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According to John K. Watters, et al 

in Syringe and Needle Exchange as HIV/

AIDS Prevention for Injection Drug Users, 

a study shows that 24% of people with AIDS 

contracted it using dirty syringes.  In addi-

tion, tens of thousands more contracted AIDS 

from having sexual relations with an injection 

drug user. Thus, preventing dirty needle shar-

ing protects not just injection drug users but 

their partners as well. With the adoption of 

syringe exchange programs, many questions 

arise such as: are these programs effective 

in reducing the spread of HIV/AIDS and 

Hepatitis B and C?  Are they cost effective for 
society?  Do they encourage illegal drug use? 

Are syringe exchange programs legalized in 

the United States?

In comparison to other public health 

programs, syringe exchange programs have 

received substantially more criticism.  For 

example, another public health program that 

serves to reduce HIV/AIDS and Hepatitis 

B and C is the distribution of condoms to 
high school teenagers.  This act is done all 

throughout the country and could be consid-

ered encouragement for minors to engage in 

sexual intercourse. While syringe exchange 

programs have a higher shock value, they 

parallel the underlying goal of health promo-

tion and should also be considered a beneit 
to the community. To address the question 

of whether or not syringe exchange programs 

encourage injection drug use, a study by Dr. 

van Ameijden looked at 996 injection drug 

users.  His research showed that syringe ex-

change programs actually reduce the amount 

drug users injected. Further, the amount drug 

users under the age of 22 injected decreased 

drastically during the mid 1980�s, as syringe 

exchange programs gained traction.

In terms of cost-effectiveness for society, 

the community would actually be saving 

money by instituting syringe exchange pro-

grams by not having to pay the hospital bills 

of the infected users, many who are dispro-

portionately poor and unable to afford health 

insurance. One research study examined in 

Cost-Effectiveness of Syringe Exchange as 
an HIV Prevention Strategy shows that is 

was cost eficient in the state of New York 
to provide syringe exchange programs, 

indicating that the state of New York would 

save itself $7.6 million dollars in medical 

costs per year. However, these programs 

have been criticized as another form of social 

welfare, by providing services to individuals 

who are not giving back to society.

The current policy for syringe exchange 

programs dictates that local and municipal 

governments are responsible for determin-

ing whether or not syringe exchange pro-

grams should be implemented within their 

respective jurisdictions.  With 186 syringe 

exchange programs in the United States, 

up from just 36 in 1993, these programs are 

becoming more and more common (Don C. 
Des Jarlias, Doing Harm Reduction Better: 

Syringe Exchange in the United States). It 
is disheartening that we have such a need 

for these programs; however, they have been 

effective in reducing the spread of HIV/AIDS 

and Hepatitis as well as increasing awareness 

about the spread of these diseases.  

According to the CDC, the number of 
people in the state of Georgia with HIV/AIDS 

is approaching 30,000. Something must be 

done to cap the spread of this fatal disease 

and as long as syringe exchange programs 

are successful in reducing the spread of HIV/

AIDS, they should be supported. 

24% of people with AIDS in the U.S. contracted it from dirty syringes. Photo/Khalil Farah
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Rational decisions, in political and economic studies, refer to 

decisions that are optimal for achieving a goal or solving a problem. 

When an action is rational, it helps the decision-maker to reach their 

maximum expected utility (EU). For several weeks, the actions of 
the Occupy Wall Street protestors have been under the scrutiny of 

the media and passive observers. However, political scientists may 

scrutinize whether or not the actions taken by these protestors are 

rational, as we have deined rationality (lest we confuse our deinition 
with the traditional sense of the word). 

Although the Occupy Wall Street has no formally declared set 

of demands, the overall objective of both the main movement and its 

fringe organizations are important to identify in order to determine 

the group�s maximum EU. Adbusters, the magazine where the idea 

of an occupation of Wall Street was irst conceived, has set forth one 
goal, which is to move President Obama to �ordain a Presidential 

Commission tasked with ending the inluence money has over our 
representatives in Washington1.” The Occupy Chicago off-shoot of 
OWS recently approved a list of twelve demands through a General 

Assembly vote2. One OWS protestor�s list of proposed demands on the 

group�s forum has been widely reported3 (read: mocked).  
Before inding out if the actions of these protestors are rationally 

moving them toward this maximum EU, certain observations about 

the movement can be made. In their book Poor People�s Movements, 

American sociologists and political scientists Frances Fox Piven 

and Richard Cloward analyze aspects cause protest movements to 
succeed or fail. Piven and Cloward would argue that the Occupy Wall 
Street protests are taking place at precisely the right time, as times 

of political uncertainty are when favorable action from politicians is 

most likely4. Considering the approval ratings of both the president 
and members of Congress, it is safe to say that politicians are 
currently uncertain about their electoral futures. 

Another factor to observe is the leadership and structure of these 

protests. Occupy Wall Street has no declared or formal leadership, 

but the main group has created General Assemblies5 as a form of 

governing body to determine what actions the group should take. 

Again, Piven and Cloward would approve, as they argue that a major 
failure of many protests is that their leaders spend too much time 

drafting constitutions and forming committees rather than gathering 

momentum for their cause6. 

A inal crucial observation about Occupy Wall Street would be the 

many fringe movements that have sprung up separate from the main 

organization. OWS protests have begun in nearly every major city 

in America, from Boston to Los Angeles. Protests have even reached 
the University of Georgia�s sleepy college town of Athens. These 

protests range from a few casual sign-wavers to massive gatherings 

the size of the original OWS group. They act separately from OWS, 

not seeking counsel or consent before beginning their protests or 

taking a particular course of action. Piven and Cloward would most 
likely approve of this course of action, given that they believed protest 

leaders should work to rouse indignation among the populace to 

garner momentum for their respective causes7. 

Although all of these factors would appear to culminate in a 

way that is positive for the Occupy Wall Street movement (at least 

according to two political scientists), they may not be entirely 
successful in accomplishing the goals of the movement. For instance, 

one could suppose that in order to bring about any sort of lasting 

change, protestors would want to go beyond being recognized by 

politicians to having a dialogue with them. However, the Atlanta 

General Assembly of OWS recently refused to allow Congressman 
John Lewis (D-GA) from speaking to their group8 (a refusal through 

the use of elaborate hand signals, no less). 
There are additional obstacles between the OWS movement 

and their goals. One of these is the lack of a united front, meaning 

the lack of stated oficial goals toward which each protestor is 
working. Instead, protestors are largely operating under their own 

agendas. This is possible because of the leadership structure (or lack 

thereof) present in the movement. OWS has been unable to strike a 
balance between having too much formal leadership (which could 

hinder the momentum of the movement with needless regulation 

and organization) and too few leaders (which lacks the necessary 
organization to communicate effectively with policy makers). 

From a game theory perspective, the proposed goals that we 

have listed before should be analyzed separately to determine if their 

respective actor is behaving rationally. To do this, we will assign 

payoffs (in the form of utility) to the desired outcomes of different 
OWS actors and compare this with their probabilities. The proposed 

the rationality of the

Occupy
wall streetmovement



goal of Adbusters, a presidential commission 

to end Wall Street inluence in politics, 
would certainly be an acceptable goal for the 

majority of OWS protestors, although it may 

not go far enough for many. In this article, we 

designate that goal with the variable X. This 

goal, as it is not far-fetched nor necessarily 

overly demanding, may have a 50% chance 
of being reached. Therefore, determining the 

expected utility (EU) of protestors following 
the Adbusters model of occupying Wall Street 

would have a formula of:

EU = (.50)X = .5X

The formula, simpliied, is that the 
protesters have a 50% chance of getting 
something they value at X.  Typical theory 

claims that this option is then worth .5X (or 
half an X).

The demands of Occupy Chicago go 
farther than those of Adbusters, meaning 

they are likely to please protestors more. We 

could then assign them a payoff of 1.5X (as 
this would be a roughly 50% higher payoff 
than that of the Adbusters goals). However, 
because this list of goals is more numerous 

and pointed, it may have only a 20% chance 

of being successful. Our formula would then 

look like this:

EU = (.20)1.5X =.3X

Because these demands have a 20% 

chance, the greater payoff is offset by the 

lower probability, hence the course of action 

is only with .3X

Lastly, the list of demands posted on the 
OWS organization’s website by Lloyd Hart, 
which has arguably received the most media 

coverage of all proposed demands, may 

have the highest payoff of all. As it would go 

farther than the goals of either Adbusters or 

Occupy Chicago, it may please even more 
protestors, giving it a payoff as high as 2X, 

double the reward as the original formula. 

However, due to the lack of logic surrounding 

some of these goals (i.e. a $20 minimum 

wage), the likelihood of success may be as low 
as 5%. The formula for determining the EU of 
Hart�s goals would then be:

EU = (.05)2X = .1X

Despite the highest payoff, this course 

of action is theoretically worth only a ifth of 
the more modest irst course due to its low 
probability of success.

It could then be argued that Occupy 

Wall Street would only be considered 

rational if they were working towards the 

goals of Adbusters, as acting towards any 

other goal could not result in reaching 

their maximum expected utility. The EU 

of the Adbusters goal is higher than that of 

Occupy Chicago or of Lloyd Hart. Because 
of this, actions toward goals more extreme 

than those of Adbusters may not, in fact, be 

rational. However, other factors may need 

to be accounted for. 

Despite the hindrances to achieving 

their broad goals, we still have not 

conclusively answered the question of 

OWS’s rationality. In order to ind our 
answer, we must know what speciically 
rationality, concurrent with the expected 

utility model, truly represents. Jenkins 

and Klandermans make the point that the 

EU model operates under the pretense 

that individual participate in protests if 

their expected reward from participation 

outweighs their costs and negativities 

of participation9. Despite the rather low 

likelihood of certain demands � such as 

those posted to the OWS forum and those 

approved by Occupy Chicago – being met, the 
rewards and payoffs of participation by each 

protestor may not be completely dependent 

upon the success of their movement. Some 

may experience a payoff from participating 

in something bigger than themselves, a 

sort of civic duty payoff. These payoffs, not 

directly correlated with the general success 

of the protest movement, may outweigh the 

costs of participation (such as lost wages or 

the opportunity costs relevant to time spent 

protesting).
The question remains: are the actions 

of the Occupy Wall Street protestors 

rational? The answer, it would appear, is 

two-fold. The general actions of the main 

OWS organization appears to be rational, 

as the original New York chapter appears to 

be acting in such a way that may help them 

to achieve their maximum expected utility. 

However, the fringe movements � and the 

individuals within these fringe groups � may 

not be acting rationally. Groups such as 

Occupy Chicago are not behaving rationally 
as the actions they are taking will not allow 

them to reach their maximum expected 

utility, which could be reached if they worked 

towards goals closer to those of Adbusters 

than their own.It is these actors who are not 

necessarily working in a way that is conducive 

to the overall success of the movement. By 

proposing demands that are extreme in 

nature, they are insuring that their actions 

will be largely ignored or even mocked by 

politicians and Wall Street elites alike. It is, 

then, these individuals, acting collectively, 

who ultimately will make-or-break the 

argument for rationality of the Occupy Wall 

Street movement, and possibly even its 

success or failure. 

Although the OWS movement�s 

current goals are arguably not likely to be 

implemented, there are changes that could be 

made to increase the likelihood of maximum 

payoffs in terms of EU for the organization. 

One would be to strike a balance of leadership 

levels that could move forward the views 

of the movement without handicapping 

its momentum. Another would be to reign 

in the individuals and fringe movements 

to move with the OWS main organization 

toward collective goals more like that of 

Adbusters than those of Lloyd Hart (goals 
that are ultimately more achievable). This 
means of collective action would only work 

if the organization can agree on demands 

that are both salient and legitimate. If their 

demands are too extreme, they will largely 

be laughed off by the elites who might affect 

the types of changes OWS is seeking. If the 

demands don�t have teeth, the elites may 

make these small concessions in order to 

make OWS sympathizers complacent and 

force the end of the occupations through 

�normal politics.�
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New York’s Zuccotti Part with Occupy Wall Street 
protester’s tents. Photo/Molly Roy







I visited with a few of the Occupy 

Athens protestors personally. One was 

Adam Lasilla, a twenty-ive year old 
graduate student in his second year of 

Spanish linguistics studies here at UGA. 

He acknowledged that many of the activists 

have been young people and that it�s partly 

due to the fact that they have more free 

time. He also posits other reasons. �Our 

generation � is so tired of people calling us 

apathetic, [but] there are things we believe 

in.� Namely, �Our government is not doing 

a good job of representing us or the people 

of this country in general. There�s a lot 

of cynicism in the older generation. They 

think they can�t do anything to change it, 

whereas we � say we can, we just have to do 

something about it. 

Occupy Athens has not exactly received 

a warm welcome from the entirety of UGA�s 

student body, though. In accordance with 

other critics of the movement, many think 

that the protestors are jobless bums merely 

killing time. Lasilla disagrees. “A lot of us 
[are employed], despite the fact that people 

are always yelling at us �Get a job!��

Protestor signs rail against executive bonuses (top) and Occupy Athens protesters are undeterred by the rain 
(bottom). Photos/Jason Lind
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While it�s true that some of the Occupy 

Athens proponents are unemployed, others 

�have two or three jobs,� says Patty Freeman-

Lynde, fellow protestor and wife of a 
professor in the geology department at UGA. 

�Personally I�m unemployed, and I would 

love to have a job.

So contrary to popular belief, these 

people are not united by joblessness. So is 

there an underlying factor that has brought 

them together? Yes and no. While the 

activists involved in the Occupy movement 

agree that they want to see a fundamental, 

long-term change in the system, they 

champion a spectrum of different causes. 

Critics of the movement use that fact to 
debilitate it, claiming that Occupy�s lack of 

a centralized goal renders the movement 

unorganized and ultimately futile.

However Lasilla does not see this as 
a shortcoming at all. �If we really want to 

represent the 99% of people that are affected 

badly by the current system, we can�t just 

advocate one speciic proposal like raising 
the minimum wage. That�s great! I agree with 

that � �

�But that�s only part of the problem,� 

adds Freeman-Lynde.
Lasilla continued, “If we want to, we 

could say �yes we do have one goal.� Our 

goal is to make a better, fairer system that 

works for more Americans. Of course that�s 

vague, so you can break that down into 

smaller, more speciic policy goals. It’s not 
fair to the movement to demand that it have 

really speciic policy goals, especially at the 
beginning, when it�s about talking to as many 

people as we can. We want as many people 

to be a part of this as possible � It�s about 

dialogue. Join the conversation.�

Even the political ideology of the 

protestors spans across the board. �We�re 

not anti-conservative. We�re not really a 

liberal movement. We�re a movement to 

get corporate inluence out of government, 
whether government is big or small,� says 

Lasilla. 
Eliminating corporate inluence from 

our government may be an unrealistic goal. 

We naturally assume that anything corporate 

has no place in a democratic government. 

Many big businesses support campaigns and 

contribute to philanthropic causes. Lobbying 
irms also can make us uncomfortable; 
the idea that a company receives money to 

advocate a speciic ballot seems anything but 
democratic. But is there any way that that 

this can truly be eliminated? And do we really 

want it to be? In defense of lobbyists, their 

campaigns can function like public service 

announcements, shedding light on issues that 

would have been otherwise ignored. These 

are questions that Occupiers may have to 

answer in the coming weeks. 

Considering the varying opinions and 
goals Occupy represents, one may think it 

would attract students from all walks of life, 

which is what the protestors want. Lasilla 
remarked, �We know there are students who 

support us, and obviously there are going to 

be apathetic students... But we want those 

students who do support us to come out and 

join us and make their presence felt, even if 

it�s for ten minutes a day [or] an hour once a 

week.�

Lasilla contends that students should 
be concerned with the protest because in a 

few years as they enter the labor force, they 

will begin to understand its relevance. �We 

want an economy that functions so that there 

will be jobs after [students] get their degrees 

� There are people who get degrees in real 

ields where they can contribute to society, 
but there just aren�t jobs available.�

As the Occupy movement drags on, 

the Athens dissenters seem unfazed by the 

passage of time; they intend to stay put as 

long as it takes. �We�re at least going to be 

here as long as they are on Wall Street,� says 

Lasilla, “And at least until our permit expires 
on January 1st. But I mean, indeinitely 
really.�

Besides the controversy surrounding 

the protest itself, there have been several 

reports of police using unnecessary force 

to control the activists; there are several 

YouTube videos illustrating protestors 

crying out after being maced and displaying 

scars after being beaten. Locally, over 50 
protestors were arrested during the Occupy 

Atlanta movement in Woodruff park, one of 

whom being state Senator Vincent Fort (D).  
According to an 11 Alive News report their 

�charges include violating park hours.� Some 

critique the encampments for housing drunks 

and homeless, while others theorize that 

police departments are trying to sabotage 

the movement by sending vagrants to the 

campsites.

2011 has certainly been a year for 

revolution, and as the Occupy movement 

continues to grow, it likens itself more 

and more to the Middle Eastern uprisings. 

Some of the more extreme dissenters claim 

a similar revolution is their ultimate goal. 

Though they probably lack the manpower 

needed to create an upheaval of the Middle 

Eastern scale, the resemblances are 

impossible to ignore.

There have also been similarities 

drawn between Occupy and the Tea party, 

concerning their mutual ambiguity. The Tea 

Party has enjoyed great successful in simply 

raising awareness though, which should 

provide hope to the Occupy proponents.

The notion of the 99% is a little 

frightening in itself. Is America truly 

becoming a caste-based society of haves and 

have-nots? One thing�s for sure, as the next 

presidential election draws nearer and the 

voter pool becomes angrier, Obama will have 

to re-double his efforts if he wants to retain 

any hope of staying in ofice another four 
years.

Athens protesters ask by-passers for minute of their time to explain the occupy cause. Photo/Jason Lind
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In January 1987, Uganda saw the irst 
acts perpetrated by Joseph Kony, when 

he attempted to overthrow the National 

Resistance Army (NRA) of Uganda. Hiding 
behind Christian rhetoric and claiming to 
possess divine revelations, Kony formed the 

Lord Resistance Army, an armed guerrilla 
movement, whose stated mission was to 

overthrow the Ugandan government and 

to rule based on the Ten Commandments. 
Although allegedly based on “Christian” 
values, the LRA has commanded a series of 
acts of brutality against civilians for almost 

two decades, consisting of mass abductions, 

mutilations, and pillaging of villages across 

Uganda and neighboring nations. Among 

the numerous crimes against humanity 

committed by the LRA, the most notable of 
all is the mass abduction of children, in which 

the LRA forces young boys to become child 

soldiers, giving way to the term �Invisible 

Children”.
The Obama Administration has 

recently decided to enter Uganda under a 

�responsibility to protect� doctrine. Under 

this doctrine, the U.S., as a global provider 

of public good, has an obligation to protect 

weaker states, such as Uganda, who face 

attack and who cannot otherwise fend for 

themselves. Consequently, President Obama 
has sent 100 Special Forces to defeat Joseph 

Kony and his Lord’s Resistance Army, 
covering bases in Uganda, South Sudan, the 

Central African Republic, and the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo. Assistant Secretary 
of Defense, Alexander Vershbow, has even 

stated that stabilizing peace in Uganda is 

a U.S. interest: �it is in the interest of the 

United States to lend our support to partners 

in Africa so they can address threats to their 

citizens and help achieve the conditions 

necessary for regional security and broad-

based development�.

However, Vershbow�s statement breaks 

from the past theme of U.S. intervention 

policy in Sub-Saharan Africa. Historically, 

the United States government has avoided 

intervening in the countries of Sub-Saharan 

Africa, even repudiating the Rwandan 

genocide of 1994, and failing to intervene 

until 800,000 Rwandans had been killed. 

The �Responsibility to Protect� mandate, 

which was the basis of entering Kosovo under 

the Clinton administration, is a new tune to 
U.S. diplomacy towards Sub-Saharan Africa. 

For countries like Uganda, for which the 

United States has no direct national interests, 

U.S. intervention is something that would 

normally be unlikely.

Although there are no clear national 

interests in Uganda, and the U.S. mission 

appears to be solely based on the U.S.�s 

�responsibility to protect� doctrine, there are 

several ways that this humanitarian effort can 

transcend into a negative backlash. Looking 
back on previous peace keeping missions, 

U.S. Troops in Uganda 

and How to Ensure a Diplomatic Victory
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Sometime after Muammar Gaddai’s 
bloodied body was dragged out of that ruin-

ous storm pipe in Sirte, Robert Mugabe 

boarded a plane to Singapore to be treated 

for prostate cancer, according to some cables 

recently published by WikiLeaks. 
So goes the life of the dictator. Gaddai 

could not escape his fate as Libyans he had 
once oppressed as an autocrat were sup-

ported by countries that had been targeted by 

his campaign of state-sponsored terrorism. 

Suspected genocide in the 1980s and decades 

of political intimidation and violence worked 

to consolidate power for Mugabe, but now 

that power is slipping from his grasp. Mugabe 

and Gaddai, like other classic dictators, over-

stayed their political welcome, violated jus 

cogens norms, and parasitically sucked the 

life blood of nations that have great potential. 

But, there was a time when these two 

comrades were in much better shape, when 

Africa needed them. From the top of the 

continent, Gaddai spread goodwill through 
his role in the African Union (AU) and by 
building mosques in Mali and Uganda. 

He even supported the African National 

Congress in South Africa during the struggle 
to end Apartheid. Recipients of Gaddai’s 
goodwill are not about to join in the chorus 

of rebels rejoicing over the dictator�s demise. 

Many Africans say they will miss him and 

his contributions. He served as a continen-

tal leader and made connections with many 

ordinary Africans as he travelled throughout. 

The continent needed him as it embarked 

on a journey out of colonialism and into the 

international community. 

Down below, in the narrow tip of the 

continent, Mugabe, known by his critics as 

Bob, survives because of the propagated 

memory of his glory days as an independence 

leader. The memory lives on, or rather it is 

nursed along, much as the old crocodile�s 

frail body is doped up every time he makes a 

public appearance. Mugabe has served as a 

regional symbol of pan-Africanism. His role 

as leader of independence not only from the 

white Rhodesian minority but also from all of 

the West will not be forgotten after his death, 

which many anticipate. His face is equated 

with the independence celebrations of Zim-

babwe, where the other Bob, Bob Marley, per-

formed an original song for the occasion. The 

world rejoiced along with Zimbabweans as a 

AFRICA NEEDS DICTATORS

Leadership in Africa:
Gaddai, Mugabe, Mandela, and Zuma







gang activity. Indeed, many deem the folk saints �narco-saints� or 

�patron saints of crime,� associating the embracing of the folk saint 

devotions by Mexican drug cartels with the adoption of gangster rap 

music and culture by the Bloods and Crips in the United States. In 
fact, criminological literature and discourse from Mexican and U.S. 

government oficials seem to leave little room for the idea that anyone 
outside of the criminal world could possibly worship either of the folk 

saints.

Not surprisingly, the Catholic Church has its fair share of 
problems with the folk saints as well. At a church in Chicago, the 
Reverend Esequiel Sanchez talked to reporters about how folk saints 

distort Christianity. 
�I�m concerned about [folk saint worship] because it�s an 

aberration,� Sanchez said. �It�s a misunderstanding of faith. It�s taking 

a Catholic concept and personifying it with this skeletal igure.” 
Church oficials say Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde are 

�pseudo-religious� and get in the way of a true relationship with God. 

Undoubtedly, the Catholic Church has rejected the entrance of these 
folk saints into the Catholic tradition, and is opposed to the perceived 
corruption and perversion of faith that their followers bring to the 

table.

Yet, to the everyday devotees of Santa Muerte and Jesús 

Malverde, these condemnations miss the point. To many, the folk 

saints ill a deep need for protection and inspiration. Santa Muerte 
and Jesús Malverde have been called �magnets of collective faith� that 

attract all kinds of people by offering a kind of sustenance through 

violence or loss. Many scholars believe their association with the 

criminal world is exaggerated and too easy an explanation. Clearly, 
there are a great number of links between drug trafickers and folk 
saint worship. But whatever the case, it�s certain that far from all 

Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde followers take to their shrines to 

pray for criminal behavior. 

Take, for example, Latino hip-hop star Jesús Martinez-Gonzalez. 
Growing up in the Coachella Valley, Martinez-Gonzalez listened to his 
mother, a Mexican immigrant, tell regaling stories about the Jesús 

Malverde legend. He has since taken on the stage name �Malverde�, 

crafting his image after his boyhood hero.

“I’m involved in major nonproits and community education,” 
Martinez-Gonzalez told CNN. “And they see someone in me who has 
overcome being in the barrio. To me, that�s Malverde. The experience 

of instilling that hope. If Malverde was alive right now, I try to think 

what would he be doing?� 

Clearly, there is a heated and intriguing conversation occurring in 
Mexico about what Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde really mean. Are 

they violent saints who oversee the criminal acts of drug trafickers? 
Are they cult-like distortions of Christianity? Or are they benevolent 
intercessors who help people when the state and church can�t? 

The answer is, well, not that simple.  

The many vastly disparate perspectives on the two modern 

Mexican folk saints are evidence enough that a simple deinition of 
them does no good. Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde are not mere 

benevolent healers; there exist too many connections to criminal 

deeds and organizations for that to be true. Likewise, Santa Muerte 
and Jesús Malverde are not simple aspects of the drug culture; there 

exist too many innocent, non-criminal devotees for that to be the 

case.Instead, Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde exist as symbolic 

areas of contention where law enforcement, the Catholic Church, and 
the Mexican people seek to identify legitimacy in a society wrought 

with instability, corruption, and violence. Many Mexicans have lost 

faith in the Catholic Church. They lament its inability to provide 
spiritual security and are disgusted by widely-reported links between 

the Church and the laundering of drug money. Further, Mexicans 
are increasingly losing faith in their government�an institution so 

corrupt that Mexican cartels have iniltrated nearly every part of it 
and the U.S. Joint Chief of Staffs have warned of the possibility of 
it becoming a failed state. As such, Mexican citizens lock to Santa 
Muerte and Jesús Malverde�saints that can intercede on their 

behalf, but won’t judge them for their deeds. If the Church and 
government cannot help them, Mexican citizens will ind other means 
of protection, worship, and encouragement. They are illing a vacuum 
left behind by traditional sources of legitimate authority.Of course, 

neither the Catholic Church nor the Mexican government takes too 
kindly to this; both are extremely vocal in their condemnations of 

Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde. These kind of public denunciations 

are a bold power play. By belittling Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde 

and turning them into villains, traditional authorities defend 

their own legitimacy and hope to win back the people�s trust and 

conidence. But Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde are not simply 
villains, and their growing inluence has signiicant policy implications 
for how Mexico must be viewed in the 21st century. Much of the media, 

no doubt inluenced by government literature and law enforcement 
bulletins, grasp onto the idea that Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde 

are representations of a perceived Mexican drug culture. As such, 

basic journalistic accounts all the way from The New York Times to 

local Mexican newspapers promulgate the idea that Santa Muerte 

and Jesús Malverde are overwhelmingly drug lords. But this is a 

misreading of the current situation in Mexico, and in their efforts to 

lump Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde into a criminal culture, critics 

demean their real importance and, by doing so, harm the world�s 

understanding of Mexico.

Mexico is at a critical time in its existence; of this, there can be 

no doubt. Like the period of reform and upheaval in the early 20th 
century, Mexican citizens are at a loss of who to worship, who to 

follow, and who to respect. And until an institution steps forward 

and asserts itself as the dominant source of authority, worship of 

these folk saints is unlikely to decline. The existence of Santa Muerte 

and Jesús Malverde does not merely suggest that Mexico has a 

fanatical, superstitious criminal underground, as some would argue. 

Instead, it proves that Mexican citizens are weary of corruption and 

incompetence in the Church and government and clearly desire the 
kind of leadership that could ix the woes caused by an out-of-control, 
violent society. 

But, of course, this is what Mexican citizens have been saying 

all along. The entire Santa Muerte and Jesús Malverde movement 

is a complicated story woven into the fabric of the modern Mexican 

existence. It�s a story someone like Doña Tere knows all too well. 

In his book True Tales From Another Mexico, journalist Sam 

Quinones tells the story of Tere, who prayed to Jesús Malverde for her 

cancer to be cured. A resident of Sinaloa, the headquarters of Jesús 

Malverde�s shrine, she chose to put her faith in Malverde rather than 

the Church or government. And somehow—whether due to miracle or 
coincidence�her cancer was cured.  

�I�ll tell you,� Tere said. �More people come [to the Malverde 

shrine] than go to church. If you go to church asking for food, the 

priest will give you advice. 

�But if you come here asking for food, you�ll get food.�  GPR
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(Graham E. Fuller), the US position in the 
Israel-Palestine conlict has remained 
steadfast since the early 1970s.  This of course 

refers to supporting Israeli expansion 

(contrary to exotic rhetoric), in violation of 
International Law.  UN Resolution 242, 
emphasizing �the inadmissibility of the 

acquisition of territory by war� in the 

preambular paragraph, was clear in its intent.  

The nature of the Arab-Israeli 1967 war, 

meaning whether it was defensive or 

offensive, is totally immaterial under 

International Law.  As well, no one seemed to 
put forth the idea that France should conquer 

Germany after World War II to compensate 

for �security.�  Furthermore, Moshe Dayan, 

former Chief of Staff of the Israel Defense 
Forces and later Defense Minister, had no 

trouble in conveying in 1968 what UN 

Resolution 242 meant: �it means [Israeli] 

withdrawal to the June 4 [1967] boundaries�

but we [Israel] are in conlict with the SC 
[Security Council] on that resolution.”  
Moreover, Article 49 of the 1949 Fourth 

Geneva Convention is explicit: “The 
Occupying Power shall not deport or transfer 

parts of its own civilian population into the 

territory it occupies.�  There are presently 

over 120 settlements and approximately half 

a million settlers in the occupied West Bank 

and East Jerusalem (B�Tselem, The Israeli 

Information Center for Human Rights in the 
Occupied Territories).  Expressed 
unanimously by the International Court of 
Justice and US Judge Thomas Buergenthal 

(in his separate declaration), the settlements 
are illegal.In all of the rhetoric on the Arab-

Israeli conlict, Obama continuously fails to 
address the need for Palestinian security as 

well as Israeli security (although Israel could 

have security if it simply adhered to 

International Law).  Benny Morris, one of 
Israel�s main �New Historians� who challenge 

traditional interpretations of Israel�s history, 

comments on the nature of the Israeli 

military occupation as follows: ��founded on 

brute force, repression and fear, collaboration 

and treachery, beatings and torture 

chambers, and daily intimidation, 

humiliation, and manipulation.��  This 

judgment is afirmed by, in addition to many 
other studies and analyses, a 2008 report by 

John Dugard of the UN Human Rights 

Council, which states that Israel “has 
maintained and expanded the instruments 

that most seriously violate human rights � 

military incursions, settlements, the 

separation wall, restrictions on freedom of 

movement, the Judaization of Jerusalem and 

the demolition of houses.�  The report 

additionally informs that while �Palestinian 

terrorist acts are to be deplored, they must be 

understood as being a painful but inevitable 

consequence of [this] colonialism, apartheid 

or occupation�.  So the million dollar 

question has been raised once again: how do 

we put an end to Palestinian terrorism?  The 

answer can also be found in the words of 

John Dugard: by bringing the occupation �to 

a speedy end”, which (the occupation) going 
hand in hand with its expansionist program 

(settlements and security “fence”), is creating 
a �human disaster� and in turn shaping the 

Palestinians �into a sullen community, hostile 

and nurturing a desire for revenge� (Meron 

Benvenisti, former Deputy Mayor of 

Jerusalem).  The cause of Palestinian 
terrorism, speciically in the form of suicide 
attacks, can also be found in Robert Pape�s 

(American political scientist at the University 

of Chicago and director of the Chicago Project 
on Security and Terrorism) work Dying to 
Win: The Strategic Logic of Suicide 
Terrorism: �The data show that there is little 

connection between suicide terrorism and 

Islamic fundamentalism, or any one of the 

world�s religions....Rather, what nearly all 

suicide terrorist attacks have in common is a 

speciic secular and strategic goal: to compel 
modern democracies to withdraw military 

forces from territory that the terrorists 

consider to be their homeland. Religion is 

rarely the root cause, although it is often used 

as a tool by terrorist organizations in 

recruiting and in other efforts in service of 

the broader strategic objective.�  In sum, it is 

�an extreme strategy for national liberation,� 

as is the case when it comes to the 

Palestinians. But of course, terrorism is not 

simply limited to the Palestinians, as I�ve 

already revealed.  The UN report by John 

Dugard also mentions (explicitly) Israeli 
terrorism: “the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF) 
are guilty of terrorizing innocent Palestinian 

civilians by military incursions, targeted 

killings and sonic booms that fail to 

distinguish between military targets and 

civilians.�  This failing to �distinguish 

between military targets and civilians� is 

noted by Ze�ev Schiff, the �dean of Israeli 

military correspondents� (New York Times 

obituary), in which he points out the 
admission of former Chief of Staff of the IDF 
Mordechai Gur ��that the Israeli Army has 

always struck civilian populations, purposely 

and consciously� and �has never 

distinguished civilian [from military] 

targets�[but] purposely attacked civilian 

targets even when Israeli settlements had not 

been struck.�However let us not forget the US 

is still ��pursuing Arab-Israeli peace,� as 

Obama asserts.  Coming from our sincere 
leader, there is no question of the claim�s 

validity; therefore the burden of proof is 

lifted.  Not to mention the boldness of the 

claim is truly astounding considering the 

main hindrance to peace is in fact the United 

States.  For those of us who believe in such 

things as International Law should be aware 
of the constant US rejection (as well as Israeli 

rejection) of UN resolutions to the conlict, 
while the rest of the world has consistently 

voted in favor of them. The US rejection of 

UN resolutions (which still continues) allows 
the conlict to persist, and massive US aid to 
Israel for further illegal expansion ruins any 

possibility of a just two-state settlement.  And 

concerning American aid to Israel, John J. 

Mearsheimer and Stephen M. Walt observe 

that since �the October War in 1973, 

Washington has provided Israel with a level 

of support dwaring the amounts provided to 
any other state. It has been the largest annual 

recipient of direct U.S. economic and military 

assistance since 1976 and the largest total 

recipient since World War II.�  With just this 

simple fact in mind, it is very dificult to see 
the US as a �fair broker� in the Israel-

Palestine conlict, and further considering the 
rest of the record (some of which I�ve 

provided), it is obvious that the US is not.  
The nature of this so-called US-led �peace 

process” is best described by Gideon Levy, 
columnist for the Israeli newspaper Haaretz 

and former aide to Simon Peres: �It�s a 

joke.”The solution to the Arab-Israeli conlict 
is quite simple.  It can be found in the words 

of former president Jimmy Carter: “Peace 
will come to Israel and the Middle East only 

when the Israeli government is willing to 

comply with international law��  But this is 

only partly correct: peace will come when the 

United States, the conductor leading the 

orchestra (Israel), is willing to comply with 
International Law. So despite a new 
president in the White House, US policy 

towards the Middle East has not altered.  

Continuous support of repressive 
governments and an unwavering stance 

towards Israel (shielding it from compliance 

with International Law) is the essence; and 
this policy will not change without substantial 

pressure on the American government, which 

must come from the American public.

Georgia Political Review 30

GPR





joining the �It Gets Better� campaign and 

personally speaking with President Obama 

at a fundraising event about the suicide 

epidemic. Her attention isn�t short-lived, ei-

ther; in public appearances, she consistently 

reinforces her support and identiication with 
the LGBT community, linking her music and 
stardom with her social activism.

Lady Gaga deies social norms in almost 
every way, but particularly in the way in 

which she has attained and used her fame. 

Rarely do pop stars embrace prominent 

and divisive political causes before they 

have reached a solid level of fame, which 

some activism would not endanger. Even 

less common is a celebrity who will openly 

acknowledge his or her sexuality. Lady Gaga 
has done both. She advocates on behalf of the 

LGBT community at large and acknowledged 
her own bisexuality early in her career. She 

has linked her activism with her rise to fame, 

never allowing the public to wonder what her 

feelings are towards the gay community: from 

the beginning, she has thanked �God and the 

Gays� and described herself as a gay man 

trapped in a woman�s body. During a perfor-

mance at Euro Pride this summer in Rome, 

she joked with the audience that �on a gay 

scale from 1 to 10, I�m a Judy Garland f***ing 

42.�  She applies her theatre-style work ethic 

to both her music and her social activism, 

making Gaga an unprecedented igure in pop 
culture.

Through her art, Lady Gaga has man-

aged to inject gay culture into the mainstream 

in a groundbreaking way, and this has helped 

to cultivate more tolerance and acceptance 

within society. While her stated mission is 

to make the world a better place, she once 

told OUT Magazine that she often jokes �the 

real motivation is to just turn the world gay.� 

This motive is present and apparent in the 

Lady’s performance art, music videos, and 
actions � nearly all of which are designed, in 

at least some small way, to help further LGBT 
acceptance. Her convictions have even crept 

from her actions into her lyrics. The true 

beauty of an anthem like �Born This Way,� 

in my opinion, is that it cannot be sung by 

any homophobic, or otherwise prejudiced 

person. By speciically calling out the entire 
LGBT community and other minorities, in 
contrast to the more general, feel-good mes-

sages of most songs, Lady Gaga has created a 
platinum single which can only be enjoyed by 

those who truly support its message:

�No matter gay, straight, or bi, 

Lesbian, transgendered life, 
I�m on the right track baby, 

I was born to survive�

By constantly reinforcing that her popu-

larity is tied to acceptance of the gay com-

munity, she has raised visibility and support 

among our straight allies.

Lady Gaga, of course, is not alone. The 
activism of countless people like Frank Kame-

ny and Harvey Milk have helped us progress 

from a time when �sexual perversion� was 

grounds for iring a federal employee to the 
�out-and-proud� phase of today. They are the 

ones who set the stage for a popular igure 
like Gaga to come along and to be as sup-

portive and open as she is. It is they who irst 
blazed the path towards equality. 

 A week after National Coming Out 
Day, it is the celebrities and politicians 

like Harvey Milk, Barney Frank, and Lady 
Gaga that I would like to thank for �coming 

out” as activists and members of the LGBT 

community. I want to thank our straight 

allies who have �come out� in support of the 

community. Above all, I want to thank all 

those who have simply had the courage to 

come out to society, showing their friends 

and families that gay isn�t something to be 

scared of, that it isn�t wrong, and that we, 

the members of the LGBT community, are 
real people: friends, neighbors, daughters, 

and sons. These activists, both famous and 

ordinary, are the ones who have motivated 

the corporate sponsors and church organiza-

tions, such as the ones seen at Atlanta Pride, 

to show their support. This encouragement is 

incredibly meaningful � to the community as 

a whole, and to me as an individual. 

As a young gay man, I wish to extend my 

eternal gratitude to all of these individuals for 

getting us this far; and to Lady Gaga, who, to 
me, represents both how far we�ve come and 

how far we have yet to go - keep changing the 

world and inspiring us all. 
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