the works.

The sphere of discourse is hever more than an enormous machine intended to cover up reality, in order
to impose, with the help of media propaganda, another reality. The phenomenon was described by
Hannah Arendt in a different context. It is revealed in today's health context with a new amplitude.

In 1975, in Paris, France a conference on international cooperation was held. It managed to pull off the
first major diversionary tactic. Of course, much better tactics have been done since then, but our French
politicians are to be credited with having inaugurated the art of smoke-and-mirrors in which the UN has
since become a master. France, or rather its representatives, imposed a distribution of the invited
guests into groups of countries, thus creating elements of discord within these countries. The invitees
were put into three categories: the industrialized countries, the oil exporting third world countries, the
oil importing third world countries. Note that the industrialized countries, importers of oil however, were
not designated as such.
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The problem of underdevelopment that Algeria, in the person of Boumediene, wanted to pose was
avoided by splitting the work of the Conference into five specialized commissions. The North-South
dialogue (absurd distribution) held meetings for two years, without achieving any concrete result.

For other reasons, the successive conferences have so far not produced any convincing results.
Ecology and poverty cannot be solved at the global level. To be convinced of this, we need only reflect
on what constitutes the framework of rationality, the principle of causality. The causes of poverty vary
from country to country, according to their resources, their climate, the nature of their government,
their degree of technical development, the moral and spiritual level of the populations and, above all,
the moral and spiritual level of the rulers. It is enough to remember that the Lebanese political class
was the most decadent in the entire Arab world to no longer be surprised by the current ruin of this
unfortunate country.

The first cause of poverty is not in the economic structures: it is in the corruption of the rulers and of
those who are the richest. These rich people do not like to be touched.

Let's consider the European assizes about Covid 19. How to come up with the working groups? Simple.
First, there are the countries where sanitary fascism has imposed itself: France, Italy and Germany. With
the rich level of rhetoric that we all now know and the elegance with which he has convinced us during
his five-year term, Emmanuel Macron chaired the group of these countries that have shone by their
stupidity and by the immeasurable level of lies about the health policies carried out. Then there is the
group of countries that are in the process of liberation, such as Spain, England and Denmark. And
finally, the group of countries that have pursued a reasonable policy, and have eradicated the
pandemic with inexpensive drugs, like India. But India is in Asia..

One would be right to doubt that France would ever invite Professor Péronne. Instead, we get Olivier
Véran, surrounded by his Areopagus of jokers and scribblers from the medical and pharmaceutical
world. All masked (which goes without saying)—In both senses of the term.

How did these European countries go about hobbling their populations? They used figures and
statistics. The French were fed them almost daily, without any verifiable source except the name of the
statistical organizations, as if that name alone was enough to guarantee the result, the reliability and the
integrity. The prodigious speed with which all this information was communicated was enough to raise
doubts about its veracity. Today, one can still track the virus all over the world by tapping one's phone.
Magic.


https://www.britannica.com/biography/Houari-Boumedienne

It is obvious that all this cost a lot of money: three billion according to the sources of Professor Péronne,
officially communicated in Spain where he was recently invited to give a speech on Covid—and which
is the most luminous condemnation of our rogue state, to speak like Saint Augustine.

Professor Raoult, for his part, always regularly pulls out his little papers with the figures he has,
specifying where he got them from, data clearly circumscribed and interpreted live.

In 1975, the truly rich were already busy defending themselves. They have obviously changed. They are
no longer the same. Today, they are immensely rich, and they have grouped together, with one project:
the programmed obsolescence of man. Of the free man, that is.

All these disgraces, this cowardice, all this greed have been presented to us as the glorious fruit of a
free and reasoned sanitary policy, driven by the concern for "public” health. The press and the official
declarations are still full of their justifications, whereas we cannot ignore that at the base of this
delirious sanitary policy, there are private interests, and much, much money at stake. All these
declarations, this propaganda, these solemn speeches, only show the extent of the fault of those who
have shamelessly exploited the anguish of the disease, the concern of the sons for elderly parents, of
the mothers for their children, anguish that they have systematically diffused, fed, nourished, as skillful
propagandists.

If the health crisis conference were to be held one day, do not doubt it that they will do what they did in
1975: specialized commissions and sub-commissions. And then we will get figures, lots of figures,
which say one thing and then its opposite, thus clearing our governments of their responsibility.

Pope Francis notwithstanding, who is also reported to have connections with the entire pharmaceutical
industry clique, there will be a Judgment. They will have to give an account. And if it is not before the
Tribunal of the men, women and children who are victims of the vaccination, of the partial
unemployment, of the loss of their businesses, of their hopes for a better life; if it is not before the
Tribunal of all those who have suffered this amputated existence for two long years, of those who have
lost a loved one after the vaccination. If it is not before this Tribunal of the victims, then it will be before
another Tribunal, infinitely more fearsome.

And there, there will be weeping and gnashing of teeth.


https://thethirdwayofevolution.com/people/view/didier-raoult

And if we have enough mercy not to rejoice, we will have enough sense of justice not to pity them.
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