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I. InTrRODUCTION

Without significant reparations for African Americans, the deepest ra-
cial divide in the United States will never be eliminated. As Randall
Robinson has put it in The Debt: What America Owes to Blacks, “if . . . Afri-
can Americans will not be compensated for the massive wrongs and so-
cial injuries inflicted upon them by their government, during and after
slavery, then there is 110 chance that America can solve its racial prob-
lems.”" This is a strong statement, yet true.

In this Article, I examine why large-scale reparations should be made
to African Americans and how that task might be accomplished. In a pio-
neering 1973 book, The Case for Black Reparations, Yale law professor Boris
Bittker argued that the oppression faced by African Americans was more
extensive than that faced by other racial groups and required major repa-
rations in compensation.? At the time, almost no one paid any attention to
his analysis. Today, however, many analysts have finally resurrected the
idea of reparations and have begun to take action on that idea. There are
many voices concerned about the high costs of anti-black oppression that
have continued over four centuries. It seems ever more likely that repara-
tions in some form will be paid to African Americans over the next half

century?

I1. UnjusT ENRICHMENT AND UNJUST IMPOVERISHMENT

What are the grounds for large-scale reparations for African Ameri-
cans? The basic rationale for group compensation lies in the stolen labor
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and lives of the millions enslaved until 1865, the stolen labor and lives of
those legally segregated from the early 1880s to the late 1960s, and the
continuing theft of labor and lives of those who face much racial dis-
crimination today. This theft of labor and lives was carried out not only
by whites acting as individuals, but also, for at least its first 350 years, by
corporations and various local, state, and federal governments whose ac-
tions were often backed by law. Many millions of white Americans have
been involved, individually and collectively, in the exploitation and op-
pression of African Americans now for nearly four centuries.

In his probing book The World and Africa, the distinguished sociologist
W. E. B. Du Bois argued that the poverty in Europe’s African colonies was
a “main cause of wealth and luxury in Europe.”* Enormous amounts of
African resources, including great human resources, and much socioeco-
nomic development had been sacrificed to make European countries very
wealthy. There is a similar connection between the great immiseration of
African Americans and the enrichment and prosperity of most European
Americans. Over several centuries, most whites, as individuals and fami-
lies, have benefited handsomely from anti-black oppression and the trans-
mission of ill-gotten wealth and privilege from one generation to the
next.* Today, the relative prosperity, long life expectancies, and high stan-
dard of living of white Americans are significantly rooted in centuries of
exploitation and impoverishment of African Americans and other Ameri-
cans of color.

A. Unjust Enrichment and Unjust Impoverishment Defined

The concept of unjust enrichment is an old legal idea traditionally as-
sociated only with relationships between individuals. From a legal per-
spective, unjust enrichment involves circumstances that “give rise to the
obligation of restitution, that is, the receiving and retention of property,
money, or benefits which in justice and equity belong to another.” In
United States court decisions, the defendant has been required to give up
the unjust enrichment, including gains later made from it7 For example,
these decisions do not generally permit a thief’s children to benefit from
the father’s theft. “[I[f a thief steals so that his children may live in luxury
and the law returns his ill-gotten gain to its rightful owner, the children
cannot complain that they have been deprived of what they did not own.”

Thus, one can argue that a coerced taking of possessions by an indi-
vidual criminal is similar to a coerced taking of labor by a slaveholder or
other white discriminator (“crimes against humanity”). One might thus
extend the idea of remedies for unjust enrichment to the conditions of
large-scale group oppression, including the extreme oppression and ex-
ploitation faced by African Americans over nearly four centuries. Whether

4. W. E. B. Du Bois, THE WORLD AND AFRICA 37 {new enlarged ed., International Pub-
lishers 1965) (1946).

5. Sce FEAGIN, supra note 3, at 39-86,

6. JAMES BALLENTINE, BALLENTINE'S LaAw DiCcTIONARY 1320 (1969).

7. See Andrew Kull, Rationalizing Restitution, B3 Cav. L. Rev. 1191-1242 (1995).

8. PaTrICIA J. WiLL1AMS, THE ALCHEMY OF RACE AND RicrTs 101 (1991).



Wty REPARATIONS ARE IN ORDER FOR AFRICAN AMERICANS H 51

or not this might make strict legal sense under current legal institutions,’
it is a useful analogy. Indeed, it does make moral sense and might con-
ceivably be one basis for new legal institutions aimed at restitution and
reparations for the enrichment stemming from past “crimes against hu-
manity”—such as slavery, extreme segregation, and lynchings—that have
been directed specifically and substantially against African Americans.
Under this latter circumstance, group remedies should encompass stop-
ping the unjust extraction of benefits now and in the future as well as the
making of restitution to the victim group for past oppression. Implicit in
the idea of unjust enrichment is the counterpart idea of unjust impoverish-
ment, which describes the conditions of those who have suffered at the
hands of those who have been unfairly enriched.

This unjust impoverishment has, on occasion, been recognized by lib-
eral whites. Thus, in a 1984 federal appellate case, Willinms v. City of New
Orleans,® appellate justice John Wisdom argued that the anti-slavery
amendments and the civil rights acts enacted near the Civil War’s end
were designed to grant the federal government power to:

provide for remedial action aimed at eliminating the present ef-
fects of past discrimination against blacks as a class. Wholly aside
from the fourteenth amendment, the thirteenth amendment is an
affirmative grant of power to eliminate slavery along with its
“badges and incidents” and to establish universal civil freedom.
The amendment envisions affirmative action aimed at blacks as a
race. When a present discriminatory effect upon blacks as a class
can be linked with a discriminatory practice against blacks as a
race under the slavery system, the present effect may be eradi-
cated under the auspices of the thirteenth amendment."

Since there are close historical connections between past and present
white privileges and black disabilities, it is not surprising that most whites
wish to deny the historical linkages with such phrases as “my family and
I never owned slaves” or “slavery happened hundreds of years ago—get
over it.”"* Recognition of historical linkages is essential to building strong
arguments for restitution and reparations for African Americans.

White privilege entails the array of many benefits and advantages in-
herited by each generation of those defined as “white” in United States
society. These racialized advantages are both material and symbolic, and
they penetrate and encompass many interactions among whites and be-
tween whites and others over the course of lifetimes."” White privilege is
ubiquitous and imbedded even where most whites cannot see it; it is the
foundation of this society. It began in early white gains from slavery and
has persisted under legal segregation and contemporary racism. Accep-
tance of this system of white privileges and black disadvantages as nor-

9. There is the qualification under law of the good faith purchaser, for example. This,
however, does not usually apply to theft.
10. 729 F.2d 1554 (5th Cir. 1984).
11. Id. at 1577 (footnotes omitted) {citation omitted).
12. FEAGIN, supra note 3, at 123-25,
13. Ild. at 180-86.
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mal has conferred advantages for whites now across some fifteen genera-
tions.

B. The Transgenerational Transinission of Wealth

Looking across nearly four hundred years of colonial and United
States history, one finds that racial oppression targeting African Ameri-
cans encompasses the intertemporal reproducing of ill-gotten wealth, as
well as the organizational structures and ideologies buttressing that
wealth reproduction. Socially reproduced over time are racially struc-
tured institutions, such as the economic institutions that perpetuate the
exploitation of black labor and the legal institutions protecting that ex-
ploitation. Each new generation of Americans has inherited this persist-
ing framework of racial inequality and privilege. From at least the early
1700s to the mid-1800s, much of the surplus capital and wealth of the
country’s white families and communities came directly, or by means of
economic multiplier effects, from the African slave trade and the slave
plantations and related enterprises. The worldwide trade generated by
British and French plantations in the Americas was the source of much
capital for European commercial and industrial revolutions. Much of
British, French, and American industry, shipping, naval development,
and banking was directly or indirectly grounded in the enslaved labor of
millions of Africans in the United States and the Caribbean. Indeed, from
the late 1600s to the 1800s, the majority of major agricultural exports in the
Western-dominated world trade were produced by enslaved Africans.
Without this extensive labor, it seems unlikely that there would have been
a successful British and United States textile industry, which depended
heavily on slave-produced cotton. Without that first major industry, it is
unclear how or when Britain and the United States would have become
major industrial powers."” Interestingly, perhaps the most important tech-
nological development of the eighteenth century, James Watt’s improved
and successful steam engine, which greatly accelerated industrialization
(for example, railroads and textile mills), was bankrolled by British in-
vestors with capital accumulated in the West Indies trade in slaves and
slave-produced products.’* Without the often profitable enterprises around
African and African American enslavement, it is unclear how or when the
United States would have developed as a modern industrial nation.”
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C. Labor Stolen Under Slavery

Since the mid-1600s, now for some fifteen generations or so, the ex-
ploitation and oppression of African Americans has redistributed income
and wealth earned by black labor to generations of white Americans,
thereby leaving the former relatively impoverished as a group and the
latter relatively privileged as a group. Consider just the value of the Afri-
can American labor that was expropriated. The white owner’s cost for
maintaining an enslaved African American was generally very low, and
under many circumstances large profits could be generated from the labor
of such a subordinated worker." For example, researcher Larry Neal has
calculated that the current (1983) value of the slave labor expropriated by
whites from 1620 to 1865 ranges from about $963 billion to as much as
$97,064 billion, depending on the rate of interest chosen for the long in-
tervening period.” Historical economist James Marketti estimates the
dollar value of the labor taken from enslaved African Americans from
1790 to 1860 to be, depending on the historical assumptions, from $7 billion
to as much as $40 billion.® Such a figure roughly indicates what black in-
dividuals and families lost in income because they did not control their

labor.* Marketti suggests that, if that stolen income is multiplied by tak-

ing into account lost interest from then to the present, the current (1983)
economic loss (income diverted) for black Americans ranges from $2.1 to
$4.7 trillion.® Updating these 1983 estimates to today would place the
current value of the diverted income from black labor, plus interest, into
many trillions of United States dollars.

Numerous white analysts have attacked the idea of white society
owing such back wages for slavery; they argue that figuring out the debts
of a supposedly too-distant history is just too difficult.? Yet such an ar-
gument almost always fails to note that the damages done to African
Americans did not end with slavery, but persisted for another one hun-
dred years in the form of legal segregation, and then for several more
decades in present-day discrimination. The era of black enslavement was
not followed by a century of redress, justice, and equality, but rather just
the opposite. Moreover, today, there are millions of living African Americans
who suffered severely under legal segregation, and many more continue to

18. W. E. B. Du Bois, BLACK RECONSTRUCTION IN AMERICA: AN Essay TowarD A HisTORY
OF THE PART WHICH BrLAck FoLk PLAYED IN THE ATTEMPT TO RECONsTRUCT DEMOC-
RACY IN AMERICA, 18601880 (1935).

19. David H. Swinton, Racial Inequality and Reparations, in THE WEALTH oF Races: THE
PrRESENT VALUE OF BENEFITS FROM PasT INjusTices 156 (Richard F America ed.,
1990).

20. James Marketti, Estimated Present Value of Income Diverted During Slavery, in THE WEALTH
OF RACES: THE PRESENT VALUE oF BENEFITS FROM PasT INJUsTICES 107-12 (Richard F
America ed., 1990). Marketti estirnates slave prices and the number of those enslaved
for the decades between 1790 and 1860, with allowance for price variations by age
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from slaves. He also calculates the value of the diverted labor income (compounded
via interest) for later points in time.
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suffer today from racial discrimination at the hands of many white Ameri-
cans.®

D. More Labor Stolen: The Era of Legal Segregation

After the Civil War, white southerners used open terrorism for some
years in order to win a major goal of that war—the continued oppression
of African Americans and the extensive use of their labor. Organizing Ku
Klux Klan violence and other coercion, whites, including those in the
ruling elite, worked to deny newly freed blacks access to land, credit, po-
litical power, and education.® There was much anti-black discrimination,
and soon legal segregation was established in all southern and some
northern states. Significantly, many government officials, including those
in the judicial system, were actively involved in maintaining this racial
oppression. Under legal segregation, the income and other economic losses
for black Americans were again extremely high. One research study esti-
mated the cost of labor market discrimination for 1929-1969 (in 1983 dol-
lars) at $1.6 trillion.¥ Calculating the cost of anti-black discrimination
from the end of slavery in 1865 to the year 1968, the end of legal segrega-
tion, and putting that calculation into year-2004 dollars would likely in-
crease that wage-loss estimate to several trillion dollars.

E. Continuing Theft of Labor Today

Since the end of official segregation black Americans have suffered
additional economic losses. A number of economic studies have sug-
gested how much African American workers annually lose from con-
tinuing discrimination and informal segregation in employment. Just for
one year in the 1970s, the cost of continuing racial discrimination in em-
ployment has been estimated at about $34 to 123 billion.® Estimating a
dollar figure for the period since the end of segregation to the present day
would doubtlessly bring this figure of lost income and purchasing power
from continuing discrimination to another several trillion dollars.

In addition, William Darity reminds us that what blacks lose whites
often gain:

These are pretty good calculations, but they are all made on the
assumption that if racial discrimination were eliminated every-
thing else would be much the same. Discrimination appears as a
deadweight loss to all Americans. No attention is given to the in-
terdependence between the incomes of blacks and whites, and the
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possibility that the incomes of whites are higher because the in-
comes of blacks are lower?

Thus, one can see much of these dollar figures as added and undeserved
income for white Americans, not just losses for African Americans.

Thus, by even rough calculations, the sum total of the worth of all the
black labor stolen by whites through the means of legal slavery, legal seg-
regation, and contemporary racial discrimination is truly staggering—
many trillions of dollars. The worth of all that labor, taking into account
lost interest over time and putting it in today’s dollars, is perhaps in the
range of $5 to $24 trillion.

F. Yet Other Economic Costs

Labor lost means capital lost, both that directly generated and that
which might have otherwise been borrowed. As David Swinton has
noted,

Discrimination and racism reduced the historic accumulation [of]
capital by blacks and increased accumulation by whites. The re-
sulting disparities in ownership of capital are transmitted inter-
generationally. These capital disparities would prevent attainment
of racial equality even if current discrimination ended and blacks
and whites had identical tastes and preferences.®

Recall that after the Civil War some congressional proposals were aimed
at giving those recently freed arable land—the famous forty acres and a
mule. Yet most black families never got any access to the land promised,
and the inequality in wealth-generating agricultural land has been a ma-
jor cause of persisting racial inequality. Passed under the Abraham Lin-
coln administration, the Homestead Act provided access to productive
land and wealth, mostly for white families, from a long period of United
States history—from the 1860s to the 1930s. Some 246 million acres were
provided by the federal government—typically at no, or minimal, cost—
for some 1.5 million homesteading families.” Research by Trina Williams
estimates that—depending on calculations of multiple ownership, mor-
tality, marriage, and childbearing patterns—somewhere between twenty
and ninety-three million Americans are now the beneficiaries of this large
wealth-generating program over several generations.”” Williams suggests
that the most likely figure is in the middle range, perhaps forty-six mil-
lion, a figure equal to about one-quarter of the current population.® Al-
most all these beneficiaries have been white because only four thosand
African Americans were able to make entries under the Homestead Act.
(And very large numbers of African Americans would likely have taken
advantage of such opportunities at the time, had they been permitted ac-
cess.) In order to build successful families and provide for their children,

29, Id.at1l.

30. Swinton, supra note 19, at 157.

31. TriNa WiLLIAMS, THE HOMESTEAD ACT: A MAJOR ASSET-BUILDING POLICY IN AMERI-
can HisTtory, 5-6 (Center for Social Dev,, Working Paper No. 00-9, 2000).

32. I at8.

33. Id. She includes the two most recent generations in these calculations,
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parents need access to significant wealth-generating assets, and land is
one major asset. Indeed, Stephen DeCanio’s research indicates that those
formerly enslaved who were propertyless and emancipated without ar-
able land were destined to endure major long-term economic disparity
with whites.* Indeed, this initial gap in access to wealth-generating land
assets can be shown to have likely produced most of the long-term white-
black gap in income, even without taking into consideration such other
factors as persisting job discrimination.®

Added to the lack of land was the rigid legal and de facto segregation
that developed, in the South and in the North, in the decades just before
and after 1900. This further prevented black Americans from getting good
jobs, buying decent homes, and thereby generating the family assets nec-
essary to compete effectively with whites over many lifetimes. Because of
pervasive discrimination, there has been relatively little economic inheri-
tance across generations of African Americans. In contrast, most white
families garmnered some economic resources in the past and enhanced those
assets over a few, or many, generations.* Historically, a majority of whites
have accumulated material advantages by the transmission of assets such
as some savings, land, small businesses, or homes. Many decades of dis-
crimination in employment and housing have resulted in black families
being less likely to be homeowners.” Discriminatory practices in home
sales and insurance have long limited the ability of black Americans to
build housing equities that might be used to start a business or help chil-
dren get a good education. Because of discrimination in securing mort-
gages for homes, as well as for businesses, African Americans are losing
an estimated $100 billion in equity over this current generation as com-
pared to whites.® Moreover, over the last few generations this lost home
equity doubtlessly totals many tens of billions of dollars. In addition, re-
cent research indicates that the current white-black differential in assets is
not the result of differences in savings rates.”

G. The Current Bottom Line: Economic Inequality

For recent decades United States census data show the black median
family income to be consistently in the range of fifty-five to sixty-one per-
cent of the white median family income.” Today, as in the past, black
families face poverty at a much greater rate than white families and an
unemployment rate roughly twice that of whites.*! Black workers are of-
ten the first laid off during economic recessions and the last to be recalled.

34. Stephen ]. DeCanio, Accumulation and Discrimination in the Postbellum South, in Mag-
KET INsTITUTIONS AND Economic PROGRESs IN THE NEw Soutd 1865-1900 103-25
(Garry M. Walton & James E Shepherd eds., 1981).

35. Id.

36. FeAGIN, supra note 3, at 180-85.

37. See MELvIN L. OLIVER & Tuomas M. SHAPIRO, BLACK WEALTH/WHITE WEALTH: A
NEw PERSFECTIVE ON RaciaL EquaLiTy 36-50 (1995).

38. Id. at 36-50.

39. WILLIAM A. DARITY, JR. & SAMUEL L. MYERS, PERSISTENT DisraritTy: RACE aND Eco-
NOMIC INEQUALITY iN THE UNITED S5TATES SINCE 1945, at 150-52 (1998).

40. FEAGIN & FEAGIN, supra note 3, at 176.

41. Id. at 176-77.
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Coupled with a high unemployment rate is a high underemployment
rate. In recent decades this rate has ranged to one-third or more of black
workers in many communities, a much greater figure than for whites.*
Perhaps the most dramatic indicator of generations of white access to the
acquisition of material and educational resources can be seen in measures
of family net worth. The median net worth of white households is about
ten times that of black households.** In addition, black families have most
of the assets they hold in cars and houses, while white families are far
more likely than black families to have interest-bearing bank accounts
and to hold stock in companies.*

III. OTHER PERSONAL AND Sociat CosTs

The costs of slavery and segregation are far more than economic, for
there are many large human and community costs. For example, in the
United States, African Americans average significantly shorter lives than
whites. Thus, in 1900 the life expectancy for an average black person was
about thirty-two to thirty-five years, some sixteen years less than that for
a white person.®® Today, this black-white gap has closed somewhat. Life
expectancy for black Americans is about sixty-nine years, compared with
about seventy-five to seventy-six years for whites.* In sum, it still costs
six to seven years of one’s life to be black in America.

Contemporary social science research suggests the many and severe
effects that socially generated dehumanization can have on the health of
human beings as individuals and as groups. Drawing on recent research,
let me describe briefly some physical, psychological, family, and commu-
nity costs of racial oppression.

A. Many Physical Costs to Everyday Racism

Stress, anger, and rage created by the discriminatory practices and
prejudices of everyday racism lead to serious health consequences. When
asked in interview studies about the costs of discrimination they face,
black respondents cite a broad range of problems—from hypertension and
stress diabetes to stress-related headaches and heart and stomach condi-
tions.” One study researched the connection between racial stress and
high blood pressure for nearly two thousand black Americans and found
that those who reported substantial discrimination tended to have higher
blood pressure than those who reported less.*

42, Id. at 176.

43. Id. at 177,

44. U.S. Bureau of THE CENsus, HousEHOLD WeaLTH AND Asser OwNERSHIF: 1991,
CURRENT PoPULATION REPORTS 70-134 (1994).

45. THomas F. PErTicrew, A PROFILE OF THE NEGRO AMERICAN 99 (1964).

46. JoE R. FEAGIN & KaryN McKINNEY, THE Many CosTs oF Racism 30 (2003).

47. Id. at 32.

48. Nancy Krieger & Stephen Sidney, Racial Discrimination and Blood Pressure, 86 Am. |.
Pus. HeEALTH 1370 (1996). See also FEAGIN, supra note 3, at 139-57; FRAGIN & McCKIN-
NEY, supra note 46, at 76-82. Interestingly, those black respondents who reported no
racial discrimination had blood pressure as high as those who reported much racial
discrimination, which Harvard researcher Nancy Krieger interprets to mean that the
former are likely underreporting. I have found this underreporting in response to
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To illustrate the health impact, let me quote a few black middle-class
respondents in a recent focus group study of my own. In one focus group
a social services coordinator described some physical and psychological
costs linked to dealing with hostile whites in the workplace:

I was having severe headaches, and chest pains .. .. It would be
times when I would almost be in the office hyperventilating. And
... it was just a lot of physical things happening to me. I would
pull hair more, because, just the stress, you know? You just, you're
trying to do so much, and collect your thoughts and do what
needs to be done. ... And the headaches were just, just terrible,
just unbearable . ... And it's also a psychological kind of ill, in
that, well you know, if [white] people are constantly watching you
. ... But it's just amazing the psychological ill that it does to you.
And even though you know you're competent? People can do that
so much to you . ... They can get in meetings and try to show you
up and make you look like you just don’t know anything. And it
is so many of them, you are outhumbered! Sometimes, you come
out, and lash out, and you almost validate what they're trying to
say about you, because you feel outnumbered! ... So, you, you
begin to doubt yourself, you begin to psychologically feel some-
what incompetent ... .. So, it can take a toll on you, and I think it
takes more of a psychological toll on us than we even care to ad-
mit.*

In the focus groups several participants gave details on how they came to
view their hypertension and other physical ailments as, at least in sub-
stantial part, linked to the stress they faced at the hands of discriminatory
whites in the workplace and in other arenas outside their homes.

B. Some Serious Psychological Costs

Not surprisingly, the psychological impact of racism includes a broad
range—from anxiety and worry to depression, anger, and rage. Several
decades back, in what is still the only book on the subject, psychiatrists
William Grier and Price Cobbs documented the anger of black Americans
that is created by persisting, accumulating racial discrimination.® Today,
anger over racial discrimination is still commonplace, and this anger can
lead to inner turmoil, emotional withdrawal, or serious physical prob-
lems.® Commenting on racially hostile or unsupportive workplaces, some
focus group participants described general feelings of frustration and an-
ger, and some told of incidents that generated these feelings. Common
sources of anger are racist epithets and similar derogatory references.

questions asking directly about “discrimination” sometimes to be the case in my own
research and that of my graduate students. This is likely because many African Ameri-
cans dsuppress or deflect painful recollections of discrimination just to survive a racist
world,

49, Feagin & McKinney, supra note 46, at 71-72.

50. WiLLtam H. GRIER & Price M. Cosss, BLack Race 4 (1968). See also Price M. Cobbs,
Critical Perspectives on the Psychology of Race, in THE State OF BLACK AMERICA 61-70
{Janet Dewart ed., 1988).

51. See FEAGIN & McKINNEY, supra note 46.



Wiy REPARATIONS ARE IN ORDER FOR AFRICAN AMERICANS B 59

Thus, a black professional described her reaction to an incident with a
white administrator:

I have felt extremely upset, anger, rage, I guess you would call it.
One incident that comes to mind happened in a social setting. I
was with some, with my former [white] boss and some co-workers
and a man who ran, like, a federal program. And we were having
dinner, and he made a comment, and he had been drinking heav-
ily. And he referred to black people as “niggers . . . . “I'm sitting—
he’s there, and I'm here . ... And as soon as he said it, he looked
in my face. And then he turned beet red, you know? And I said,
“Excuse me, what did you say?” And he just couldn’t say any-
thing. And then my boss, my former boss, intervened and said,
“Now, you know, move his glass, because he’s had too much to
drink.” And you know just making all these excuses. So, of course,
I got up and left. I said, “Good night,” and left. And the next morn-
ing, the man called me and apologized . . . . His excuse was that he
had been drinking, you know. And I said, “Well, [gives name] we
don’t get drunk and just say things that we wouldn’t otherwise
say. You know, I don’t get drunk and start speaking Spanish. This
was already in you in order for it to come out .. . =

We should recognize that the cost of everyday racism includes much sap-
ping of physical and psychological energies. A retired educational psy-
chologist explained this eloquently in another study done by the author
and Melvin Sikes:

If you can think of the mind as having one hundred ergs of energy,
and the average man uses fifty percent of his energy dealing with
the everyday problems of the world ... then he has fifty percent
more to do creative kinds of things that he wants to do. Now
that’s a white person. Now a black person also has one hundred
ergs; he uses fifty percent the same way a white man does, dealing
with what the white man has [to deal with], so he has fifty percent
left. But he uses twenty-five percent fighting being black, [with] all
the problems being black and what it means.™

Evidently, racism has been costly in destroying much vital human energy
that could have been used in building up a better society.

C. Accumulating Family Costs

Still, individual costs are not the only impact of everyday racism, past
or present. Thus, in another focus group an engineer made clear the way
in which his personal energy costs of dealing with whites at work had a
family impact. His focus group was discussing the “eight whole hours of
discrimination” they experienced daily, and he gave his account of the
impact of a time when there was racial discrimination in his workplace:

52. Id. at 4647.
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Orne of the things, though, that really has had an effect on my
family personally was, me having [less] time to really spend with
my son. As far as reading him stories, talking, working with him,
with his writing, and, all of that. And those things really, really
hurt us, and it hurt my child, I think, in the long run, because he
never had that really. | know when, when the program was really,
really running, some, some days I would come home and I would
have such excruciating headaches and chest pains that 1 would
just lay on the bed and put a cold compress on my head and just
relax. ... And by the time 1 come home, I'm so stressed out. And
he runs up to me, and you know I give him a hug, but when
you're so stressed out, you need just a little period of time, maybe
an hour or so, just to unwind, just to relax, you know? ... to just
watch the news or something, to kind of unwind and everything.
And you know you're almost energy-less . ... So, by the time you
get home, you have your family.>

Thus, the pain of workplace mistreatment can have a domino effect, with
chest pains and headaches being linked to a loss of energy, and that in
turn resulting in less energy for relating to family members. Note too the
impact on a person’s own sense of his ability to be an adequate parent in
the midst of a continuing racist society.

D. Yet More Damage from White Racism: Community Costs

The spin-off effects of racial mistreatment by whites in employment
settings include an impact on community. One respondent noted the nega-
tive impact on participation in church activities:

I have withdrawn from some of the things I was involved with at
church that were very important to me, like dealing with the kids
at church. Or we had an outreach ministry where we would go
out into the low-income housing and we would share about our
services . .. and I was just so drained . .. if we are all so drained,
and we stop doing that, then we lose our connection. But I, physi-
cally, by the time I got home at the end of the day, I was just so
tired, I didn’t even feel like giving back to my community, I didn’t
feel like doing anything. And so I withdrew from church activi-
ties, to the point where I just really was not contributing anything.
And it was pulling all that energy; [ was exhausted from dealing
with what I had to at work.®

The impact of workplace racism is graphically described, for even com-
munity activities become more difficult. For many white commentators,
whatever anti-black discrimination remains is to be dealt with on an indi-
vidual basis. However, we see here that the assaults of racism have effects
not just on black Americans as individuals but also on larger social cir-
cles, for the pain of discriminatory acts is often shared with relatives and
friends.

54. Feacin & McKiINNEY, supra note 46, at 60.
55. Id. at115.
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While these focus group accounts deal with recent events and the
damage done by whites who discriminate in the contemporary United
States, these accounts resonate in many ways with the accounts of op-
pression given by enslaved African Americans during the centuries of
slavery* as well as with the accounts given by African Americans op-
pressed severely under legal segregation for its many decades.” Similar
psychological, physical, family, and community costs have burdened
many millions of African Americans from the seventeenth century to the
present, and thus should be factored into any careful consideration of the
reparations due to those who are currently both victims of continuing ra-
cial oppression and the descendants of those who were victims of similar
racialized oppression. Indeed, one could well argue that reparations should
begin with compensation to most African Americans living today for the ra-
cial oppression they have actually received gver their lifetimes.

E. Institutional Costs

As these focus group quotes suggest, there is much more to the costs
of four centuries of racial oppression than just individual and family
costs. Indeed, one of the major costs of this oppression is the loss of much
large-scale institutional development within black communities. Until the
desegregation of the late 1960s, it was almost exclusively whites who had
access to key types of resources for institution building. For example, after
World War |, the Air Commerce Act gave air routes to exclusively white-run
companies.® Access to many other government-controlled, wealth-
generating resources, such as mineral deposits and the radio and televi-
sion airwaves, were kept from black taxpayers by means of blatant and
overt racial discrimination and legal segregation.®

Today, African Americans’ lack of socioeconomic resources and accu-
mulated wealth links closely to the continuing lack of access to key or-
ganizations with powerful influence over the structural realities of United
States society. To take one major example, note the mass media. African
Americans have no control over any of the major television or newspaper
networks, which means that they do not have significant control over the
stereotypical images and information on African Americans often circu-
lated nationally by these media. Nor can they circulate the positive informa-
tion necessary for socializing their children and building their communities
as effectively as they could if they had the power of the white-controlled
corporations that regularly push their own agendas and interests through
the media. Research shows that whites have controlled the often negative
images of key government programs, such as affirmative action, that are
of great concern to African Americans.® African Americans do not even

56. See BENJAMIN ALBERT BoTkiN, Lay My Burpen Down: A FoLk HISTORY OF SLAVERY
(1945).

57. See JouN L. GwaLTNEY, DrYLONGSO: A SELF-PORTRAIT OF Brack AMERICA (1981);
StersoN KENNEDY, JIM CRow Guing: THE Way 1T WoRrxs (1959).

58. THEODORE CRrOSS, THE BLACK POWER IMPERATIVE: RACIAL INEQUALITY AND THE PoLI-
TICS OF NONVIOLENCE 515-18 (1984).

59. Seeid.

60. Robert M. Entman, Manufacturing Discord: Media in the Affirmative Action Debate, 2
Harv. INT'L ]. PRESS / PoLiTiCs 36 (1997).

(pgdn‘—l



62 ®m HARVARD BLacCKLETTER Law JournAL B VoL. 20, 2004

have the power to get the issue of affirmative action or reparations fully
into the mass media for a full positive discussion of the implications of
such programs. Thus, most of the discussion in the mainstream media of
such issues has had a decidedly white, usually conservative, orientation.
Contemporary African Americans would have much more control over
the mass media images and discussions if their ancestors—who were in
fact in the United States in large numbers at the time the media were ini-
tially established (and unlike recent immigrants, who often do better in
institutional building and control}—had possessed anything close to equal
access to resources for institution building in their communities.*!

IV. PREVIOUS REPARATIONS FOR SOCIAL INJUSTICE

In summary, then, each year in the United States literally millions of
racist attacks—blatant, covert, and subtle racist acts—are mounted by white
Americans against black Americans in all major institutional arenas—
from housing and schools, to workplaces and transportation, to shopping,
recreation, and police contacts. If the many instances of discrimination are
counted up over the lifetime of a typical older African American, they
doubtless reach into the thousands. For all recent and current African
American lifetimes, many millions of lifetimes, taken together they thus
mount into fens of billions of racist, discriminatory acts and incidents.®
Given this sobering reality, it is obvious that a huge debt is owed to African
Americans by white Americans.

A. Civil Rights Efforts

Yet little of this debt has been paid. The proclaimed civil rights laws of
the 1960s are thought by many whites to have “solved” most or all of the
problem of racial discrimination in the United States.® Yet such laws have
brought, at best, only a modest redress of discrimination and some equal-
ity of opportunity in everyday settings. Few of the millions of cases of
discrimination perpetrated by whites each year against black targets are
ever redressed by private or government remedies.* Moreover, recent re-
search on progress in civil rights, including such things as civil rights
laws, shows that these policies against discrimination do not represent
significant compensation, much less significant atonement, by whites as a
group for the long-term racial oppression. Thus, these changes did not
come because the white majority suddenly became committed to imple-
menting the ideal of social justice. Instead, civil rights changes and poli-
cies since the 1950s are mostly the result of broad social forces coming to-
gether. First, the circumstances of recent wars {including the Cold War)
have necessitated that the white political leadership seek to reduce inter-
nal turmoil in order to create a nation united against an external political
enemy—a condition encouraging governmental action to reduce racial
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conflict. Secondly, change has come when black leaders led millions of
African Americans in community protests pressuring vulnerable white lead-
ers to act on the country’s putative social justice ideals.®® Historical data
show that, in bringing racial change, the political and international interests
of white America’s leaders have been more important than commitments to
racial justice.%

In general, the idea of going beyond civil rights enforcement to repa-
rations for African Americans is rejected by most whites. For example,
one 2002 opinion survey in New York found that nearly three quarters of
the white respondents were opposed to the idea of reparations for African
Americans. (In contrast, three quarters of black respondents, and just over
half of Latino respondents were supportive.)*¥ Interestingly, in contrast to
what might have been expected, the majority of all respondents were not
personally offended by discussions of the reparations issue.*®

One argument against reparations is that societal oppression against
black Americans has been too impersonal for the development of specific
remedies. In recent years some federal courts have accepted the view that,
while there may still be societal discrimination, no one can determine
who in particular is responsible and who has benefited; thus, no compen-
sation is necessary. Thus, in City of Richmond v. |. A. Croson Co., Justice
Sandra D. O'Connor referred to “the sorry history of both private and public
discrimination in this country”® and recognized the reality of “past so-
cietal discrimination.”” Emphasizing the “past,” not the present, O'Connor
naively characterized societal discrimination as “amorphous” with no
clear link to present-day discrimination against African Americans—espe-
cially to black businesses—in contemporary Richmond, Virginia.” Yet the
evidence of past and present anti-black discrimination in any United
States city, as we have noted above, is major, well-documented, structural,
and anything but amorphous.”

The problem in Supreme Court decisions like Croson, as in many other
recent decisions, is that the white majority on the Supreme Court no
longer listens to the voices, views, and experiences of the overwhelming
majority of the African American community.” Nonetheless, there are
numerous examples of reparations and compensation being addressed by
United States courts or paid by United States legislatures. Let us examine
a few examples.
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B. Precedents for Reparations: Corporate Cases

There are many precedents supporting the idea of extensive repara-
tions for the damage done by whites, historically and in the present day,
to African Americans. For example, some United States courts have re-
quired corporations to compensate the deformed children of mothers who in
the past took harmful drugs during their pregnancies without knowledge
of the drugs’ destructive side effects. Some courts have held that such
harm done to later generations was foreseeable by the corporate execu-
tives in power at that earlier point in time. The argument that those ex-
ecutives are gone or deceased—that too much time had elapsed—was not
allowed to take current corporate executives and their corporations off
the hook.™

C. Precedents: Reparations for Victims of World War II Atrocities

Significantly, the United States government has been very active in ef-
forts to force the German government to make reparations to the victims
of Nazi atrocities. As Richard Delgado has noted, “The United States re-
quired that Germany make reparations to Israel and the victims of the
Holocaust, even though the Nazi government had been disbanded and
most of its leaders executed or imprisoned.”” For twelve years the Nazis
inflicted extreme repression and cruelties, and millions of deaths, on the
Jews in Germany and other Nazi-controlled territories. Later German gov-
ernments have paid more than $60 billion in reparations to individual
victims of the Holocaust, as well as to the nation of Israel on behalf of
those victims, even though that nation did not exist at the time of the
atrocities.” The United States government has put similar pressure on
Swiss banks, which recently offered $1.25 billion in compensation to Nazi
victims to settle a class action lawsuit targeting questionable actions of Swiss
banks and insurance companies during the Holocaust.” In addition, the
United States government has pressured at least nineteen German corpo-
rations, whose executives have admitted using slave labor during World
War II, to compensate those laborers and their families, to the extent of
several billion dollars in reparations.™

Moreover, in 1997 the United States House passed a concurrent reso-
lution condemning the sexual enslavement of Chinese and Korean women
by the Japanese army in World War II. It called on the Japanese govern-
ment to pay immediate reparations for the enslavement and other crimes
and supported an international court ruling of compensation of at least
$40,000 for each victim.™ This is an extraordinarily ironic resclution, as it
has clear parallels to the rape and other abuse of African American women
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by white men in the United States under slavery and the near-slavery of
legal segregation in most of the South. If reparations are fair for Chinese
and Korean women, why not for African American women, many of whom
are still living?

D. Precedents: Token Reparations for Japanese Americans

United States leaders, almost all of thermn white men, have recognized
a reparations principle in regard to discriminatory action by the United
States government against United States citizens during World War II.
After years of resistance to the idea, in the late 1980s the federal govern-
ment finally agreed to pay modest reparations to Japanese Americans
wrongfully interned in concentration camps during World War 11 For
years Japanese American organizations pressed the United States gov-
ernment for repayment of losses suffered from racist government action.
In 1987, after years of foot-dragging, the House finally passed a law with
an apology for the internment and $1.2 billion in reparations.* Surviving
internees or their heirs received $20,000 each for the economic losses and
the pain and suffering. As modest as this compensation was, it signaled
an official admission of the damage done by governmental discrimination
and some willingness to make reparations.®* Yet, even this modest com-
pensation was not made until Japanese Americans had a strong partner in
a now powerful Japanese government and economy.

E. Precedents: Reparations for “Ethnic Cleansing” in the United States

Some reparations have also been provided to Native Americans for
lands long ago taken with little or no compensation, and often in contra-
vention of official United States government treaties. In recent decades
many indigenous groups have pressed land claims in federal court, and
some have won their cases, with monetary compensation or illegally taken
lands restored.® For example, in 1980, after a lengthy court battle, the
United States Supreme Court awarded the Lakota Sioux $122.5 million for
more than 7 million acres taken illegally in the 1870s.* Significantly, this
cash award was refused by the Lakota, who insisted that their sacred land.
was not for sale and that the land itself should be returned.*® In recent
years Sioux leaders have taken their case to the United Nations, where
some have been part of the U.N. committee writing a Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples. Provisions included in the declaration are
the “restitution of the lands, territories and resources” and the “enforce-
ment of treaties.”® The Native American Rights Fund, a national legal
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defense firm, has represented various Native American groups in nego-
tiations for treaty-guaranteed natural resources and for restoration of
their treaty status as sovereign nations.”

Moreover, on September 8, 2000, at a ceremony marking the 175th an-
niversary of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the head of the Bureau, Kevin
Gover, described the evolution of the agency from a War Depariment office
to one that supervised the lives of Native Americans on reservations and
noted that “this agency participated in the ethnic cleansing that befell the
Western tribes. This agency set out to destroy all things Indian. The legacy
of these misdeeds haunts us.”® Gover then proceeded to make a formal
apology to Native Americans on behalf of the bureau: “Let us begin by
expressing our profound sorrow for what the agency has done in the
past.”®

Clearly, under some circumstances, the United States government has
recognized the right to reparations or other compensation for racial and
ethnic oppression—but not, as yet, for black or Latino Americans. Puerto
Rican and Mexican Americans have also pressed for some reparations for
racial oppression, albeit so far unsuccessfully. In the 1960s a new organi-
zation, the Alianza Federal de Mercedes, was founded by a Mexican Ameri-
can activist, Reies Lopez Tijerina. Researching old Mexican land grants in
the Southwest, he found that land had long ago been stolen from Mexican
families by new white immigrants coming into the area. A group of
Alianza members marched on the state capital in Santa Fe and presented
a statement of grievances about that theft of land; another group camped
out without a permit on Kit Carson National Forest land, once part of a
Mexican communal land grant. As a result, United States forest rangers
were seized and tried for violating old land-grant boundaries.* More re-
cently, some Mexican Americans in the southwestern states have filed
lawsuits seeking the return of stolen lands or compensation for those lands.”

In addition, Puerto Ricans have pressed for compensation for oppres-
sion. The Puerto Rican Independence Party has called for dollar compen-
sation from the United States government.” In recent decades, residents
of the island of Vieques near Puerto Rico have seen their island become
the target for massive bombing by the United States Navy; they have
asked for reparations for decades of damage to the physical environment
and to the health of the island’s citizens.”

V. INTERNATIONAL PRECEDENTS: REPARATIONS FOR SOUTH AFRICANS

The principle of reparations for major human rights violations is also
well established in international law. The International Court in the Hague,
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among other international tribunals, has now awarded reparations a
number of times.™

Moreover, recent government actions in South Africa have included
payment of reparations to the victims and survivors of human rights viola-
tions. These reparations have been recommended by the South African
Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC), an organization that offers
an important model for those setting up programs to deal with past racial
oppression.* Not only does the Commission have the power to grant am-
nesty after a full hearing on human rights violations, but it has also set in
motion programs for the payment of reparations to those who suffered
the violations.* Interim payments to victims of rights violations were started
in 1998, and the movement to permanent reparations was set in motion.”
The TRC recommended to the government that the victims and survivors
of human rights violations should receive reparation payments totaling
$430 million paid over several years. It also recommended reparations in
the form of community programs for housing, health care, and educa-
tion—programs geared at rehabilitating communities hurt by the large-
scale human rights violations.”® Today, the payment of adequate repara-
tions is part of a continuing political struggle in South Africa, but the
moral and institutional precedent for reparations for racial oppression is
now well established at an international level.

V1. THE LONG STRUGGLE FOR BLACK REPARATIONS

Beginning in the eighteenth century, African American leaders and
their white allies argued for the abolition of slavery and for restitution
enabling those freed to provide for their families. After the Civil War,
reparations were increasingly seen as essential to the eradication of the
“badges and disabilities” of previous enslavement. Several black and
white leaders called for compensation for those newly freed from slav-
ery.” For example, at a Republican convention in Pennsylvania, Thaddeus
Stevens called for the taking of 400 million acres from former slavehold-
ers to provide some compensation and assets to those once enslaved.
Also, Senator Charles Sumner called for land grants to those recently en-
slaved because legal equality did not eradicate the disparities in assets
and power.'” However, with the terrorist suppression of Reconstruction
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and the capitulation of the United States government to this white terror-
ism and subsequent legal segregation, the efforts for compensation and
reparations virtually came to an end. It would be nearly a century before
strong proposals for reparations would return to the public forum.

Many decades later, during the 1960s, Dr. Martin Luther King., Jr.,
called for significant compensation for slavery, segregation, and continu-
ing anti-black discrimination. He supported the principle of compensa-
tion for stolen wages.” Other black activists also pressed the issue. In
1969 James Forman, another African American civil rights leader, made
his appeal for reparations by interrupting a service at New York’s River-
side Church.'* He addressed a Black Manifesto to the “white Christian
Churches and Jewish Synagogues in the United States of America and All
Other Racist Institutions.”"® It called for a beginning of reparations and
detailed economic demands such as the creation of banks, universities,
and training centers for African Americans.'™ The white reaction was mostly
negative and focused mainly on the disruption of the church service.
There was little analysis of the key idea of reparations. One authoritative
mouthpiece of the white elite, the New York Times, published a common-
place misjudgment that is still encountered in much of the white response
to calls of reparations for African Americans. Boris Bittker quotes a 1969
editorial in the New York Times that argues that “there is neither wealth
nor wisdom enough in the world to compensate in money for all the
wrongs in history.”'® However, this is disingenuous and the wrong ques-
tion, as Bittker noted at the time: “A better response is the counter-
question. Should no wrongs be corrected unless all can be? In both public
and private life, we constantly compare competing demands for the re-
dress of injustice, knowing full well that the pit is bottomless ... .""® A
critical point that is ignored in such arguments, then as now, is: Who de-
cides which important wrongs are to be redressed, and when?

Interestingly, shortly thereafter at a 1972 National Black Political Con-
vention meeting in Indiana, a call was issued for reparations for the “moral
horrors of slavery” and the “human indignities” of discrimination suf-
fered since. It spelled out a procedure for starting reparations; it asked the
United States president to set up a commission with a black majority to
“determine a procedure for calculating an appropriate reparations pay-
ment in terms of land, capital and cash and for exploring the ways in
which the Black community prefers to have this payment implemented.”*
Clearly, for decades now, African Americans have articulated the idea of
restitution and reparations.
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A. ACall for Reparations: The Organization of African Unity

Major international efforts have been directed at reparations for Afri-
cans both in Africa and in the African Diaspora around the globe. For ex-
ample, in 1992 the Organization of African Unity convened the first pan-
African conference on reparations for African casualties of European co-
lonialism. Representatives from thirty countries drafted a statement that
called on “the international community to recognize that there is a unique
and unprecedented moral debt owed to African peoples which has yet to
be paid—the debt of compensation to the Africans as the most humiliated
and exploited people of the last four centuries of modern history.”'®

In addition, in 1996 the British House of Lords had a serious debate
on the impact of slavery on Africa and Africans, with a few members of
that House proposing reparations to Africa from Britain and other colo-
nial nations. Lord Anthony Gifford eloquently defended the idea that in-
ternational law has for some time required those who commit crimes
against humanity, including enslavement, to make significant reparations
to their victims or their descendants.'” He noted there is no statute of
limitations for crimes against humanity, so the still-harmed descendants
of earlier victims of oppression deserve reparations. He also offered a
concrete procedure:

The claim would be brought on behalf of all Africans, in Africa
and in the Diaspora, who suffer the consequences of the crime,
through the agency of an appropriate representative body .. ..
The claim would be brought against the governments of those
countries which promoted and were enriched by the African slave
trade and the institution of slavery . ... The amount of the claim
would be assessed by experts in each aspect of life and in each re-
gion, affected by the institution of slavery.'"

It is interesting that the British House of Lords has, for some time now,
been much more advanced in examining these matters of reparations than
either house of the United States Congress.

It is also significant that Lord Gifford has officially raised the question
of slavery being one of the “crimes against humanity” in which Europe-
ans have engaged. Such crimes, as he notes, have no statute of limitations,
which is one effective response to the common white, especially white
American, claim that “slavery happened hundreds of years ago” and is
thus beyond compensation.'"

B. A United States House Bill: A Reparations Study Cominission

Since 1989, United States Representative John Conyers, Jr. (D-Mich.)
has regularly introduced a bill in Congress to set up a commission to:
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acknowledge the fundamental injustice, cruelty, brutality, and in-
humanity of slavery in the United States and the 13 American colo-
nies between 1619 and 1865 and to establish a commission to ex-
amine the institution of slavery, subsequent de jure and de facto ra-
cial and economic discrimination against African Americans, and
the impact of these forces on living African Americans, to make
recommendations to the Congress on appropriate remedies, and
for other purposes.'”?

A key feature of the commission would be to educate the public, espe-
cially the white public, on the racist realities of United States history.
While Conyers has been unable yet to secure hearings on his bill or get it
out of the Republican-controlled House Judiciary Committee, he has
found several dozen congressional co-sponsors and has been working
patiently for a public discussion of reparations.'® Conyers has commented
that some day the “most hidden, important, silent subject we’ve ever had
in this country” will come to the forefront."* He added, “What we're try-
ing to do now is just get the debate going to see where it will lead us.”"*

By the mid-1990s the idea of reparations for African Americans had
moved into the political and religious mainstream. Since the 1990s several
state and city governments have passed resolutions supportive of Conyers
bill or the forming of a national commission to investigate the issue of
substantial reparations for African Americans. In May 2000, the Atlanta
city council passed a resolution supporting a national commission to study
slavery’s long-term impact and the payment of reparations.'*® Thereby,
they joined the city governments of Dallas, Cleveland, Detroit, and
Washington, D.C,, in such a view.'"”

VII. ATTEMrTs To GET BLACK REPARATIONS: STRATEGIES AND TACTICS

The data presented above provide the justification for making repara-
tions in the form of dramatic new asset-building programs for African
Americans, both individually and collectively. The payment of repara-
tions would compensate the black community for the unpaid labor of
their forebears and provide contemporary African Americans with their
fair share of the national wealth that they would have had if given the
same advantages white Americans had secured over nearly four hundred
years.'"
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In recent years some African Americans have sought to go beyond the
idea of a commission to study reparations and attempted to secure monetary
compensation. Their attempts provide some insight into how the expro-
priation of African American labor and wealth over nearly four centuries
might be compensated, as well as into the difficulties of such an under-
taking.

A. An Attempt at Reparations Through the Courts

In a 1995 case, several black plaintiffs tried to sue the United States
government and collect damages of $100 million “for forced, ancestral
indoctrination into a foreign society; kidnapping of ancestors from Africa;
forced labor; breakup of families; removal of traditional values; depriva-
tions of freedom; and imposition of oppression, intimidation, miseduca-
tion and lack of information about various aspects of their indigenous
character.”" The litigants asked the court to order an apology for slavery
and for discrimination against freed slaves and their descendants. Not
unexpectedly, the U.S. district and appellate courts found that these repa-
rations claims were barred by the sovereign immunity principle—the
principle that the United States government generally has to agree to its
being sued.”® Thus, while recognizing that the Federal Tort Claims Act
(FTCA) has allowed limited civil claims against the United States gov-
ernment, as of January 1945, the appellate court held that the statute of
limitations barred the black plaintiffs’ suit. The appellate court justices
argued that “[bly its own terms, therefore, claims arising out of the fact of
slavery, kidnapping, and other offenses to Cato’s [the lead black plaintiff]
ancestors that occurred prior to 1945 or were not pursued within two
years of their accrual, fall outside the FTCA’s limited waiver of sovereign
immunity.”® This argument, however, is problematic if one considers the
larger context of international law, for as noted previously, “crimes
against humanity,” as certainly enslavement was (and is), have no statue
of limitations.'®

The appellate court also noted that the lawsuit “draws on the legisla-
tive history of the Thirteenth Amendment and the Civil Rights Act of
1866 to contend that the federal government had an obligation to end the
vestiges of slavery, but has failed to keep the promise.” Yet the court re-
jected this argument with characteristic individualism: “Without a con-
crete, personal injury that is not abstract and that is fairly traceable to the
government conduct that she challenges as unconstitutional, Cato lacks stand-
ing.”® The court further asserted that “[n]either does Cato have standing
to litigate claims based on the stigmatizing injury to all African Ameri-
cans caused by racial discrimination.”'* It appears, from this perspective,
that black Americans will not be able to secure reparations through the
federal courts until the United States Congress explicitly acknowledges
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the United States government’s long-term responsibility for racial oppres-
sion.

B. State Legislative Action: One Important Precedent

In the 1920s, Rosewood, Florida, was a relatively prosperous black
town of about 350 people. On January 1, 1923, the town was attacked by
whites, and at least eight black residents were massacred, with dozens
more being injured, and the town was burned.'” This massacre took place
with the collusion of law enforcement officials. In the early 1990s a black
survivor working to recover damages contacted a lawyer who pointed
out the difficulties and suggested instead that the survivor present the

issue to the state legislature.'” After some powerful legislators got in-

volved, and momentum developed, the Florida legislature passed the
Rosewood Compensation Act (1994).'” This seems to be the first time that
any level of government in the United States has openly acknowledged a
role in racist violence against African Americans and then provided
significant compensation to victims. The state of Florida acknowledged
the role of its officials in not preventing the massacre. Each involved black
family was eligible for $20,000 in compensation, plus up to $150,000 for
documented losses; those present at the time were eligible for an addi-
tional payment up to $150,000. Yet even here no public apology was made
by the legislature.'” Perhaps the most significant lesson coming from this
example is that reparations for African Americans are not a radical idea,
but one that can gain support even from conservative white legislators if
the case is presented well.

Significantly, the Rosewood legislation is a precedent that has influenced
current efforts for reparations in Tulsa, Oklahoma, where 175 or more Af-
rican Americans were killed in a massive massacre (usually called the
Tulsa “race riot”). In late May and early June of 1921 a white mob came
together at the Tulsa court house to lynch a black man." When black vet-
erans of World War 1 organized to resist the lynching, the police depart-
ment deputized several hundred white men to put down what was termed
a “negro uprising.” Armed white men, including the deputies, went into
the black community and burned many homes and stores, killing and in-
juring black Tulsans as they went. Although the Tulsa Race Riot Commis-
sion recommended paying of reparations in February 2000, government
officials and the Oklahoma State Legislature have rejected monetary repa-
rations for the race riot survivors.' Furthermore, a federal judge recently
dismissed a lawsuit brought by 108 survivors and 271 descendants of the
Tulsa Race Riot against the city of Tulsa and the state of Oklahoma ruling
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that the lawsuit was blocked by a statute of limitations that expired in
1923. The plaintiffs have vowed to appeal.™

In both the Rosewood and Tulsa cases, clear documentation of the gov-
ernment-sanctioned atrocities committed under legal segregation has
helped to make the case for reparations. There are doubtless more such
cases that could be documented for the period of legal segregation—in
both southern and northern states. In my own research and in that of my
students who have interviewed elderly African Americans with extensive
experience under legal segregation, we have documented numerous in-
stances of brutal killings by whites, often as groups, that have not only
been uncompensated, but often not even recorded in white-controlled
newspapers and local libraries."® Such documentation, together with
pressure on state and federal legislatures for redress, might be a way to
help create a larger national movement for reparations. Today, govern-
ment action for reparations for African Americans is not beyond the realm of
possibility.

VII. SoMmE PracTical QUESTIONS: IMPLEMENTING REPARATIONS

What are the steps that might be taken to provide reparations? How.

might this be done? One step in moving toward reparations might be in
the area of education. Many, if not most, whites are inclined to deny the
reality of widespread anti-black discrimination, and also are inclined to
romanticize past efforts at change—such as by asserting that most racial
discrimination has been eliminated by civil rights laws." The knowledge
that most white Americans have about past and recent racial history is so
limited that, without major educational efforts, it will be difficult to get
them to understand some of the key arguments made by advocates of
reparations.

Another early step might be pressing aggressively for a national apol-
ogy to African Americans—which might also have some modest educa-
tional value. It was not until the late 1990s that any United States presi-
dent entertained the idea of a public apology for the government role in
enslavement. Then-President Bill Clinton stated that apologies for slavery
could be important in national racial healing, but after white protests he
retreated from making an apology. Clinton also asserted the common ar-
gument that “the nation is so many generations removed from that era
that reparations for black Americans may not be possible.”' Again, in
1997 House member Tony Hall (D-Ohio) proposed a bill to Congress {(co-
sponsored by sixteen other House members) demanding a national apol-
ogy for slavery."™ Making an apology may be a good place to start, but it
is only a start. A much more substantial congressional step would be to
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begin to provide monetary and nonmonetary reparations for centuries of
oppression.

A. How Might Reparations to African Americans Be Paid?

The previously cited precedents suggest that both individual and col-
lective compensation can be considered. For Japanese Americans, there
were payments to individual claimants or their heirs. Individuals and
families were compensated for the harm done. In contrast, German repa-
rations to Jews went both to surviving individuals and to the Jewish state
of Israel, which became the collective representative of the victims of the
Holocaust.

Some advocates of reparations for African Americans press for indi-
vidual compensation, while others have proposed collective compensa-
tion. There are at least two approaches to individual reparations. Govern-
ment reparations funds could be paid out directly on a one-time per cap-
ita basis to African Americans, or, alternatively, they could be put into in-
come-earning investments, whose returns could be paid out each year on
a per capita basis." Darrell Pugh has suggested a different approach: The
organization chosen to represent African Americans could invest the
reparations for the entire community, and black individuals could then
apply to this coordinating organization “for funds that would be used to
foster the goals that ‘self-help” sought to achieve—namely, economic in-
dependence and self-sufficiency.”’” Some might point out a number of
difficulties with per capita reparations for African Americans, including
the wide differences in monetary and nonmonetary damages suffered by.
individuals. However, as I will discuss below, justice, not individual need,
has been the central issue in most cases of compensation for oppression.

Probably for both practical and political reasons, the emphasis among
most current black and white advocates of reparations is placed on col-
lective policies and group programs. Thus, the aforementioned 1969 Black
Manifesto called for $500 million in reparations by white religious and
other organizations for such institutional investments as job training centers
in black communities, a welfare recipients organization, a land bank in
the South, and a black university.' More recently, the National Coalition
of Blacks for Reparations in America (N'COBRA) has sought nearly
$400 million in reparations—both for individual compensation and for
the provision of programs for institutional asset-building in black com-
munities." According to one N'COBRA plaintiff, “[w]e're seeking repa-
rations for our ancestors who aren’t here to bear witness . . . . Nobody was
paid forty acres and a mule because Lincoln was assassinated before it
could go through.”'*
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Moreover, the community focus of reparations under South Africa’s
Truth and Reconciliation Commission is perhaps a model for reparations
for African Americans. A leading legal scholar on reparations, Robert
Westley, has argued that because African Americans “have been and are
harmed as a group ... I am opposed to individual reparations as a pri-
mary policy objective.”""! Instead, he accents the way that group repara-
tions could help with critical institution-building and asset-building within
black communities. Similarly, in his pioneering 1973 book Bittker sug-
gested that reparations should involve collective compensation directed
at institution building."* He expressed concern that individual payments
would go mostly for current consumption, and not for the necessary
longer term investments in black communities."* However, one should
note in this regard that white Americans have been able to do as they
please with their accumulated wealth, much ultimately from the unjust
enrichment that their ancestors, and they, have gained from long term ra-
cial discrimination targeting African Americans.

Most advocates of collectively focused reparations desire govern-
ments in the United States to fund directly large-scale job training, educa-
tional, and housing programs designed to improve socioeconomic condi-
tions in black communities.'* Reparations in the form of community re-
habilitation—such as for first-rate public schools and housing, and for
seed capital to build small businesses—seermn critical to the full rebuilding
of black America. Yet others suggest the transfer of an appropriate
amount of compensating assets to a huge investment fund that would be
used to create many new job-creating enterprises—thus providing a real
economic “takeoff for black communities.”"® The rationale of the group
approach is that racial oppression was, and is, a collective effort by whites
that has affected the entire black community—even supposedly “free”
blacks during slavery and middle class blacks today. For that reason, the
solution must also be one of restoring communities, not just individuals,
to wholeness."¢

B. What Amount of Compensation Would Be Paid?

Some have suggested taking the average earnings gap between black
and white workers and multiplying that by the number of black workers
to suggest an annual compensation figure.'” Using census data, I calcu-
lated that the current annual earnings gap between full-time, year-round
white and black workers is $9,724 for men and $3,440 for women. As-
suming an average gap for black workers taken as a whole (some would
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be more, some not at all), when these figures are multiplied by the total
number of full-time, year-round black workers, the total monetary differ-
ential is today about $71.1 billion annually. An alternative calculation
would be to capitalize the wages gap. If the average market rate of return
is ten percent, then the total capitalization required would thus be about
$711 billion, to generate $71 billion annually. We should note two things.
First, this figure does not take into account the costs of part-time or un-
employed workers. Adding them in would likely increase this figure sub-
stantially. Secondly, these calculations do not take into account the large
gender gap in United States workers’ incomes, which is indeed about
$9,500. If that gap is included in the final calculation, a much larger
amount would be necessary to bring women workers, including black
women workers, up to the level of white men.

In addition, closing the current income gap would only be part of an
asset-building strategy. There would also need to be a much larger effort
to close the wealth gap, which is larger than the income gap because of
fifteen generations of white head-starts and advantage in income and
other assets. Thus, over these years many whites used access to material
and educational resources to build up family net worth. Recent data indi-
cate that the median net worth of white households is nearly ten times that
of black households.'* This huge wealth gap could only be closed by
major efforts to provide African Americans with land, homes, securities,
and other equity and income-generating assets.

By any reasonable calculation of the unjust impoverishment, the repa-
rations required just to close the income and wealth gaps are enormous.
In addition, to make provision of large reparations more politically ac-
ceptable to white Americans, they would have to be paid out over some
period of time—though, from the black perspective, such a period could
not be so long as to continue the harsh reality of a dream deferred.

C. Who Would Represent African Americans Collectively?

Several scholars have suggested that a widely accepted black-led or-
ganization would need to be chosen to represent African Americans in the
process of developing and distributing reparations, a step with a number of
practical difficulties such as choosing which organizations to include.'”
Still, major African American organizations, especially civil rights organi-
zations, would likely be involved. Potential black beneficiaries could elect
their group representatives. A private trust organization might be set up,
which would be administered by elected trustees and financed by United
States government funds, perhaps for a specifically limited period. The
trust funds would then be distributed to projects for the educational, eco-
nomic, and political empowerment of African Americans.’® Pugh sug-
gests that a national trust fund administered by representatives of African
Americans might be structured similar to the government’s Small Busi-
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ness Administration, with a board of governors responsible to Con-
gress.’®

D. Who Should Be Paid?

Some whites may object that not all African Americans deserve repa-
rations, for some, such as those in the upper middle class, are alleged to
be doing well, at least from a commonplace white perspective. Indeed, this
point has often been made in numerous white complaints about current
affirmative action programs. Yet this argument misses the essential point
that reparations are die because of just entitlement and not because of eco-
nomic need. Thus, Japanese Americans and European Jews got repara-
tions because of the damage done to them, not because of economic need.
The traditional idea of unjust enrichment does not focus on need but
rather on restoring to those who have suffered loss their rightful assets
and position in society.'*

Moreover, white complaints about black middle class’ success are of-
ten exaggerated and made from ignorance or with a lack of candor. Field
research shows that middle-class African Americans still pay a very heavy
price, both in material terms and health-wise, for the continuing dis-
crimination they face.'

The costs of racism have hit African Americans as individuals and
families—as well as harmed their communities. If the unjustly lost wealth
is to be restored, it will have to be returned, to a substantial degree, to
those individuals and families.

We should also note the problem of identifying beneficiaries. Such
identification would raise the question of “who is black?” in a potentially
divisive form. There would likely be much opposition to setting up a bu-
reaucracy using official criteria in deciding who is black. (Indeed, “white”
opponents of reparations might claim to be “black.”) Arguments against
individual reparations include this type of argument. Yet, group repara-
tions may face some of the same problems, though the collective approach
would allow groups already seen as legitimate and black-managed, such
as civil rights organizations and community and religious groups, to su-
pervise programs of group reparations.'™ This would focus reparations
implementation within existing black communities and reduce the likeli-
hood that non-blacks would clamor for participation. Still, there would be
hard choices to be made, and much debate would likely follow any be-
ginning on a government-funded program of reparations.

E. Who Is Responsible for Payments?

Most whites would likely say that they should not be held account-
able, perhaps adding famous but naive phrases like “my family never
owned any slaves.” Indeed, Representative Henry Hyde (R-1Il.), then chair
of the House Judiciary Committee, has commented that the idea of col-
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lective responsibility for slavery “is an idea whose time has gone. [ never
owned a slave. I never oppressed anybody. 1 don’t know that I should
have to pay for someone who did generations before I was born.”'*

Nonetheless, as I have shown above, the majority of white individuals
and families have benefited, in varying ways, from the enslavement and
segregation of African Americans, as well as from continuing patterns of
discrimination. Certainly too, the United States government was directly
and heavily involved in buttressing and perpetuating slavery, such as by
putting fugitive slave laws into operation (including in the United States
Constitution itself). Enslaved African Americans built much of the Capi-
tol itself, as well as other government buildings. Indeed, and rather ironi-
cally, enslaved African Americans put up the statue of freedom on top of
the Capitol." Later on, local, state, and federal government agencies were
implicated directly in buttressing or winking at legal segregation (near-
slavery for most African Americans in the South) across various institu-
tional areas. The federal government has been involved as well in the lack
of effective enforcement of civil rights laws since the 1960s. For such rea-
sons, federal, state, and local governments should be seen as responsible
for making reparations to African Americans as individuals, families, and
communities.

Aggressive government involvement seems essential to building up
institutions that provide both monetary and cultural assets. Restitution
might take the form of extensive and well-funded programs for upgrad-
ing the education and job skills of all black Americans who seek such aid.
Added to this would be the creation of major job networks radiating out
of black communities so that black applicants can get into the tradition-
ally white networks that feed many employers with potential workers.
All of these could be established in every black or multiracial community.
Related programs could provide government resources for start-up busi-
nesses and mortgages and significantly upgrade the quality of public
schools and other public facilities in black communities. A key feature of
these programs would be their substantiality. One can begin on the mod-
est scale, but if reparations are to destroy the extreme patterns of unjust
impoverishment and enrichment in the long term, they would have to be
large-scale programs, and far more substantial than anything tried by
governuments in seeking social justice goals in the past, such as the modest
1960s’ War on Poverty programs. Over time, the scale of reparations funding
would need to be very large, ultimately in the ftrillions, and at least as
large a commitment as the federal government commitment to national
detense. Moreover, the funding would need to last for a long time. Racial
oppression has endured for fifteen generations, so it is likely that the pro-
vision of meaningful reparations will also take several generations.

E. Nonmonetary Reparations

Reparations would need to be nonmonetary as well. One type of non-
monetary reparations would be to guarantee voting rights and represen-
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tative participation for African Americans in all local, state, and national
legislatures, so that they could have an appropriate voice in government
decisions affecting the nation and their communities. The United States
has a long history of making voting difficult, if not impossible, for African
Americans.' So far I have only considered compensatory damages for
the harm done to African Americans, usually in reference to calculations
of income and other economic loss. Yet, psychological, physical, familial,
and community costs have burdened many millions of African Americans
from the seventeenth century to the present, and thus should be factored
closely into any careful consideration of the reparations due to those who
are currently the victims of racialized oppression, as well as the descen-
dants of those who were victims of similar racialized oppression. In legal
cases involving individuals, compensatory damages paid by the perpe-
trators of harm are often accompanied by punitive damages whose pur-
pose is to punish or deter a perpetrator who has acted willfully, mali-
ciously, and in bad faith. Clearly, many acts by whites motivated by ra-
cism have been willful, malicious, and in bad faith, whether committed
under the guise of slavery, legal segregation, or modern racism. Given the
persisting and costly brutality of American racism, African Americans
would not be unjustified in asking for substantial punitive damages as
well. Yet, as noted previously, in our legal system the federal government
can only be sued under certain limited circumstances, and never for pu-
nitive damages. Nonetheless, according to some interpretations of inter-
national law, crimes against humanity have a different character from or-
dinary individual wrongs. At a minimum, if African Americans forgo
punitive damages, this should add a moral incentive for white Americans
to undertake a program of actual compensatory reparations.

IX. CoNcLUSION

African Americans have been the targets of racial discrimination for
one of the longest sustained periods in the entire history of the human
race. Only indigenous groups in various colonized areas have seen more,
and more sustained, oppression over such a long period—nearly four
centuries.

Given the long history of generalized racial oppression and economic
theft from African Americans by white Americans, and the trillions of
dollars in costs, the idea of reparations need not be seen as “radical,” but
rather as necessarily flowing from an expanded—and morally collective—
legal doctrine of redressing conditions of unjust impoverishment and en-
richment. Of course, whites with power and wealth must be made to see
this connection between just compensation and past and present dam-
ages—which is essential if a program of reparations is to become public
policy. Once again, aggressive education of the white public about the
truths of American racial history is very important. That is perhaps the
first task to be undertaken in regard to a successful, long-term reparations
strategy.
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One important benefit of reparations is the psychological and sym-
bolic impact. The provision of reparations would have significance be-
yond the tangible compensation, for it would constitute a symbolic rec-
ognition of centuries of systemic racism. At a 1993 Pan-African Confer-
ence on Reparations in Nigeria, Chinweizu argued that

More important than any monies to be received; more fundamen-
tal than any lands to be recovered, is the opportunity the repara-
tions campaign offers us for the rehabilitation of black people, by
black people, for black people; opportunities for the rehabilitation
of our minds, our material condition, our collective reputation,
our cultures, our memories, our self-respect, our religions, our po-
litical traditions and our family institutions; but first and foremost
for the rehabilitation of our minds ... the most important part of
reparation is our self-repair.'®

Here we also see that the issue of reparations for African Americans,
as well as for others enslaved in the African Diaspora, is now an interna-
tional human rights question. Recently, some black leaders from the United
States and other parts of the Americas have pressed the United Nations
Working Group on Minorities to consider the impact of slavery on Afri-
can Americans and other African-origin peoples of the Americas.'™ One
point they make is that the long term, unredressed disabilities stemming
from slavery still constitute a violation of the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights.

How will real change come? Clearly, getting white Americans to make
reparations in the trillions of dollars for four hundred years of racial op-
pression will, to put it mildly, be very difficult. Perhaps the best that we
can hope for is a good start in the form of community reparations through
federal government programs. Moreover, if history is our guide, it is
likely that the impetus for change will have to come from African Ameri-
cans, yet one more time, As legal scholar Rhonda Magee has put it, “The
master's house may be dismantled . .. by use of the master’s tools. But it
is folly to expect that the master himself will use his tools against his
property in so self-destructive a way. The job of doing that, rests, as it has
always in the past, with those forced to shoulder the increasingly unbear-
able weight of the well-appointed structure that the master built: those at
the bottom.”'® While there are many whites who support such anti-
racism efforts, it will probably have to be African Americans who trigger,
and press for, such changes.

What does the society as a whole have to gain from a large-scale pro-
gram of reparations? Robert Browne has argued that reparations in the
form of internal capital transfers would “involve no loss of resources to
the economy, but rather a redistribution away from heretofore favored

158. Chinweizu, Reparations and A New Global Order: A Comparative Overview, Second Ple-
nary Session, Pan-African Conference on Reparations, Abuja, Nigeria (Apr. 27, 1993).

159. S. A. Reid, Groups Urge U.N. Meeting on Reparations for Slaves” Kin, AtrLanTa J. &
Const., July 13, 2000, at 8]D.

160. Magee, supra note 99, at 916.
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classes.”" There might even be a boost to the economy from such trans-
fers. In addition, there will likely be a society-wide energy gain as black
Americans emerge from under the shroud of racism and gain much new
energy for seeking broader group and societal goals. At the same time
white Americans could put new energy into broader societal goals.
Clearly, there is a major moral gain here for the United States, since for
the first time in its history there will be a real national commitment to im-
plementing the goals of liberty and justice for all. In the long run, such
reparations may also save society from upheaval. Just societies are likely
to work better and last longer than those with great social inequalities.
Societies sustainable in the long run may well require ever-expanding so-
cial justice.

161. Browne, supra note 15, at 205. This would be true only if the reparations were paid
directly through taxes and land reform.
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COMMITTEE ON OVER:
GOVERNMENT REFORM
STATES HOUSE OF REP!

2157 Raybum House Office
Washington, D.C. 20515-61

Eric Holder Jr,,
in his official capacity as the
Attorney General

Washington, D.C. 20530-000
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.S. Department of Justice

ivil Rights Division
S Ctriminal Section - PHB
MIK k-] ctbab 9} 0 Pennsylvania Ave, NW

DJ 175-11-0 Washington, DC 20530
| JAR 16 201
Ms, Sharon Bridgewater

Post Office Box 422145 '
San Francisco, CA 94142-2145

Dear Ms. Bridgewater:

This responds to your “Amend=d Complaint for Damages” dated October 6, 2010,
addressed to the Housing and Civil Er forcement Section, which was recently referred to our
office regarding your lawsuit against ¢ Bay Area lawfirm, which represents real estate ownets
and managers, who filed a allegedly uilawful detainer procceding in county superior court in
2006 that resulted in the loss of your epartment in San Francisco. We apologize for our delay in
responding. You complain that this action has violated your right to due process and the
American with Disabilities Act under Section 8 Housing.

The Criminal Section of the C vil Rights Division at the Department of Justice is
responsible for investigating and pros :cuting criminal conduct involving deprivations of civil
rights. In general, these matters inclu le certain acts involving racial or religious violence,
violence against individuals based upn their sexual rientation or gender identification,
misconduct by local and federal law ¢ nforcement offjcials, violations of peonage and involuntary
servitude statutes, and violence again t reproductive health care facilities.

We have carefully reviewed tl e information you furnished and concluded that there is no
prosecutable violation of federal crim nal civil rights'statutes. Accordingly, we are unable to
assist you.

We can only suggest that you consult with a lirivate attorney or contact the California Bar
Association to determine if they may be able to assist you. Thank you for bringing this matter o
our attention.

Sincerely,

Mark J. Kappelhoff
Section Chief
Criminal Section

s 74

Kevip/]. Callahan
Paralegal Specialist
Criminal Section
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E)tﬁce of Fair Housing and Eguatl Opportunity ~ Region IX
500 Harrison Street, 3™ Floor

Ban Francisco, Califomia 84107-1387

. Voice: (800) 347-3739 (415) 489-6524

ITY: (415) 489-6564 Fax: (415) 489-6560
prww.bud.gov

aspanol.bud.gov
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oci 12 2010

Sharon Bridgewater
111 Preda Street, Apt. 7
San Leandro, CA 94577

Dear Ms. Bridgewater:

Subject: Housing Discriminztion Ingquiry ;
Bridgewater v Tonra Trust, Mary and Roger, et al.
HUD Incuiry No. 3(7693

The above-referenced housing discrimination inguiry was received by the
U. S. Department of Housing ard Urban Devellopment (the *Department”) pursuant
ta the federal fair housing lzws. This clpim has been administratively
closed for lack of jurisdictica because feferal fair housing laws do not
cover the subject matter and/cr bases of the alleged discrimination.

This Office only has power to address issues recognized under federal
Fair Housing laws. We cannot address any other legal matters. We believe
that you should address your concerns as follows.

Since your problem concerns the application of California state law
concerning a general housing natter, and the subject property is not HUD-
assisted, vou are advised to contact the California State Departmeat of
Consumer Affairs at (800) 952-5210. The federal government has no
jurisdiction over these state law issues.

This administrative closure does not represent a judgment upon the
-merits of the allegations contained in the claim.

The Fair Housing Act prcvides that, notwithstanding this action by the
Department, a Complainant may file a civil action in an appropriate United
States District Court, or a State Court, no later than two {2) years after
the occurrence or the termination of the alleged discriminatory housing
practice(s). The computation of this two-year period does not include the
time during which the claim w:s pending with the Department.

Should there be guestiors about this closure, please contact Debbiea
Harmon, Intake Specialist, at (800) 347-3739 Ext. 6535 or (415) 48S8-6535.
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. ERIC HOLDER JR. ILLEGAL, UNLAWFUL,
GROSS PROSECUTIONAL MISCONDUCT
WITH - THE DIRECT AND PROXIMATE CAUSE

OF THIS YOUNG MAN DEATH
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e Aaron Swartz Programmer Aaron Hillel Swartz was an American computer

programmer, writer, political organizer and Internet activist.

Aaron Hillel Swartz (November 8, 1986 — January 11, 2013) was an American computer
programmer, writer, political organizer and Internet activist. Swartz was involved in the
development of the web feed format RSS, 13! the organization Creative Commons,1®! the
website framework web.pyZ and the social news site Reddit. In 2013, he was inducted into
the [ntcrnet Hall of Fame. Bl

Swartz became an equal partner in Reddit after its merger with his company, infogami .l
His later work focused on sociology, civic awareness and activism.2I% In 2009, wanting
to learn about effective activism, he helped launch the Progressive Change Campaign

%
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Committee. In 2010, he became a research fellow at Harvard University’s Edmond J. Safra
Research Lab on Institutional Corruption, directed by Lawrence Lessig. M2l He founded
the online group Demand Progress, known for its campaign against the Stop Online Piracy
Act.

On January 6, 2011, Swartz was arrested by MIT police on state breaking-and-entering
charges, after systematically downloading academiic journal articles from

JSTOR LIl Federa] prosecutors later charged him with two counts of wire [raud and
11 violations of the Computer Fraud and Abusc Act,!'Z carrying a cumulative maximum
penalty icl)ﬂfl $1 million in fines, 35 years in prison, assct forfciture, restitution and supervised
release.

On January 11, 2013, two years after his initial arrest, Swartz was found dead in his Crown
Heights. Brooklyn apartment, where he had hanged himself,l2li22li211

Swartz attended Stanford University. After the summer of his freshman year, he attended Y
Combinator’s first Summer Founders Program where he started the software company
Infogami. Infogami’s wiki platform was used to support the Internet Archive’s Open
Library project and the web.py web framewotk that Swartz had created,’! but he felt he
needed co-founders to proceed further. Y-Combinator organizers suggested that Infogami
merge with Reddit, 3433 which it did in November 2005.1241361 Reddit at first found it
difficult to make money from the project, but the site later gained in popularity, with
millions of users visiting it each month.

In October 2006, Reddit was acquired by Condé Nast Publications, the owner of Wired
magazine. 232 Swartz moved with his company to San Francisco to work on Wired 24!
Swartz found office life uncongenial, and he ultimately left the company.12

In September 2007, Swartz joined with Simon Carstensen to launch Jottit.
Activism[edit]

In 2008 Swartz founded Watchdog.net, “the good government site with teeth,” to aggregate

and visualize data about politicians.2! In the same year, he wrote a widely circulated Open
Access Guerilla Manifesto A HIBIA414511461147)

In 2009, wanting to learn about effective activism, Swartz helped launch the Progressive
Change Campaign Committee. 8! He wrote on his blog, "I spend my days experimenting
with new ways to get progressive policies enacted and progressive politicians elected."®
Swartz led the first activism event of his career with the Progressive Change Campaign
Committee, delivering thousands of "Honor Kennedy" petition signatures to Massachusetts
legislators asking them to fulfill former Sen. Ted Kennedy's last wish by appointing a

L\
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senator to vote for health care reform.2%

in 2010, Swartz co-founded Demand Progress,?2! a political advocacy group that
organizes people online to “take action by contacting Congress and other leaders, funding
pressure tactics, and spreading the word” about civil liberties, government reform, and
other issues.t33l

During academic year 201011, Swartz conducted research studies on political corruption

as a Lab Fellow in Harvard University’s Edmond J. Safra Research Lab on Institutional
Corruption, L2121

Author Cory Doctorow, in his novel Homeland, “dr[ew] on advice from Swartz in setting
e information now available about voters to create a
o tlcal campaign.”34 In an afterword to the novel, Swartz
itools can be used by anyone motivated and talented

B ange the system.... Let me know if I can help."3*

Swartz in 2012 protesting against the Stop Online Piracy Act {SOPA)

Swartz was instrumental in the campaign to prevent passage of the Stop Online Piracy Act
(SOPA), which sought to combat Internet copyright violations but was criticized on the
basis that it would have made it easier for the U.S. government to shut down web sites
accused of violating copyright and would have placed intolerable burdens on Internet
providers.®! Following the defeat of the bill, Swartz was the keynote speaker at the
F2C:Freedom to Connect 2012 event in Washington, D.C., on May 21, 2012. His speech
was titled “How We Stopped SOPA™ and he informed the audience:

This bill ... shut down whole websites. Essentially, it stopped Americans from

communicating entirely with certain groups....

I called all my friends, and we slayed up all night setting up a website for this new group,
Demand Progress, with an online petition opposing this noxious bill.... We [got] ... 300,000
signers.... We met with the staff of members of Congress and pleaded with them.... And
then it passed unanimously....

o ‘(\36 |



And then, suddenly, the process stopped. Senator Ron Wyden ... put a hold on the bill 281371

He added, “We won this fight because everyone made themselves the hero of their own
story. Everyone took it as their job to save this crucial freedom.” 28132l He was referring to a
series of protests against the bill by numerous websites that was described by the Electronic
Fronticr Foundation as the biggest in Internet history, with over 115,000 sites altering their
webpages. 128l Swartz also presented on this topic at an event organized by
ThoughtWorks.52!

Library of Congressledit]

Around 2006, Swartz acquired the Library of Congress's complete bibliographic dataset:
the library charged fees to access this, but as a government document, it was not copyright-
protected within the USA. By posting the data on OpenLibrary, Swartz made it freely
available [%2! The Library of Congress project was met with approval by the Copyright
Office 163

PACER]Jedit]

In 2008, Swartz downloaded and released about 2.7 million federal court documents stored
in the Public Access to Court Electronic Records (PACER) database managed by the
Administrative Office of the United States Courts.[64]

The Huffington Post characterized his actions this way: "Swartz downloaded public court
documents from the PACER system in an effort to make them available outside of the
expensive service. The move drew the attention of the FBI, which ultimately decided not to
press charges as the documents, were, in fact, public.” g

PACER was charging 8 cents per page for information that Carl Malamud, who founded
the nonprofit group Public.Resource.Org, contended should be free, because federal
documents are not covered by copyright.[88167l The fees were "plowed back to the courts to
finance technology, but the system [ran] a budget surplus of some $150 miilion, according
to court reports,” reported The New York Times.\S6! PACER used technology that was
“designed in the bygone days of screechy telephone modems ... put[ting] the nation’s legal
system behind a wall of cash and kludge.”¢! Malamud appealed to fellow activists, urging
them to visit one of 17 libraries conducting a free trial of the PACER system, download
court documents, and send them to him for public distribution.1%!

After reading Malamud’s call for action, '8 Swartz used a Perl compuler script running on
Amazon cloud servers to download the documents, using credentials belonging to a
Sacramento library.[®! From September 4 (o 20, 2008, it accessed documents and uploaded
them to a cloud computing service.l82 He released the documents to Malamud’s







Mr. Kenneth E. Melson
March 16, 2011
Page 4

We request that you provide the requested documents and information as soon as
possible, but no later than 5:00 p.m. on March 30, 2011. When p:oducing documents to the
Committee, please deliver production sets to the Majority Staff in Room 2157 of the Rayburn
House Office Building and the Minority Staff in Room 5471 of th Rayburn House Office

Building. The Committee prefers,

if possible, to receive all docun2nts in electronic format. An

attachment to this letter provides additional information about resp-nding to the Committee’s

request.

1f you have any questions about this request, please contact Ashok Pinto or Henry Kemer
of the Committee Staff at (202) 225-5074. Thank you for your attention to this matier.

Enclosure

Singer

afre S

Chairman /

cc:  The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Minority Mernber



DARAEZLL E. I13SA, CALIFORMIA ELIJAH E. CUNIAIMGS, MARYLAMND
CHAIRMAN RAMKING RUIMORITY MEMBER

OME HUMNDRED TWELFTH CONGRESS
Congress of the Enited States

House of Wepresentatives

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM
2157 Ravousn Hauss Qrrce Buloing
Wasinaton, DC 20515-6143

Ralority 12021 225-3374
Ahinarty {702} 225-5051

Responding to Committee Bocument Requests

[. Incomplying with this request, you should produce all responsive documents that are
in your possession, custody. or control, whether held by you or your past or present
agents. employees, and representatives acting on your behalf, You should also
produce documents that vou have a legal right 10 obtain, that you have a right to copy
or to which you have access, as well as documenis that you have placed in the
temporary possession, custody, or control of any third party. Requested records,
documents, data or information should not be destroyed, moditied, removed.
transferred or otherwise made inaccessible to the Conunittee.

2

[n the event that any entity, organization or individual denoted in this request has
been. or is also known by any other name than that herein denoted, the request shall
be read also to include that alternative identification,

3

3. The Commiuee’s preference is to receive documents in electronic form (i.e., CD.
memory stick, or thumb drive) in licu of paper productions.

4. Documents produced in electronic format should also be organized. identified, and
indexed electronically.

5. Electronic document productions should be prepared according to the following
standards:

(a) The production should consist of single page Tagged Image File ("TIF™). files
accompanied by a Concordance-format load file. an Opticon reference file. and a
file defining the fizlds and charactey lengths of the load file.

(b) Document numbers in the load file should mateh document Bates numbers and
TIF file names.

(¢} 1Fthe production is completed through a series of multiple partial productions,
field names and tile order in all load tiles should match

]
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10.

11

16.

Documents produced to the Committce should include an index describing the
contents of the production. To the extent more than one CD. hard drive, memory
stick, thumb drive, box or folder is produced. each CD, hard drive, memory stick,
thumb drive. box or folder should contain an index describing its contents.

Documents produced in response to this request shall be produced together with
copies of file labels, dividers or identifving markers with which they were associated
when they were requested,

When you produce documents, you should identify the paragraph in the Committee’s
request to which the documents respond.

It shall not be a basis for refusal to produce documents that any other person or entity
also possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same documents.

If any of the requested information is only reasonably available in machine-readable
form (such as on a computer server, hard drive, or computer backup tape), yvou should
consult with the Commitiee statl to determine the appropriate format in which 1o
produce the information.

. If compliance with the request cannot be made in tull, compliance shall be made to

the extent possible and shall include an explanation of why full compliance is not
possible.

. In the event that a document is withheld on the basis of privilege, provide a privilege

log containing the following information concerning any such document: (a) the
privilege asserted; (b) the type of document; {c) the general subject matter; (d) the
date, author and addressee; and (e) the relationship of the author and addressce to
cach other.

. If any document responsive to this request was, but no longer is, in your possession,

custody, or control, identify the document (stating its date, author, subject and

recipients) and explain the circumstances under which the document ceased to be in
your passession, custody, or control.

. 1T a date or other descriptive detail set forth in this request referring 1o a document is

inaccurate, but the actual date or other descriptive detail is known to you or is
otherwise apparent from the context of the request, you should produce all documents
which would be responsive as il the date or other descriptive detail were correct.

. The time period covered by this request is included in the atiached request. To the

extent a time period is not specified, produce relevant documents from January |,
2009 1o the present.

This request is conlinuing in nature and applics to any newly-discovered information.
Any record, document, compilation of data or information, not produced because it
has not been located or discovered by the return date, shall be produced immediately
upon subsequent location or discovery.

2
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17. All documents shall be Bates-stamped sequentially and produced sequentially.

138.

19.

Lad

Two scts of documents shall be delivered, one set to the Majority Staff and one set to
the Minority Staff. When documents are produced to the Committee, production sets
shall be delivered to the Majority Statt in Room 213570f the Rayburn House Office

Building and the Minority Staff in Room 2471 of the Rayburn House Oilice Building.

Upon completion of the document production, you should submit a writien
certification, signed by you or your counsel, stating that: (1) a diligent search has
been completed of all documents in your possession, custody, or control which
reasonably could contain responsive documents; and (2) all documents located during
the search that are responsive have been produced to the Committee.

Definitions

The term "document” means any written, recorded, or graphic matter of any nature
whatsoever, regardless of how recorded, and whether original or copy, including, but
not limited to, the following: memoranda, reports, expense reports, books, manuals,
instructions, financial reports, working papers, records, notes, letlers, nolices,
confirmations, telegrams, reccipts, appraisals, pamphlets, magazines, newspapers,
prospectuses, inter-office and intra-office communications, electronic mail (e-mail).
contracts, cables, notations of any type of conversation, telephone call, meeting or
other communication, bulletins, printed matter, computer printouts, teletypes,
invoices, transcripts, diaries, analyses, returns, summaries, minutes, bills, accounts,
estimates, projections, comparisons, messages, correspondence, press releases,
circulars, financial stalements, reviews, opinions, ofters, studies and investigations,
questionnaires and surveys, and work sheets (and all drafis, preliminary versions,
alterations, modifications, revisions, changes, and amendments of any of the
foregoing, as well as any attachments or appendices thereto), and graphic or oral
records or representations of any kind (including without limitation, photographs,
charts, graphs, microfiche, microfilm, videotape, recordings and motion pictures), and
electronic, mechanical, and electric records or representations of any kind (including,
without limitation, tapes, casseties, disks, and recordings) and other written, printed,
typed, or other graphic or recorded matter of any kind or nature, however produced or
reproduced, and whether preserved in writing, film, lape, disk, videotape or
otherwise, A document bearing any notation not a part of the original text is to be
considered a separate document. A drafi or non-identical copy is a separate document
within the meaning of this term.

The term "communication” means each manner or meuns of disclosure or exchange
of information, regardless ol means wtilized, whether oral, electronic, by document or
otherwise, and whether in a meeting, by telephone, tacsimile, email, regular mail,
telexes, releases, or otherwise,

The terms "and” and "or" shall be construed broadly and either conjunctively or
disjunctively to bring within the scope of this request any information which might

4//5!7
W

3



otherwise be construed to be owside its scope. The singular includes plural number,
and vice versa. The masculine includes the feminine and neuter genders.

4. The terms "person” or "persons” mean natural persons, firms. partnerships,
associations, corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, departments, joint ventures,
proprietorships, syndicates, or other legal, business or government entities, and all
subsidiaries, aftiliates, divisions, departments, branches, or other units thereof.

5. The term "identity.” when used in a question about individuals, means to provide the
Tollowing information: (a) the individual's complete name and title; and {b) the
individual's business address and phone number.

6. The ternm "referring or relating,” with respect to any given subject, means anything
that constitutes, contains, embodics, reflects, identifics, states, refers to, deals with or
is pertinent to that subject in any manner whatsoever.



Mnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
January 27, 2011

Via Rlectronie Transmission

Kenneth E. Melson

Acting Director

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives
99 New York Avenue, NE

Washington, DC 20226

Dear Acting Director Melson:

It is my understanding that the ATF is continually conducting operations along
the southwestern United States border to thwart illegal firearm trafficking. 1am
specifically writing you concerning an ATF operation called “Project Gunrunner.” There
are serious concerns that the ATF may have become careless, if not negligent, in
implementing the Gunrunner strategy.

Members of the Judiciary Committee have received numerous allegations that the
ATF sanctioned the sale of hundreds of assault weapons to suspected straw purchasers,
who then allegedly transported these weapons throughout the southwestern border area
and into Mexico. According to the allegations, one of these individuals purchased three
assault rifles with cash in Glendale, Arizona on January 16, 2010. Two of the weapons
were then allegedly used in a firefight on December 14, 2010 against Customs and
Border Protection (CBP) agents, killing CBP Agent Brian Terry. These extremely
serious allegations were accompanied by detailed documentation which appears to lend
credibility to the claims and partially corroborates them.

On Tuesday, according to press reports, the ATF arrested 17 suspects in a Project
Gunrunner bust. William Newell, the Special Agent in Charge of the ATF’s Phoenix
Field Office was quoted as saying, “We strongly believe we took down the entire
organization from top to bottom that operated out of the Phoenix area.” However, if the
17 individuals were merely straw purchasers of whom the ATF had been previously
aware before Agent Terry’s death, then that raises a host of serious questions that the
ATF needs to address immediately.

As you know, the Department of Justice Office of Inspector General (O1G)
released a review of ATF’s Project Gunrunner in November of 2010, in which the OIG
concluded that Project Gunrunner has been unsuccessful, in large part because:

Project Gunrunner's investigative focus has largely remained on gun dealer
inspections and straw purchaser investigations, rather than targeting higher-
level traffickers and smugglers. As a result, ATF has not made full use of the



intelligence, technological, and prosecutorial resources that can help ATF’s
investigations reach into the higher levels of trafficking rings.’

Therefore, in order to gain a more complete understanding of ATF activities in
Project Gunrunner, | request that you arrange for my staff to be briefed by knowledgeable
ATF supervisors no later than February 3, 2011. Please contact Jason Foster or Brian
Downey at (202) 224-5225 to schedule the briefing. All formal correspondence should
be sent electronically in PDF format to Brian_Downey@judiciary-rep.senate.gov or via
facsimile to (202) 224-3799.

Sincerely,

ok bt

Charles E. Grassley
Ranking Member

= o

! Review of ATF's Project Gunrunner, Evaination and Inspections Report 1-2011-001, November 2010,

available at hup://www justice.gov/oig/reponts/ATF/e1101.pdf /)7
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On or about 1993 and continuing thru 1998the Plaintiff at al times mentloned the mﬁﬁ\[_gg
Nov. 20,2005, I Sharon Bridgewater a African Amerian female “CITIZEN OF THE UNITED V"ﬁ%
STATES OF AMERICA”while conducting business and/or while a student at the University of A= L
Michigan, , the Plaintiff(a Black female driving with the regular flow of traffic and driving

“normal” (not engaged in any suspicious activity), anc. had violated no traffic laws. Sﬂu/e{é

Defendants unknown Michigan Police or Sherriff, acted under the color of Michigan law,
employed the federal interstate wires via police radio originating in the State of Michigan and
terminating in the State of Michigan to Unknown Defendants JOHN DOE and unknown does
defendant did knowingly,intentionally and maliciously, act in his individual private person,
acted outside scope of authority, acted under the color of Michigan State law, discriminated
based on class race, or ethnicity used, threat, coercion and “excessive force” “stopped” Plaintiffs
without probable cause, and made a unconstitutional traffic stop, and did overt acts or omissions
to further the objective of the conspiracy. In furtherance of the Defendants actions, knowingly
intentionally detained the Plainitff against her will integrated the Plaintiff for what seemed to be
two hours, and subsequently did not issue the Plaintiff any traffic citiations, no traffic warnings,
and subsequently release the Plaintiff, and did not apolozise for his actions. The horrific incident
caused the Plaintiff irreversible damage. The Plaintiff was rendered disabled by UM doctor, and
the Plaintiff was unable to study for one year and the defendants did overt acts or omissions to
further the objective of the conspiracy.

founded and started the Plaintiff founded B & B Building Maintenance Company INC.
Building Maintenance Company a building maintenance INC. Is a citizen if the US a duty
licensed company and incorporated in the State of Michigan, complied with all Federal and/or
State laws, we wereconducted business out of an office suite located inside a bank branch, We at
all times mentioned were a Minority Business Enterprise and/or were a Women Business
Enterprise Small and/or and Disadvantaged Business(owned and controlled by one or more
minority or socially and economically disadvantaged persons from cultural, racial, chronic
economic circumstances or other similar causes and is owed by 51 percent or more African
American) The Nature of Trade and Commerce; Real Estate/Building MaintenanceService,
Cleaning, engaged in interstate (or foreign) commerce when it is itself directly engaged in the

production, distribution, or acquisition of services, money, goods, or other property that conduct

or did conduct "interstate commerce," commerce betveen one State, Territory, Possession, or
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the District of Michigan and another States, Territory, Possession, or the District of Columbia or
"foreign commerce.”] worked full-time as a substitutelteacher in Ann ArborSchool District. The
Plaintiff business grew very fast. I then purchased a house “prime property” in Ann Arbor, with
a corner lot, with pine trees surrounding my back yard. My son James was doing very well in
school. I owned several business and person vehicles; my business was a very lucrative
business. B & B Building Maintenance had a dun and Bradstreet #, and/or were members of the
Better Business Bureau, we at all times did not receive any public assistance, and were law
abiding citizens that paid taxes. We were doing very well. Then I met a guy by the name of
Nedal Abusalem. He was an illegal immigrate, that klnowingly, intentionally overstay his visa,
and worked for a gas station owner that did knowingly, intentionally, conceal, harbor, and hirel0
or more of illegal every year. Nedal treated me like a queen. We got married. Next I received
several visits from immigration officials. They told me Nedal was using me for a green card. I
did not want to believe them. However I put Nedal “thru a simple Love test,” he failed the test.
Nedal Abusalem, his employer, did knowingly, intentionally ratified, approved, schemed,
conceal known duty they were under a duty to disclose, harbored, hired, 10 or more illegal
immigrates, and did knowingly, intentionally hurt me, used me, my person, and/or property
and/or business and/or violated my US Constitutional Rights and without probable cause. I
could not function properly and relapsed back into dis:ubility. I lost everything, my business,
house, and I was damaged in person, property and/or business by the unfair competition, and
unfair business practicesand the gas station owner, harboring and hiring illegal immigrates, and
Nedal Abusalem scheme to “attempt to obtain a green card and become a US Citizen, 1 was
damaged by the hiring, recruitment of illegal immigrates and the unfair, business practice of

British Petrolum, Obama had a legal duty to or obligation to “establish a uniform Rule of
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Naturalization,” U.8. Const., art. I § 8, al, 4, and to “l‘(..igulatﬁ Commerce with foreign Nations,”
as defined in U.Sj Const., art. 1 § 8, cl. 3. Obama had u legal duty or obligation to establish the
terms and conditions for entry and continued presence in the United States, and to regulate the
status of aliens within the boundaries of the United States and to prevent aliens from unlawfully
entering the United States, prevent entry and movement of aliens , as well as the facilitation of
unlawful immigration within the nation’s borders, and kas well as employer, and or HUD /0
knowingly, intentionally, harbor, hired, conceal etc. conceals, harbors, or shields from detection”
an alien in “knowing or in reckless disregard” of the fiict that the alien has unlawfully entered or
remained in the United States, “encourage or induce an alien to come to, enter, or reside in “to
hire, or to recruit or refer for a fee” an alien, knowing that the alien is not authorized to work in
the United States. In 1996, Congress added immigration violations as predicateoffenses,
Sections 1961(1) includes immigration-related federal crimes underTitle 18 that qualify as acts
of racketeering. It is illegal to Knowingly hire 10 illegal workers within 12 month period
Encourage/induce illegal immigrants to enter or stay in the U.S. Smuggle/transport illegal
immigrants. Harbor illegal immigrants. Obama had a legal duty to or obligation to “establish a
uniform Rule of Naturalization,” U.S. Const., art. I § §, cl. 4, and to “regulate Commerce with
foreign Nations,” as defined in U.S. Const., art. I § 8, cl. 3. Obama had a legal duty or obligation
to establish the terms and conditions for entry and coninued presence in the United States, and
to regulate the status of aliens within the boundaries o:"the United States and to prevent aliens
from unlawfully entering the United States, and prevent entry and movement of aliens as well as
the facilitation of unlawful immigration within the nation’s borders, and kas well as employer, 0

kmowingly, intentionally, harbor, hired, conceal etc. to “encourage or induce an alien to come
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to, enter, or residz in “to hire, or to recruit or refer for Ia fee” an alien, knowing that the alien is
not authorized to work in the United States.

In then moved from the state of Georgia to Gwinnett County Georgia is a County located
in Lawrenceville, GA. The County is best known for the White Supremist Group known as the
Klu Klu Kilan(KKK). The population in Gwinnett county is 55% white population, the rest of
the population mixed with blacks, Hispanics, and Asians etc. Gwinnett County contract with the
State of Georgia and the US Department of Justice and provide for a private jail facility and
probation services.Georgia probation is the largest in the United States, with Florida their
neighbor state population of 19,057,542, nearly 10 mi lion more people in the state of Florida,
the same probation rate as Georgia.

On or about Sept. 2004, while visiting a friend(an upsale neighborhood)in Gwinnett County my

car rental car was parked in the driveway. The rental car “an 2004 Chevy Malibu,” and had
Michigan Drivers Plates.

An “unknown” Gwinnett County Police Officer or Sherriff, “allegedly” checked the Plates on the
rental car, asked questions about the car, and subsequently told me the rental car 1 had in my
possession was reported stolen.

I then responded, and told the Officer that there had to be a mistake. 1 then told him my
automobile(s) had full coverage, and my insurance company was suppose cover my rental car
fee’s. : :

Despite the explaination, the Gwinnett County Officer, arrested me, charged with theft by
receiving a stolen vehical, anddetained me in the Gwinnett County Detention Center andmy bond
was $2,500.00. I then paid the bond and was release from jail. The arrest caused horrific
psychological damages, as mentioned in the above.

I then requested the State of Georgia to appoint an Defense Attorney for me in the criminal case.

The State then appointed Lucas Harsh as Defense Counsel.
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I met with Lucas Harsh. He then questioned me about my life. I told him I had just relocated
from Michigan and had just started a Real Estate Company. Lucas Harsh then asked me for money.
I told him I did not have any money, due to the recent moving cost, and the start of my business
the Specialty Investment Group LLC.

Later, maybe a week or so went by, Lucas Harsh called me and told me because I did not have
any money, I must plea guilty to theft by receiving a s:olen vehical. He then “as defense counsel”
pressured me to plea guilty to the of theft by receiving.

I then told Lucas Harsh, there was no way that I would plea guilty to a crime I did commit. I then
subsequently told Harsh, his acts were that of a “Prosecuting Attorney” Lucas Harsh and I
disagreed on many issues; and on two occasions were argued about my defense in the case. I
subsequently told Lucas Harsh, that I would represent myself in the criminal prosecution, and/or
hire another attorney for defense cousel. 1 then “fired” Lucas Harsh, as my Defense Counsel.

I borrowed money from a friend, hired a different Defense Attorney (not from Gwinnett County)
to represent me in the criminal prosecution.

The charge of theft by receiving of stolen vehical charge resulted in a “DISMISSAL, via settlement
of the charges to pay rental car company for overdue charges and later I was reinburst.”

Upon information and belief I was one of the first Afiican Americans to “win” a case in Gwinett
County. Upon information and belief Harsh, et al retaliated, conspired with other Gwinnett County
Official, to convict the Plaintiffs of a crime without due process of law and subject the
complaintant to peonage and slavery and did overt acts to further the objective of the conspiracy.

Upon information and belief Harsh, entered into an unlawful agreement with Lawrenceville, and
Gwinnett County Police, to subject me to peonage. I fought the case for a year, during this time,
I was experience greatmental and emotional distress, Took out a vindictive attitude, threat,
coercion or force, take and steal from me because I was Strong, positive, outgoing African
American female advancing, conducting commerce et.

On or about 8ept. 2004 and continuing thru Nov. 2003 on five or six oceasions whils driving my
vehical and had valid no laws I was stopped by Lavrenceville, GA police Officers and for no
apparent reason. The unconstitutional traffic stops were very unpleasant, and constitute
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harassment, etc., and caused extreme psychological damage, and I was damaged in person,
business or property.

On Nov. 20,2005, I Sharon Bridgewater a African Arerian female “CITIZEN OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA”while conducting business in Gwinnett County, the
Plaintiff(a Black female driving with the regular flow of traffic and driving “normal” (not
engaged in any suspicious activity), and had violated 1o traffic laws.

RICO ARTIFICE AND SCHEME TO DEFRAUD {TITLE 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c))]

RE: INJURY TO BUSINESS AND PROPERTY AND DESTRUCTION OF BUSINESS
and OBTAINING MONIES BY AND THROUGH FALSE MISREPRESENTATIONS or
FRAUD, PEONGAGE or SLAVERY, FALSE IMPRISIONMENT, Federal Principal and
Aider and Abettor, Title 18 U.S.C.A §2(a)-(b), Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor, Aiding
and Abetting A Conspiracy, Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor Conspiracy toCommit
Aiding and Abetting

The Plaintiff allege that on Nov. 20, 2005, Defendants Officer Hardin a “former” Lawrenceville
Police Officer acted under the color of Georgia law, employed the federal interstate wires via
police radio originating in the State of Georgia and terminating in the State of Georgia to
Defendants JOHN DOE unknown Lawrenceville ,GA Police Officers as mentioned ithe
individuals came to the meeting of the minds, entered into an unlawful agreement,
knowingly.intentionally and maliciously, act in their individual private person, acted outside
scope of authority, acted under the color of Georgia State law, discriminated based on class race,
or ethnicity used, threat, coercion and “excessive force” “stopped” Plaintiffs at “Gunpoint” for
an alleged “improper lane change.

Officer Hardin a “former” Lawrenceville Police Officer and Defendants JOHN DOE unknown
Lawrenceville ,GA Police Officers, at all times mentlcned had a duty and/or obligation to follow
correct police procedures in the traffic stop.

There was no probable cause for Officer Hardin and JOHN DOE unknown “former™ or
current Lawrenceville Police Officers, to use excessive force and make a felony traffic stop
for a “alleged” improper lane change. There was no p-obable cause treat to the
complaintant different from other drivers who are “stopped while driving” for an improper
lane change.
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Then assaulted the Plaintiff, searched, “dlt on the plaintiff forced the Palintiff to sit on the
ground like a dog, ;

This pipcitre
Inclue warrant numbers

The Plaintiffs allege that excessive force, threat coercion and force, traffic stop was to subject
the complaintant to Slavery and peonage, and/or coerce the complaintant to go to the Superior
Court of Gwinnett County Georgia. The Plaintiffs allege that excessive force, threat coercion and
force, traffic stop was to advance the interest in the Gwinnett County Detention Center a
“Private Jail Facility” owed, control, managed and operated by two or more of the above
Defenants, and/or subject the complaintant to Slavery and peonage.

Plaintiff allege Officer Hardin and JOHN DOE unknown “former” or current Lawrenceville
Police Officers, the Defendantssubsequently “falsely arrested the Plaintiff’s” without due
process of law, illegal issued six traffic citiations, illegally detained the Plaintiffs against
will, and put restraints on the Plaintiffs and detained the Plaintiffs in the Gwinnett County
Detention Center for two days, against my will, through, threat, coercion or force, falsely
imprisioned the complaintant Sharon Bridgewater without due process of law. (in the
Gwinnett County Jail) and did overt acts in furtherance of the objective of the conspiracy.

On or about Jan-Dec. 2006 while conducting business, in, I was driving my car, and was
“detained/stopped,” again by a Does 18-1000, Gwinnett County Police Officer alleged for a tags
violation.

Plaintiffs was arrested (for failure to appear for trial for the above six traffic violation of the
Lawrenceville Police Department)and detained for nine days in the Gwinnett County Jail
without any legal representation for failure to appear.Superior Court of the State of Georgia,
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State Court Accusation and case # 06-D-03943-82, State of Georgia vs. Sharon
Bridgewater.

I requested a court appointed attorney for defense couisel. The State of Georgia then
appointed Jack Spence.

On or about the 9" day, Jack Spence, my court appointed Attorney and Defense counsel came
to the Gwinnett County Detention Center and counseled me.

Mr. Spence at that time told me it would take at least six to eighth months for the
case to be called for jury trial, and subsequently told me I would get convicted of one or
more of the six crimes. Mr. Spence then subsequently gave the Complainant an ultimatum ,
to either ;

1) sit in jail approx. six to eight months and await for a trial of the above
Charges or ,

2) Pled guilty to one or more of the chargzs, State Court Accusation and case #
06-D-03943-S2, State of Georgia vs. Sharon Bridgewater. and be released
from jail immediately.'

I then, pleaded guilty to one or more of the above charges, and was subjected to peonage
and/or slavery and was released from jail.

Mr. Spence actions constitute a violation of my 6™ amendment US Constitutional right
and/or constitute threat, coercion to subject the Plaintiff to peonage and slavery without due
process oflaw.

After my release from Jail I exercised US Constitutional legal right and immediately
withdrew my plez, demanded a jury trialand requested a different Defense court appointed
attorney and litigated the case own my own for a two months shy of two years(two year
statue of limitations to prosecute the crime).

RICO ARTIFICE AND SCHEME TO DEFRAUD [TITLE 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c))]

1The Sixth amendment provides for a speedy trial in criminal prosecution.

-
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RE: INJURY TO BUSINESS AND PROPERTY AND DESTRUCTION OF BUSINESS
and OBTAINING MONIES BY AND THROUGH FALSE MISREPRESENTATIONS or
FRAUD, PEONGAGE or SLAVERY, FALSE IMPRISIONMENT, Federal Principal and
Aider and Abettor, Title 18 U.S.C.A §2(a)-(b), Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor, Aiding
and Abetting A Conspiracy, Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor Conspiracy toCommit
Aiding and Abetting

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of Officer Hardin a “former”
Lawrenceville Police Officer and Defendants JOHN [JOE unknown Lawrenceville ,GA Police
Officers, on or about June 30, 2007 and/or July 2, 2007, and/or July 10, 2007,had two notice of
conflict of interest hearings without the Plaintiff knowledge or consent, Randy Rich, Lucas
Harsh and Rosanno Szabo adopted the acts of Lawren:eville Police Department.

came to the meeting of the minds, entered into an unlawful agreement abused the Superior Court
of Gwinnett County, conceal material known facts from the complaintant. Randy Rich acted
under the color of Georgia State law, acted in his individual private person, appointed Lucas
Harsh as Defense counsel for the complaintant.—"[T]4e right to counsel is the right to the
effective assistance of counsel."***RICH EMPLOYED BY the government interfered with
representation, through the manner of appointment that impeded the Plaintiffs ability fairly to
provide a defense,, interfered with the Plaintiffs right to effective counsel and/or violated the
Plaintiff 6 via 5" or 14% amendment US Constitutional right, and deprived the Plaintiff equal
protection under the laws of the US Constitution, and subsequently Randy Rich then order that
the complaintant were not allowed to file any motions on her own behalf.(go to gwinnett county
court —Lawrenveiville

Randy Rich and/or Lucas Harsh and/or Rosanna Szabo had a legal obligation and/or duty to to
do their duties as an State Court Judge to make impartial decisions as a State Judge, Harsh had a
legal duty and/or obligation as Defense attorney to represent the Plaintiff and inform the Plaintiff
of any proceedings pending before the court and Rosanna Szabo had a legal duty as Prosecutor to
abide by State laws, in the criminal proceedings and/o: prosecution of the Plaintiffs.

The Defendants actions constitute fradulantant concealment and a violation the Plaintiffs
Sharon Bridgewater right to free speech, conspiracy under the color of law, violated my right to
freedom of expression and/or my first amendment US Constitutional right, and my right to
counsel, that he was defense counsel for the Complaintant Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty
Investment Group LLC).with malice, the intent to aid abet the Lawrenceville Police Officer,
used threat coercion or intimation, discriminated, retaliated against a Federal Witness and victim
of crime of the Lawrenceville, GA Police Department, and the acts were legally done and did
overt acts and/or omissions to further of the objective of the conspiacy.
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The Plaintiff were unaware of these secret meeting, and would have hired a lawyer and/or would
have acted as her own defense attorney.

Plaintiffs allege the Defendants were under a duty to disclose the above known material facts,
and did overt acts or omission to further the object of the conspiracy.

Plaintiffs ailege the Defendants actions were taken to deprive the Plaintiff her right to a jury trial
and/or deprive the Plaintiffs their right to confront accusers.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants Plaintiff allege that on Sept. 18, 2007
Defendant Lucas Harsh, employed the federal interstate wires originating within the state of
Georgia , and terminating within the state of Georgia defendants terminating in the State of
Georgia to Complaintant Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC)and did overt
acts or omissions in furtherance of the objective of the conspiracy.

“meet me at 9:00 am in the moming for trial at 75 Langley Drive, Lawrenceville, GA 30045,”

The purpose of this call was to deceive the complaintant, use threat,coercion, extortion and force
and trick the complaintant to sign a plea agreement ag1inst her will.

Plaintiff allege that Lucas Harsh purposefully, intended to violate my right to counsel, because
he failed to tell me their would not be a jury trial, and thfurther the conspiracy to subject the
complaintant to peonage and slavery.

On or about Sept. 19, 2007, I followed Harsh’s instruction and met him at the court house.

Plaintiffs allege that on Sept. 19, 2007, At 9:12 AM, at 75 Langley Drive, Lawrenceville, GA
30045, in an “unknown” courtroom in State Court Accusation and case # 06-D-03943-582, State
of Georgia vs. Sharon Bridgewater, at trial, Lucas Hargh, acted under the Color of Georgia State
Law, with the malicious intent to use threat, coercion, ‘orce, intimation and force, told the
Plaintiffs that he{Lucas Harsh) would not represent the Plaintiffs in a defense and/or jury trial.
Harsh then used threat, coercion and/or force and told me if I did not plea to reckless driving and
driving with no proof of insurance I would get convicted of all six traffic charges.and to
fraudulently induce me used
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I then demanded a jury trial, and demanded to represent myself in the case. Randy Rich and/or
Lucas Harsh, told me “it is ordered the Plaintiffs are not to file any motions on her own behalf”
and/or I could not speak in my own behalf.

Lucas Harsh then subsequently made a false,deceitful ‘material representation and told me Sharon
Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC) if I did not plea to reckless driving and and
driving with no proof of insurance that I would get cofvicted of all six charges.

Harsh had a legal duty and/or obligation to inform Plaintiffs that he was my defense counsel
before hand. Rich knew and were aware I had the right to speak on my on behalf. Rich and/or
Lucas Harsh knew the material representation was false or deciful when they made it. Rich
and/or Lucas Harsh intended for me Sharon Bridgewater to rely on the representation. I could
not speak for myself based on Randy Rich “order” and I relied on the representation of Randy
Rich and/or Lucas Harsh.

Plaintiffs allege the false represenatitions, fear of being convicted of all six traffic violatiens,
threats, coercion and/or force caused the Plaintiffs to agree to the Defendants threats, and caused
me to involunatry plea to reckless driving and driving,with no proof of insurance.

There was no probable cause for the Defendants to violate the plaintiffs US Constitutional rights.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants, Plaintiff alleged that on Sept. 19,
2007, on the day of trial, Lucash Harsh acted in joint participation with Rosanno Szabo, acted in
his individual private person, actedunder the color of Georgia law, aided, abetted,then prepared a
guilty plea and waiver of jury, charge of reckless driving and driving with no proof of insurance,
the disposition of fines $1080.00, to professional probation services, GNC, Community Service
at Gwinnett County Detention Center prepared a disposition form and a Georgia Secretary of
State Subspention of license forms and did act or ommissions in furtherance of the objective of
the conspiracy.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement Randy Rich knowingly, intentionally, Randy
Rich acted under the color of Georgia State law, preseated to himself the deposition and/or plea
agreement, AT TRIAL” signed the guilty plea(disposi.ion) and caused his signature and/or the
plaintiff signature to be placed thereon a disposition and waiver of jury trial, and knowing it was
the basis for an unconstitutional conviction, suspended the Plaintiff Georgia drivers license,
ordered the Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater to pay $1,080.00 in fines, caused to be file and recorded
the judgment of conviction “with intentional material representations” as follows: with the
Gwinnett County Superior Court, and an order of suspension of the Complainant Drivers
license, and knowingly, intentionally caused to be sent via US mail to the secretary of State a
order of suspension of the complainant and ordered th= Plaintiff to serve labor for the Gwinnett
County Detention Center knowing it was the basis for an unconstitional conviction, despite the
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fact that the US Constituition guareetee the Plaintiff ¢ jury trial in criminal prosecution, and
prohibits slavery did not have a trial as she had demanded and despite the fact that her actions
were unconstitutional and the Defendants did overt act or omissions to further the objective of
the conspiracy. Defendants Knowingly and willfully, placed in a post office, or in an authorized
depository for mail, material matter to be sent and delivered by the Postal Service Secreatary of
State Driving with suspended license, and suspended the Plaintiff license.

Rich intended the Plaintiff to rely on this disposition, signed the dispsotition against will. The
Plaintiff relied on the disposition, served did labor at the Gwinnett County Def

The Defendants actions constitute a scheme and/or artifice to and/or mail fraud as defined in
USC 1341 or 1343.

The Defendants actions of concealment, obtaining the Plaintiffs signature on an official legal
document through the use of threat, coercion, intimation,force and/or obtaining money and/or
property from the Plaintiff thru threat, force and/or cocrcion, and/or under the color of official
right, constitute and indictable under on or more of tlie above crimes as listed on

page

The Defendants actions constituted an illegal unlawful conviction of reckless driving and driving
with no proof of insurance, peonage and/or slavery, and a violation of my 13th US
Constitutional Civil Rights, and/or Georgia Civil Rights. Rich at all times mentioned acted
outside his scope of authority, acted in his private person , acted under the color of Georgia state
law, and deprived the Plaintiff equal protection under the laws, violate the Plaintiff 13th
amendment US Constitutional right. Plaintiffs allege the defendants Rich, and in is taken in clear
absence of all Jurisdiction over justifiable matters, and constituted a partial, prosecutional act
and/or prosecutional misconduct, violations of oath of office, and a violation of the professional
code of conduct and this is the form as follows:

#7337



4/ IN THE STATE COURT of GWINNETY COUNTY CRIMIMAL AGTION FINAL DISPOSIMON
]
! STATE of GEORGIA OFFENSE(s) !

¥E

._ £ (‘\\ . TERW, 200 7f

RALE: SEX: oo8; OTN: DATE of OFFENSE: \ L2005
PLEA: [JiRiaL:  [JVEROICT: ] arHen: b e
LI HEGOTIATED - . Ouwny [JouiLTy 0N GTiS) ; 'MOLLE FROS CRS)_I ".. ‘-f =
Cewe v o cuis) - OpbeNcH  [CINOT GURLTY.CTIS) OFAL DOEKET CHS)
CnoLo CONTENRERE CT(S)
MISDEMEANDOR !E‘NTENCE
WHEHREAS, tha dotenciant has baon lount gudty of of has ontored 3 R6a Lo the sbova-ataiad oflanse(s), it is ORDERED Uiat tha delandant Is sentenced Lo:
(] Cartnement in the Gwinnet County DJa:NgE'.:._ prolsnsive C iona) Camplex for 8 peried of, b Aelivn [ :
[ attex service of ]
y 1

Creai vma sarved ars. Fina papias T8 ramaindar o be ssrvacton (] PROBATION  [] SUSPERSION |
[3 T anlive sentenca of confinemint may be sarved, subject o the condifons g1 oﬁ_l‘ hc:'dn' b [ PRaBATION [ SUSPENSION :
] Paynent of RESTITUTION (500 altachod a:der ) Blﬁne in o amount of §_22 2 Y Lo AN Pay by: b
PLUS applicable surchames. [ 7 N E

connimons of (J#zoeaTion [ suspension H
(1) ] You muss ubey oll laws dnd avokd persons of distupulabile o harmful charcter ; F
{2) S‘I‘w s avoid injurious and viclous hatits, aspect lly alcohot amd ics unlass lawluly prescribed. i
3 m.Ynu st work farthtully and not changa your current residence of lsava the jurisaiction of itte Court withou! the permission of “89"'"" ]
13} T You must rapent ta your Probation Officer 28 dlraclod and aliow your Probaticn Officer to visil you wherover W&N oFF\ - H
(5) You must pay all Gras and restitution within the lime spacificd by your Probal on Olfcer Fhe | R .
{8} E] Veus must pay 3 Probation Sunervizion Fae ol 530 gach manth W Profassional Probation Survices, Inc., the Cour's probalion senicus contracior }

N a\'ou mus! pay a8 Ctime Viclims Gompensation Program few of 59.00 caeh mo.h, 1 q
\ (& DD'ou mest poriorm ______ hours of COMMUNITY SERVICE 3t the dimetlon of your Probation Offcar. sEP
19} f] You must pariorm [ daysof COMMUNITY SERVICE through the GCCI, REPORT,
' For oeientation, Y st poy & Bupervision Fea of $75 plus a daily ico Ined by ihe program o 3 e G At

(10 [ Yers mutt prove your attandancaal [ Akcohalics Anuayrmous or [] Narcutics Anony ings PER WEEK lor conseculive wooks
(19) G You must provo you altandod 3 dtate aporoved school for [ State d Risk Roduction [] Dufenalve Deiving i ol

(121 [ You must provide proot of your c.'\mmtbn and treatment fof ] mental haaith m_subslance shusc al the GRN Mental Haatth Unil,
1233 [ You will not usé Bleohiol or rer And you must submit 1o random aleohol f drug scroeming.

{16 £]You nust pave NO contact withiN VIOLENT contoct with, or visil tha prons of . 1
18} [ You muat provide proof of altondance and completion of [ certifiod fanily violenco intorveriion § ogram [ angor management [J values clarification Ji
(18} [] Appear baforu this Courl cn L0t~ __ AM.ta prova complation i the terms af Ihis senlence or your lr.nahiay to comply. f{
{17) £ You must [Jpay 2 525 Pubication feo [Jinsial igniton intetlock [ tag lorfeiture . 1
(18} 1t tines, surcharges, & special condiions of the ate platod, prebation may b O non-reporting [ iorminatec ;
{193 ] Aueng ine Victim impact Parel q hedided 4303 m [Jas schaduled by provation. Fay 8 proprai fee of $20.00. 4
20} ll'\\w"'l & iyl yothal v [(5!”, Spy ') _H-- [ ':n:r

{21} .

The Dafondant is further advised thal Iha Court moy, 3t any lima, revako any condiiops of tis proliation and / of thacharge the defendonl probation. The
Defencant shall bo subjec! 1o arrest for violalion of any condition af probation hertin granted. If such probation is raveked, the Court may arder thiexecution clthe
he

suﬂcnceﬁnhi:hmaﬂmﬂylmpoud.oranypu‘.bnmnrwf.inmonmorpmvidud::ylawnucl‘ ing th t of lime Ihe Defendant has served .
on probation ;
Defundant was regrasentod by Attomay, Lesns, | If}i‘T iy , Caunty, by (Emplaymont) {Appoiniment)

. . o . o . i2 5
SR R B o P28 30 A )

4
oroErenmis_|-1 eyl 25 AP 237 2007)  adpetagnl e :
i = = E o By dasigration

Wt - Clark YELLOW - Bolicitor P - Probotion BLUE - Defanse Atlomey AOQC Fm 18 NCR (30 Juty 2064

. - -~ =
\‘ N r

v 0

773¢



Plaintiffs Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC)under duress, threat or coercion
involunatry signed the disposition and agreed to pay $1, 080.00, do force labor against my will
against my will and the act was legal done.

The Defendants through violation of the Plaintiffs civil rights, threat, intidimation, force, or
extortion, defrauded Plaintiff out of $1080.00, and subjected the Plaintiffs to peonage
and/or slavery.

Randy Rich and/or Lucas Harsh and/or Rosanna Szabo breached their legal obligation. Rich
knew or should have known to make impartial decision, and/or duty as an State Court Judge
made numerous bias, partial decisions and breach his duty as Judge. Harsh knew or should have
known to counsel the Plaintiff, and breached his legal duty and/or obligation as Defense attorney
failed to inform the plaintiffs of legal proceedings, failed to represent the Plaintiffs, and inform
the Plaintiff of proceedings pending before the court. Rosanna Szabo knew or should have
known to comply with State law in the criminal proceeding and breached her legal duty and/or
obligation as Prosecutor failed to abide by State laws, in the criminal proceedings and/or
prosecution of the Plaintiffs, and all are liable for damages to the Plaintiffs.

Plaintiffs allege that on Sept. 19, 2007At 9:12 AM, at 75 Langley Drive, Lawrenceville, GA
30045, in an “unknown” courtroom in State Court Accusation and case # 06-D-03943-52, State
of Georgia vs. Sharon Bridgewater, at trial, Randy Rich acted under the color of Georgia law,
knowingly, intentionally abused the Superior Court of Gwinnett County, committed a
prosecutorial act, detertermine the charge and plea of reckless driving and driving with no proof
of insurance, and suspended the complaintant license, presented the form to himself, issued an
order for 7 months time served, 5 month probation, and suspended the complaintant Sharon
Bridgewater Georgia Driver license, and knew or should have known it was the basis for
unconstitutional conviction and sentence. Plaintiff allege that Szabo, changed the citiaccusation
on the day of trial, and despite the Plaintiffs demand for a jury trial, caused to be filed and
recorded an change of amended of the original accusation, citiation on the day of trial. Plaintiff
allege Randy Rich, conspired with Szabo, Harsh, et al, caused to be file and recorded the
disposition, and a suspension of the Plaintiff Georgia Driver license, and/or mailed to the
Georgia Driver License Department a notice of supsension of the Plaintiff Drivers license
defrauded the Plaintiffs out of $1,080.00, and subjected the Plaintiff to peonage and slavery and
the act was legally done and did overt acts and/or omissions to further of the objective of the
conspiacy.
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Two or more ngly and willfully schemed, planned, abused the legal process, obtained labor from
the Complaintant Sharon Bridgewater and caused the Complaintant Sharon Bridgewater to
believe that if she did not perform labor that the Complaintant Sharon Bridgewater would suffer
physical restraint in violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1589

Plaintiffs allege that Randy Rich, et al actions were taken in clear absence of all Jurisdiction.
Plaitiff allege that Rich et al, deprive the Plaintiffs right to confront accusers, and the
representation and/or disposition executed and enforced by Harsh, Rich and Szabo, constituted
actionable extortion indictable pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. §1951(a). and/or said individual
Defendants' intimidation, threats, corrupt persuasion, or attempts to do so, or misleading conduct
toward Plaintiffs, was with the intent to influence, delay, or prevent testimony of any person in
an official proceeding, or to coerce or induce any person to withhold estimony, from an official
proceeding, or to hinder, delay or prevent Plaintiffs from communication with a law enforcement
officer or judge of the United States relating to Defendants' commission of possible federal or
state criminal offenses, and such acts violated 18 U.S.C. 1512.

RICO ARTIFICE AND SCHEME TO DEFRAUD [TITLE 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c))]

RE: INJURY TO BUSINESS AND PROPERTY AND DESTRUCTION OF BUSINESS
and OBTAINING MONIES BY AND THROUGH FALSE MISREPRESENTATIONS or
FRAUD, PEONGAGE Aiding and Abetting a Conspiracy

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement Rich, et al conspired with other Gwinnett County
Officers to subject the Plaintiff to peonage or slavery. Plainitff allege that On or about Oct. 19,
2007 after leaving from the Gwinnett County Detention Center, and after completion of the
“free slavery,” I was driving her “newly purchased” White Van driving with the regular flow of
traffic and driving “normal” (not engaged in any suspicious activity), and had violated no traffic
laws and driving with a lawful, “clearly visible” not expired drive out tag.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of Officer Hardin a “former”
Lawrenceville Police Officer and Defendants JOHN DOE unknown Lawrenceville ,GA

On or Oct. 19, 2007, “exactly ONE MONTH?”(30 days later)an on the anniversity of the illegal
conviction of Rich, Harsh, Szabo, Caldwell, at approx: 3:30 p.m. on Centerville Hwy. in
Gwinnett County Georgia, Officer Caldwell of the Gwinnett county police Department, via
federal interstate wires, originating within the state of Georgia, and terminating within the state
of State of Georgia, transmitted the following “an unknown message” police radio wire,
electronic message to “unknown” Gwinnett County Pclice Department, used, threat, coercion
and force, pulled the Plaintiff over and made a traffic stop.

Upon the traffic stop the Plainitff politely asked the Officer for the reason for the traffic stop.
Cadwell, gave some lame reason for the traffic stop, and did not answer the Planitff as a
regular police officer would, ,than issued the Plaintiff a ticket that not in the “Georgia traffic
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code of notations and the defendants did acts or omissions in furtherance of the objective of
the conspiacy.

In furtheranee of the unlawful agreement Caldwell made an unconstitutional traffic stop of the
Plaintiff based on race, class, ethnicity, and charged the complaintant with a crime that’s not in
the adopted the acts of Lawrenceville Police Department and/or Rich

Officer Caldwell at all times mentioned had a duty and/or obligation to follow correct police
procedures in the traffic stop.

There was no probable cause for Officer Caldwell’, to use excessive force, discrimate
against the Plaintifs based on race, class, ethnicity, make an unconstitutional traffic stop and
issue the Plaintiffs a ticket that’s not in the Georgia code of notations.

Plaintiffs allege that the Defendants were monitoring the Plaintiffs, and closely watching the
Plaintiff to see if the Plaintiff would file a appeal of thz unlawful conviction. Plaintiff allege
when the Plaintiff did not file an appeal, the Defendants used, excessive force, threat coercion
and force, was an abuse of US Government Power, ard the traffic stop was to subject the
Plaintiff to even further peonage and/or slavery and or to defraud the Plaintiff out of money
and/or property.

Caldwells actions constitution a violation of my 4™ via 5" or 14" US Constitutional amendment
due process in the traffic stop, ille

Officer Caldwell knew or should have known not to breach his duties and/or obligation in the
traffic stop, the issuance of a ticket with no Georgia Cide notation, and/or arrest, detain the
Plaintiffs with due out due process of law, and is liable for damages.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unltawful agreement of Officer Hardin a “former”
Lawrenceville Police Officer and Defendants, Rich, et al, Officer Caldwell then
knowingly,intentionally engaged in activity as mentioned on page paragraph then, through threat,
coercion or force, intentionally did illegally, unlawfully put restraints on my freedom through,
threat, force and coercion and faisely imprision me again without due process of
law.(imprisioned in the Gwinnett County Detention Center). The Defendants then knowingly,
intentional charged the complaintant Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC) with
driver with suspended license without due process of law, used threat, coercion or force,
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intentionally did illegally, arrested me without due pr([»cess of law, unlawfully put restraints on
my freedom through, threat, force and coercion falsely imprisionment me (imprisioned in the
Gwinnett County Detention Center) detained Plaintiffs against their will for housrs in the
Gwinnett county detention center, against my will, , towed my Company Van without due
process of law and defrauded the plaintiffs out of money for a void traffic citiation, and/or
suspended licenseand the defendants did acts or omissions in furtherance of the objective of the
conspiacy.

(INCLUDE DAMAGES, TO BUSINESS AND PERSONO

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of Officer Hardin a “former”
Lawrenceville Police Officer and Defendants, Rich, et al, Officer Caldwell Plaintiffs allege the
Defendants believed or knewthat the “Georgia traffic ticket with no Georgia Code of notation
would be taken as evidence in connection with a proceeding and/or that an official proceeding
was pending before a Federa! Judge or about to be insiituted, and have altered, destroyed,
mutilated, or concealed an the citiation issued to the P'aintiff with “no Georgia Code of notation”
with the intent to' impair the integrity or availability of the object for use in an official
proceeding and/or Defendants' intimidation, threats, corrupt persuasion, or attempts to do so, or
misleading conduct toward Plaintiffs, was with the intent to influence, delay, or prevent
testimony of any person in an official proceeding, or to coerce or induce any person to withhold
estimony, from an official proceeding, or to hinder, delay or prevent Plaintiffs from
communication with a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States relating to
Defendants' commission of possible federal or state criminal offenses, and such acts violated 18
U.S.C. 1512and the defendants did acts or omissions in furtherance of the objective of the
conspiacy.

Defendants JOHN DOE unknown Lawrenceville ,GA Chief of Police in his/her current or
“former” capacity as Chief of Police and/or Defendants JOHN DOE unknown Chief of Police of
Gwinnett County, GA Police or Sherriff’Department i1 his/her individual and official or “former
“capacityis the final decision maker for any policy and procedure, unconstitutional traffic stops,
peonage and slavery, and is responsible.

Defendant JOHN DOE unknown Executive Directors, Commissioners, Board of Directors, of
Gwinnett County, GA individually and official and/or “former” capacitieshas failed to instruct,
supervise, and control officers and/or instructed, supervised, and controlled Gwinnett County to
subject African American or Mexican or other minorities, and/or the plaintiff to peonage and
Slavery employees and is responsible.
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Plaintiffs allege that RICO persons, and other persons unknown to plaintiffs, acting in concert
therewith, are employed by and associated with said Georgia RICO enterprise that is engaged in,
or activities of which affect, Georgia State and/or federal interstate and/or foreign commerce,
and that said Georgia RICO persons, and persons acting in concert therewith, conduct or
participate, directly or indirectly, in the conduct of such Georgia RICO enterprise’s affairs
through a Georgia RICO pattern of racketeering activity.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the defendants, On or about Nov.30, 2007
Rich acting individually in joint participation with his co-conspirators, signed an arrest warrant, ##
seeked the prosecution of the complainant and put a tolling order on the
complainant Sharon Bridgewater for the illegal conviction as mentioned in the above
paragraphs , reported to the United State of America National Crime Data Base the Plaintiff
Sharon Bridgewater was “wanted” for a probation vio ation in the State of Georgia. and
knowingly, intentionally holds the complainant Sharon Bridgewater to a condition of peonage
and slavery.

Warrant #_-

RICO ENTERPRIZE #2

RICO ARTIFICE AND SCHEME TO DEFRAUD [TITLE 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c))]

RE: INJURY TO BUSINESS AND PROPERTY AND DESTRUCTION OF BUSINESS
and OBTAINING MONIES BY AND THROUGH FALSE MISREPRESENTATIONS, or
FRAUD, PEONGAGE or SLAVERY, FALSE IMPRISIONMENT, Federal Principal and
Aider and Abettor, Title 18 U.S.C.A §2(a)-(b), Federa! Principal and Aider and Abettor, Aiding
and Abetting A Conspiracy, Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor Conspiracy toCommit
Aiding and Abetting

On or about Oct. 30, 2007 while conducting business in Dekalb County, the Plaintiff(a Black
female and two Black Male employees of the Specialty Investment Group LLC) was driving her
“newly purchased” White Van driving with the regular flow of traffic and driving “normal” (not
engaged in any suspicious activity), and had violated no traffic laws and driving with a lawful,
“clearly visible” not expired drive out tag, and conducinting interstate commerce, . [ had the
Companies three stainless steel appliances and a dishwasher, in the back of my Company Van.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreem:nt of Rich, Harsh, et al, On Oct
30,2007,and continuing through present Officer Schri¢nder a “former” and/or current Dekalb
County Police Officer adopted the acts of of Officer Hardin a “former” Lawrenceville Police
Officer and Deferdants JOHN DOE unknown Lawrenceville ,GA Police Officers, acted under
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the color of Georgia law, employed the federal interstate wires via police radio originating in the
State of Georgia and terminating in the State of Georgia to Defendants JOHN DOE unknown,
DeKalb County GA Police Officers in their individual and official and/or “former™ capacities,
and DoesDefendants used, threat, coercion and/or force made an unconstitutional traffic stop
based on race, class or ethnicity and violated the Plaintiffs 4" United States Constitutional Right
via the 5™ or 14" amendment in the traffic stop.and the defendants did acts or omissions in
furtherance of the objective of the conspiacy.

Officer Schriender at all times mentioned had a duty and/or obligation to follow correct police
procedures in the traffic stop.

There was no probable cause for Officer Schriender a *“former” and/or current Dekalb
County Police Officer to stop the Plaintiffs for driving with a drive out tag.

There was no probable cause for Officer Schriender to discriminate based on race, class or
ethnicity, use, threat, coercion and/or force, make a unconstitutional traffic stop just because
the Plaintiffs were driving while “Black.”

Plaintiffs allege that excessive force, threat coercion and force traffic stop was to falsely
arrest and falsly imprision the complaintant without dye process of law, issue traffic
citations without due process of law, and take the Plaintiffs business and personal
possession and/or vehical without due process of law und/or defraud the Plaintiffs out of
money and/or property. Towed the Plaintiff camero without due process of law

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreemant On Oct 30,2007,0Officer
Schriender a “former” and/or current Dekalb County Police Officer, Plaintiffs allege On
Oct. 30, 2007, Officer Schriender a “former” and/or current Dekalb County Police
Officersubsequently used threat, coercion and force, illegally detained the Plaintiffs against
the Plaintiffs will, and without the right, unlawfully restrained the Plaitiffs freedom threat,
force or coercion, falsely arrested the Plaintiffs without due process, left the scene of the
traffic stop, got in their police cars, traveled to the Plaintiff place or resident or business,
acted in joint participation with Officer Franklin Individually and in his/her official and/or
“former” capacity as a DeKalb County, GA, Police Officer, Detective Georgelndividually
and in her official and/or “former” capacity as Detective of the DeKalb County GA Police
Department, Lieutenant HamiltonIndividually and in his/her official and/or “former”
capacity as Lieutenant of the DeKalb GA County Police Department, Defendants JOHN
DOE unknown DeKalb County GA Police Officers in their individual and/or official
capacities cooperrted, agreed, flagertly, intentionally, broke the complaintant Sharon
Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC) residential door down, illegally entered
Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC) resident, violated the complaintant
solitude, evaded the Plaintiff personal privacy, made a warrantless search, absent probable
cause and/or exigent circumstances and “without consent, “criminally trespassed, on
lawfully lease or co-owed property without the right and without a search warrant and
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without lawful authority took by theft or robbery the Plaintiff’s and/or family personal
and/or business(es)Specialty Investment Group LLC, valuable Specialty Investment
Contracts, Solar Energy Company ideals, contracts, mortgage information, computers,
intangible property valued at more than $5,000(of the 'Specialty Investment Group LLC),
computers and other items and did overt acts and/or omission to further the objective of the
conspiracy.

Plaintiff allege their was no probable cause for Officer Schreidner et al to make an unconstitional
based on race, class or ethnicity, get in the police cars, travel from the scene of the traffic stop to
the Plaintiff resident and illegally and unlawfully take business and personal possession without
a search warrant and without due process of law.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of Dective George of Dekalb County
Police Department, et al Plaintiffs allege the Defendants then through threat, coercion or force,
illegally detained me and against my will, and through threat, coercion or force, intentionally
dillegally, unlawfully put restraints on my freedom for two days, through, threat, coercion or
force, falsely imprisioned me without due process of law. (in the Dekalb County Jail)
knowingly, intentional charged the complaintant Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty [nvestment
Group LLC) with theft by taking(crimes they committzd against Sharon Bridgewater-Specialty
Investment Group LLC)and “two” misdemonor traffic for violations of an tag violations and
driving with suspended license without due process of law. The Defendants defrauded the
Plaintiffs out of valuable property valued at more than $5,000, Real Estate Contracts, and/or
solar energy ideals, blueprints, or and/money for the above mentioned traffic citiations.
Plaintiffs allege in an intentional act to “cover-up” their illegal actions the Defendants - from

Oct. 30, 2007 thru April 2009(ONE YEAR AND A HALF) knowingly, intentionally kept
the theft by taking charges(crime they committed against the complaintant) open and
pending against the Plaintiffs without the initition of criminal proceedings, presentment

to a Grand Jury, and/or initition of process any criminal process. Plaintiffs allege the
Defendantshindered, delayed, or prevented the communication of the complaintant to a law

enforcement officer or judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or
possible commission of a Federal offense, and the defendants did acts or omissions in
furtherance of the objective of the conspiacy.

The Defendants kaowingly and willfully retaliated against the Plaintiff Bridgewater a federal
witness, threaten and used physical force against the Complainant Sharon Bridgewater with
intent, and influenced, delayed, or prevented the testimony of Sharon Bridgewater in an official
proceeding; caused Sharon Bridgewater to withhold testimony, or record, or documents, from
an official proceeding with the intent and impaired the availability of the object for use in an
official proceeding or influenced, delayed, or prevented the testimony of the Sharon Bridgewater
in an official proceeding; or caused or induced the Complainant to withhold testimony, or
withhold a record, document, or other object, from an official proceeding; or altered, destroyed,
mutilated, or concealed an object with intent to impair the integrity or availability of the object
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for use in an official proceeding; or evaded legal prociss summoning to the Sharon Bridgewater
to appear as a witness, or to produce a record, document, or other object, in an official
proceeding; or caused the Sharon Bridgewater to be absent from an official proceeding to which
that person has been summoned by legal process; or hindered, delayed, or prevented the
communication to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States of information relating
to the Commission of a Federal offense, and their actions constitutted a violation of 18 USC
section 1512 and/or 1513.

Plaintiffs allege that Officer Schriender, Officer Franklin Individually and in his/her official
and/or “former” capacity as a DeKalb County, GA, Police Officer, Detective
Georgelndividually and in her official and/or “former” capacity as Detective of the DeKalb
County GA Police Department, Lieutenant HamiltonIndividually and in his/her official and/or
“former” capacity as Lieutenant of the DeKalb GA County Police Department, Defendants
JOHN DOE unknown DeKalb County GA Police Ofticers in their individual and official at all
times had a legal duty and/or obligation to follow corr :ct Police Procedures.

Plaintiffs also allege the purpose of and to keep charges pending against the complaintant was to
Retailate against the Plaintiffs victim of crime of US Governent RICO activites, protect the
RICO enterprise, use the Plaintiffs valuable Real Estate Contracts and/or Solar Energy blueprints
and other items for themselves, acts in joint participation with Obama and/or Eric Holder Jr.
Defendants JOHN DOE unknown agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation(FBI), JOHN
DOE unknown Assistant United States Attorney General(s),Defendants JOHN DOE unknown
US “State” Attorney (ies) General(s) Defendants JOHN DOE unknown employees of the U.S.
Department of Justice, use illegally obtained evidence of the Specialty Investment Group LLC,
in a court of law, abuse US Government Power, “twist” draft the truth, and falsely imprision and
convict the complaintant without due process of law and defraud Plaintiffs out of property and/or
money.

']

Officer Schriender, Officer Franklin Individually and in his/her official and/or “former™
capacity as a DeKalb County, GA, Police Officer, Deiective Georgelndividually and in her
official and/or “former” capacity as Detective of the DeKalb County GA Police Department,
Lieutenant HamiltonIndividually and in his/her official and/or “former™ capacity as Lieutenant
of the DeKalb GA County Police Department, Defendants JOHN DOE unknown DeKalb
County GA Police Officers in their individual and official at all times mentioned knew or
should have known not to take, steal, convert the Plaintiff property to their own use, and
breached their duty and/or obligation, and failed to follow correct Police Procedures, and is
liable to the Plaintiffs for damages.



Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the above Defendants. On Nov. 30,
2007 and continuing through today of the filing of this complaint present Randy Rich A State
Court Judge, acted under the Color of Georgia State Lawemployed the federal mails and/or
federal interstate wires and/or foreign international wires to the United States Department of
Justice, and/or and the United States Department of Justice Eric Holder Jr.,United States
Attorney General, National Crime Data Base as “wanted a National Criminal.” in their official
personal capacity and/or “former “capacities, to subject the complaintant and the defendants did
acts or omissions in furtherance of the objective of the conspiacy.Caldwell knowingly put a
warrant for driving with suspended license, and/or failure to appear, Dekalb County at least four
“warrants “the Plaintiff do not know the warrant numbers on the Plaintiff for the misdemonor
traffic for violations and/or failure to appear of an tag violations and driving with suspended
license without due process of law and/or probation violation.

Plaintiff allege this tolling order and/or data regarding the Plaintiffs was to capature the Plaintiff
and return the Plaintiff to peonage and/or slavery, fasley imprision the complaintant without due
process of law. The Defendants actions constituted

The Defendants actions constitute a violation of the complainant Fourth Amendment right to be
free from unreasonable search and seizure, via the 5" or 14 US Constitutional amendment and;

(1) knowingly and willfully, and intentionally holds the Complaintant Sharon Bridgewater
by an arrest warrant with the intent of the Corr‘pfaintant to return the Complaintant
Sharon Bridgewater to a condition of peonage, in violation of 18 U.5.C. section 1581
Peonage

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the defendants, Plaintiffs allege that On or about
Nov. 2, 2007 and continuingthrough the initiation of these proceedings Plaintiff have
consistently asked for the return plaintiffs Specialty Investment Group LLC business and/or
personal property from Dective George etal. Plaintiff allege the Defendants have consistently
failed and refused to return the Plaintiffs possession and defrauded the Plaintiffs out of money or
property valued over $5,000.00, and did overt acts or omission to further the objective of the
conspiracy.
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Plaintiff and for the purpose to retalatiate against a Federal Witness and victim of Crime of US
Govenrment RICO activities and falsely imprision the Plaintffs and halt the ability of the
Plaintiffs to report the crimes.

Defendants Terrell Bolton “former” Chief of Police of DeKalb County, Georgia

his/her individual and official “former “capacity as Chief of Police of Dekalb County

is the final decision maker for any policy and procedure, unconstitutional traffic stops, theft,
conversion of the Plaintiffs property and is responsible.

Defendants JOHN DOE unknown Executive Director of Dekalb County, Georgia in his/her
individual and official and/or “former” capacity failed to instruct, supervise, and control officers
and/or instructed, supervised, and controlled Dekalb County employees and is responsible.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the defendants, after the repeated asking of the
Plaintiff to return the Plainitffs possessesion, the Defendants knowingly, with the intent to
retaliated, took harmful against to the Plaintiff, interfered with the lawful employment of the
Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater or livelihood of the Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty
Investment Group LLC), deprive the Plaintiffs of right to honest services in violation of 18 USC
1346, and/or deprive the Plaintiff{s) of their property , and prevented the Plaintiffs from
conducting business, due to the theft, and robbery of the Specialty Investment Group Property
The Plaintiff(s) have been damaged by the above Defendants RICO activities, in that the
Defendants actions caused the Plainitff to go out of buiness, drove the Plaintiff out of the State of
Georgia and did overt acts and/or omission to further the objective of the conspiracy.

INTERNET ARTICLE

INTERNET MEDIA ARTICLE OF THE DEKALB COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT
Fnda}', February 27 2009 DeKalb County Police Chief Terrell Bolton Fired

R Decatur,GA
Ina bo]d move towards a better community in DeKalb, the county's new CEO Burrell Ellis has



fired DeKalb police chief Terrell Bolton. The announcement came on Tuesday, following much
controversy,surrounding,Bolton's,conduct,as,police,chief.

A pre-termination notice sent to Bolton last week gave him a deadline of 10:00 a.m. Monday to
respond to the charges and explain why he shouldn't be fired. Bolton did send a letter to Ellis on
Monday morning, stating numerous reason he should be allowed to remain in his position,
however,Ellis,apparently,was,not,swayed.

Among Bolton's major claims is that he can't be fired because he is on medical leave. Bill
McKenney, Bolton's lawyer claims the firing may vic late federal law. McKenney says the leave
falls under the federal Family and Medical Leave Act and cautioned Ellis not to take any action
while,the,chief,is.on,leave.

Bolton is accused of various discrepancies, crimes and misconduct including allegations that he
has taken over 5 months of "comp" time during his two years on the job despite police department
policies against "comp" time for executives and that he personally kept luxury
vehicles,seized,in,drug,raids.

This could be a step in the right direction for Ellis in cleaning up the government of DeKalb
County. Former CEO Vernon Jones left quite a mess in the county, including a judicial system full
of unscrupulous ashkenazis who rob citizens under color of law on a daily basis, amounting to
basically nothing more than an organized crime ring similar to the former judicial system of
Cook County, Illinois. !

The Defendants Rico activities, forced Plaintiffs to fle: the State of Georgia, forced Plaintiff out
of business, and/or prevented Plaintiff from conducting business in Georgia..

In furtherance of the Unlawful agreement of Obama, Holder, Shawn Dovanan and/or two or
more of the Defendants as mentioned in the criminal charges, on or about 1997 and continuing
thru the filing of this complaint Hayes Valley Limited Partnership, SunAmerica Affordable
housing partnership, McCormack Baron Ragan, MBA‘__Urban Development INC. et al and two or
more other corporations unknown to the Plaintiff, nature trade of commerce Real Estate

Development entered into an agreement with the Unitcd States Housing Urban and

M7 2 wir



Development, and/or were public private partnership to revitilatize, build, development, and
management federal public housing facilities across America and/or the 50 States, and was
granted exclusive control to management public housing facilities in the 50 States, and

constituted a US Government .

On or about 1997 and continuing thru Dec. 2005, and continuing thru the filing of this complaint,
1, the elderly, disabled, and/or other social economically disadvantaged consumers at all times
mentioned were seeking shelter. 1 at all times mentioned were disabled, self-sefficiency and
rehabilitation, at all times mentioned Started my Real Estate Company and was advancing and
making money and were director competitors, and at the time my Son was studying to become a
licensed Real Estate Broker, as defined as.], the elderly, etc. “consumers” applied for public
housing rental unit at public housing in the “50” state ; and/or HVLP(and/or other public

housing facilities). Hashiah Rashad, HVLP manager™ (and other managers partners of HVLP

2Hashah Rashad also refers to or HVLP partners, et al, property manager(s) operating other
public housing facilities in “50” States.



presented a HVLP lease Rental applications® to me ¢ to determine my eligibility to live at HVLP.
I/we completed the application in order for HVLP to Cetermine my eligibility the application

included:

(1) Names of all persons who would be living in the unit, their sex, date of birth, and
Relationship to the family head;

(2) present address and telephone number;

(3) Family characteristics (e.g., veteran) or circumstances (e.g., living in substandard
housing) that might qualify the family for tenant sclection preferences;

(4) Names and addresses of your current and previous landlords for information about
your family's suitability as a tenant;

(5) An estimate of my and/or my family's anticipated income for the next twelve months

and the sources of that income;

9 On or about 2004 [ “a disabled, socially economicially disadvantage African American
female, recovering from my disability” met with Hashiah Rashad the Property Manager of
HVLP and filled out an application for an apartment ai HVLP. 1 told her I qualified to live at
the units and/or I told Hashiah that I was recouperating; from a disability(due to violence etc.)
and received disability. 1also told her that I was a person that fell in a category that of a low
and/or very low ircome individual. Further, I told HVLP manager, that I live in Atlanta, had a
section 8 hud voucher rented an apartment in Atlants, and/or had started a business in Atlanta,
GA and/or operated a business in Atlanta, Georgia, and wanted to expand to the West Coast. I
then told her that my son James S.Bridgewater would occupy the unit while I was away
conducting business while “making” the “business” transition to California. Hashiah Rashad
then told me that they help people such as my self, agreed that James S. Bridgewater would
occupy the unit, if I qualified for the unit.

+“] and/or me” refers to other low-income, elderly, socially economically disadvantage and/or
applicants and/or public housing tenants in the “50” states.



(6)The names and addresses of employers, banks, and any other information the HA would need
to verify your income and deductions, and to verify the family composition; and (e.g., birth
certificates, tax returns) to verify the information given on my application. I then signed a

release form to authorize release of pertinent information to the PHA.

Hashiah Rashad(HVLP)manager than “checked out” the references, etc. Hashiah Rashad then
telephone me and told me that I qualified to live at HVLP. She than described the public
housing program, told me/and/or other tenants that they offered community support services,

and its requirements, and offered me a unit. I/we

accepted. During this time Hashiah Rashad and/or HVLP, et al had a legal duty or obligation to
disclose to me and/or other tenants any separate agreements, such as settlement agreement or
Real Estate settlements pertaining to the apartment betore I moved in, and had a legal duty or
obligation to disclose any agreements beyond the rental agreement and “beyond the Housing and
Urban Authroity lease agreement contract, and/or any agreement that may have been submitted

regarding “late payments.”

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants, On or about 1997 and
continuing thru the filing of this complaint, Hashiah Rashad(HVLP manager) then prepared and
presented to me and/or other public housing “propective tenants” two different lease
agreements: 1) FIRST LEASE AGREEMENT( FEDERAL HUD): HVLP Manager, Hashiah
Rashad, I, the Plaintiff(s) and/or other public housing tenants and HUD(San Francisco Housing

Authority) entered into a three way lease agreement for the apartment 427 Page Street, San
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Francisco, CA.(Rent Control area).” “My rent” — our which is referred to as the Total Tenant
Payment (TTP) is based on the family's anticipated gross annual income less deductions, if any

which included,

(1) 30 percent of the monthly adjusted income. (Monthly Adjusted Income is annual income less

deductions allowed by the regulations); ®

(2) 10 percent of monthly income;

(3) welfare rent, if applicable; or

(4) a $25 minimum rent or higher amount (up to $50) set by an HA.

HUD section 8 voucher (rental assistance) paid directly to McCormack Baron Ragan, approx.
$1,528.00.The Plaintiffs rent was either $104.00-$107.00 and/or $78.00 per month (from Dec.
2004 thru May 2008).

On 1997 Hud entered into a partnership agreement with Sun America AIG, Bankding and

finance, equity shares, granted exclusibe control by the US Govenrment, partners, with HUD,

etc. and/or Bush, etc. at all times mentioned we were competitor, I had a fidurary relation with

*2) SECOND LEASE “PRIVATE” AGREEMENT MCCORMACK BARON RAGAN:

HVLP Manager, Hashiah Rashad, and then simoutausly entered into a second lease agreement;
Sharon Bridgewater and McCormack Baron Ragan. This lease agreement contains provisions of
“additional rents, lates, ete.”

¢ 1) HAs use income limits developed by HUD. HUD sets the lower income limits at 80% and
very low income limits at 50% of the median income for the county or metropolitan area in
which you choose to live. Income limits vary from are4 to area.
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the Defendants, had a duty to disclosure real estate settlement agreement HVLP lease hold
interest,mortgage loan, Mortgages, mortgage
On Dec. 2004/ Jan. 2005 I Sharon Bridgewater (and/or other public housing tenants -James
Bridgewater-listed as a household member) the (Specialty Investment Group L.L.C. A dissolved
Georgia Company, and Specialty Global Investments Inc., a dissolved Nevada Corporation
),Bridgewater & Company Inc.(minority business Owllers) entered into lease agreement HUD
contract to live at the unit. I we at all times mentioned had a valid, lawful binding lease
agreement contract “three way HUD lease agreement contract” for the premise of 427 Page
Street, San Francisco, CA 94102), (in a metropolitan bopulated area and/or a rent controlled
area). and/or with Defendants JOHN DOE unknown Director of the San Francisco Housing/San
Francisco Housing and/or Defendants JOHN DOE unknown employee of the San Francisco
Housing Authority(SFHA) Hayes Valley Limited Partnership (AKA, Hayes Valley Apartments
1T L.P.),McCormack Baron Ragan Management Services Inc. MBA Urban Development Co.,
The Related Companies of California, Inc. Sunamerici Affordable Housing. Pursuant to federal
law the HUD lease is renewed annually. At all times mentioned I/we were in peaceful, quiet,
lawful, legal possession of the premise of 427 Page Street, San Francisco, CA. (and/or other
public housing facilities across America).

Pursuant to Federal Public Housing tenants are allowed to stay in public housing as long
as you comply with the lease.’] and/or my son was at all times mentioned I and my son was at all

times qualified to live in the unit(and/or other public housing tenants) and was qualified to

7 AND/OR OTHER PUBLIC HOUSING FACILITIES ACFOSS AMERICA.

¥The must be “good cause to evict.” And in the case ot breach of lease agreement a 90 day notice
of termination of tenancy is required pursuant to HUD Federal law. will not be required to move
unless there is affordable housing available for you on the private market.
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participant in the HUD section 8 program and/or live at HVLP, a US Government Public
Housing Complex as Tenants. At all times mentioned from Dec. 2004/Jan 2005 thru May 2008
We at all times mentioned kept our part of the agreemznt and were going to school and/or
operating a business, trying to “get off HUD subsidici and/or public assistance,” and the
Plaintiff was a participate of the self sufficiency program, which is a program provided by HUD
to help low income individuals become self sufficunt, start there own business, gain permanent
employment, advance and become free and independent of any HUD subsidies, and at all times

mentioned were qualified to live at the Federal housing complex.

On or about April 12, 2006 at an unknown time Hayes Valley Limited Partnership with the

MAIL FRAUD

Plaintiff allege On APRIL. 12, 2006, at an “unknown” time at 401 Rose Street, San Francisco,
California Hashiah Rashad, property Manager for HVLP(defendants Hayes Valley Limited
Partnership (AKA, Hayes Valley Apartments II L.P.),McCormack Baron Ragan Management
Services Inc. MBA Urban Development Co., The Related Companies of California, Inc.
Sunamerica Affordable Housing Partnership Inc., ) acted under the color of the US Federal
and/or State Government, and originating within the state of California, and terminating within
the state of California,caused to placed in a post office, or in an authorized depository for mail,
matter to be sent and delivered by the Postal Service to 427 Page Street the following;



Aerr 19 [+]] D8:S5g, Hayes Val ley ﬂpartuen:s 1154
7 08 L - B7-1830 .
Hayes Vaﬂq.dparrm( ’ B rs |
b

) 401 Rose Streey -~ |
San Francisco, CA 94107 |

Phone 4154874219 NOTICE TO PAY RENT
Faxd15-a57.1824 RENT OR s 'I

To:  Sharnp prd cwnter ALL OTnERS IN POSSESSIQN,
=2rna Brdgewnter AND s

WITIinN Flve DAYS, after the service o You of this Rotice, yor arg Berty ulred to
pay the delinquent remt of the Premises herein aly de:m'bed, of which Jm: ::L hold

Possession ag follovrs;
SI07.00 FroOpg SEPTEMRER 1, 2005 THROUGH SEFTEMBER 30, 2008

5107.00 From OCTOBER 1, 2005 TAROUGH OCTORER 31, 2005
TBER

O
5107.00 Fropay JANUARY 1, 2008 THROUGH JANUARY 31, 2005
5107.00 From FEBRUARY 1, 2006 THROUGRH FEBRUARY 28, 2006
5107.00 Fropn MARCH 1,2006 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2006

Oryoware hereby Tequired to delivey Up possession of the herelnafter deseribed

premises, with fiyve days after Service on yon of the notice, to HAYES VALLEY
D P. RS (“nvmer'). wholwhick s Authorized 1o receive the same, or

fegal procecdings wilf be Institated agalast yog to declare the forfeltmre of (e lease or
Fevtal agreement uader which you ocenpy the hereln below described Property and tp
recover Possession of sajg Premises, 1o Fecover all rong Past due, te récover court cose,

Payment muse he made 19 the owuer/agent at the following address: 403 ROSE STREFT
AN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

Telcphone bBomber for the ahove.address: 415487-1218

You may make such reply oy You wish, You haye the right ¢o ezamine Lessop documents
directly relevant tp the Iease termizadop,

Is
Arbitration Board located ar 28 Vaa Nesgs Street, Solie 320, San h-ancls:o, CA 94102 oy

Dat.d; 0471272006 ¢ -
By: =~ Tenip Recceripmegr
hi

For: Propeny anager, [asinah Ra im
McCormaek Baroa Rapan far Haves Valley Ansiriinenq

©© v 08/17/2005 won “EkHighFon wo. 4(41 @ooa

—_— —————— ——
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The Notice to pay rent a5 quit, described above wers sent with the intent to deceive the
plaintiffs, and fcr the plaintiff to rely on the noticc: to pay rent or quit, the represtations
described in the Notice to quit were false. The defendants made the presentations, the
defendant knew that they were false, because a valid or proper notice to pay rent or quit
must contain an exact dollar amount due in dollars and cents, and the notice to pay rent is
in violation of California civil procedure section 1161 as a result of the notice to pay the
plaintiff relied on the representation, and further was willing to pay any amount that was
represented to the Plaintiff of the amount due, as a“ result of the reliance the Plaintifff
were damaged b?l the overt acts of the Defendants, and the PlainitfY tendered to the
Defendants the amount they asserted to the plaintilff to pay without producing a rental
ledger or verifying the amount of rent due and the defendants did overt acts to further the
objective of the conspiracy to extort money, restrain commerce, and defraud the Plaintiff
out of money or property. The Defendants at all times menitoned

Knowingly and willfully, placed in a post office, or in an authorized depository for mail, matter to
be sent and delivered by the Postal Service for the purposes of executing a scheme and/or artifice
to defraud the Sharon Bndgewater and of obtaining/ money by means of false and fraudulent
pretenses, representations or promises, after having devised or intended to devise said scheme or
artifice to defraud and to obtain money by means of false and fraudulent pretenses, representations
or promises. The Defenants actions are in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1341.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants, knowingly, intentionally

filed in the Superior Court the following documents:

MALICIOUS USE OF CIVIL PROCEEDING, ABUSE OF PROCESS,

225y



FRAUD, PERJURY.
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