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RES. NO. 18:
By Council Members Foster, Barron, Comrie, Perkins, Sanders, Seabrook, Stewart, Vann, Clarke, Boyland, Jackson, James and Reed.

TITLE:
A Resolution calling upon the Congress of the United States to hold fact-finding hearings to establish and define the bases and justifications for the government of the United States to pay reparations to African-American descendants of African ancestors who were held in slavery in this country, and its original colonies, between 1619 and 1865.

RES. NO. 128:  By Council Members Barron, Perkins, Liu,

Foster, Sanders Jr.,Seabrook, Martinez, Jackson, Rivera, Quinn, Vann and Monserrate.
TITLE:
A Resolution urging the establishment of a Commission on Queen Mother Moore Reparations for Descendants of Africans of New York City.

Introduction
 
Today the Committee on Governmental Operations, chaired by Council Member Bill Perkins, will solicit testimony from various witnesses on how the City may address the issue of reparations.  Specifically, the Committee will consider a resolution calling for a City commission funded by the City’s treasury to study the matter of reparations to descendants of African slaves. The Committee will also consider a resolution calling upon the United States Congress to hold hearings on the question of reparations.   


Reparations: Pros and Cons


Webster’s Dictionary defines reparation as “the act of making amends, offering expiation, or giving satisfaction for a wrong or injury.”
 The notion that African-Americans who are descendants of slaves may be owed a debt of reparation is not new.  Reparations was the subject of debate following the Civil War, and resulted in General William Tecumseh Sherman’s pledge, in the form of Special Order No. 15, popularly known as the “forty acres and a mule” promise that never materialized.
  At the turn of the 20th century the issue was re-visited by aging ex-slaves who continued to seek redress of slavery-related grievances.
  During the 1960s, civil rights leaders again raised the issue of reparations.
 Today a resurgence of interest in the topic of reparations has come from the halls of academia, the legal arena, and other legislatures around the country.
  


The concept of reparations is, of course, controversial.  Opponents argue that the question of reparations is no longer relevant, and argue that the movement may in fact be hazardous to the well-being of all citizens, including, and perhaps especially to African-Americans.
  


To be sure, the concept of reparations encompasses many complex legal, economic, moral, and social concerns. The predominant legal arguments in favor of reparations tend to be based on theories of human rights and unjust enrichment.
  For example, in 1988, the United States Government awarded reparations to individuals who were unlawfully detained in Japanese internment camps following the attack on Pearl Harbor.  Congress, in accordance with a special commission established to study the matter, authorized compensatory payments of $20,000 to every living victim, as well as a formal apology from the government.


The United States and various state governments have also made reparations to Native Americans in the form of restored land rights, monetary contributions, and tribal recognition.
  Germany and Switzerland have also taken steps to ensure that survivors of the Nazi Holocaust receive billions of dollars in settlements.


In some cases, African-Americans have received reparations from state and local governments for specific incidents.  For example, in 1923 in Rosewood, Florida, a white mob, enraged by a false rumor that a black man had raped a white woman, massacred hundreds of black residents, and seized their homes and other property. Seventy years later, the Florida State Legislature established a commission to study the state’s role in that tragedy.  The commission determined that the state had been grossly negligent in its failure to protect the victims. The legislature subsequently passed a reparations bill modeled after the federal legislation regarding the Japanese internment camps.  The legislation authorized monetary payment to the few survivors of the Rosewood massacre, and authorized scholarships for the descendants of those victims.


Some legislative proposals concerning reparations include:


In 1989, Congressman John Conyers of Michigan introduced a bill to establish a commission to study reparations.  To this date, the bill has not received a hearing by the House Judiciary Committee.


In 2000, the Chicago City Council passed a resolution sponsored by Alderman Dorothy Tillman supporting reparations to African-American descendants of slaves.  Illinois State Senator Donnie Trotter has also introduced reparations legislation.


Ohio Congressman Tony Hall introduced the “Apology for Slavery Resolution,” in the United States Congress. Others in Congress have also called for a national museum and a memorial to honor the millions of victims of the Trans-Atlantic Slave Trade, and American slavery.


Here in New York State, Assemblyman Roger L. Green of Brooklyn introduced bills in the State Legislature to establish a reparations commission, as well as a commemorative day relating to the state’s role in slavery.


Those who oppose reparations believe that the granting of reparations will create massive resentment among those who do not receive such payouts.
  Opponents also note the problem of the lapse of time.
  In the cases involving the survivors of the Japanese internment camps, the Nazi Holocaust, and the Rosewood Massacre, reparations were granted directly to the victims, or to their close descendants.  Because of the length of time that has passed since the abolition of slavery, it is impossible to grant reparations to anyone who is not several generations removed from the tragedy of slavery.  From a legal perspective, the length of time also raises the issue of statutes of limitations.
 It is not clear, based on current law and legal precedent, whether any measure that grants any form of reparations will withstand the inevitable court scrutiny.
  


Another argument against reparations is that desegregation, affirmative action programs, and civil rights laws were designed to repair the damage caused by slavery, and that the best way for the country to rectify the problems associated with slavery is to provide African-Americans with a decent education, job opportunities and advancement, as well as legal recourse to address specific instances of prejudice and bias.
 


Furthermore there is the argument that the granting of reparations will bankrupt the nation.
  The accounting of trillions owed in unpaid labor may be very difficult, especially during tight budgetary times.  Also there is the concern that even if reparations are granted, the problems of the African-American community will not be alleviated, people will assume that all issues stemming from slavery have been resolved, and other efforts to rectify the damages of slavery will not be ignored.

 
Resolution No. 18


Resolution No. 18 calls for the United States Government to actively study reparations by holding fact-based hearings on the justification and bases of payment to African-American descendants of African ancestors who were held in slavery in this country, and its original colonies, between 1619 and 1865.
Resolution No. 128 

Resolution No. 128 seeks to establish a commission, funded by the New York City treasury, to be comprised of individuals and organizations that represent the City’s African-American communities, in conjunction with members of the Black, Latino and Asian Caucus of the City Council.  The Commission would be charged with studying and recommending compensation to the “New African Descendant Community of New York City.”  The term “New African” and its meaning will be discussed at the hearing.  The Resolution also provides some history of slavery in this City, and points to examples to show that the atrocity of slavery was not relegated to the South, but was actually practiced right here in New York City.


Finally, the Resolution calls for the Commission to be named in honor of Queen Mother Moore, who labored during the better part of the twentieth century to lead a broad coalition of activists seeking reparations for descendants of African slaves. Queen Mother Moore died in 1997, having left a legacy, as indicated in the Resolution, of bravery, service and conviction, and having established a foundation for the next stage of the civil rights struggle.


Conclusion

Reparations are viewed by some as an attempt to redress the unresolved grievances arising from the practice of slavery that existed throughout the early chapters of our history. Others are opposed.  Today’s hearing is an attempt by the Committee to solicit information about this effort, including the benefits as well as any potential drawbacks of such a proposal.

Res. No.  18

..Title

Resolution calling upon the Congress of the United States to hold fact-finding hearings to establish and define the bases and justifications for the government of the United States to pay reparations to African-American descendants of African ancestors who were held in slavery in this country, and its original colonies, between 1619 and 1865.

..Body

By Council Members Foster, Barron, Comrie, Perkins, Sanders, Seabrook, Stewart, Vann, Clarke, Boyland, Jackson, James and Reed.


Whereas, The United States government has never acknowledged or taken responsibility for its role in the enslavement of Africans and the promotion of white supremacy; and


Whereas, The experience of enslavement, segregation, and discrimination continues to limit the life choices and opportunities of African-Americans; and


Whereas, African-Americans have sought repeatedly to improve their educational status, economic condition, and living situation and have been held back by prejudice, lawless white violence and official indifference thereto; and


Whereas, African-Americans have sought repeatedly to obtain reparations in the courts of the United States and through appeals to its government ever since the de jure end of slavery and have been unjustly denied relief; and


Whereas, All Americans and the United States government have benefited enormously, and continue to benefit, from the unjust expropriation of uncompensated labor by enslaved Africans, the subordination and segregation of the descendants of the enslaved, as well as from discrimination against African-Americans; and


Whereas, The United States government has acknowledged and taken responsibility for its role in the unjust internment of Japanese-Americans during the second World War and has undertaken to pay reparations to the internees and their successors and to apologize for the unjust abrogation of their rights; and


Whereas, The principle that reparations is the appropriate remedy whenever a government unjustly abrogates the rights of a domestic group or foreign people whose rights such government is obligated to protect or uphold has been internationally recognized; and


Whereas, The United States government has acceded to and approved the above stated reparations principle on the basis of treaty obligations and through its numerous actions in support of reparations on behalf of Jewish survivors of the Holocaust and their successors; and


Whereas, Individual states of the United States have undertaken to pay reparations to portions of the African-American community within their jurisdictions who have suffered specific harm due to white violence and official inaction to prevent or correct such harm in a timely fashion or to punish the perpetrators; and


Whereas, The harms inflicted on the African-American community as a whole and the debt owed to African-Americans is subject to exact proof and quantification; now, therefore, be it


Resolved, That the Council of the City of New York calls upon the Congress of the United States to hold fact-finding hearings to establish and define the bases and justifications for the government of the United States to pay reparations to African-American descendants of African Ancestors who were held in slavery in this country, and its original colonies, between 1619 and 1865.

Res. No. 128

 

..Title

Resolution urging the establishment of a Commission on Queen Mother Moore Reparations for Descendants of Africans of New York City.

..Body

  

By Council Members Barron, Perkins, Liu, Foster, Sanders Jr., Seabrook, Martinez, Jackson, Rivera, Quinn, Vann and Monserrate.
 


Whereas, In 1625 the Dutch established the village of New Amsterdam on Manhattan Island and began the wholesale kidnapping and enslavement of African people from the Caribbean and Africa; and


Whereas, African laborers in 1639 worked daily in Manhattan Islands’ Northern Forest (Upper East Side and Harlem) clearing timber and cutting lumber at the Colony’s Sawmill (74th Street and Second Avenue); and


Whereas, These Africans also built farms beyond New Amsterdam, ie. (Staten Island, Brooklyn and Queens); and


Whereas, In 1664 the English won control of New Amsterdam and renamed it New York after the Duke of York, and continued the wholesale thievery of African people from the Caribbean and Africa; and


Whereas, These Africans were forced to provide “Free Labor” to New York City under British rule that was even more aggressive and cruel in its participation in the so-called Transatlantic slave trade; the greatest crime committed against humanity; and


Whereas, These Africans during New York City’s colonial period of enslavement, cleared land, built houses, paved roads, built forts and bridges, planted and harvested crops; and


Whereas, The enslavement of Africans continued in New York City after the colonial period when the United States ratified its constitution in 1789 and became the United States of America, until New York City abolished slavery in the 1840’s; and


Whereas, In short, Africans built New York City’s infrastructure and economy and were never paid; and


Whereas, Not only were these Africans never paid, they were subjected to the worse kind of rape, torture, brutality and murder the human mind can conjure up; and


Whereas, Evidence of this cruelty can be validated by the over 20,000 African ancestral remains located in downtown Manhattan, particularly 427 of those African ancestral remains that have been excavated from the African Burial Ground located on Duane and Reade Streets; and


Whereas, These Africans are now represented by over 2.1 million people of African ancestry in New York City; and


Whereas, Queen Mother Moore, born Audley F. Moore on July 27th, 1898, and passed on to be with the ancestors on May 2nd, 1997, spent seventy-seven years of her life fighting for Human Rights, Civil Rights, Liberation, Black Nationalism and Reparations for African People; and


Whereas, Queen Mother Moore spent decades of her struggle fighting in Harlem, New York City; and


Whereas, In the early 1960’s, Queen Mother Moore formed “The Reparations Committee of Descendants of United States Slaves” to demand Reparations for Africans in America from the U.S. Government.  She canvassed the country to get over a million signatures to petition the government and was successful in presenting the signatures to President John F. Kennedy; and


Whereas, Queen Mother Moore continued the struggle of I.H. Dickerson and Callie House, who engaged in one of the earliest calls for Reparations when they established the “Ex-Slaves Pension Movement” from 1890 to 1920; and


Whereas, Queen Mother Moore joined many other Africans in America in the fight for Reparations, such as; Marcus Mosiah Garvey, Malcolm X., Martin Luther King Jr., The Republic of New Africa, The National Coalition of Blacks for Reparations in America (N’COBRA), The December 12th Movement, The Black Radical Congress, The Patrice Lumumba Coalition, United African Movement, National Action Network, The Black United Front, The Unity Party and countless others; now, therefore, be it


Resolved, That a “Queen Mother Moore” Reparations for Descendants of Africans of New York City Commission be established; and further


Resolved, That this Queen Mother Moore Reparations Commission be created by individuals and organizations of the New African Community of New York City in conjunction with the Black and Latino Caucus of the City Council; and further


Resolved, That the Queen Mother Moore Reparations Commission be funded by the City of New York for the duration of time deemed necessary by the Commission to hold hearings, conduct research and recommend compensation to the New African Descendant Community of New York City for the debt owed for the enslavement of their African Ancestors during the colonial and post-colonial periods in New York City.
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