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The NY-8+, their lawyers, the jurors and the masses celebrate their
victory on the steps of the courthouse.




THE VERDICT

At 11 am on August 5, 1985, the jury in the United
States vs. Chimurenga et al returned its verdict on the
final 18 counts charged against the NY 8+. These
counts included the heart of the Government’s case,
that is, the five conspiracies and the RICO count, the
lynchpin for the Government’s argument that the
political activities of the 8¢ and their comrades con-
stituted a criminal enterprise.

The verdict was not guilty.

This is a major defeat for the Government’s attempt
to criminalize political activity and destroy the most
advanced segment of the Black Liberation Move-
ment.

Included in this statement are portions of the closing
arguments of the defense. The summation of
Omowale Clay, the only defendant to go pro se, is
presented in its entirety. Judge Bruce Wright, an un-
tiring fighter in the defense of the people, testified on
behalf of the defendants at the bail hearing and the
trial. Judge Wright also issued a statement; it appears
in its entirety.

Finally, we must answer this question: Why did the
jury render such a verdict?

No political trial in recent history presented so clear a
demarcation between fact and fiction, between the
official lie and the simple truth.

The government charged the defendants with being a
criminal enterprise and conspiring to commit ar-
mored car robberies and jailbreaks. This fiction was
supported by certain ‘evidence’ seized in the arrests
and by the testimony of a paid Government informer.

‘The defense presented the simple truth: that they were
revolutionaries, not criminals; that they believed in
self-determination for the Black Nation and armed
struggle as the most advanced line.

The jury was predominately working class. As such it
immediately separated the concrete evidence from the
lies and fabrications that held together the Govern-
ment’s charges. The jury decided that acts of ter-
rorism had indeed been committed. These were the
massive surveillance, intimidations, harrassment and
jailing of the defendants, their comrades, and sup-

porters. The terrorists were the Joint Terrorist Task
Force.

And the jury decided that a conspiracy had indeed oc-
curred. But it was a conspiracy planned and executed
not by the defendants but by the U.S. Government.

In other words, employing an objective analysis of
the evidence presented to them, the people chose fact
over fiction, truth over lies, and justly condemned the
repressive methods of the bourgeois state.

On the steps of the courthouse the revolutionaries
and the members of the jury embraced.

The People United
Can Never Be Defeated

ARM THE MASSES
AGAINST
FASCIST TERRORISM

This is a press statement written by Judge Bruce
Wright for a press conference held July 22, 1985.

BY WAY OF INTRODUCTION

My allegiance to the pure idealism of the young
defendants known as the NY 8+ is total. They are
warriors for the cause of this country as symbolized
by the more glorious meanings of the Constitution.
They remind us in their resentment of racism and
political repression, that G. K. Chesterton, examin-
ing the American persona, concluded that there is
nothing wrong with Americans, except their neglect
of ideals.

In a Christian country that has never rehabilitated
itself from the crime of Black slavery; that honors
Presidents who were slaveowners; and that devises
sophistical excuses to preserve racist discriminations,
Black people are an endangered species. White
America is astonished that the NY 8+ are not ill-
educated street-fighters, but are examples of what W.
E. DuBois called the talented tenth. Some of them are
lawyers and graduates of some of the finest univer-
sities and professional schools in this country. They
have examined democracy and found it wanting; they
want it improved and they are fierce in their dedica-
tion to that thesis.

They believe in self-defense against the real perils of
American apartheid. To witness the Reagan ad-
ministration’s attack on civil rights in this country is
to see the threat to civil liberties in a harsh and
devastating light. Little wonder that those who are
sensitive to our treasured liberties are outraged.

It is enough to make those who are pious weep that,
‘King Christ, this world is all a-leak/And lifeboats
there are none! Little wonder that an Ethical Culture
Society sermon could be entitled, ‘When the Country
Turns Right - What’s Left?’

The mighty Government, that holds the world in
thrall with its nuclear power and spy satellites; its
mighty armies and world-wide naval authority, can-
not bring to heel the furtive importers of narcotics
that murder hundreds, but can, with electronic
surveillance and the aid of informants, imprison a
handful of non-rich citizens. It is all reminiscent of
the days of J. Edgar Hoover, who could suggest that
this powerful nation was threatened by a few Black
Panthers.

What a tragedy to witness the use of grand juries and
their not-so grand role as a device to imprison spouses
who refuse to be used as Goths and Huns eroding
privacy.

No matter what happens to the NY 8+, there will
always be new generations of those who struggle for a
better world and it is precisely those struggles that
witness humanity inching forward. Alas, poor Gan-
dhi, the liberator of India from the yoke of British
imperialism. As he became guru to the world,
philosophers and teachers flocked to India to absorb
his wisdom.

One young philosopher asked him, ‘Mr. Gandhi,
what do you think of Western civilization?’ Gandhi,
looking momentarily puzzled, then responded,‘You
know, that’s not a bad idea; why doesn’t somebody
work on it?’

The NY 8+ have been working on it.



Closing statement of Omowale Clay.*
THE COURT: Mr. Clay.

MR. CLAY: Men and women of the jury, I stand
before you now, more than two months from the last
time I talked to you from this rostrum, with tl_le
testimony and the evidence in and me firmer now in
our innocence than I ever have been.

I say to you once again we are not terrorists, not Viola
Plummer, not Coltrane Chimurenga, not Roger
Wareham, not Robert Taylor, not Jose Rios, not
Lateefah Carter, not Yvette Kelley, not Colette Pean,
nor myself. Neither are we criminals and neither are
we racketeers.

But men and women of the jury, if | take this hand,
[puts hand on the prosecution table where the cap-

tured guns are displayed],ﬂ, and then produce a
newspaper that’s not talking about discos and drugs
and liquor, and is not talking about selling dope to
our children, then from that a conspiracy can

develop.

1 would like to thank you first for your patience and
hopefully for your consciousness and your concern
that justice is done in this court.

I said to you before that when I took up the job, the
responsibility of going pro se, it was to my parents’
concern. | am not sure at this moment how | have
satisfied that concern. I guess they will tell me that
later.

These two months have been an ordeal for you, but
the past ten months have been an ordeal for us,
because from some of the testimony that you heard in
this court I am sure it is clear that our lives will never
be the same, our children’s lives will never be the
same, and our homes will never be the same.

The government said to you, Mrs. Schofield said to
you, that the preponderance of -- I won’t necessarily

—THE COURT: Judge Robert L. Carter, Federal Judge,
Southern District

MR. ROTH: Assistant U.S. Attorney Kenneth Roth

MRS. SCHOFIELD: Assistant U.S. Attorney Lorna Schofield
MR. CLAY: Omowale Clay, NY 8+ Against Fascist Terrorism
defendant

MR. MOGULESCU: William Mogulescu, attorney for Roger
Wareham

call it evidence -- but the preponderance of facts, of
phenomena that the government brought _into this
case, might not appear in all of its significance at
first, and I agree with that.

This is a historic case, and I think all of you should
understand that it is a historic case. It is taking place
in a historic time. I think the testimony and the
evidence and what you’ve seen with your own eyes
begin to tell you that, because there are thousands
and thousands of people waiting for you to make a
decision, a decision that will eventually affect millions
and millions of people because that is what is at stake.

The government has said that this case is not about
putting the FBI or the Joint Terrorist Task Force on
trial. They said that the defendants, the NY 8J‘r
Against Fascist Terrorism, have a right to their
political views. They have also said that these are
serious crimes.

I say to you, men and women of this jury, that there
are serious crimes. We are not criminals, but our lives
and our work have been a response to criminality, to
terrorism and to hopelessness that is perpetrated on
the toiling masses of people in this country.

Before [ begin, if I could simply say who we are, we
are not on the side of rich folks or professionals, but
of poor people and ‘little clerks’.

A conspiracy to conspire to commit a co.nspil_'acy, that
is what this case is about. Judge Carter is going to ex-
plain the law to you and tell you what your respon-
sibilities are with the law.

One.of the burdens that I don’t have is that I’m not a
lawyer. 1 have to try to depend on common sense.

A conspiracy to conspire to commit a conspiracy, that
is the government’s case.

When Howard Bonds came into our existence as a
collective, that was the first conspiracy to turn our
lives into a conspiracy.

Let me explain how we come 1o be a conspiracy, how
we conspired to commit a conspiracy.

Howard Bonds, in his testimony, told you that in our
history we didn’t always exist as a conspiracy, but he
said Coltrane Chimurenga, Viola Plummer, Roger
Wareham, Jose Rios and he, Howard Bonds, sat

down, and they conspired to conspire , and I submit
to you that the Nathan’s conspiracy, Howard Bonds’
Nathan’s conspiracy is the foundation of what Mrs,
Schofield calls the umbrella conspiracy, alias, RICO,
alias count one.

If you tell a lie loud enough and long enough, some
people will listen to it.

I would like to talk to those of you who are convinced
that we’re guilty. If I could get you to raise your
hands, I would direct my attention directly to you and
talk directly to you because the government’s case
rests on a conspiracy, but it is not ours.

Agent Cordier sat in this chair, which has been very
uncquortable for a number of people, and said that
the. investigation in this case started when Coltrane
Chimurenga was observed with a fugitive.

The reality was the woman that Coltrane Chimurenga
was observed with was not a fugitive at the time, but
clearly a conspirator in the minds of the government.
Agent Cordier went to Washington to get the money,
to get the okay, to launch this investigation, the crea-
tion of a conspiracy to commit and conspire to com-
mit conspiracies. They didn’t start with us.

Howard Bonds had to g0 back in time and weave a
story to fill in for what the government never found,
because they never found a crime, and yet there are
seven major conspiracies that we’re faced with that
you’'ll have to decide, seven major conspiracies,
Ie.nough to put us behind the walls for the rest of our
ives.

Now, when we started this case, you remember [ talk-
ed to you about the nember of bugs, the number of
surveillance agents, the number of telephone taps,
and you remember the videos, we talked about the
videos. We didn’t see any videos in the court except
for the ghost dance that Mr. Roth did for us.

At one of the places where the conspiracies were sup-
posed to be developing, at 2100 Newkirk, this is the
place where Howard Bonds was doing instructions in
assassination techniques, very interesting, not techni-
ques to disarm an armored car guard, but assassina-
tion techniques.

There was a television camera there and there were
agents there, but there was nothing. It took Howard

Bonds to go back and weave a story.

For those of you who are convinced that we’re guilty,
let me leave this thought with you: That the govern-
ment has spent a tremendous amount of money on
this case, and yet I’ve seen more money spent in
Hollywood to weave a less complicated story.

When Bill Mogelescu told you yesterday that he
doesn’t believe it is the United States of America v.
the New York 8+, he believes it is the United States
Government, I sincerely believe that and hope that
you listen to that, too, because although it appears
that it is simply Mr. Roth and Mrs. Schofield and
Detective Minch and Special Agent David Mitchell,
(who promised me I would go to jail for the rest of my
life), although these are the only people at this desk,
and it literally seems that we outnumber them, I want
you to be crystal clear that behind Mr. Roth sits the
United States Government, committed with all of its
resources -- [‘Amens’ erupt from the audience. |

THE COURT: Please, ladies and gentlemen, please.
MR. CLAY: - committed with all of its resources to

put us in _ja_il for a conspiracy to conspire to commit
conspiracies.

Before I got up today to talk to you, I said this is go-
ing to be difficult for me to get across because it
doesn’t even sound right, because we didn’t do
anything, and yet we were arrested by more agents
than have ever arrested anybody in the City of New
York, but we hadn’t done anything.

We didn’t molest children, we didn’t sell dope, we
didn’t_ take numbers. We actually, on a daily basis,
sometimes to the detriment of our own families, went
out and struggled to carry out our political work,
which we see as the liberation of our people. To some
people, maybe not a lot of work, to some people,
maybe nothing, but to us it was consistent work and it
was principled work and it was work that could not be
bought off at any price, and maybe that it is part of
the reason that we’re here.

Aggn} Cordier talked to you about the questions of
fugltlves and Chimurenga. Well, members of the
jury, there is Coltrane Chimurenga. Where are the
fug'lt'lves? The government has not produced one
fugitive, but yet the thought of a fugitive was enough
to produce a budget that could hire robably all of

the unqmployed youth in Brooklyn. pproval from
the audience.;



THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, please. I am
going to have to take action if you don’t control
yourselves.

MR. CLAY: The government also said they were in-
terested in the investigation of Mr. Bonds, and they
were interested in the People’s Militia, but with all
that investigation which laid the basis for there to be
wire taps and electronic surveillance and bugs, the
government still didn’t get anything.

I don’t know how you feel about it, but I know that
our lives have been stripped bare so that everybody
knows our business. There is nothing that we have
that everyone doesn’t know.

The government took everything from our houses,
listened to our most intimate personal conversations,
followed us. You heard agents take numerous pic-
tures of my wife, just to take them, but they didn’t
find anything until Howard Bonds began to fabricate
for them a justification for the amount of money and
for the politics involved in this case.

Howard Bonds gave them, as I told you in the open-
ing, and which I do not believe has been stirred or
changed one iota, Howard Bonds gave them an agree-
ment, he gave them a plan.

Mrs. Schofield, who has a very interesting way with
words, wanted to define conspiracy in her summa-
tion. She said don’t think conspiracy is just talking
and agreeing, but it is doing. Okay.

But then she said, however, you should focus on what
we agreed on and the preparation and not the details
of a particular plan.

What did that mean? It meant you should focus on
the agreement. Who is the agreement? Howard
Bonds. It said you should focus on the preparation,
but what is the common denominator around the
preparation? It is either their theory around why my
hand was on this, [places hand on the weapons], or
our theory.

Because everytime they say the conspiracy was in mo-
tion, these, [the weapons seized at various
residences], always get tossed up and presented to
you, and it is funny, I don’t think -- I think one Klan
member has more than that in his own house.

Mrs. Schofield also played with another word to you:

Expropriation. She said to you, and then I think she
even quoted Judge Carter -- and let me stand cor-
rected if that is not true, Judge, -- she said expropria-
tion without window dressing is a conspiracy to com-
mit armed robbery.

Here is a new twist on the English language. I thought
an expropriation was, in fact, a robbery. I thought ex-
propriation was, in fact, taking something. Now she
says expropriation is, in fact, a conspiracy.

Why does she have to make the substantive crime the
conspiracy? It is because a conspiracy doesn’t have a
substantive crime.

A conspiracy to conspire to commit conspiracies, that-

is why we’re here.

Mrs. Schofield indicated that we didn’t deal with the
RCMC during our defense. I’m not sure whether she
was in the same courtroom as we were. I think the
issue was we had a fundamentally different theory
about what the RCMC is.

You heard the testimony in this court that first the
RCMC is the Revolutionary Center Military Com-
mand. Mr. Bonds could never get the name right.
You heard Wanda Wareham tell you that Mr. Bonds’
position was we were armchair revolutionaries
anyway, and let me tell you jurors what that meant. It
meant that Mr. Bonds was not prepared for the
tedious work and the day-to-day struggle to fight to
win the consciousness of people and not some wild
adventurism.

We talked about the RCMC, Mrs. Schofield, and we
also said it was not a criminal enterprise. It was our
attempt to begin to build genuine principled leader-
ship and security for our movement.

Mrs. Schofield did one other, I should say, maneuver

with the evidence.
Howard Bonds talked about the RCMC, and he told
you who it was.

Then the prosecution listened to the defense case
about who was in the RCMC and listened to the dif-

ference and the change. Bonds said that the leader--

ship of the RCMC was basically rigid. You were in it
or you weren’t in it, and he talked about who was in
it, and Yvette Kelly and Ruth Carter had never been
in it, but now we get flexible.

And in her summary Mrs. Schofield now includes
Ruth Carter, Yvette Kelley and Lionel Jean-Baptiste
in the RCMC. Maybe she is opening it up for
democracy. I am not sure.

What is at the heart of this conspiracy, because it is
not our conspiracy?

We say to you at the heart of the conspiracy, it is to
destroy the Black Liberation Movement. Now, some
of you might have problems with what that means.

"The Black Liberation Movement is simply the ques-

tion of Black people struggling for freedom and
justice.

The government started having problems with Black
revolutionaries and freedom fighters after George _
Washington, because George was all right. But the
problem is that when George won his battle, we were
still slaves on our way to becoming 3/5ths of a human
being under the United States Constitution.

There is a conspiracy, I agree there is a conspiracy.

"You heard agents come before you in this court and

you heard the scope of the investigation. That scope
went beyond the scope of the investigation. That
scope went beyond the question of finding a criminal
conspiracy around robbing banks or breaking people
out of jail. You heard Detective Bushrod tell you
because he saw Chimurenga sitting in a car writing
notes, he said, ‘I see subject planning a crime.’

Now, what mental state is he in that whatever now
Mr. Chimurenga does, it is criminal?

Is it because revolutionaries are criminals in the minds
of the government?

‘At 1971 Adam Clayton Powell, where Milton Par-
rish, my good friend, Milton Parrish, my comrade,
Milton Parrish, who is no longer incarcerated at
MCQC, lived, they seized personal photos and iden-
tification.

Agent Wack sat here and told you that. What did that
have to do with the criminal investigation?

At 80 Midwood Street they took everything in our
house from our wedding pictures to the mailing list to
ARM TH@ MASSES, the telephone numbers and
everything that had to do with the paper. The scope
of the investigation?

This is a historic case because some of you may not
know, but there is a law called the No Bail Law, and
we were held under that law. We are the first people
in the United States of America to be held without
bail.

MR. ROTH: Judge --

MR. CLAY: In South Africa, it is preventive deten-
tion. I am moving on, Judge.

Then the RICO statutes were put on us. Racketeering
Influenced and Corrupt Organization, we didn’t
know we were really one of those, did we? [Looking
at the rest of the NY 8+]

We knew we had some problems, but we didn’t know
we were influenced by corruption and the rackets.

What is the purpose? The purpose is to criminalize
political activity. And you heard Agent Cordier tell
you, in this chair, that at the Bronx Courthouse, that
they moved to arrest us at the Bronx Courthouse to
stop bloodshed.

Our contention is that they moved on us at the Bronx

- Courthouse to be able to implant in people’s minds

the Pre-emptive Strike, to get people used to the fact
that people can be arrested and not do anything. You
have got to start with someone, and if they wanted to
have avoided bloodshed, I agree with Bill Mogulescu,
that if they thought that is what we were doing, why
didn’t they just let us climb down into the hole - and
they didn’t need five hundred [agents], they would
have shot each other. They only needed 50 and they
would have had us down in the hole. Then they
wouldn’t have had to concoct the plan they concocted
the other day.

But, you know, for your information, when we were
arrested, although Agent Cordier said we were ar-
rested to stop the escape attempt for Kwesi Balagoon,



I am sure Mr. Roth will explain to you how they ar-
rgsted us to stop us from a prison escape, but then in-
dicted us on an armored car robbery. I am sure he will
be able to do that.

You heard testimony in this court by Mr. Stu Hanlon,
not much testimony, but enough testimony to those
people here whose ears are still open, that the United
States Government has a program. It was called
COINTELPRO, Counter Intelligence Program. It
was set up by the FBI to neutralize Black leadership
and Black organizations.

Mr. Hanlon and Mr. Gombiner told you those were
the FBI documents, not theirs. You heard in this
courtroom the mention of the murder, the assassina-
tion of Fred Hampton and Mark Clark.

MR. ROTH: Judge, you didn’t hear that.

MR. CLAY: You did. It is on the record, Judge, 1
looked at it very good because I knew it was going to
be problem. It is there. I made sure of that.

Not much. It is there, though.

And also the Greensboro massacres were not stricken
from the record. They’re there, too.

MR. ROTH: Mr. Mogulescu confirmed it was
stricken.

MR. MOGULESCU: I did not.

MR. CLAY: I looked at it, it was not stricken, Judge.
MR. MOGULESCU: I did not.

MR. ROTH: Read it.

MR. CLAY: Judge, my word, it was not stricken.

But those issues were the kinds of issues that began to
shape our minds and our concerns around what it
means to have principles and struggle for Black
Liberation, what is the attitude of the United States
Government going to be?

Stu Hanlon told you about his discussions with Col-
trane Chimurenga and his concerns. Mr. Hanlon
understood Chimurenga’s outlook around the need
for you to be educated about what is going on in this

country; things that a a lot of us don’t even know
about.

Stu Hanlon told you about this program

COINTELPRO. I believe he even told you some of

the organizations, like the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference, that was on it, Martin Luther King
that was on it, the people who had been targeted by
the United States Government to disrupt their
organizations and to neutralize them by any means
necessary. That is why Malcolm X is dead.

I grew up, and as Mrs. Schofield, I think, said, we’re
supposed to be an intelligent, well-educated group of
folks. Well, we read and we investigated, and I don’t
know what I could do to make you see the things that
we have seen or know some of the things that we
know about them, but I tell you, when Agent Cordier
sat there and told you that ARM THE MASSES
newspaper was no big deal, then why did they destroy
the Black Panther newspaper? Because that is a fact.
That is a fact. )

ARM THE MASSES newspaper was the principal
part of our, quote, clandestinity, because we wanted
to protect the paper because of its importance. Where
is our machinery to the paper? Where are our tools?
Where is everything that has to do with the paper? It
is at 26 Federal Plaza.

Was that part of the criminal enterprise?

Wanda Wareham told you that we were aware that
the government had us under surveillance. This is a
very important issue for you, given the fact that the
government has allowed us to be intelligent. It is very

important issue because would any intelligent, think-

ing people, knowing that they were under investiga-
tion and surveillance, have planned a break out of jail
or a robbery of an armored car, knowing that the en-
tire police force of New York City would be there?
That is crazy. ’

What are the facts? In April of 1984, my wife received
a letter from the American Express company. You
heard that in her testimony. It was a copy of a sub-
poena from U.S. Attorney Litt, subpoenaing her
American Express card records. Who is Litt? Litt is
Roth in the Brinks case. Now, that would have told
some political activists something.

fn July of 1984, you saw and you heard LeRoy Mar-
shall, a 20-year acquaintance of mine, who himself
admitted that he knew that I knew he was the man, he
was the undercover man, he was the surveillance man,
and 1 had peeped him in front of my job. He didn’t
tell you that he told me he was surveilling 75 Maiden
Lane, but you have to make up your minds about that
one.

1 tried to tell you as much as 1 could, and he cor-
roborated most of it. That is your decision.

Last but not least, Agent Cordier told you it didnt’t
bother the Joint Terrorist Task Force that ARM THE
MASSES was printing their license plate numbers, the
descriptions of their men and women and the descrip-

tions of their automobiles and vans in our paper. He

said that made no difference at all. Because certainly
a group of political activists who are telling the com-
munity, in the article ‘Enemies of the People’, cer-
tainly a group who is spreading it all around the com-
munity that, ‘We’re being followed, we’re being
followed, gray vans, brown vans --’ I think you even
heard one of the Joint Terrorist Task --was his van
brown? I think he said it was mustard or brown,
Judge, he did, he said that.

Agent Cordier said it didn’t make any difference.
We're getting ready to break Kwesi Balagoon out of
the Bronx Courthouse, and at the same time we’re in
the middle of publishing ARM THE MASSES nam-
ing the agents who are following us. That is crazy.

Now, Mr. Roth asked all of our character witnesses,
‘Do you know Doctor Jeckyll or. do you know Mr.
Hyde?’

But that is not really what he means to say. He means
to say are they dumb or are they smart? Which one do
we want today?

Mrs. Schofield even raised that to the level of a
theory. She says we were getting on the job training in
learning how to break people out of jail. She says we
were intelligent but we didn’t know anything about
robberies and breaking people out of jail, so we had
to learn on the way.

Not Jeckyll or Hyde, but intelligent or dumb? They
want you to make a decision around that, but they
can’t have it both ways.

You heard the other co-counsel say to you, on the one
hand they want to say that some of the plans -- these
are the plans that Mrs. Schofield said,‘You know
what, don’t pay attention to the particular detail,
don’t pay attention to that. Just pay attention to the
agreement, Howard Bonds, and these [places hand on
the weapons on the prosecutor’s table], on these guns,
pay attention to that. But don’t pay attention to the
particular detail,” and then they haul in the explosives
expert to try to convince you that you actually could
blow up the MCC and people would survive. You
can’t have it both ways, Mr. Roth, you can’t have it
both ways. .

r. Gombiner also told you what it is to be a political
prisoner and what it is to have a political trial, and
one of the things he tried to say, and he tried to get it
out, what makes a trial a political trial are the things
that you cannot get out in the trial, not the things you
do get out; the things you can’t get out. What you
hear all the time is: ‘Objection.” ‘Sustained.’ ‘Objec-
tion.” ‘Sustained.” ‘That is irrelevant to this case.’

There was a document that Wanda Wareham talked
about, a document talking about how we can counter
the government’s surveillance. You never saw that
document because it was ‘irrelevant’to our case. That
is what begins to make a trial political, our right to
put on a case without it being editorialized so that you
can at least see the evidence.

I’m no lawyer, and I might be treading on dangerous
ground now, but I have never heard of hearsay
before. Hearsay was the most incredible thing I had
ever heard of. Howard Bonds, a member of the
Witness Protection Program, being funded by the
United States Government with your tax dollars, to
buy provocateurs and informers, Howard Bonds
could sit here and say, ‘You know what? The other
day Chimurenga told me what Viola told him what
Viola’s mother told her,” and that’s allowed in court.

But Wanda Wareham could not sit here and tell you
what Roger told her the day before because it is hear-
say. Wanda even said, ‘Judge, explain that to me.’

That is the rules of the court, but one thing it does, it
stops you from at least hearing what we’re saying. If |
took a score card and thought of the things we
wanted you to see that you never saw or we wanted
you to hear that you never heard, 1 would hate -- it
would be like one of those Ohio State games, 57 on
one side and zero on the other.



We didn’t talk much about it. It got on ihe. record
very slightly and I am not going to put it on the record
any further than what it was, but you know and you
heard testimony that people went to jail as opposed to
testify before the grand jury. But I just want you to
know that those grand juries were political grand
ju.ries that were a product of the criminal Nixon ad-
ministration, authored by John Mitchell, [Attorney
General during Richard Nixon’s presidency].

Peqples' principled position against those grand
juries has nothing to do with being afraid of the truth.
It is, in fact, the secrecy of those grand juries that
make them undemocratic. That is why I feel very
humbled by the fact that friends and associates of
mine have such principles that their lives were also
touched by this government conspiracy, that they
spent months in MCC, leaving their children, their
jobs and everything because of a principle. Maybe
that is the problem. That is, when we fight for a prin-
ciple. When Black people fight for a principle, that it
becomes strange. It becomes something different.

I remember, and I am closing, that when we were
struggling to get some kids some jobs in Flatbush, one
of the merchants who had just moved into the com-
munity -- that is what is happening in the Black com-
munity, stores are opening. We don’t own them. Our
kids can’t even get jobs in them -- one of the mer-
chants told some of the kids that we had struggled
through boycotts to get jobs, (and we got them jobs).
He told them, ‘You know Mr. Clay and some of
those folks who are helping you to get jobs. How
much are you paying them to do that? They must be
getting something out of this?’

And I thought to myself, and I said, you know, itis a
long way to think that some people think that a Black
adult cares so little about his own children, not
whether they’re ours by birth, our children, that I
“{oulld have to have money to struggle for their sur-
vival.

[ said that is a hell of a commentary on how far we’ve
come and how far we have to go, and I want you all to
let us continue to do that because my role and my
responsibility in terms of going pro se in this case
comes to a close today, and the decision which you
determine to do with our lives is going to sit with you.
This is a very important decision because I believe
that we’re victims of a conspiracy. I don’t believe
we’re the perpetrators of anything.

Let me address to you something that I must address
to you because it is important to address it to you so
Mr. Roth can’t say I skated on it.

You heard the issue of the stolen car, and I know
some people might be very angry by what they heard,
and it might be very difficult to tell you all of the cir-
cumstances about what that was, but I can tell you
now what it wasn’t.

It was never an armed stick up, and Mr. Roth cannot
prove that. Secondly, it was not tied to any con-
spiracy in this case, and that is my word, and that is
all I have to give.

Viola Plummer told me once that she loves life and
that she loves our people. '

FREEDOM OR DEATH!

Excerpts from the closing statement of
William Mogulescu, lead counsel and at-
torney for Roger Wareham.

‘The RCMC, in its essence, was the beginning of a
political organization.” It’s purposes were to resolve
the conditions of Blacks, not criminals; to educate, to

articulate, to agitate.

You heard about the collective leadership, you heard
about Sunrise, you heard about the meetings, you
heard about the politics. That is what they were
about.

You heard about the fact that they were trying to
build a revolutionary movement. You heard about
the destruction of the Black Panthers, their counter-
surveillance, their concern with the government based
on a historical reality that you heard from the witness
stand, uncontroverted, based on a historic reality.

They believed that they were under siege because of
their politics.

You know what? There is some support for that in the
record. We had a series of agents -- that belief was bas-
ed, as I said, on history, what they knew about history
from their studies -- they had a series of agents who came
in, who didn’t know anything about anything. ‘I don’t know
the purpose of the investigation. All I know is if somebody
is with Chimurenga, they’re suspicious. Outside of that, |
don’t know anything. Politics, I don’t care about politics.’

And then we got Detective Starkey. Detective Starkey, who
told you yes, it was his belief that the politics were impor-
tant, that the JTTF was interested in political intelligence
on the Black Liberation Movement, that that was his
understanding.

The JTTF is in business to find terrorists.

You heard from Omowale Clay’s childhood friend,
Leroy Marshall, that he had previously been assigned
to something called the Bureau of Special Services. It
was like pulling teeth:

‘What was the work of BOSS?’

‘Oh, surveillance.’

‘Who was it to surveill?’

It finally came out, the work of BOSS, the Bureau of
Special Services that Detective Marshall was in in the
zarly ’70’s, their job was 1o surveill subversives.
subversives.

» NN

The case is the United States of America v. Coltrane
Chimurenga, Viola Plummer, Roger Wareham,
Lateefah Carter, Omowale Clay, Robert Taylor,
Yvette Kelley and Jose Rios.

That’s not really true, because it’s not the whole
United States of America, because the JTTF is not
the United States of America, because the United
States Attorney’s office is not the United States of
America, Judge Carter is not the United States of
America.

The United States of America is all of us, all of us.
And when a jury looks at evidence and says, ‘It ain’t
here, 1 have a reasonable doubt,” when it rejects a
Howard Bonds and says, ‘I can’t believe him,’ the
proverbial thing, would you buy a used car from
Howard Bonds, and if you wouldn’t, if you
wouldn’t, then you can’t convict somebody of serious
crimes based on his testimony.

»»»

If you hold the government, you the jury hold the
government to its extremely heavy burden under the
law, if you truly believe and accept the presumption
of innocence, if you look at Howard Bonds and you
look at the evidence and the lack of evidence, then the
only possible verdict is not guilty.

[ commit to you the future of Roger Wareham.

Thank you very much.



Excerpt from the closing statement of
Lennox Hinds, counsel for Coltrane
Chimurenga.

Members of the jury:

For the opressed, the downtrodden and the toiling
masses, justice has always swung on a scale between
an illegal state on one hand that uses the democratic
process and its apparatus as a pawn to dupe the disen-
franchised, thus creating illusions of freedom,
democracy, and equality for all people regardless of
race or class. On the other hand are the naked realities
of tyranny and injustice, perpetrated against the toil-
ing working class’ human rights, using military force
as a weapon to strike fear and terror in the hearts and
minds of the righteous and peace-loving oppressed
masses.

Where a government has come into power through
some form of popular vote, fraudulent or not, and
maintains at least an appearance of constitutional
legality, the guerrilla outbreak cannot be promoted,
since the possibilities of peaceful struggle have not yet
been exhausted. You the jury can swing justice to the
side of the righteous and just people.

We submit that this is your duty, your honor as moral
soldiers, of defending and holding fast to true
democracy and freedom for the toiling masses.
History is in your hands. Straight Ahead!

FREEDOM OR DEATH!

DETEAT QO ERNWENT
RIS E
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“There was one of two things I had a right to,
liberty or death, if I could not have one,
I would have the other. I should fight for my liberty
as long as my strength lasted.”

HARRIET TUBMAN
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