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Context
The tragedy that was hurricane Katrina occurred in 2005 in parts of Louisiana, Mississippi and Alabama, but mainly in New Orleans. The storm caused damage of $100 billion and at least 2000 people were killed in this catastrophe.  The government was very slow to help – people were living in shelters, there was mass unemployment and conditions were very poor. The citizens were angry with the government and there were many protests for justice (Editors, H.C,2009).
Hurricane Katrina arrived at a time when neoliberalism was the accepted approach by the US government to economics. Neoliberalism is, in theory, where the people get freedom and the state has less power. Supported by Reagan in the US and Thatcher in the UK, neoliberalism was a new approach to economics compared with the interventionism of the previous decades (Cunningham).  Norquist, an economist who believed in neo-liberalism, reduction of taxes, and reduced intervention by the state was invited to work and helped the government to reduce taxation. Subsequently, Norquist worked for many years with the Republicans and during this period various activist movements against the Republican administration began to grow (Cunningham). During this period private companies became richer by paying less tax, in contrast the proletariat became poorer and received fewer benefits, as it was believed that people should support themselves. Hurricane Katrina showed the problems with this approach to economics, because the government treasury had no money to support the victims. In 2008 the problem came to a head with the global  banking crisis when the free market collapsed(Editors, H.C,2009)  .



Content
The gobbet is an extract from a book written by Angelique Haugerud, an anthropologist from Stanford University. She observed the activist group, ‘No billionaire left behind’ using ethnographic techniques, such as participant observation.  She joined the group and used observing, interviewing and talking to understand the group and find out more about their ideology. The group are trying to show in a satirical way how enormously wealthy some people in the US are, to illustrate the extent of inequality.  They try to raise the consciousness of the people by showing the public what is surrounding them (vimeopro.2013). They try to attract the media, as by reporting their activities people will become even more aware of what they are doing.  In the gobbet, Haugerud is claiming that in the 1990s individual freedom and anti-government sentiments were romanticized (vimeopro.2013).  At the beginning of the 21st century a large part of the population was influenced by this movement because they were disappointed and disillusioned by the desperate situation of the moment. The people were utterly enraged with the politicians and the financial situation. (Cunningham) Haugerud argues that because of the romanticisation of individual freedom, the US government was able to cut back on expenditure and lower taxes, arguing that lower taxation would improve the economy. The extract finishes with a quote from Johnston, (Johnston.2003 in Haugerud. 2013: 64) who argues that while being self-reliant harmed the workers, it gave big corporations many advantages. It is this irony that the ‘Billionaires’ are trying to publicize. Besides Corporations taking advantage of the proletariat, the notion of a legally permitted corporation remains controversial for several reasons, most of which stem from the compromise of corporations both limited liability on the part of its members and the status and rights of a legal person (Cunningham). Some opponents to this granting of "personhood" to an organization with no personal liability contend that it creates a legal entity with the extensive financial resources to associate public policy and achievement resources and populations without any moral or legal responsibility to encourage limitation (Cunningham) and (Haugerud. 2013: pp 64)
The last paragraph is talking about how the government benefited the corporations by lowering taxation while at the same time bringing poverty to many communities;
in this case citizens of New Orleans in 2005 .


Evaluation
Haugerud took ten years doing this ethnographic work with the ‘No billionaires left behind’. On video, she demonstrated that she became very involved within the activist group and enjoyed and learned in this participatory experience (vimeopro.2013). She became very enthusiastic when choosing a name, which she had to do as a participant of the movement. It is quite difficult to judge whether she became part of the activist group or if she was an objective anthropologist (vimeopro.2013).  I would argue, that it was not necessary for her to remain objective; by becoming part of the activist group she was able to more fully understand them. Of course, this does raise ethical issues, as we have recently seen in the case of Mark Kennedy (vimeopro.2013). It is difficult to come to any conclusions about this by just reading an extract from her book. However, unlike Kennedy, Haugerud genuinely shared the values of the group. Andrew Boyd, the founder of No Billionaires Left Behind, explained that Haugerud was always respectful of their values; her interest was whether satirical activism could be an effective way of raising consciousness(vimeopro.2013).  Prior to joining the group, Haugerud had been researching wealth inequality, and was attracted to joining the group after reading an article in the New York Times (vimeopro.2013). This extract shows that Haugerud is against neo-liberalism, and in favor of activism against the inequalities that applying neo-liberal beliefs brings. From my wider reading it would seem that Haugerud is also anti- capitalist(vimeopro.2013).

She was committed to the values of the group she was studying and concluded that satirical activism could be an effective way of raising consciousness about inequality in the US. 
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Do we own our body? Since when we know our rights. Who should keep us informed? 
[image: ]Figure 1

   

If we don’t pay our debts the bailiffs come to us to take whatever we have. Should we accept to be a donor? Why doesn’t the waiting list allow us to know where our organs are going?

“Sharp(2000) fragmentation and commodification are troubling themes within anthropology. By definition, each challenges an often-assumed human desire to protect personal boundaries and guard body integrity. Yet how are such concepts understood within the discipline? What do cross-cultural and historically informed approaches reveal about the exploitative use of the human (Sharp,287)”.

What is the role of the UN in relation to our rights? Does not the human being, or the less favoured, have reason and feelings to live this life with dignity? Why in the 21st century do we have to live in fear and distrust? We cannot even think about getting sick, because we do not know if we will return from the hospital alive to our home. As an example, a 10-year-old boy (In Brazil)  had an accident and was declared  brain dead, he then had his organs used in a transplant. The boy’s father was naturally devastated and was given medication to calm him down. The father then signed official documents agreeing to donate his sons’ organs after his death. When enquiring later as to whom the organs had been donated to the father was not given an answer. The father  became suspicious and started to research  why this was the case. His research spanned over ten years. ( Conexão Pavesi, 2017)  This uncertainty has created many persevering expectations about what we are doing in Brazil – a  few Anthropologists have been working in field research in Brazil, such as  Scheper-Hughes,(Scheper-Hughes 2000) in particularly in the Global South countries. Are we being considered as objects? Have we created an ideology that when someone of the nobility or wealth needs a new Kidney or a stomach, they can simply buy for it someone without knowing the story of the donor? Where has this new organ come from? Is it even legitimate?
Should we give or sell our organs to these possible unethical organizations? Will we feel oppressed if we do so? Mrs. Matos is a volunteer in Brasil and says that people in Brasil live in fear of being kidnapped it’s one of the factors. Their children not having the freedom to play without having to think that at any moment they could be missing. According to her there is a conspiracy and that our lives are being monitored by people that work with the ‘mafia’. Also, and this make the people uncomfortable the internet, cameras, hospitals and blood donation banks which people have loosing the trust can all lead to miss people. However, she could not confirm anything - so simply recommends we are careful with our children. She is not able to give much information because she fairs for her own life, as this traffic of organs are many people involved are from big organization in the government and outside of the country. This again has created many questions about what we are doing, particularly in the Global South countries. 
The U.N. has even recognized the issues of illegal and unethical organ trafficking in its article ‘General Assembly Adopts Text Including on Human Organ Trafficking Prevention, Indigenous People Enhanced Participation in United Nations. 2017’ by saying.


“strengthening and promoting effective measures and international cooperation on organ donation and transplantation to prevent and combat trafficking in persons for the purpose of organ removal and trafficking in human organs” 

The document (A/71/L.80), is trying to address these issues by following international and national law around trafficking and maintain accountability of all that takes place also by bringing in the World Health Organization asking it to develop better guidelines on the health, criminal and human rights aspects of those crimes.
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There are laws to protect people and preserve lives which is one of the reasons donor organisations exist. But it seems they are not actually protecting people when we look at the above examples. Why is this?
Phelan (1990) claims that to Foucault (Foucault and feminism) medieval relations were straightforward hierarchical and obviously power laden. Their main vehicle was law. Whether in Defense of a ruler or in opposition, the language of the law predominated in describing relations(Phelan.1990).  This started with religion and the crusades. This predominance has continued into modernity; we can see it in liberalism's reliance on legal form and method as well as in Marxism's rejection of the bourgeois state. The Marxist does not so much reject legal forms as expose the state for its mystification of power relations through law; an abuse of the law, not the law itself, is at stake(Phelan.1990:425).

This difficult question I ask myself all the time to consider and evaluate is  why humans  cannot stop using slavery as commodities. Why we are living in 21st century and still  we are not really free from the ideology that the majority of people are used as puppets, and only 1% of the wealthy [capitalist] are using vulnerable people to create this unethical trade in organs/people, simply because they are in situations of extreme poverty, such as hunger, debt and depression. Why we are hearing stories about people disappearing? Could this be  fake news? Could it be the media [ or the big companies is covering] and are trying to hide what is really happening around us?   The reality is not so different as the black market of trading and poaching wild life. Are the poor vulnerable people of this world the same as elephants and chimpanzees being illegally poached and killed. They are being hunted in the same way. We are being alienated by the capitalist 1% (Frank.2017)?  Are we becoming material objects? Where are the Human Rights? Why has technology not saved us? It is clever enough to do so.  Are  we manipulated by the media and have all our moves recorded over the internet and been sold to companies all around the globe? Are these illegal, unethical donor companies bidding against each other for our kidneys? How Can I feel safe about been monetarized for an organ donation? Should I worry about it? What is the government and the United Nations  doing to protect us against this? Should we be paranoid about this? Do you know YOUR rights? 
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