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Harror! Leall thee yet once more!

Bear me ro thar accarsed shore,

Whiese on the stake the Negro wnithes.

Assume chy sacred terroes then! dispense

Thr gales of Pestilence!
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l.ead them to vengrance! and in that éread hoor
When ruin rages wide,

| will behold and smule by Mercy's side.

—To Horrar,” by Rabers seathey, poet anc aboiicionst, 1791

The increasmply resonant and coordinated demand for redress for racal
injustices constitutes a global project of moral necessity and historical impor-
tance: in the United Srates, redress for slavery and Jim Crow, and rhe endur-
ing and systemic inequalitics they spawned; in Atrica, the Caribbean. anc
South America, for slavery, colonization, and regimes of legalized racial dis-
crimination. Proponents of redress contend that “without trath, justice and
reparations, vicrims and their communities will feel that the new order has
fai'ed them” and thart “real reconailistion requires an honest examination of
histary to uncover and recognize past crimes.”! Indeed, one preminent repa-
rationist in the United States asserts, “Reparaticns are the central issue of
race relations 1 America 1n the twenty-first century. Until we address it
seriously, we will continue to make only modest progress with some of the
larger issues.™

Embedded in these two purposeful and provocative claims is the moral
imperative to recover the lonz and gricvous history of slavery and coloniza-
tion and to acknowledge their shared lesacies in the postcolonial period.
Thiese are legacies in which injustices and structural inequalities shaped by
centuries of global apartheid continue to adversely affect the
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2 On Redress for Ractal Injustice

Alrica and the fate of Africans and African descendants worldwide, among
other dizpossessed peoples.® Also implied is the idea, affirmed by Gayatri
Chakravorty Spivak in her meditation on injustice, that human rights “is not
only about having or claiming a right or a set of rights; it is also about
righting wrongs, about being the despenser of these rights.™

Together these claims accentiate the central theme and title of this book,
Redress fur Historical [njusticrs in the United States: On Reparations for
Slavery, Jim Crow, and Their Legacies. In the aftermath of the cold war, they
also reference apgricved population groups and allnde to Western hegemeony,
as well as to a period in global capitalism disunguishied by the renewal of the
Narth~South polarity and ascension of minority rights in world affairs.

While the outcame and efficacy of redress for racial injustices is uncestain,
given the current conjuncrure of neoliberalism and assertions of empire,
redress forms a fertile site for coalition building and activism 1n a global

struggle for justice and human rights,

The Baok’s Organization

The book comprises five parrts containing essays and a section containing
documents consisting of primary and secondary source materials, which are
referenced by contributors or included by the editors as useful background
information for readers to readily consult. Unlike the anthologies, mono-
graphs, and plethora of recent essays that do not sirnare redress campaizis
withir transnational contexes or latzer social movements, this volume of
critical essays features the histarical expanse and case studies thatinvesrigate
the modalities of redress and its evolution in the United States from an in-
choate formation to thefontemporary period’s multi-issue organizarions
and agendas.® These wrirings interrogate the moral, legal, and strategic arpu-
ments for and agamst tedress for slavery and Jim Crow. They also expl

cate the municipal, state, national, and international contexts for redress
iz, and American

white inviting larger detates about race, justice, human ¢
democracy.

We examine in this introductory essay the pomary trajectories of repara-
tions, emphasizing an increasingly coordinared and multipronged approach
compased of legislation, litigation, and political mobilization strategies.
Case stidies of injustice — as sites for redress struggles —are examined his-
toricaily and sectorally, inciuding health care, and residential segregunion.

The essays that follow assess the movement’s strategies, strengths, limina-
tions, and possibilities during the present conjuncture in world affairs; revisit

Michael T. Marrm znd Marilvn Yaquins 3

redress schemes of the past, including repatriation; and consider the o
tunittes for coaliion building within the United States and abroad.

We use the rerm redress to suggest a purposcful inelasiviey, It aptly encom-
passes the maoy and varied descriptors applied to campagns and move-
ments, however disparate or distingaishable by circumstance, geography, or
the passage of time. [n spirit, though, rhey share a common aim ar “repair-

ing” hissorical injustices and atoning for injuries and crimes against vie-
rimized population groups. These measures can range from mere apologies,
as in the case of the 115, Senate’s recent apology {Senate Resolution 395 see
Documents, section 1) for having failed to enacr antilynching legisiation
during the first half of the twentieth cenrury, 1o official acknowledgmente of
wronfiifeing, to reparations involving monetary compensation, government
programs that invest in wronged communities, repatriaticn, or restitution of
lost property and/or rights.*

Slavery and the Redress Movement

Uniated
States is the mstitution ol slavery, which was not marginal to, or an aberra
tion in, the nation's formanon, but fundimental to it. During the ¢olonial
period, a racialized social erder evilved, as did eodified slave laws and in-
sttutionalized slave practices, at the level of evervday life. Constitutior
inscribed and muorally and forcibly sancrioned slavery lasted in the repubtlic
until 1865, Whar followed slavery was a century of searegation, expl

The foremesr histarical foundarion of the redress movement 1

tion, and deprivation — the social and economic consenuences of which con-
tinue to adversely alicer the life chances of African Americans.

As our starting peint in part 1, David Lyons pericdizes the four moments
or “racial junctures” that legal

v codificd white supremacy as well as regu-
lated irs institutional practices through the Second Reconszruction. Next is
an essay by Michael K. Brown et al., who track race-based inequirties along a
continuum that exrends from slavery to the cursent prefe
blind” polities. They conclude that a remedy far more amb:
amending current affirmarive action policies is reguired to alter the relason-
ship of the entrenched whirte advanmpe/black disadvantage.” Melvin L.
Oliver and Thomas M. Shapiro’s seminal study of racial inequality in the
United Szates concludes part 1. The 2uthors focus on wealth rather than
income, arguing that social policy und institutional discrimination, mmong
other facties, account for disparities berwesn population groups and assert
that “materially, whites and blacks constirute rwo nations.” They discuss

nee for “color-

tious than simply
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4 On Redress for Racial Injustice

three essenrial factors thas generate wequality in American socisry and that
mitieare che accumitlarion of wealth by African Americans, concluding thata
et reparations moverneni” is an appropriate means to address racial
inequality.

The Black Manifestos

[Te central ¢laims and organizing principles of the redress movemenr are
enunciared in the Black Manifesto (1969) and the Restatement of the Black
Manifesto (20003 see Documents, section 4], Both are premised on the histor-
ical fact thar the United States was constitutionally fovnded on slavery and
that the persiszence of racial inequality and injustice in American soclery is
derived from slavery.®

It may be useful to quote at length several of the essennal declarazions in
the Restatement of the Black Manifesto (hereafter, the Masufesto):

1 AF

Whereas the Un
sibility for its role in che ensizve

ed Bemi nmeEnt has never acknowledg taken respon-

ient of Africans and the p"-‘monor of white

supremacy; Whereas the expenience of snslaverment, sepregacion, and discrimina

ton continues te i the hfe chances and opportunities of African Americans;
Whereas all Americans and rthe Unirsd Srates government have hienefined enor-

mously and continue to beneli

frem the unjust expropriation of uncompensared
rregation of the descendants
wcan Americans; Whereas

EInment

lakor by enslaved Africans, the subordinarion znd s

of the enslaved, s well as from discriminaton against Af

the POTHIRIE tNAt teparalpeas is the

spproprizte remedy whenever a ge
viijustly abrogates the rights of a damesnc proup or ficcign people whose rights
such government is ohl

pated to protect & uphold s been mzernanonally recog-
mized; let it be her m:nfn--.' gosolved.

Firse .. Teis never too Lare o seek justice. . ..

SeEcoy .f, the poiermimend fairs FUESBTHIEL -',-r":zﬂ-

=
iird, the tefrry survives the ded h of vietims.
Therefore, hearings should be heid in the Congress of the United States o esoal

.sh the basis for reparatiois to Afr]c.. 1 Americans, and to det. rmine the smount of

such reparations; wi e trizst shonld be establiched for the henefit of

all African Ame

The Manifesto articulares the legal principle lor reparations for African
Americans. According mo Wade Henderson, excecutive direcror of the Leader-
ship Conference for Civil Rights {Locr), this principle aificms that “for cvery
W

s there is a remedy, and that that remedy is not extinguished by time
itself, particularly when the manifestations of the problem are current-day
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and visible to all.” The issue, contends Henderson, is “how do you establish
raat principle beyond a doube?™1¢

The Manifesto {2zo00) judiciously avoids specifying how to assess damages
for reparations, instead calling for congressional hearings to determine the
criteria for compensation; it also intentionally does not specify the types of
reparations except to call for the establishment of a “private trust,” as well
as to implicare the U.S. governmient as a principal benefacror and enforcer
of slavery.

In making the globai case for reparations, Ali A, Mazrui asks, “How do we
assess the damage for reparations? Do we do it on the basis of damage 1o
African people? Or do we do it on the basis of gain to econnmies which
formerly usad slave labor? So do you do it by benefit to recipi=nts or do you
do it by damage ro African people?”!® While a member of the Group of
Eminent Persons, established by the Organization for African Unity in 1922
to address reparations in the larzer context of African slavery and coloniza-
tion, Mazrui delineates chree categories of reparations, which, broadly de-
Ancd, are “capital transter,” ®skill travsfer,” and “power sharing.” The first is
self-evidens, implying financial compensation; the second concerns the ac-
guisition of skills {(and presumably knowledge) to compensate for the de-
privatien and underdevelopment caused by slavery and colomzation; and the
third calls for greater parncipation by Afeican raticns in institutions such as
the World Bank as well as permanent membership on the United Nations
Security Council.’? Within these three categories, reparations can take sev-

eral forms. For example, they may involve financial compensation for (246
years of ) unpaid labor during slavery, the restitution of lost property, or other
forms of dispensarion for thie incalculable loss of slave descendants’ “African
culrure, henitape, family, language[s) and religion(s) . . . self-identity and self-
worth . . . destroved by pepredsion and hatred.”'® Although controversial,
Heney Loms Gates advocates that reparations are 1npmnr1au, for addressing
the strupgle against pandemic illnesses like pv/aing thar have dispropor-
tionately affected Africans.* However much such 2 pandem

: exacerbates
existing global inegualities, as a contemporary phenamencn it lacks the his-
torical basis on which most redress-related injuries are predicated.

In part 2, Robert Fullinwider, James Balner, Boris L. Bittker and Roy L.
Brouks, Richard America, and J. Angelo Corlett theorize and contest the his
torical and legal claims for redress addressed in the Manifesto, Unlike argu-
ments that rest on the primacy of chatrel slavery, Fullinwider’s de-emphasizes
slavery, along with the benefits accrucd to whires, for reparations claims. By
distinguishing “civil™ from “personal” responsibility, he makes the case for

reparaticas un the basis of citizenship and collective responsa:bility. As such,
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African Americans would be obliged to contribute to anv reparations settle-
Imieht as citizens, just as Americans of Japanese ancestry have done for mem-
bers of their community interned during World War Two.

In anticipation of affirmative action policies in the 1970s and now refuted
in recent years, Bolner argues against the criticism that “benign racial treat-
ment” violates the Constirution. He surveys the implicit and overt racial
sentiments and concerns in numerous court comments, such as Judge Van
Voorhis’s charge that using race 1o promote integration is as wrong as using
race to promote segregation. Invoking the Japanese Frxchision Cases decided
during World War Two and Brown v. the Board of Education, he argues thar
sin¢e race was once used to collimit the wrong, race should be the basis used
1o correct it. For Bolner the relevant question is, “What constitutes racial
injury and how may persons so injured be afforded berign racial treatment?”

Brooks, who updates Bittker's 1973 essay, argues that remedics created
starutorily by Congress may be more successful than a constitutionally based
approach to redress. He revisits the “strict scruriny rest” used by judges in
eviluaring Jim Crow and other “suspicious™ legislative enactments and con-
tends that the court finds much restitucive legislation not drawn narrowly
enough ro meet a “compelling government interest,” making the court a poor
choice of redress.

In the case of “historic economic injustices™ agairist nations, races, or other
socizl geoups, Richard America delineates six condittons tor a theory of
restitution, among them, ro reconstruct histonc economic relations and “to
specify the “fair’ standards . . . that were violated, usually by force”; to
account for the “partern of transacrions”; to determine the difference be-
tween “acrual” and “fair” standards and e2timare the value of the deviation;
and to determine specific forms in which financial restituzion would be made
to the wronged party. Fédr America, the central problem is racism, enabling
“the coerced and manipilated diversion of income and wealth from blacks to
whites.” The solution to the “race proslem,” he argues, is “a matter of mak-
ing racism less attractive economically.”

Finally, in Corlett’s rrenchant essay, a reparations argument is made on the
basis of “collective moral liahility responsibility.” First. Corlert makes the
important distinction, often unremarked by proponents and critics alike, “of
whether or not reparations to African Americans are morally required from
the question of which palicies of reparations would be justified if ic turns out
that such reparations are required in the first place.” Second, he distinguishes
between Native American and African American claims for reparations, not-
ing that the former relazes to massive land theft and broken treaties. Like
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other contributors to this volume, Corlert’s claim for repararions is against
the federal government {the state) for slavery and Jim Crow.

Historical Context

The call for reparations in the United States is not of recent vintage. On his
march through Confederate territory in 18465, General Wiiliam Tecumseh
Sherman issued Special Field Order No. 15 on January 16, which reserved
Jand largely in the Sea Islands and on the Sourh Carolina and Georgia coasts
for the settlement of freed flacks {see Documents, section ). That year,
nearly forty thousand former slaves setiled on four hundred thousand acres
ir the “Sherman Reservation,”!* Although Shermin (and his contemporacies
who advocated land distribution) did not define it in terms of reparations, he
ordered that each family of ex-slaves be given “not more than forry acres of
tillable land™ and “subject to the approval of the President of the United
States, a possessory title in writing.” However, the terims of the land distribu
tion were unclear, asserts historian John David Smith.’s Was the federal
government leasing or giving title of the land to the ex-slaves?

When the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen and Abandoned Land {also
known as the Freedmen’s Burean; see Docurnents, section 1) was established
in March 1865, Congress authorized it to lzase confiscated or abandoned
lands to former slaves who would have the option to “purchase the land and
receive such titles thereto as the United States can convey.”17 President John-
son, however, undermined the Burcau’s efforts by ordering the restoration of
property to the former Confederates he had pardoned, In 1866, Congress
passed the Southern Homestead Act see Documents, section 1). Eighty-acre
plots were set aside in [ive southern states for former slaves to purchase. The
land, though, was of poor quality, and blacks lacked the capital to purchase
farm implements. By 1876, Congress repealed the Southern Homestead Act,
and with it, ushered in the demise of Reconstruction federal land distribution
policies. For a detailed analysis of the origins and legacy of Forty Acres and a
Mule and the failure of land distribution following the Civil War, see Jeffrey
R. Kerr-Ritchie’s essay in part 3. Unlike those who advance moral arguments
for reparations, Kerr-Ritchie stresses the fact that a promise, indeed a com-
mitment that should be honored, was abrogated by the federal government
because it clashed with the “free market dictates” of northern business inter-
ests and Republican politics.

During the civil rights struggle in thexg6os, Martin Luther King Jr., in a
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8 On Redress for Racial [njustice

speech at the 1563 convocation in Washingron, declared Sherman’s march “a
check which has come back marked insufficient: funds.” Black nationalists,
among them the Nation of Islam, the Malcolm X Sociery, and the Black Pan-
ther Party, demanded a “homcland” in a parttioned United Seawes.'® Tor
black separatists, the “lund question™ constituted, in part, 4 form of repa-
rations in lieu of financial restitution. The “homeland™ or “nation” was
theorized from a model of race and ethnic relations based on the concept
of mtmrmal colomalism, which posited that black—white relations in rhe
Liniced Sqames were those of colonizer and coionized {see Documents, section
4)."% While some separatists endeavored to establish self-sustaining Hack
enclaves,

a nartivnal project it failed amid the sevenity and pervasiveness of
racial conflict during the 1960s.

The essays by Yusut Nuruddin and Robert Johnson Jr. {in parr §) further
elaborate black nationalist claims. They address the land question and re-
patriation as forms of compensation for reparations claims. For Nuruddin,
“The tegitimate demand for reparations in the form of a sovereigpn nation-
stale rermains more a conscicusness-ratsing ool than a practical formula-
tion.” For Johnson, the objective is to obrain funds from Congress to tepatri-
ate African descendants in the United States to Africa.

Ir part 3, Robin D. G. Kelley chronicles the reparations movement from its
origins tiirough the period ot 1960s black activism to the prescnt. He asserts
that the reparations campaign is essentially a social movement thar “was
never entirely, or even primarily, about money,” but rather “about social
justice, reconciliation, reconstructing the internal hife of black America, and
eliminating institutional racism.” Kelley’s assessment of reparations cam-
paigns within a larger hostorical project contributes to the study of social
movements and links these carmpaigns ta other nattonal and tranznational

strugples for redress as welt as to anticapitalist formations for werkers® rights
and seli-determination.

It o 1471 conference paper by the recenzly deceased economist Robert S,
Browne, the economic motivatinns fur reparations resonate today. Browne’s
objectiver “to provide the black community with the share of the national
weaith and income which it would by now have had if it had been treated as

other Umumigrant communitiss were, rather than enslaved.” He lucidly sum-
marizes the basis [or the preeminence of the United States as an “mdustrial
power of the twentieth century™ accomplished through the deployment of
slave labor, and delimeates the factors required to calculate a “minimal”
reparations claim for “unpaid slove labor prior to 1863, while also con-
sidering the “underpayment of black people since 1863.” Browne suggests
several schemes, among them, “a per capita cash payment to each black
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American alive,” investing the payment in “income-earning assets” {funds
for =ducation, bousing, and skills training, perhaps not dissimilar to the
private trust called for in the Manifesto), “a per capita cash payment accom-
panied by an internationally negotiated repatriation plan with one or more
African nations,” and “a territorial grant to the black communiry suppie
mented by a payment in cash or kind ro assist in the butlding of an indepen-
dent Black nation in Morth America.”

Taking up where Browne left off thirty-five years earlicr, William Dariry Jr.
and Daniz Frank address issues of eligibility, types, and magnitude of repa-
rations, asserting that “economics can provide useful insighss in determin-
ing” repurativns claims. Like Corlett and cther conrriburors to this book,
Darity and Frank arguoe that a case can be made for Jim Crow, since its

victims are stil! Living. Diescribing post-Reconstruction as a period of “terrcr
that atlowed whites 1o take black lives and black-owned property with im-
punity,” they delineate crireria for reparations claims and propose five rypes
of reparations,

Trajectories of Today's Reparations Movement

In the contemporary period, the cause of and movement tor reparations
increasingly resonates among African Americans of all social classes, not-
withstanding oppositici [rum conservatives, the disfavor and antagonism of
the majority of white Americans, and the objections of some prominent
black intellectvals,

Opposition to Repararions .

Opponcats’ arguments — from left o righr - vary, Many dehistoricize slav-
ery und dissssociate it from the deprivanons and lower sncial status of slave

descendants, dismissing the movement’s goals as impractical or invoki
narional pood against African Americans® demands for raciz

g the

justice. Specif-
cally, they assert that slavery’s tranagressions have no bearing un the living
descendants of elaves; that it 1s impossible to calculute the debir owed to
ther; thar the Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifreenth Amendments to th
Constiturion compensated blacks for the deprivations endured under #lav-
ery; and rhar licgaton for reparations would “pour salr in che American

wound of the past.”® Others arpuie that reparations should be paid only

to the survivors, as in the Holocaust repararions settlements, which cate-

gorically disqualify the living descendants of slaves from compensation. An-
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other claim is that not all blacks werce slaves and that immigrants who ar-
rived in the United States after slavery experienced discrimination as well.
Arxe they liatle for reparations, or should they, ton, receive compensation?
The Pulitzer Prize-winning African American journalist E. R. Shipp is one
who has denied federal government responsibility: “But what about those
Blacks whose ancestors may have been enslaved not in Nocth Carolina or
Georgia, but in Jamaica or Haiti? Why should the American government
compensate them for what the British or the Spanish or the French might
have done?”?!

Some critics have invoked economic comparisons between blacks in the
United States and those abroad, claiming that “African Americans are the
best educated, wealthiest blzcks on the planet.” Or, when U.S. complicity in
the slave trade 1s acknowledged, they apportion more blame to African com-
plicity. African American economist Walter E. Williams argues, “If the gov-
ernment got the mesey from the tooth fairy or Sanra (Claus, that'd be great.
Buz the governinent has to take the money from citizens, and there are no
citrzens alive today whe were responsible for slavery.”* John McWhorter
asserts thar the welfare and affirmative action policies cnacted by the federal
government in the mid-1960s constitute a form of compensation or repara-
tions for slavery.2® Similarly, Stuart F. Eizenstar, a former Clinton admin-
istration official who negotiated settlements on behalf of Holocaust victims,
counsels, “For slavery gua slavery, I think the appropriate remedy is affirma-
tive government action in general, rather than reparations.”?* [t seems that
the underlying resistance among mnst whites to reparations, especially direct
cash paymenis, is rooted in the unstazed belicf that welfare and affirmative
action constitute a type of reparation and that, therefore, African Americans
are already beneficiaries of the government’s largesse. Another, perhaps more
cynical view purports tha®African Americans cannot be trusted to use repa-
rations 1o improve their ciscumstances.

Moreover, the prominent African American economist Glenn Loury has
concluded that America “needs some reckoning with the racist past, bue
reparations encourage the wrong kind of reckoning.” By analogy, he claims
that under South Africa’s Truth and Reconcifiation Commission {TRC), the
pardoning of stare officials who confessed to paolirical crimes was far more
significant and enduring than a “money settlement” for slavery because it
documented the “truth” of what had happened to nonwhites under apart-
heid. Loury’s alternative to reparartions pivots on the premise and myth of
Americans’ capacity to rranscend race for the national good. In place of
reparations, he has argued for a “reparation” that “would entail constructing
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and inculcating in our citizens an account of how we have come 1o be as we
are —on¢ that avoids putting the responsibility for the current problems of
African Americans wholly on their [whites’] shoulders.”?S While Loury’s
entreaty 1o a higher moral order and “national fellowship and comity” may
appeal to antircparationists, and seemingly relieve the federal government of
direct responsibility, the facr is that the tre, in its final report, did recom-
mend financial compensation to families of the victims of apartheid.?

Support for Reparations

Momentum in support of reparations, however, has developed by mobilizing
and breadening the movement’s base; by continuing the legal strategy in the
courts, especially against corporate entities; and by aligning with other inter
national redress struggles, principally in Africa. Other domestic factors con-
tributing to the movement’s cenewal in the Unired Stares include the success-
ful lobby for reparations to American citizens of Japanese descent interned
during World War Two and Florida's 1994 decision to compensate the nine
remaining African American survivors of the Rosewood race riot in 1923,
which destroyed the town, In the case of the former, each survivor of th
internment or his ot her helr was awarded, during the Clintan presidency,
$20,000 under the Civil Liberties Act of 1988; in the case of the latter, each
survivor of the riot, according ro severa! reports, received $150,000 for the
assessed value of his or her destroyed property (see Documents, sections 1
and 5).

The public’s awareness about slavery, its role in American society, and the
evolving debate on reparations has also expanded as a consequence of the
prolileration in the 1990s of literary and scholarly works, academic con-
ferences and forums, and media coverage devorted to the study of slavery.®”
However, these activities, though important to the public and specialized
literary and academic avdiences, have ver to be coordinated into an effective
political mobilization {and fobbying) strategy by reparationists.

The movement’s cevival has also been energized by several recent develop-
ments in the international sphere. Germany’s compensarion to Holocaust
survivors and slave laborers during World War Two, the Vatican's apol-
ogy “for its misdeeds of the past,” and Swiss bariks’ “atonement for appro-
priating the accounts of Holocaust victims” have established, among other
ciaims, precedents for repararions to survivors {or their living heirs) of gen-
ocide and other vielations of kuman rights. 2

Next we illustrate the various wajectories that the redress movement in
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the United States has followed in recent years and indicate some of its
achieyements,

Legislaiion Strategy

In 1989, Congressman John Conyers Jr. (D-M1) first introduced the Comumis-
sion to Study Reparations Proposals for African Americans Act. The hiil was
intended “to investigate differing options to resalve the issue of the effects of
slavery.” Since 1989, Conyers has campaigned in Congress to establish the
comumission, reintroducing the bill as House Resolutinn 4o (HER 40; sez Docu-
ments, section 1). Although 3R 46 has been stalled in Congress since it was
first proposed and does not decree reparations or specify a plan or remedy, “it
would establish the first federally chartered commission to study the impact
of slavery on African Americans and recommend a range of appropriate
remedies.”® The commission’s symbolic and pracucal mmpostance is appar-
ent, as it would formally begin a national dialogee and identify the injustices
committed under slavery, as well as within institutions that benefited from it,
such as federal and municipa! governmenis that, for example, employed
slaves to build public works.? [t would presumably determine slavery’s role
in ¢ivil sociery and its impact on race relations and assess its enduring effects
and conssquences on descendants of slavery, black and white. By implicating
Congress in the proposed investigation, a national debate would follow, in
which claims for government restitution conld be derermined and pursued.
More important, and essential for reconciliarion, it would signify America’s
capacity to confront ard recover its past. House Resolution 40 foregrounds
the federal leg
Brooks argue in their essay (part 2}, holds more promise lor reparations than
the judicial approach, #

At the level of state and nunicipal governments, ar l=ast ten cities (includ-
ing Clicago, Waslungton, and Detroit} have passed resalutions in support of
Conyers’s legislation {see Documents, sections 2 and 3).!! Organizations and
groups such as the NAACP have also passed resolutions in support of HR 40
(see Documents, sectinn 4). Moreover, in 2001, California passed a law
requiring state-licensed insurance companies to disclose whether they “ever
sold policies insuring slave owners against the loss of their slave property,
ard if so to whom.”* The passage of these resolutinns, especially the Califor-
steatepy at the state and municipal levels and

itive strategy of the redress movement and, as Bittker and

nia law, advance the legislative
may have important implications for futire claims against corporase entities,
facilitating plaintiffs’ access to the records of companies liable to litigation

(see Documents, seerion 2),77
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Lingation Sirategy

s thousand black
farmers against the U.S. Department of Agriculture was ostensibly sctrled by
the federal government. In the view of Charles J. Ogletree, this “represents
the largest civil-rights settlement by the government ever, with a likely pay-
out of about $2 billion” (sce Documents, section 6.3 The actual settlement
in the lawsuit, Pigford v. Glickman, was $2.3 billion. However, five years
later, the Environmensal Working Group found that of the $2.3 hillion,
three-quarters had rat been paid, and of every ten clumanrs, nine had been
denied. A new lawsuit was filed in 2004 for $20 billian on behalf of rwen Y-
five thouzand black farmers.

In zcot, the Tubsa Race Riot Commission finally published its recommen-

In raa, a discrimination suit on behalf of more than twe

danons on evenrs that had taken place some sixty years earlier {see Docu-

menis, section 5). The pericd 1898 to 1923 was di 'l'i:lgnih'hed by majar race

ts in the United Srates, with an especially brutal one occurring in Tulsa,
Oklahoma, in 1927, It claimed the lives of nearly three hundred black resi-
dents of the Greenwood district. Wiute deputies and Oklshoma National
Guardamen were implicated in the rioting, in which vietims were shor and
lynchied; this was iollowed by arson arracks thar destroyed more than a
thousand bomes i Greenwood. In the aftermath of the riot, city offict
promised to compensate the survivors of Greenwood but never did. In 1o

7
the state of Oklahoma established a commission to look into the riot, and
nearly five years later, the Tulsa Race Riot Commission recommended that
the state campensate the survivors. However, that same year, the governor of
Oldahoma, Frark Keating, denied the stare’s culpahilicy and claimed that

‘state law prohibits Oklahoma from making reparations (e any past mass
crime committed by its officials or on the srate’s behalf "3

Conseguently, a local group, the Tulsa Reparations Coalition, formed a
committes to explore “the possibility of filing a lawsuit against Tulsa that
would chnllenge the existing law and seek reparations,” Having tailed for
two years to advance their claims against the state of Okishoma and Tulsa,
the Coalition: enlisted the support of the Reparatiorns Coordinaring Commit
tee, cochaired by Culetree, a law professor and member of the board of
directors of TransAfrica Forum; Randall Robinson, the founder and farmer
president of TransAfrica Forum; and Adjoa A. P{iyetoro, a semor legal con-
sultant for the National Coalinon of Blacks for Reparations in America
{N'conra).

In March 2003, Ogletree and a team of lawyers filed a lawsuit in federa!
court in the Norrhern Districe of Oklahoma on behalf of the survivors of the
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1921 Tulsa riot. The lawsuit, Alexander v. State of Oklaboma, alleges that
the Oklahoma State Legislature and the city of Tulsa “misled or prevented
victims ef the riot from filing lawsuits (5 19217 and failed 1o compensate the
survivors of the riot as the Comimission had recommended in 2001.%

[he significance of the Tulsa lawsuit 1s rwofold. First, as part of a larger
reparations strategy, it constitutes a test case undertaken by an organization
advocating reparations for slavery. Second, the lawsuir establishes a celation-
ship between reparaticns for slavery and other “acts” ¢f racial violence in the
rwentieth cenrury, enhancing the prospects for future l=pal action over repa-
rations. Aceording to Qpletres, “The Tulsa case will be the linchpin of litiga-
tions focused on real acts of racial violence apatnst living people or to their
descendants. We'll be able to bring clazms and that is jist scratching the
surface addressing the horrors of the zoth century. . . . Tulsa makes it clear
what happened and how horrific it was and how it has been ignosed. Bur the
more important point is that the broader reparations struggle wall not end. It
will just begin.”3*

Although, the 1oth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled against the plainriffs in
2004, arguing that the statute of limirations had expired, and the U.5. Su-
preme Court declined to hear the case in 2005, the Tulsa lawsuir prominently
distinguishes the sccond evolving trarectory of the reparations movement:
litigation. Of particular importance, this strategy targets corporate entites s
well as federal, state, and municipal governments. Pursued by the Repara-
tions Coordinsting Committee and N'comita, it asserts that a historical
relationship exiss hetween the slave economy, corporations, and govern-
ments in the contemporary period. Premised on the claim that slavery was
fundamental to the American economy, hoth North and Seuth, the legal
strategy sceks compensation from governments and companies that once
profited from slavery, whether by employing slave labor, insuring slave own-
ers against “property” loss, or investing financially i other aspects of the
slave trade.

For Ogletree, “Linigation will show what slavery meant, how it was profit-
able and how the issue of white privilege is still with us. Litigation is a place
10 start, because it focuses amention on the tssue.” " Similarly, for Robinson,
the lepal arpumenr 1s persuasive: “When government parricipates in a crime
agatnst kumsanity, and benefits from it then thar government is under the law
nhliped o make the victims whole. That's recognized as a principle of law.”

Litination is also being pursued agarnst cconaimnic entities and other private
institutions, as Martha Biondi discusses in her essay in part 3, pointing out
how | rigation not only advances HR 40, but has implications and relevancy
to the us and other international organizations.
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The motivation for pursuing the litigation strategy against commercia! 2
private institutions is explained by Deadria Farmer-Paellmann, the plainriff
in one high-profile lawsuit: “I turned to corporarions, after finding how
difficult it would be to win a claim against the [federal] government, given
sovereign immunity, the statute of limitations, and an opinion by a relatively

liberal court rejecting the idea. If you can show a company made immoral
gains by profiting from slavery, you can file an action for unjust enrich-
ment.”*! Law professor Robert Sedler, however, argues rhat even lawsuits
against corporaticns are difficult to pursue. The plaintiff must show that the
corporations profited from slavery, overcome the problem of the consum-
tional legality of slavery, and, with litigation against the federal government,
resolve the issue of the statute of limitations unless che plaintiff can demon-
strate that the corporations continue to profit from the gains they obtained
under slavery.®

Despite these obstacles, several corporate entities have been targeted for
scrutiny and possible litigation. For example, the New York Life Insurance
Company was found to have issued policies for slaves in Maryland and Vir-
ginia. As investigations continue, banks — along with insurance, tobacco, and
railroad companies — will be identified as targets for class-action lawsuits.

In March 2002, a federal class-action lawsuit in New York was filed against
FleetBoston Financial Corporation; the insurance firm Aetna, and the rail-
road company csx (“and other to-be-named companies”) on behalf of the
descendants of African slaves in compensation for profits these corporations
earned from the slave trade and slave labor (sec Docurments, section 6).43 The
Aerna Insurance Company of Hareford insured slaves against injury and
death for slave owners; FleetBoston’s predecessor, Providence Bank, was
implicated in the slave trade, financing slave ships; and ¢sx’s predecessor,
Nosthern Pacific, employed slave labor leased from slave owners during the
antebellum period (see Documents, section §). Appropriately, the essay by
Theodore Kornweibel Jr. in part 4 examines the role of slave labor in the
building and operation of railroads in southern and border states, noting that
railroad building was so dangerous that many slave owners refused ta allow
their slaves to do such work, while others protected their property with life
insurance policies.

Should the lawsuit succeed against FleetBoston, Aetna, and csx, an eco-
nomic and educational fund would be created for the “uplifting of African
Americans.™** The establishment of a fund or trust for the benefic of alf
African Americans, as called for in the Manifesto, is significant because it
would affirm the principle of collective rather than individual compensation
for wrongs committed against a population group. The fund would also
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underscore the specificity and ubiquity of racial exploitation under slavery.
The idea of a fund appears to enjny greater support than individual compen-
sation and reflects a deeper marntranion and historical commitment on the
part of reparaticnisrs. Other lawsuits are likely to follow and private institu-
tices will be investipated. According ro Ogletree, “Brown University, Yale
University and Flarvard Law School . . . have made headlines recently as the
bencficiaries of grants and endowments traced back to slavery and are proba-
ble rargess,” 45

With regard to other potentiz] sites for litigation where i
economic consequences of slavery and Jim Crow persist, we dircct the reader
to the case studies in part 4 by Alan Singer, David R. Williars and Chiquita
Collins, and Douglas S. Massey, Each essay concerns a particular sector in
American society. Singer examines New York City’s complicity with slavery
during the nineteenth century by deploying slave labor io the construction of
buildings and assisring Cuban sugar barons to obtain slaves after the slave
eradde was made illegal; he also derails the collaboration of merchants, finan-

renl

ciers, and politicians with the southern cotion trade. Williams and Coilins
argue that the hiszory of discrimmanon, racism, and segregation has pro-
duced lasting health consequences for African Americans. Massey analyzes
how black poverty is sustained by “residential segregation by race” and how
racism is “deeply institutionalized at all levels of American society™; he warns

that “as long as high levels of racial segrezation persist, black poverty will be

endemic and racial divisions will grow.”

Broadening the Agenda

While the lepslation and Litigation strategies proceed, a parallel and intee-

elated formation is emerging that has narional as well as internationz! im-
plicatinns for the redress movement. Several largely disparate otganizations
with common political goals — though not necessarily similar ideological ori-
entations — have bepgun to coaiesce into a broad and multi-issue alliance, in
which reparations constitute one among several shared grievances and de-
rands. The grzanizing agenda of this nascent alliance centers on fundimen-
tal political, econemic, social, and environmental issues and includes hunuin
obal capitalism, democracy, wom-
en’s and workers’ rights, global justice, and, in the case of at least several
groups, the support of liberation struggles for self-determination.

righrs, white supremacy, stute terrogisi

rerna-

The alliance’s formation and practices reflect this converpence and in

tionaiization of political agendas. For example, TransAfrica Forum's “core
‘ [ 1

principles,” under the acronym DARAS, conceen “debr relief, ATIDS, repara-
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tions, agriculriral subsidies, and sovereigary.”* Its objective is to build al-
liances with labor organivatons, community activists, youth, students, and
academics to "lorge new activism.” Similarly, the Freedom Agenda of the
anticapitalist and working-class-oriented Black Radical Congress {8rc) ad-
dresses struggles for human rights, political democracy, the environment,
reparations, the right of self-determinarion for African Americans, and sup-
port of liberation struggles throughout the world, especially in the African
diaspera (see Documents, section 4).%

Along with overlapping and shared political agendas, these organizarions
support tach other’s mobilizing activities and olten participate in the same
forums, cotnferences, rallies, marches (such as the “Millions for Reparations™
march on Washington in August 2002}, and natonal and internationa! coor-
dinating activities. Agiin, TrunsAfrica Forum and the Brc illustrate this de-
velopment. TransAfrica board chairman Danny Glover and then-president
Bill Fletcher have both address=d the national congress, “War, Racism and
Repression: Confrouting the U.S. Empire!” {spansored by the BrRC in June
20603)."" Hosted by the Center for African American Studies at Seton Hall
University, one of the congre

s eight chjectives was developing “an inrer-
nationalist perspective on reparations, peace [ind] justice.” " In a subsequent
conference held in 2005, “Confronting Empire: The Fight for Global Jus-
tice,” held at Georgia State University, the B¢ sponsored a workshop de-
voted to “reparations as a pelitica! response to slavery and racism.”3¢

Other single- or multi-issue organizations in the United States associated
with the alliance, or that support reparations, mclude N'cosra, which i
engazed in various educational activities to mobilize for reparations and
lobby Congress to support HR 4o; the Reparanons Coordinating Commitiee,
which is pursuing the Tulsa case and other lawsuits; and the Reparations
Mubilization Coalition, which s focused on developing a reparations primer
for “grassroots educaticn and mobilization™ (see Documents, section 4).
Independently and toget

'r, these organizations’ activities constitute the po-
litical mobiiizadion |coulition-building and educational) sirategy of the repa-
rations movement in the United States, lo conjunction with the legeslative
and lirication strategics discussed earlier, a national movement, inclusive of
civil rights organizations, is evolving, with growing and coordinated links to
redress struggles in Africa and the Caribbean,

A case in poinr is the un World Conference against Racism, Racial Dis-
crimination, Xernophobia, and Related Intolerance (wcar) held in Durban,
South Africa, in 2001, Disputes and acrimony arose among delegates and
diplomats from the 166 nations in attendance, including disagreements be-
tween some African leaders regarding reparations and efforts by U.S. and
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some Eurgpean delezations to undermine discussions about both reparations
and [srael’s continuing hegemony of the occupied terrirories.*! Sull, the prac-
tical and symbelic importance of the WCAR was manifest in its fnal declara-
tion.’? Two of its final provisions are of direct importance to the redress
movement:

[13.] We acknow
slave trade, were appalling tragedies in the history of humanity niot only because of
their abhorrent barkarism but also in terms of their magnitude, organized nature

e that slavery and the slave trade, including the ransatfantic

and especially their negation of the essence of the victims and further acknowledge
that slavery and the slave traide are a crime against bumanity [emphasis added] and
should always have been so, especially the transatlantic slave rzade, and are among
the major sources and manifestations of racism, racial diserimitsation, xenophnbia

and relursd intolerance, and that Africans and prople of Afrivan descent, Astans
and p=uple of Asian descent and indigenous peaples were vicrims of these acs and
contrmue to be victims of their consequenses. . .,

{104.] We also strongly reaffirm as a pressing requirement of jusrice that victims of
human rights violations resulting from racism, racial Jdiscrimination, xenophobia
and related intolerance, gspeciaily in the light of their vulnerabie situation secially,

cultirally and economically, should be assured of having access to justice, inelad-
ing lega! assistance where appropriate, and effective and appropriate protection
xnd remedies, including the right to seek just and adequate reparation or satisfac-

tion for any damage suffered |emphasis added| as a resuit of such discrimination, as

whrined in numerous infe rnal and regional homan mghts instruments, in
particelar the Universal Declasation of Human Tights and the International Con-
venticn on the Elimunation of All Forms of Racial Discrimination.®?

Although the final agreemert in Durban failed to satisfy delegartes of Afri-
can nations, African American delegates applauded the declaration, affirm-
ing that it was a “rcnhi{:zvous with history.”5* Indeed, Henderson of Lccr
concluded, “By recognizing slavery as a crime against humanity, the docu-
ment sets the stage for legislative and legal action to address historic in-
equities.”*? Concurring with Henderson, Ogletree further suggested that the
declaration’s statement on slavery constitured “a legal determination that
may enable the reparations movement [in the United States] to exrend its
reach to international forums.”*®

In the aftermath of the wCAR, repararions organizations were formed in
several sites in the African diaspora, such as the Jamaica Reparations Move-
ment in zo0z2. In addition, an international reparations conference, orga-
nized by the African/African Descendants Caucus, was held in Barbados the
same year. Lacking resources and representation from countties in the Carib-
bean and Latin America, and having voted to exclude non-Africans, the
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conference was mired in coniroversy and reportedly condemned by repara-
donists worldwide.’” This dispute notwithstanding, according to one dele
pare, Muntu Matsimela, the conference was a “very positive, progressive”
mesting where "radical discassions™ took place. The Global African Con-
gress, one af several post-Durban formations, was founded in Barbados, 58

An Expanding Global Network

In the wake of the cold war, global capitalism is distinguished by increasing
poverty and inequality on a world scale, proliferating ethme and religious
conflict, and the militarization and caivironmentzl degradation of the planet.
This is occurring during a pericd when American impesial ambitinns are cyn-
iczlly exercised with ind:fference to human suffering and in contravention
of internarional covenants and law. In counterpoint to these developments,
an international network and alliance for global justice, inchoate though
conspicuous, is evolvitig. Revisiting many of the stractural inequalities and
issues that characterized the ™orrh—South nolarity in the 196cs, the multi-
issue agenda of the alliance emphasizes political democracy and justice, hu-
man rights, debr relief, the restoration and maintenance of a sustainable
gavironment, and reparatons, including capital transfers, as discussed by
Mazrut carlier. More important, it upholds the principle thar economic de
velopment is one, albeit essentizl, factor of social development and progress.

The reparations movement in the United States i¢ apn increasingly promi-
nent part of this expanding network, while continuing the struggle begun
durirg the Civil War and by nationalists and civil rights trganizations in the
r96cs. In both Africa and the United States, the 19908 marked a watershed in
revitalized efforts for redress. It is not a coincidence chat in the 19505 the re-
surgence of the redress movement in the United Siates — and minority nights
and North—Sourh 1ssues resuming center stage in world affairs — nceurred
precisely when the cold war/East—West contlict declined in the wake of the
Soviet Union’s dissolution.

In consideration of the broad ar

iy of political and 1dec!npgical concerns
addressed by the global alliance, part 5 includes mobilization stratepies and
modalitics tor redress. In Yusuf Nuruddin's incerview with Saem Anderson
and Muntu Matsimeta, Matsimela contends thar reparation is “a civil nights

isste and a human righes ssue. | © . There’s a direce selationship — an inextri-
cable tink « herween civil righrs and human righes; and reparations encom-

passes bioth of them,” For Anderson, reparations is “a political movement,
and 1n that contexs, we see the impending war |against [raq)] in the Middle
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East as something that, as reparationists, we’re i opposition to.” For Nu-
ruddin, reparatinns has a “proletarian character™; he argues thar repararions
i71 the Uniced States 1s “a working-class agenda and |, | . the Left in general —
White or Black — should support reparations™ (see Nuruddin, past 5). In
agreement with Maruddin, the sre proclaims the reparations movement’s
working-class orientation as & fundamental principle of its organizing strat-
egy. Through efforts to broaden its agenda and constituencies, as well as
mobilize support for reparations, TransAfrica Forum, too, is “partnering
with yourh and students, labor organizations, academics, conimunity activ-
ists, and individuals whose interests converge wicth TransAlfrica's,

C. J. Munford’s essay in part 5 targets these larger pulitical concerns,

ELT A

asserting that, while the reparations movement is “an nitack on capiralism”
and “a race-specific matter,” a coalition berween a “Tilack America united for
reparations. and an antiracist White minority rallying in support of Black
reparations can prevail over mass White opposition.” By establishing a darect
relationship between race and the class character of reparations in the Linited
Srates (and mternationallyi, several of the contriburors address critical issues
that remain unresolved. First, it gives greater specificity to the group on
whose behall reparations are championed. Second, reparations are distin-
gwished as a site for black working-c!ass agency. Third, tms approach invites
propressive groups and organizarions 1o support the reparations movemens
on the hasis of class rather than racial solidarity, in theory avoiding the
historical problems associated with idenricy polirics.

Here, Ogletree’s admonition is parucularly compelling in consideration of

the “class” of Africar Americans who should benehit most from repararions:

The teparations movement should not, [ believe, focus on payments to individ-

rican elaves and their

! The damage has been done to a group— African

wals.s

descendents — bt it hasthor been done equally wirhin the proup. The ruparations

movenenat innst alm at undsing the damage where that domage has been most

severe and where the history of race in Aimenca has lefr irs most telling evidence. . ..
The reparatinns movement must therefore focus on the poorest of the poor—it

st fimance socizl recovery from the bottome-stuck, providing an opportunity o

adidress comprehensively the problems of those who have not substamtially bese-

Cted fromantegration or affrmative action $2
Of the three strategies pursued by reparasionists o the United States [and
abroad} — legislaton, litigation, and political mobilization — litigation is ar-

guahly the most effective ar this tme, but perhaps of limited urility, because,
as Matsimela observes, “All litigation is going to wind up n the Supreme
Court, if the Supreme Court chonses to hear it, That is to say, it will be taken
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to the Supreme Court by the plainff . . . or by the defendants, whether
corporate gntities, estates, or state or federal government entities.”s* Nev-
ertheless, the legal strategy is essential for what it will disclose abour the
duplicity of govermments and corporations and other private entities during
and after slavery rather than for what it may achieve in terms of actuai
compensation io the descendants of slaves. The [egal strategy may also serve
a symbeolic as much as a practical function while complementing and enhane-
ing the legislative and polisical mobilization strategies. In part 5, the essays
by Charles P. Henry and Ogletree and the interview with Arderson and
Matsimela assess the relative merits of the three strategies. Adrienne Davis
examines the deployment of the Thirteenth Amendment to pursue litigation
cases for reparations claims, and Eric K. Yamamoto analyzes the Japanese
redress campaign to illuminare a strategy for African American reparations
claims.

At the federal fevel, the legislative strategy has been unsuccessful since Br
40 was first introduced in Congress in 1989, However, lobbving =ftorts at the
municipal and state levels have begun to yield results as ooy and stare legisia-
tures acopt resolurions thar endarse and suppor: 1R 40 (see Documents,
sections 2 and 3). The pazsage of HR 40 or a similar bill would be without
precedent, implicating the federal governmient in a pational inquiry and de-
bate abour slavery and its continuing legacy. Moreover, it would provide the
necessary historical records and federal documents to advance the litization
strategy, including against the {ederal government itself. The passaps of 1
4o remains uncertain and will require a more effective Jlobbying strateay and
campaign in Cougress. Inderd, adoption of the bill will largely pivot on the
success of the lobbwing efforts of »'conra, TransAfrica Forum, and civil
rights and labor arganizations; it also will depend on the mobilization of a
broad-based and diverse constituency.

Among the three trajectories of reparations, and the obstacles and re-
sistance to them, polirical mohilization may yet prove the most effective
though proltlemaric strategy in the United States (and Lurope). For Mat-
simela and other reparationist organizers, “political mobilization of the great
numbers of our people and zilivs and supporters in this country [is) the essen-
tizl ingredient, the essentzal factor in achieving reparations.” Although po-
iitical mobilization, if not litigation, has, to sume exrent, been successful at
the Jocal level with regard to several lawsuits {e.g., the Tulsa case), at the
national level it has been difficult to implement because it necessarily depends
on an infrastructure {including a courdinaring apparatus) at the conumnunity,
municipal, state, and regional levels that would require substantial resources
to maintain,
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A number of organizations that arc aware of this dilemma, including
N'COBRA, the BrRC, and TransAfrica Forum, have sicpped up their educa-
tional and coalition-building activities and are rethinking strategies for polit-
ical mobilization. A case in point is the 2002 “Millions for Reparations” rally
held in Washington, D.C. The rally was erganized by a pre-wcar forma-
tion, the December rzth Movement, and the Chicago-based National Black
United Front. But it was poorly artended and some civil mghts organizations
were not represented. [n particular, African American communities, espe-
cially in the Washingron-Baltimore area, had not been mohilized. According
to Anderson, “There was really no formal coalition work in organizing for
thar rally.”®3 In recognition of the problems assoctared with the rally and the
organizationa. deficiencies within the movemnent, the Reparations Mobiliza-
tion Coalition is planning for a National Reparations Congress first slated
for 2005. The Congress is intended, notes Anderson, to assemble “all the
reparations groups and key individuals. . . ro have a united front strategy and
tactic around the struggle for reparations.”s®

Political mobilization also involves networking and coalition building at
the international level, as noted earlier. In his essay in part 5, Gerald Horne
elahorates a strategy to mobilize the movement in the United States into
productive alliances with sectors in the internaticnal community.*” Horne
counsels that the reparations movement should seck “to take advantage of
the emerging contradictions berween the burgeoning Furopean Union and
the United States,” along with Africa and Latin Armerica, where opportuni-
ties for coalition huilding abound. He has idenrified pressure pomnts between
nations that can be leveraged to support reparations. The current rift among
member states in the European Union as well as between the United States,
France, and Germany over the Lraq war illusirates fus point. Whether or not
these cleavages can be wsed on behalf of repararions is, however, unclear.

Similarly, it has been sugpested that reparationists should seek alliances
with Japanese Latinos who were imprisoned afrer being deporied to the
United States by Latin American governments during World War Two. 5
Other potential allies include Mexican fraceros who worked in the United
Stares during World War Two and who have now filed a class-action fawsuit
for repararions. The Middle East is another site for alliances, particulariy
with regard to the 3 million displaced Palestinian refugees in the occupied
territories, Jordan, Lebanon, and Syria, and whose development needs con
stitute a form of reparations for the losses they sulfcied since the Nakba in

1948, 1in the domestic front, as Yamamoto suggests, reparationists should
also seek alliances with Japanese American communities that have waged an
cffective and successfi] reparations campaign for Americans of Japanese
ancestry interned during World War Two.5?

Michael T. Martin and Manlyn Yaquinto 23

We conclude that strategic alliances among civil righrs nrganizacions, anti-
capitalist formations, and reparationists in the United States strengthen ties
with an emerging international movement and represent an important de-
velopment in the long history of reparations. This is especially significant in
the present conjunciure of neoliberalism and U.S. imperial assertions. Repa-
rationists’ campaigns, increasingly aligned and coordinared with other coun-
terbegemonic formations worldwide, pose a challenge to global capitalism
and First World nations whose ill-gotten gains were pillaged from the coun-
tries and peoples under slavery and colonialism. Perhaps the International
Court of Justice is the appropriate venue, as Ricardo Rene Laremont sug-
gests, to prosecute reparations claims for slavery, colonization, and other
crimes against humaniry on behalf of 2 humanity.?®

As the Manifesto enunciated the historical and moral raison d’érre for
reparations in the United States, so, too, does this compelling statement by
Orune D. Lara, for the world:

Today, at the dawning of the 2 15t century, we will not accepr to be manipulated, we
will not accept words and crowd-plasing promises whicls are not kepr. We wanrt
and we demand reparations. . . . The Committee for Reparations should take into
account the disastrous economic, social and political si
survivars of slavery in the roth and 20th centuries, .. Thec

af

on inhented by the
ective catastrophe ts
on such a glebal scale that the conventiona! notion of tndemnity or reparation be-
comes meaningless. We have reached the “incompens:

ional,” the non-reparabie.
A fimal 2 obwiows reason to demand reparations is that it is the most appropriate
way to brand History and to root the ¢rime at the heart of mankind so it will never
be forgotren.™
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