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VOICES FROM THE COMMUNITY

Preface

A year ago this month, Philadelphians and people across the
United States watched in dismay as police and fire fighting
forces, under the command of Philadelphia's elected leadershilp
and key appolintees, used water, tear gas, bullets, explosives and
ultimately a bomb dropped from a hellcopter and ﬁnchecked fire to
drive a small, angry and abusive group which threatened violence
-- members of an organlizatlion named MOVE -- from a row house on
Osage Avenue in West Philadelphia. By the end of that day,

May 13th 1985, one woman and one child had escaped the burning
MOVE home at 6221 Osage Avenue. S1x adults and five chlldren had
died there. The MOVE-occupied house and 60 others in a two
square block area had been ravaged by fire and some 250 people

were homeless.

The events of that day had a history behind them. MOVE, usually
described in the 1970's as an anti-technology and back-to-nature
movement, became Increasingly provocative and confrontational.
Over the years, the officlal response to MOVE's challenges to
authority and to the community wvacillated. Violent conflicts
between MOVE and the police and the imposition of harsh legal
sanctions contrasted with long periods when the city seemed to

ignore MOVE's disruptive and illegal behavior.
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An historic political development had taken place 1n Philadelphla
over the same period -- the dramatic Ilncrease 1n political
awareness 1in Philadelphia's Black community and an exercise of
political power 1n the best democratic tradition. This had
resulted in profound changes 1n the balance of power and control
at the highest levels of clty government. Many offices occupled
previously by white politiclans and professionals were occupled
by Blacks and there developed a heightened community
consciousness of the opportunitlies and responsibllities that

accompanied these changes.

In the weeks immediately following the May 13th tragedy in West
Philadelphia a group of six concerned and active cltizens of
Philadelphia, most with experience in the history surrounding
MOVE and the city of Philadelphia dating back to the early
1970's, and several deeply engaged in the development of Black
political leadership, gathered at the national headquarters of
the American Friends Service Committee to share thelr anguish and
to see what they might contribute to the needed healing and

rebullding of respect and dignity in Philadelphla.

This ad hoc group was aware that 1ts dlalogue -- and each of 1ts
May, June and July meetings began with intense dlalogue and about
the meaning of what had happened -- was belng repeated across the
clty. Prom that awareness came the 1dea for the activity which

resulted in this Volices From the Community report.
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The group was strongly 1n support of vigorous officlal l1nquiry
whilich would establish facts, responsibllities and make
recommendations. The group felt challenged, however, to
undertake another type of inquiry, one which could capture sSome
of the unofficial dlalogue about fundamental questions that was
golng on across the clty 1n living rooms, churches, and community

gathering places.

During September and the first week of October 1985, eight
skllled Delaware Valley journalists and free lance writers, at
the group's request, conducted 45 in-depth, one-to-one,
Interviews with average citlizens, people who had not had public
profiles or access to the medla and whose vliews on the meanling of

the events of May 13 had therefore not been widely shared.

The goal was to conduct all interviews prlor to the public
hearings of the official commission and we met that goal
substantlally. A very few Interviews were conducted in the first
days of the hearings with interviewees who had not yet "tuned in"
to the TV coverage. Philadelphia's newspapers were not operating

at that time because of an unresolved labor dlspute.
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The group ldentiflied a serles of concern about the implicatlons

of what happened on May 13, 1985. It formulated those concerns

the following way:

1.

The questlion of excesslve force and the abuse of pollce

power: at what price law and order?

The accountabllity of government in such confrontational
situations: what do citlizens have a right to expect from

elected and appolnted leadership in times of crisis?

The question of "expendable" people: were MOVE members, like
other people who have 1In the past challenged the status quo
by belng "different,”" subjected to treatment that soclety

reserves only for non-conformist raclal and political groups?

MOVE's attitude toward and past experlience wlth the
Philadelphia pollice and city officials: To what extent did
thlis attitude determlne the actions and attlitudes of all

parties 1nvolved?

The raclial implications: what =-- 1f any -- raclal

implications are there 1n the actions taken?

= more =
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6. The dlilemma faced by Black Philadelphians: how dld Black
Philadelphlans view actions taken by Black leadership, 1n
which the community has invested its asplrations for an

enlightened approach to government.

7. Personal traumas triggered by a "publle"™ tragedy: what has
the MOVE dlsaster meant to individual citizens throughout the
communlity? How has 1t affected thelr famllles and friends,

thelr children?

Moving from these concerns, a professional in the communilcations
field developed a gquestionnalre. The goal was to create an
instrument that did not "lead" those belng interviewed, but

instead facllitated an open exploration of the 1ssues with them.

The Interviews were conducted for the most part 1In the offices of
the AFSC, although a few were carried out in peoples homes. They

lasted from 45 minutes to an hour and a half.

The Intervlewers found people deeply troubled by what had
happened. The sltuation was baffling to them. Those interviewed
were trying desperately to find loglec In a situation which in
fact the later Commission hearings revealed defled loglcal

analysis.
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The report which resulted complements the report of the MOVE
Commission -- which was based upon the testimony of persons
directly involved in the MOVE tragedy or wlth expert knowledge.
Readers of our report may be struck by the many instances in
which the views expressed by community people were echoed in the

findings of the MOVE Commission.

Those iInterviewed were selected in two ways: at random through
the services of a professional polling organization and through
comnmunity-based organizations who were asked to suggest people we
might speak to. Twenty two interviewees came from the first

approach and 23 from the latter.

The racial breakdown of the 45 interviewees was 24 Black, 13
white, 5 Hlispanic and 3 Asian. Interviewees came from every
major geographlic area of the clty of Philadelphia; none came from
the burned-out block, though several had strong associatlions with

the neighborhood.

Twenty five of the 45 were women. Age ranged from under 18 to an
82 year old. Four retired people were interviewed; one
interviewee was unemployed. Occupatlions were widely varied:
secretaries, teachers and class room aides, domestic workers,
soclal workers, technicians, mall carriers, wrliters, construction
workers, a day care provider, an lawyer, a dentist, a
psychologist, a chef and a homemaker.

= more -
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The Project's approach was not a statiscally-oriented one. The
"sample™ was small, and 1t was purposely tilted to secure greater
participation from the Black communlty than population
percentages would have called for. This approach grew out of the
group's analysis éf the challenge the events of May 13 offered a
city which had undergone a majJor shift in politliecal power,
because the lives lost were those of Black people, the homes
destroyed were owned or rented by Black people, and MOVE 1tself
1s a predomlnately Black group. During and after the tragedy, a
recurring question was, "would this have happened 1n a white

neighborhood".

In the last analyslis, 1nterestingly enough, the percentage of
Black Interviewees was smaller than we had hoped 1t would be.

We encountered a conslderable level of reluctance among potential
Interviewees who were Black to discuss the May 13th events and
thelr meanings. These refusals were for the most part motlvated
by two strong feelings: 1) such agony about what had happened
that they did not want to talk about 1t, or could not talk about
1t at that polint and 2) a fear or concern that the situation was
80 highly politicized that they did not care to speak out, even

wilth anonymlty guaranteed.
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In presenting this report, we make no clalm to scientific
objectivity, but rely on the clarity of the identifled 1issues,
the questions drawn from them and the skill of our interviewers.
We also rely on the insight and care of our edlitor, who reviewed
over 1600 pages of transcript in producing a report which
amplified an important dialogue. The report shares a sampling of
the volces we captured, a sampling in which great care has been

taken to reflect the diverslty of views and insights we found.

The American Friends Service Committee (AFSC), through 1its
National Community Relations Divlislion, has lent staff support to
the work which led to thils report. The headquarters for AFSC's
national and international work are located in Philadelphia.

AFSC staff and commlittee members, many deeply engaged in the 1life
of the clty, are 1n the course of AFSC's work involved with human

tragedies In the United States and around the world.

For all of us what unfolded on May 13, 1985 was traglcally
similar to events we have witnessed in Beirut, at Wounded Knee on
the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, in Central America, and indeed

on other occasions in Philadelphlia and in other U.S. communities.
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We saw unlversal meanings:

- a resort to armed conflict, reflecting a Judgment by one or
both parties that other solutlions were impossible;

- a fallure to identify effective peaceful means to resolve conflict;

~ a challenge by pollice departments and military forces to
clvilian control;

- a playling out of deeply engralned raclsm, enabling some to be
seen as "expendable" and denied their humanity;

~ allenation from soclety which leads to a level of anger and
provocation from which there 1s no return, and

- a lack of the will needed to bulld a Just soclal and economic
order which could help address such allenation.

The random "Volces from the Community" struggled with every one
of these questions. It 1s the hope of the Amerlcan Frilends
Service Commlttee that others will joln in thelr search for the
meaning of the events of May 13, 1985 and in a continulng search

for ways to bulld a Just and peaceful world.

Barbara W. Moffett

Secretary

National Community Relations Division
American Friends Service Commlittee

May 6, 1986



INTRODUCTION

In the following pages, we have extracted about three
percent of what was said to us. A reader of the full
transcripts—--some 1,600 typed pages, 1s struck, not only by the
extraordinary dlversity of views, but by the thoughtfulnenss and
seriousness of these volces from the community. - As mlght be
expected in any group, there was a modlcum of dogmatism; but the
respondents by and large, were manifestly struggling - often
agonizing - over the questions posed, and most of them appeared
to make a desperate attempt to be fair. Frequently they would
debate the pros and cons of an issue with themselves before
deciding on thelr response; they would often say "I don't know",
and occasionally they would challenge the formulation of a
question 1f they thought i1t tendentlous. Particularly notable
was theif effort to transcend racial stereotypes. The responses
reveal that most of the respondents - though not all - were well-
informed. They had closely followed the events of May 13, and
knew a good bit about the earller history of MOVE's troubled
relatlions wlth the clty and the communlity. They ralsed the same
‘1ssues, and asked thémselves the same questions as the MOVE

Commlsslon was to do shortly thereafter.

The interviews confirm what everyone in Phililadelphla knows -
that the MOVE tragedy has racial overtones. Indeed, many of the
questions we asked were designed to ellcit views on the role of
race. Therefore, the ethnic background of the respondents 1s

often relevant to an appreciatlion of their answers, and we have



identifled each respondent by race at the first mention of his or
ner name. Occaslonally we have referred agaln to the race of a
respondent when 1t seems partlicularly relevant to the subjJect at

hand.

The excerpts we have presented were chosen in order to
1llustrate the diversity of perceptions among the respondents, a
diversity that we imagline prevails also among the larger com-
munity. In conducting the survey we had nelther the desire nor
intention to draw concluslons about what the people of Phila-
delphla think, nor even to present a consensus among our
respondents. Indeed there was no consensus. There were some
dominant or prevalling perceptions - about the lmportance of
human life, about the competence of the city officials on the

tactical and strategic level, and about the role of race.

In the course of presenting the éxcerpts we have drawn
attention to some of these common perceptions. But we have tried
to resist the temptation to emphasize or synthesize what we think
1s significant. We hope that we have chosen, from the rich
variety and wisdom of the interviews, the excerpts that will help

our readers draw thelr own conclusions.

The questions covered a wide range of topies, and the
respondents often added further dimensions to the inquiry 1In
thelr discurslive answers. We have arranged our excerpts in what
we hope 1s loglical and understandable form under the following

headings:



1. What 1s MOVE
2. Community Response to MOVE
3. City Response

L, The MOVE Children

II. The Events of May 13
1. Use of Excessive Force
2. Haste
3. No Alternative Plans
b, Faillure to Use Other Means
. Bungling

5
6. Culpability
ITII. The Large Issue of Responsibillty

IV. A Matter of Color?
1. City and Communilty
2. Mayor Goode

3. Police

V. The Impact
- on Goode
- on City

- on Nation



1. What is MOVE

2. Community Response
to MOVE

3. City’s Response

4. The MOVE children




l. What 1s MOVE?

Differences of opinion about MOVE were striking, as the
following remarks show:
"A back-to-nature type movement." (Mr. R, an Hispanic

social worker)

"They are not a back-to-nature group, regardless of what
they say. I grew up in the country. I know what a compost heap
is,...and they did not live back to nature." (Mrs. V, a white

teacher and community activist.)

"™isunderstood," "Migfits," "Intelligent," "violent," "well-

educated."

"I found they were very nice people." (Ms. T, a black

communi ty organizer.)

"Irrational, obnoxous, loud-mouth. My overwhelmling feeling

is dislike." (Mrs. G, a middle-aged black clerical worker.)

Some perceptions emerged as dominant, summarized in the
following excerpts: ™"This 1s a poor, unsatisfled, unhappy
radical group that tried to get something out of life. But the
way they used to reach the goal wasn't good." said Dr. L, an

englneer of Aslan ancestry.

Mr. E, a young white mall-carrier from Northeast
Phlladelphla observed, "I could not grasp what their aims were.

I had difficulty trying to figure out what they were saylng."
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"They never seemed to say, 'Thlis is what our aims are.'"
remarked Ms. M, a mliddle-aged black therapist, who added, "For
the MOVE members the system didn't work. I don't think they

quite understood what they wanted.”

"T still don't understand the philosophy of the MOVE
famlily. I wish I did," sald Ms. T. Ms. V thought that "Nobody's
sure what MOVE stands for other than disrupting the normal flow

of trafflic socially, politlically, culturally."

Ms. F. 1s a black lawyer with a history of involvement in
civic enterprises. 8She thought that "people outside the city
have glven them credlt for a much more organlzed and
philosophically pure organization than they were. They were
clearly not sulted to an urban environment....[They are] people
who have studied the politics of confrontation....They knew how
to do that and they did it in such a way...they...attracted...people

who were dlssatisflied about...personal lives and larger 1ssues."”

Elaborating his views of MOVE, Mr. E. sald, "They didn't
want to fit into soclety. They didn't want to have an elght-hour
day and do the things that people in soclety do. I think that's
where the confrontation came. The MOVE people were out of
hand....It's kind of difficult to walk down the street and have
people screaming obscenitles at you all the time and people do
get tired of that....The more the anxlety went on the better MOVE
liked it....They knew...they would galn thelr ultimate end, which
1s confrontation,”™ and Ms. V added, "I think they wanted 1t to be

violent, bloody..."
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Several respondents recalled reports that MOVE had refused
offers of land in the country. "They say they are golng back to
nature', sald Ms. McC, a middle-aged Black classroom aide. "Now
they were offered homes, they were offered farms, they were

offered land...They should have gone there."

Although the prevailing view was that MOVE was 1rrational,
violent, and generally" impossible™ other notes were struck. Mr,
A, a middle—-aged, Black construction worker good-humoredly
dismissed MOVE members as "bull-jive talkers" who never killed
anyone. Ms, T described her visit to the former MOVE house in
Powelton Village. "When they took us up to the house I was
petrified because I seen these people with dreadlocks. And I
sald, 'O my God'. But I found they were very nlce people," whom
she compared with John the Baptist. Ms. M, a prison %orker who
had who had had contact with 1lncarcerated MOVE members
characterized them as model prisoners. "I had no problems with
them." A not uncommon theme was that MOVE was a response to
soclety's injustice. A few respondents stressed MOVE's spiritual

and religious character.

Mr. E warned agalnst generalizling about the occupants of the
MOVE house on Osage Avenue. "Some of the MOVE people were
passive and doclile and some...Were tryling to find recognition for
themselves....l don't think that the people 1nvolved

really...gave each other a chance."
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2. The Community Response to MOVE

MOVE evoked an amblvalent response among Philadelphians,
expeclally among the Black population. As Ms. F explalned 1t:
",..the Black communlity 1s amblvalent 1n its feeling about
MOVE. First of all, they want to talk about 'this 1s America and
everybody can say and do what they want; and then when 1t becomes
a problem 1n thelr communitles they want them evicted. '"Them
crazy people and thelr nappy heads, don't feed thelr children’
and all this and all that, and 'get those people out of here.'
The part of the Black community that wants to be respectable and
wants people to conform 1s not pleased about MOVE, but they
wanted to appear Christian and generous 1n the beglinning, so they

-got caught up..."

As quoted above, one Black respondent good-naturedly
dismissed MOVE as talkers. Mr. D, a retired government employee
and communlty worker responded differently: "I agonlze when

Blacks do something dumb that would create embarrassment.”

MOVE members were victims of class prejudice, because "they
were living with those upplty Black people that have 'advanced
from the ghettoes' of North Philadelphlia" according to Ms. T.
"Tf the MOVE famlly had been living in North Philly they would
have never had any problem. Because what's the difference 1in
living next door to chickens and goaﬁs?....I've lived next door
to chlckens and goats, but I've never asked anybody to bomb
them. When you live in North Phlilly you have to put up with
these kinds of things. So...they were living in the wrong

nelghborhood."
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The great majority, Black and white, thought MOVE neighbors
and the larger community Justified in feeling outrage and
demanding action. "The majority...had reached the conclusion
that they were tired of this MOVE shit." They were tired of
having to deal with it and having MOVE fashion the debate. I
don't think anybody sald 'wipe these people out' (but only)
'remove them from our immedlate envlironment and restrain
them....'" She added, "I don't think they were entitled to any

speclal consideration.”

Several respondents pointed out that MOVE changed - and
became more intolerable - over the years. Ms. V, who had first-
hand experience with MOVE in Powelton Village sald that when MOVE
first arrived there "they wefe Just people, a little eccentric, a
little different. I liked the 1dea that I was 1living at a place
that allowed people to be different; but then they started to
change and to get very violent and nasty to where 1f you walked
past them and looked at them or nodded or sald hello there
was...a confrontation....The people that 1lived 1n the attached
house moved out because things were getting very stinky and nolsy
and dirty....They had been tapplng into the fire-hydrant to wash
cars, and flooded the house on one side of them. Several
nelghbors complalned that thelr dogs were missling and we found
them inside the MOVE compound. People were starting to steal
people's animals. And the rats were horrendous, and it was very
hard 1i1ving out there. When the bullhorns came oﬁt, the front
porch‘got fenced and became a glant platform, and the guns

started comlng out and we could be awakened night and day.
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Filthy language, cursing people out as they would pass, 1t was
Just that they were trylng to see how far they could scare the

city, and the city took it."

"Thelir philosophies really couldn't exist along side of an
inner-city 1life style"; said Ms. X, a middle-aged Black

homemaker, expressing a commonly-held sentiment.

In the view of some, the immediate community should have
made more effort to find a modus vivendi with MOVE. Mr. R
thought "the neighbors themselves, before the police, should have
made a committee...to try to deal with that problem....I think

the answer lies in the communlity 1tself.™

Mr. E, who is white, characterized the response of the
larger community as basically indifferent. Judging from the
reactions of his own relatives, friends and nelghbors, he
concluded, "most people didn't care very much." His relatives
are basically country people, "they really don't have anything to
do with Philadelphians so they weren't surprised by what
happened. They didn't look at i1t as a very lmportant event.™ He
added that the people around him reacted by saylng 'let it
happen; I'm glad 1t happened.' That's the state of the cilty.
That's the way people think. And there 1s not much you can do

about it."

3. The City's Response to MOVE

Several Black respondents referred to the trial and

punishment of MOVE members for the death of Officer Ramp in 1978,
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but characterized it in different ways. Mrs. M, who had come to
know MOVE prisoners, agreed with MOVE's assertion that the 1978
trials were unfair. "I know how this criminal Jjustice system
works. I have been a part of 1t and it sucks. I guess you've
got about 7,000 people in the three prisons in Philadelphlia and
90% of them are Black between 18 and 30. I've watched the court
system. You can take a white kid and a Black kid and they'll
both commit the same crime....The Black kid may get five to ten
and the white kid may be sent...to a program or may get local
time rather than state....l do not believe the MOVE people got a

fair shake in the 1978 trial."

Other respondents with the same view also based the charge
of unfalrness on the generally racist character 6f the system,
rather than on any specific critique of the 1978 proceedings.

Ms. F, a lawyer sald she agreed with MOVE; "If eleven people are
in Jall because one person died...then I don't understand why
nobody's in jail if eleven people are dead." She also
characterized the evidence in 1978 as suspect, and inadequate to
support the convictions. Ms. F went on to observe that since
MOVE's complaint was with the Judicial system, "1t was most
unreasonable for those MOVE people to think that the mayor could

go in and completely dlsrupt or ignore the judicial mechanisms.”

Ms. M remarked, "In the 1978 incident the Judge tried to be
fair...I think their trial was Just. The incidents leading up to
1978 were almost as bad as the incidents leading up to this
escapade....They just got caught in the vice, they didn't realize
Just how deadly 1life can be when you don't play according to-the

rules."”
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The clty government's response to MOVE before May 13
elicited almost universal criticism, divided among those who
stressed the city's fallure to take a firm hand with MOVE from
the start, and those who thought the city unwilling or
Incompetent to negotiate effectively. The two criticisms are not

necessarily 1inconsistent, and indeed several persons voiced both.

Ms. V, a former neighbor of MOVE at Poweltoh, expressed what
the majority of respondents seemed to think when she sald that
the city apparently learned little from 1978. "If they had
learned anything from the Powelton Village situation, they would
have moved in and gotten the MOVE people out months before last
May....They didn't learn...that you cannot walt these people out
and just let them he. You can't because that's exactly what they
want...and they're Just goling to get worse and worse...and make
things more dangerous to the surrounding community." Most of the
respondents thought that the city should have enforced the health
and hbuilding codes against MOVE and should not have permitted
MOVE to get utilities they did not pay for. (Respondents making
this point did not volunteer suggestions about how the clity might
have enforced the bullding and health codes without precipitating

a violent confrontation.)

Mr. R wondered why the adults were not picked up one by
one. "These people were not cooped up but did walk the
streets. They were seen 1In the park on Saturdays, they were
selling frults and so forth door-to-door, so 1f the police needed

to...plck them up;...why wasn't it done?”
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4, The MOVE Children

"Thelr children had potentials. We don't know what they
could have been. There could have been another Martin Luther
King there. There could have been another Dick Gregory, or

Malcolm X...Every human being is worth saving." (Mrs. T)

"Those kids didn't know what was going on. Just by
listening to some of the things that Birdie Africa saild [I could
tell] he had no 1dea what was going on. He only knew that there
was a blg fire. The people in the house were normal to him, and
I really don't think he had an understnding of the politics

involved." (Mr. E)

"I don't feel that MOVE was the only one who decided the
fate of the children; the city also decided 1t." (Mr. H, a black

industrial worker)

These\quotations represent common themes among the
answers. Not surprisingly the majority of respondents regarded
the deaths of the children as especially tragic. But beyond
that, the comments on the chlildren reflect the same dlversity
that 1nevitably arlses 1n any attempt to deflne overlapplng and
conflicting responsibllities of famlily and state for the welfare

of children.

Many respondents found the city culpable for the deaths of
the children. Two Black respondents thought that the city was
cold-bloodedly determined to elimlnate the younger generation of
MOVE. "Little beople grow up to be blg people", observed one

person. (Mrs. M)
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More common was the view that the city did not try hard
enough to rescue the children. Ms. T said, "No one was there to
really fight for the lives of the children....These children were
walked every morning to the park." "People from the MOVE
organization [took] the children to the playgrounds every day,
Mr. H observed. "If the city had really wanted the kids they
could have snatched the kids." At the time of the assault,
'"somebody in authority...should have made evey effort to...get
the children out," for example by announcing "We're golng to do
such and such, please send the children out. That's not to say
they could have but a whole lot of hands would feel cleaner 1if

they had [tried] to" (Mrs. G)

Dr. L agreed, adding, "Of course the adults are responsible
somehow, but the clty government didn't help them go through
thelir fanaticism or craziness. It was with the cooperation of

the city government that those four children died."

There was almost universal agreement that the city's
destruction of the MOVE house and those withln was inexcusable
considering the presence of the children. Even former Mayor
Frank Rizzo, who Ms. M "thought was the most barbarlic person I
had ever known...was humane enough to remember that there were

children in the building in Powelton Village."

Almost everyone regarded the MOVE adults as culpable 1n the
deaths of innocent chlilden, but the extent and nature of that
culpability was percelved in dlverse ways. Some respondents had
no'hesitation in labeling the MOVE adults as child abusers. Ms.

V said, "These people were disobeying the law and were
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neglecting, and in thelr own way abusing, their children. They
never sent those children to school. That 1s negligence
and...cause to remove a child from the home. In the winter
time...the children weren't dressed properly....They might have
on a tee-shirt or something or Just a dlaper, and the children
were very listless, thelr bellles were quite distended....They
wouldn't cling to thelr mothers when they were held on a hip,
they would Jjust hang...and they were obvliously very sick. They
weren't belng fed well. The adults were well-dressed for the

weather but the children weren't, and that was abuse to me."”

But this was not the universal perception. Ms. M saild:
"From what I hear, the children were very happy. Their nelghbors
on Osage Avenue sald that they would play outside, smiling and
laughing. They didn't seem to be 1n any way encumbered by the

situation.” -

A striking feature of the interviews, taken as a whole, was
the unwillingness of many respondents to attach labels to people
and events. Few, for example, applied the term "terrorist" to
MOVE, sensing, 1t seems that the affixing of a label tends to
foreclose rational analysis and further thought. By the same
token, respondents were reluctant to characterlize the children as
"hostages™ Several persons bridled at the word. "I don't like
that word 'hostage'", exclalmed Ms. M, "because that's totally
allen to me. Whatever I am my children are. I'm;of a different
rel;gious persuaslon. My children were reared 1n this rellglous
persuasion also....l was questioned very often about thils by the

community. 'Why do your children do so and so?' And then I
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would say, 'Well, don't your children follow your ways? Why 1s
1t that my chilldren shouldn't follow mine?' And of course I
never got a senslible answer. No, I don't belleve those chlldren
were held hostage. I belleve they were victimlzed as...the
adults were victimlized. I despise that hostage word 1n this
situation. I can't separate the children from the adults. It's
thelr own 1llttle community. The children need the parents and
the parents need the children" Mr. R was also reluctant to apply
the term "hostage" to the children. "I would tend to say victim
more than hostage. Mother and father and famlly 1is very
important. When you have famlly, you have a lot more than other

people.™

In total contrast was the view of Ms. V who had labeled the
MOVE children at Powelton as abused. "I do tﬁink the chlldren
were hostages....The adults made cholces for them....I think the
chlldren were scared to death and wanted out and they would not
let them out. I have worked wlth children for about 20
years....l cannot imaglne chlldren that young wanting to stay in
there, ...having a deluge come on my roof and guns golng off
outside and people throwing tear-gas cannisters. That's a
terrifylng thing for children....I think they kept them as
hostages to make them even more blzarre martyrs than themselves,

to try to get the clty to look evlil and awful.”

Clearly these starkly contrasting interpretations spring
om fundamental differences about such basic 1ssues as the nature
and role of the family, child psychology, the importance of

autonomy, and even the primacy of survival in the scale of
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values. Respondents were troubled by these issues, and most were
far from dogmatic. "I don't consider children who are with their
parents hostages", said Dr. C, a black man in an executive post
with a church group. "I may be wrong [but] I assume that in the
time they were living in the block there was some freedom of
movement to go in and out of that house. And although there are
psychological things...in terms of pressure to stay with a
particular group, generally when there 1s a great discomfort in a

situation, children have been known to run away."

Despite the soul-searching and ambivalence of many
respondents when confronted with passing Judgment for the fate of
the children, there was consensus that MOVE, along with the city,
was culpable. Almost everyone explicltly recognized the children
as 1nnocent victims. "Well, a child has to obey its parents" Ms.
S, a retired Black housewife, said. "What can a child do,
really? And then they had been bralnwashed into saylng that
whatever is going to happen is the white man's fault....These
little children, what do they know? They've never been to school
apparently...so they're helpless, that's all." Reflecting a
commonly-expressed reaction, Ms. F declared, "If the adults
wanted to go down in flames, that's thelr business. But they

should have released those children."

"T still wonder how they could have left those children 1in
the house with them", said Ms. G "The only way I can see dolng
it i1s if I was...irrational enough to want to risk their lives

for my beliefs.™



11
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II. The Events of May 13

An earlier section of this report reveals a consensus that
the city authorities did a poor job in dealing with MOVE in the
months and years preceding the crisis of May 1985. Indeed
several thoughtful respondents were of the oplnion that the

confrontation on May 13 could have been averted completely.

With respect to May 13 itself, there was an overwhelming
consensus that the city's handling was not Jjust poor but
disastrous. Characterizations ranged from "sad" and
"unfortunate" to "outrageous" and "holocaust," with a sprinkling
of less emotion-laden words such as "bizarre", "confusing" or
"unnecessary." But almost everybody perceived the cilty as

blameworthy, and the event as a major tragedy.

Though the MOVE household was seen as the principal victim
of the tragedy, several respondents mentioned the impact on the
nelghbors. "Millions of dollars of damage was done and some of
those things [lost by] the survivors on Osage Avenue, money can't
buy," sald Ms. M. "You'll never be able to replace those old
records....What about the little pictures that grandmom had when
Johnny took his first step....l have several friends who lived at
Osage and they're bitter with the city for burning down thelr

property."

The excerpts immediately following present a panoply of
views characterizing the event, and analyzing what actually
nappened and what went wrong. (The question of motive and

culpability is dealt with later.)
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1. Use of Excessive Force

"The Mayor is supposed to demonstrate that it 1s possible to
deal with difficult people in a way that is humane and falr and

that will not throw us all into chaos."

"Can we have people like this in charge - that if they can't
come up with a proper understanding with these people that
they're going to bomb them? And that has solved our problems?
No, we don't need these type of people in charge. A 1life is a
precious thing. Eleven is gone, and there's no way that any of
us - not the Mayor, not Sambor - can get these people back. Nor

the children." (Ms. T)

It was an almost universally-held view that the assault was
a gross overuse of force. "It's Just scary when I see hundreds
of policemen with guns and so forth and then you ﬁear there's
eleven people 1n a house with some children. It Just turned me

off." (Ms., T)

"T would like that they had gave them a second chance....l
still don't belleve 1t takes all the ammunitlion and the army of
police to go to a place to move out two or three peoples." (Ms.

U, an elderly, semi-retired Black domestic worker)

"I've seen more care taken to bring a...killer out of a

situation than was taken with thls group of people." (Ms. M)

Ms. V, who in general took a hard line agalnst MOVE said,
"Tt wasn't so much a Black or white i1ssue...as having two
mlilitary men...making 1t a military confrontation 1n an urban

setting. Their military tactlics did not work. They Just
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overreacted.... Wilson Goode gave too much power to military
people..." (Thls same respondent said she thought that "1t would
have all been over by ten o'clock iIn the morning 1f there had not

been children in there.")

"Modern technology", sald Dr. L, "and all the means that a
mayor of a blg city...[has] would have been able to provide him
wlth other means to get 1nto that area and neutrallize those

people In a much more effective way."

"The city did not seem to have worked out a full plan of
dealing with MOVE....The city 1n effect declared a state of war
and had a surprise slege, sort of like a pre—-emptive strike. And
in that case one would expect that people would seek to defend

themselves." (Dr. C)

However, condemnation of the city's action was not
unanimous. "Generally I thought they did a satisfactory Job"
sald Mr. J, a white middle-aged electrical technician. "There's
a possibllity of 1incompetence of whoever was responsible for
dropplng the explosive didn't know really what 1t was. And the

possible delay of putting the fire out.”

Critliclsm was not confined to a generalized perceptlion of
overklll; respondents were usually speciflc, as the following

excerpts 1ndlcate:
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2. Haste

"If this situation had been allowed...for two summers, why

did it have to be completed in one day? (Ms. M)

"The people...sent there...were maybe i1ll-prepared....We've
been negotiating with forelgn powers for years....S5o if 1t takes
a little bilt more than 24 hours, then...bring in specialists who
know what they're doing in terms of negotlating and compro-
mising. But you don't give 1t a 24 hour 1limit or a 48 hour limit
and say, 'Well; that's it. We're gonna go in gung ho.'

Espcially 1f there are lives at stake." (Mr. R)
"I think they all was too hasty." (Ms. U)

"I don't understand why they couldn't wait it out. They had
walted...over a year and a half....Why all of a sudden did they
have to do something withiln twel%e hours. Why couldn't they wailt
another day. Why couldn't they Just put some flood lights up and
slt 1t out? Better to sit 1t out for a week with nothing
happenling and nobody's house getting burned down. But these were
military men....Wllson Goode should have sent someone else out

there." (Ms. V)

"[The Mayor] should have told them, 'No, do not use explo-

sives. Starve them out, walt them out.'"™ (Ms T)

"When there's a standoff you just walt because those people
need food, those people need water. Cut off the gas, cut off

everything." (Ms. V)
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3. No Alternative Plans:

"If one plan doesn't work, there's no law that says we
can't...come up with another plan," Dr. C said. "They thought
they could manage a- -swift removal, possibly without persons
dying. But I'm not so certaln that there was a great deal of
thought glven to an organized plan to have some sort of
negotlation golng on, so that 1f swift removal didn't occur, you

didn't need to go Immedlately into a great deal of violence."

"The only plan they came up wlth was a disaster", sald Ms.
T. ™"And they didn't have a counteracting plan. That means, if

thlis first plan didn't work, what dl1d they have next?"

4, PFaililure to use other Means:

Besides the use of floodlights and the cutting off of
utilities as part of a slege strategy, some respondents thought
there were other devices the city should have consldered before

resorting to fire.

Ms. V talked about "Howard Hunter out of Hi1ll Street Blues
[who] had some blzarre kind of attack where he bashed into the
front of a fortified building....Why didn't they get a Howard
Hunter somewhere to come dqwn the street with hls 1little bashing
tank and smash that one building. [In 1978] they had all sorts
of stuff...in the afmory. And we've got a Navy base here....Il
know the mllitary must have some kinds of antl-personnel tanks
that might not be shooting missiles...and bombs but can at least

bash out the fronts of a building..."
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5. Bungling:

Most respondents thought that on the tactical level, the
operation was carried out incompetently. They struggled to
understand what the lines of authorlity were, who was 1n charge,
and who knew what. In explaining the mismanagement, some

emphasized the lack of clear lines of communicatilon.

"T don't believe that the Mayor was ever fully 1n charge or
control of this MOVE situation." said Ms. M. " A lot of things
were done that Mr. Goode had no knowledge of....Perhaps his ego
at this polint wouldn't allow him to admit that he 1ndeed was

not...in control.”

Mr. E. thought that "the lack of communication between the
Mayor, the Managing Director, the Fire Commissloner, and the
Pollce Commlissioner...resulted in the deaths of those
people....If there [had been] more communication they would have
let the people come out. I don't think that the MOVE people knew
what they were up against. And I don't think that the

people...1ln control knew what they were doing.‘

"[Brooks, Richmond, Sambor] falled....Managing Director was
totally not 1n control. He had no communiction with the
police. The police had no communiction with the person who was
making the bomb, dropplng the bomb. The Mayor not belng there
Just added to the general confuslon because I think that the

department heads left it to thelr own people to [devise] their
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own remedles. Someone has to be in charge 1n a situation 1like
that. The Police and Pire Commlssioners were only interested in

thelr own people. Sambor is an 1diot.”

Also speaklng of Sambor, Ms G sald, "he was the one that
knew what that bomb package was [and] who was supposed to have
reported to the Managling Director and the Flre Commlssioner how
that bomb worked....Ilf he didn't know about the bomb...Il question
his technical expertise....Pollice survelllance must have been
watching or should have been watching the MOVE headquarters [and]
knew something about gasoline and what was there....There's a big
gap in what he did and should have known. I don't have the

feeling that Brooks was [overseeing] the Police Commissioner...."

"I saw the gasoline cans [on the roof] before the device was
dropped." said Mr. D. "If I could see the gasoline cans, the
experts are supposed to be able to see the gasoline cans." Mr. K
added, "Dropplng a bomb on a roof that has gasollne cans on top
of 1t 1s total 1ncompetence...or even 1n the absence of gasollne
cans, knowlng...that they might have some kind of flammable stuff

inslde the buillding.”

Ms. M expressed herself more dramatically. "They knew what
was in the bomb," she declared. "[But] I don't bellieve that our
Mayor knew. I belleve at least the Pollice Commlissioner knew....l
am a lay person. I know what a bomb is. You drop 1t and 1t goes
boom. And a fire ensues. I've got a flve-year old grandchild
that was watchling that stuff and he still has nightmares about
it. And he saild, 'Grandma, that's a bomb'.... When they dropped

the bomb my whole world stopped."
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"One of the major unanswered questions 1is why they dian't
start hosing down those houses. If there was (anyone] allve at
least 1t was [not] on the upper floors and they could have
started hosing down the upper houses....The disgrace was letting

all those house burn down." (Ms. V)

"The declision not to fight the flre was...lnsane....Plremen
certalnly know that when you have a bullding...on fire 1t's
falrly 1likely that someone can get killed....So any flireman on
the silte would say that 1f you let that fire burn you're golng to
k11l people. The fire commlssloner, who was on the site, should
have sald that to the police commlissioner and that would have
made the police commissioner guilty of murder." (Mr. K, a

retired social worker and white resident of Powelton Village).

Many respondents thought that the death and.injury of police)
and firefighters 1n the 1978 confrontation caused a consclous or
unconsclous determlnation 1n both departments not to sacriflce
their lives this time. However, thls prudence was not clted by
anyone as a justification for letting the fire burn. Ms. M and
Mr. K repudlated the excuse. "If you were pourlng water on a
bulilding for hours and hours'"said Ms. M, "and you weren't
fearful of gunfire, how can you see a bullding burning and [not]
know that no living soul could live through that,...and say that
you let a bullding burn because you were afraid of gunfire? How

can you get gunfire from a blazing bullding?"

Mr. K added, "I don't buy the danger factor; every time
firemen fight a fire there's danger. Flremen are in danger of

thelr 1lives. They're paid very well because it's a high risk
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profession....Nobody...outslde the building was shot, so that's
no evidence that 1t was dangerous to be outside that
building....Most of the weapons that were heard that day were
pollce weapons....Flremen can wear flak jackets...they could have

commandeered them and put one on every fireman."

6. Culpabllity

Though condemnation of the city's actlons on May 13 was
almost universal, respondents exhlibited a wide range of opinion

about what was going on 1n the minds of the protagonists.

What about the MOVE people? Ms T sald 1t was not surprising
that the MOVE members did not respond to a bullhorn
announcement. "Who's there to see what you're golng to do to
me? I would not have come out elther...[But] I don't believe
that the MOVE famlily ever thought that the clty would deal with
them with bombs, and to the polnt of firebombling the whole
nelghborhood. These people would have ran out. Because when
fire get on you, I don't care how bad you are - ask Richard Pryor
- you got to move. You could be bad, but fire's badder. These
people were not the type that would risk their children's
lives. Everyone wants to live. No one wants, really wants to

dle. Nobody but a fool, and they were not fools."

But Ms. V saw it differently: "I think they wanted to
die. They wanted a confrontation. They wanted 1t to be
"violent....They wanted to be martyrs. I don't belleve they

expected...50 peoples' houses [would be] burned down. What
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happened to the MOVE people was thelr responsibility; however the

burning down of that nelghborhood was the city's."

Unwilling to regard the MOVE deaths as elther sulcide or
murder, Mr. D argued that "they did not want to die but they were
willing to die." Had they been seeking death, he added, "The
first thing they would have done was to try to remove those

preclious, lrreplaceable people, what we call our children."

Dr. L saw, 1n the declision to let the flre burn, "a
deliberate intentlon to extermlnate the area." But, reflecting
the amblvalence of many, thls same man later refused to
characterlize the deaths as murder. "I see only the results and
result i1s sad. That's all I can say." Dr. L 1ncidenta11y, was
one of only two respondents who mentloned the role of the state
government; "The hellcopter was a state hellcopter. Without some
authorization from above, fthe éity wouldn't be able to use that

helicopter that dropped that bomb."

Mr. D sald, "it was accldental...on the part of the
authoritlies. They 41d not want to kill those people. The
primary thought...was to get them out....It's Just a serles of
crazy events that took place, kind of snowballed. One stupld act
led to another, resulting in the death of these people...l'm sure
that when they set out that morning they [didn't say] 'well,
let's go and kill these MOVE people' and the MOVE people [didn't

say] 'let's dile today'"

Dr. C had a simllar view. "I think that the clty viewed

them as expendable,™ he said, "and if they could get rid of them
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quletly they would have wanted to do that. I don't think that

they wanted to murder them."

And still another varlation was volced by Mrs. T.
"Sambor...had a personal vendetta....Here he 1s saying, 'I'm the
police commissioner, and I'm not golng to let these people
embarrass me now. I told these families they can be back here at
6 o'clock. We got to do something now. We done tried
everything....We tried to be peaceful, we done gave them a chance
to come out....Let's get 'em out the best way we can - bomb

'em....We Just have to kill them.'"

As already noted, a number of respondents thought that fear
on the part of both fireflghters and pollcemen - springing from
memories of 1978 - was a consclous or unconscious spur to

ruthlessness.

"That pollce were out for revenge for the death of Officer
Ramp" at the hands of MOVE in 1978 was "perfectly posible"” in the
mind of Mr. K. For Ms. T, it was more than a suspicion. "I
belleve there was some there that might have some vendettas", she
said..."As a matter of fact I found that many of them were the
same police officers that was involved 1n the other incldent 1n

1978."

In general, Sambor was seen as the most culpable, but others
d1d not escape censure. There was some disposition to hold Fire
Commissioner Richmond less blameworthy than the Police
Commlssioner, but many did not accept the argument that Richmond
was only taking orders. "The FPire Commissioner by letting all

those houses burn was totally 1lrresponsible" said Mr. E.
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Dr. C thought "The flre department...was very wimpy....Ll do
not think the fire commissioner had any dlrect say-so; he was
taking orders. 'Do thils, do that...don't do this.' I think he

Just went along with 1it."

The Managing Director did not loom large in the minds of the
most respondents. As already noted, several people thought he
behaved true to military form. It was a common_berception that
Brooks, as the chlef link between the Mayor and the operating
departments, bore a heavy share of responsibility for what went
wrong. Ms. P, a middle-aged Black businesswoman thought his role
was belng "covered up"; Mr. D referring to Brooks' resignation
sald he "abdicated his position under fire....He got himself
right out of 1t,...he removed himself from any line of
questioning or statement-making." Ms. W, a Black medical
technlician, while not exonerating Brooks, observed, "to focus on
him would be to make him a scapegoat for all the others. Wilson
Goode would be let off the hook. So could Sambor. ...The Police
Department has always had 1ts 1ndependencé...and...to focus on

Brooks Just takes away from...the atrocities of the others."

The motives and culpability of the Mayor created perplexity
and disagreement amongst the respondents, but 1n general the
verdlct was negative especlally among Blacks. Ms. F thought him
callous; "If he had got up in front of the TV cameras one more
time and said he'd do 1t again, and he took complete charge and
they had to do whatever they had to do" - here her volce tralls

off, and she picks up: "it was llke a monster.”
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"The Mayor 18 sick" declared Dr. C. "I don't know what was
going through his mind, except that...hls actions indicate that
he did not respect the lives or the persons of Black people....Il
think the city wasn't concerned about the people....The city was
concerned about restoring a slituation that would not embarrass

the eclty."

"T can't see them letting a house 1in the No}theast burn
up...wlth white families in it,"™ she added. Ms W said, "What
motivated [Goode] was his anxiousness to make a stand to whites
in the business community who he's been...anxious to
please....It's his capitulation to racism."™ Mr. K, who is white
added that the Mayor "condoned actions that reéulted in taking
the lives of Black persons....The police commissioner...orders
the dropping of a bomb on a house that hblds Black people,...and

he was never punished, he was never told he did wrong."

Some Black respondents did not see the Mayor as heartless,
but rather gullty of abdicating responsibllity. "I think he's
avolded responsibility,...and I say that with sympathy and
admiration for him", Ms. G observed. "He should have been
there," salid Ms. V, "and 1f he wasn't golng to be there, somebody
should be there with some kind of patience to try to negotiate

with them."

Others, Black, white and Hispanlic, saw his fallure more as a
matter of mismanagement of a situation that was out of control.
"I think he took the responsibility as a gesture...that somebody

had to anyway..;.But I don't think he really'knew what was golng
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on," sald Mr. R. Ms. V sald that Mayor Goode's response to phone
messages from Sambor and Brooks was "'I trust your Judgment'....
He trusted too much to these two men. It's like...the Pentagon
running the Senate....Sambor...really believed he could drop a
bomb...and get away with 1t. Wilson Goode 1s responsible....

Wilson Goode put him in there, Wilson Goode can take him out."

Dr. C who described the Mayor as "sick", added, "He viewed
himself as belng in control, but I don't think ...he was really
In control. He did not have all the...informatlon, even about
that explosive device, before he made a decision....If he had
been in full control he would have known more about the entire
situation, and about hils police commlissloner, the attltudes,
the...lack of consultation....He would have dealt with Black
people, Black minlsters, communlty service people....To be in
control 1s not simply to say...'I'm golng to authorize you to do
one particular act,' but to have a sense of the whole situation,
and to be the person who inltliates the thinking about what 1s
going to be done, and to be able to respond to all of those
questions after the act....He could not do any of that....It's
the responsibllity of a Black elected official, who has
responsibllity over the pollice force, to ask the questions that
whites don't ask, and to make certaln that the ...commlissloner of

pollice doesn't simply manifest...a pollce mentality.”

Mr. K echoes some of these views: "The Mayor had very little
influence over the situation, and it was run despite him....If he

were to speak honestly he would i1ndicate that he was appalled by’



-31-

what happened....lt shows when he talks about it. He never has

been able to admlit that because he's too afrald of the police.™

Another group of respondents, malnly but not exclusively
Black, saw the Mayor as an 1lnnocent victim. Mr. Q 1s a Black
communlity worker sympathetic to MOVE. He sald, "The Mayor was
trying...to do the best...he could....lt was almost like he was
set up because they wasn't tellin' him everythihé....He was wrong

when he decided to take the blame when hls people was wrong."

_This perception was spelled out in more detall by a Ms M,
"Before God Almighty I belleve...ln my heart that he was not
glven the proper information....It looks like a conspliracy. The
contents of that bomb...was purposely withheld from the
Mayor....lI don't envy Mr. Goode's position....My heart goes out
to him as a human belng, even though I think he's dolng something

foolish by not firing those dodos."

Another theme, less common, was that the Mayor was not
blameworthy because what happened was Justified. A middle-aged
Black mall carrier, Mr. Y, insisted "the Mayor was not to blame"
because MOVE, "a cult of terror", made destructlion inevitable.
"As far as him being on the scene at the time...he has no
business there. His job 1s to be in City Hall...." If Goode 1s
to be blamed for ahything, it 1s his fallure to order an attack
earllier, and hlis permltting the presence of the news medla.

Mr. J, who 1s white, characterlized the MOVE crisis as a "typlcal
clty operatlion....The Managing Director had a better handle on

i1t" than the Mayor. "The Police and Fire Department had a handle
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on i1t."” The Mayor "was quite aware of what was going on" but had

no obligation to know "minute by minute."

Few of the respondents would quarrel with the observation of
Ms. M, who sald of the Mayor, "He salid that he was responsible.
So 1f he wants to accept total responsibility I'm only too glad
to glve 1t to him....He's the one who sets the wpeels in
motion. If he wants to call in the National Guard he has that
privilege....l guess 1t was two weeks before this happened...l
heard him say there was nothing he could do about 1t, and that

shocked me....He dldn't know what to do about the situation.”
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III. THE LARGER ISSUE OF RESPONSIBILITY

The respondents did not confine themselves to considering
culpabllity for the declisions and acts of May 13; they were eager

to explore the 1ssue of responsibllity in broader terms.

A frequent theme was that city living requires some glve and

take.

Speaking of MOVE, Ms. V said, "I feel sorry for them you
know, because I think they shouldn't be so strong-hearted....They
should be able to compromise...a little blit....If you iIntend to
live in this environment...stralghten up a little...and if [you]
can't stralghten up, move on out." But the same woman flercely

condemned the city for not glving MOVE a "second chance."”

In the minds of many, the confrontatién presented the
elements of a Greek tragedy, the adversaries were doomed by their
very natures to pursue courses that brought them into fatal
collision. "[MOVE] made 1t almost impossible for the police to
deal with them," salid Mr. E," because the people...iln charge of
the police Just didn't have the mentallty to sit down and put
themselves 1n another person's shoes. They didn't want to hear
1t. They had [had] ﬁ confrontation before, and...some of the
members of MOVE mlight have provoked the police...because of
mlsunderstandings and not...actually meeting with the people and
trylng to talk 1t out.;.I don't think there was enough verbal
Interaction between the police or the Mayor and the MOVE

people..."
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Dr. L held the entire community responsible for the
tragedy. "The declsion to...use that solution...was 1n essence
the consequence of a democratlic soclety. The mayor and the city
government were free to [come up with] whatever solution they
thought best...and the people of Philadelphla stayed and
watched....The nelghbors did go along with the government in that

decision. They have to bear some responsibility-too....

Gilve-and-take between MOVE and 1ts immedlate nelghbors would
be a good prescription for avolding new catastrophes, said
some. "I would get 1n touch with church persons and neighbors™",
sald Dr. C, who has had experience in community work. "And I
would try to see if we couldn't immediately determine a way...to
approach the MOVE members....Now if it turned out that they
didn't want to talk to any of the nelghbors...then I would be
requesting that the city begin to do some serious lnvestigating,

and...use professionals to communicate with...MOVE."

Ms. M, a soclal worker and activist thought that the
avoldance of new confrontations "would depend on the nelghbors
making the concessions necessary and the MOVE members...
making...concessions." If MOVE members moved into her block, "I
would not call the police...I would welcome them into our
community. We have community meetings....I would...tell them
we're having a meeting, and we welcome you to come....This is not
a condemnation of the people on Osage,...because I don't know how
I would have reacted had I lived there....But we should learn
something from that situation, especlally the Afro-American

people....We seem to be more satisfled with the status quo...and



_35_

that don't always wqu....We're goling to have to learn how to
start accepting the ways of people who may not think or feel the
same way as we do. And that not only includes the MOVE
people....I'm talking about...a big Asian population. There is
tension....I'm not saying I...have to Join the Buddhist camp or
the MOVE camp or whatever, but...I need to find out more ébout
these situatlons before I condemn. WMy people...ﬁeed to find out
more about these variled situations before we Just throw a blanket
over everybody and say that this stinks. Especially if you are
listening to somebody else's version rather than find out your-
self. If you're going to listen to what white people say about
MOVE or about Afro-Americans without finding out something
yourself...we pay the plper and somebody else calls the tune.

And that's stupid."

Ms. F was more pointed in her criticlism of the community.
"I understand, being Black, how much emphasls people put on beling
in nice nelghborhoods. That fight 1s still golng on in the Black
community. There are friends of mine in Mt. Alry who say Goode
didn't have a cholce and they brought i1t on themselves. These
are the same people who grew up with me at 25th and Diamond, who
moved on up and partlcipated in demonstrations so that people
could not move into apartment bulldings because 1t would lower
thelr...real estate value. That fight, to be respectable...to
be...upwardly mobile and to separate yourselves from ﬁhe riff and
the raff and the people who embarrass you or drag the race
down...is very much part of this whole discussion about MOVE for

the Black community."
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Some respondents thought that recent hlstory gave little
grounds for hope of "give and take" with MOVE. "Benny Swanns, of
Crisis Intervention Network had been out there,”" sald Ms. V.,

", ..and...he felt...extremely helpless that they were not golng
to release the children and they weren't golng to negotlate with
any kind of good consclence.m Accofding to Mr. ¥, MOVE's posture
of confrontation 1s long-standing and unshakeable. "Thelr
attitude: I want what I want. I want 1t my way, and nobody

else's 1deas or opinions. I don't even want to hear 1t."

Whether or not the tragedy was inevitable, and whether or
not communlties could forestall repetitions, in the minds of many
the confrontation was a consequence of deep problems, par-
ticularly the historlic oppression of Blacks. "This has something
to do with the state of mind of the MOVE people,™ =s8ald Ms. M
..+.s.1t's unfortunate that they chose that particular route...to
rebel."” Dr. C put 1t this way, "There are, as a result of the
violence and the racism in this natlon, psychologlical
disruptions....Itfs time...to look at what thls means at a
fundamental level, not Just that there 1s one group that moves
Into a house and decided to do something that's not-conformist or
anti-soclial, hut that there are fundamental 1lnequities and.
injustices and abuses...that, if not corrected, will mean that
there won't be Just MOVE, but all kinds of other non-conformist
responses....3lnce...people...in power are not going to give up
thelr power...the people 1n communities need to...address some of
these questions and...demand that the people...in offlce...think

In terms of...alternatives for living and for
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working...for...people who may...have gone over a line 1n terms
of being able to work within the system....And then also deal
with how you keep people from golng over the edge, and then deal
with the fundamental exploitation and abuse in the system, 1in

addition to the raclsm."

The cilty's violent response to MOVE was regarded by some as
in the Amerlican tradition of violence. Ms. F reﬁarked, "I
understand Jesse Jackson sald that 1t wasn't the first time: that
they dropped a bomb on a Black community in Oklahoma some time
agé;...I don't know that, but I certalnly know that the Native

Amerlcans have been persecuted and butchered on reservations...”

Mr. E, the white malil carrier, saw the.response to MOVE as
an example of America's traditional acceptance of violence. "I
remember...when the Black Panthers were here and Frank Rizzo
marched them out...naked. I think that only enhanced the
[favorable] outlook on Philadelphia....l think this will have the
same effect...maybe not...wlithin Phlladelphlia...but around the
country. We're a country that's on the edge of violence. I
think our President has taken us to a polnt where we're'very
close to exploding. It comes from him dealing the Russians and
it goes on down through the hierarchy...to the common everyday

person. We're a hero worship soclety."
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IV A MATTER OF COLOR?

1. The City and the Communilty

"You can't put 1t in a raclal sense because the majority of
the people on Osage Avenue are Black and half the police
department that was up there were Black and the blg offlclals
that was supposed to have been running the city'ére Black." (Mr.

H)

"Wery little that happens...is8 not political, and...there 1s
very little that i1s political that's not raclal....It may have
been sparked by Black people 1n a Black nelghborhood, trylng to
get the MOVE members, which were Biack through the Black Mayor,
but at the same time 1f 1t were white people trylng to get white
people out of the nelghborhood i1t would not have happened....In
Amerlica and throughout the world where whites are 1n control,
Black lives are expendable. That's why 61 Black homes went

up." (Mr. N, a community organizer)

These contradlctory perceptions of two Black respondents
mirror a deep division among Blacks and whites allke about the

role of race in the MOVE catastrophe.

Dr. L, an ethnic Asian, thought that the assumption that
since the mayor 1s Black 1t cannot be raclal would be 80 percent
of the time right, but i1t is not a law....0One can hate hls own
race....Because the mayor 1s Black, that's not definite proof or

evidence."
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According to a Ms. W, the bomblng would not "have happened
i1f MOVE had been In a white nelghborhood. I don't think that the
decislions to carry 1t out 1n that manner would have been so
extreme...More consideration would have been used....l can't see
them letting a house in the Northeast burn up, with...white

famllies 1in 1t.™

Ms. T polnted out the parallel with "another Black
group,...the Black Panthers,...Black people that had organized
themselves...to fight back..and from my understanding ammuni-

tion... was shot 1nto thelr clubhouse."

Another Black respondent, Ms. G, sald the incldent was
raclal 1In the sense that "the only people I've seen recently llke
that are Black, that's the MOVE people....l guess the one
comparable 1rrationality would have been the Weather people or
the people who kidnapped Patty Hearst....I hadn't seeh that kind
of aggressive irrationality on the part of white people....It

sounds racist; I didn't mean to sound racist.”

Ms. V, herself white, also referqed to white extremists,
polnting out that deadly force had been used agalinst the
Symblonese Liberation Army 1n California, a iargely white
group. "I think the city [of Philadelphia] would have proceeded
the same way. However, 1f 1t were a different organization such
as the Rev. Moon or the Harl Krishnas, they wouldn't have had the
weapons and the violence...there in the first place....You can't
compare MOVE with anybody else except another terrorist pollitical

group."
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Some people saw racism in the very fact that the city
allowed the MOVE situation to develop into a crisis. "The
handling of the entire situation, letting i1t go on as long as it
did...is something that would not have happened in a white

neighborhood," said Dr. C.

Mr. E., generally critical of the establishment and alert to
racism, argued that a MOVE crisis would not devéiop in his
neighborhood "because the people... are white and if something
like MOVE moved into...my neighborhood there would be more
Interest in what was goling on....I think that the people on Osage

Avenue...let the situation...get out of hand."

"Philadelphia, in my opinion is a very racial city" he

added.

Regardless of perceptions about the racial character of the
incident, almost all the Black respondents found deep and

disturbing implications for Blacks 1n the events.

As 1indicated in an earllier section of this report, MOVE was
seen by some as an embarrassment to middle-class Blacks.
Speaking of her Black son, Ms. V said, "He thinks they're a
disgrace. He's ashamed of them. The clty has become a city
where Black people have made some very strong inroads, and...the

MOVE situation...was a major setback.”

But this was not the only perception. "I feel that they
could have been a very valuable entity in our communities™, sald
middle-aged M. G. "They ain't no Toms and they say 1t up

front....We need these kinds of situations. And 1t saddens
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me...that they felt the need to go so far...because they could
have been a real good part of our community in waking up some of
our old folks who are still sleeping and living in that 'yassuh',

'nosuh'! kind of situation.m

"You get raclal hangups...within the community", observed
Mr. K, who 18 white. "Some whites are afrald to advocate actions
against MOVE because they're afrald of belng codhted as
racists. And others want action...because they‘ggg racists.
Also, ...some middle class Blacks but mostly working class or
poor Blacks...tend to i1dentify more with MOVE than the middle
class Blacks, that would probably act like whites..."

2. Mayor Goode

Even more difficult for many Blacks was coming to terms with

Wilson Goode and his role.

Disillusionment 1s a frequent theme. "A lot of people had
really put themselves out for the Mayor's election and caught
relatives all over the country....Then these people called up and
said, 'Isn't this the man you're supposed to send money

for?....What's going on here?'" (Ms. F)

"At one time he was like an idol to me,”"™ Ms. T sald. "He's
not an 1dol...any more™ And another volce: "...when he comes on
the television, I leave the room....It was all I could do to sit
there and listen to him talk, the last meeting I attended....I
think he betrayed a lot of people....When he said; 'T 414 it, and
I'll do 1t again' something inside of me Just turned him 180

degrees 1n the opposite direction....I $aid, 'he's under a lot of
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pressure'...but nothing would make you say that. And there was

no feeling of remorse. I saw no expression on his face...."

Many recognlzed that the Black community tended to make
excuses for the Mayor. "That's why you didn't hear nobody
talking about it much....They don't want to 'cause he's Black...Il
don't hear nobody say nothing real bad about him, you know...If
i1t had been Rizzo,...he'd a been ripped up withAQords. I say the

NAACP and all kind of 'A's' would a been in there." (Ms. V)

Speaking as a Black, Ms. G sald: "I hate to criticize Mayor
Goode. Now if 1t had been Mayor Green, I probably would still
have hated to critlcize him, because I felt some sympathy....But
if 1t had been Mayor Rizzo...we would have been protesting all

over the place, and I would have been one of the protesters....”

Dr. C offered thils analysis: "People...always want to
defend Wilson Goode, and explain that he didn't know this, he
didn't know that, and then when you say 'but 1t was hls
responsibllity not to authorize something until he did know',
'well, he was under pressure'. If that mayor had been white,
there would have been none...of those excuses. Even white people
[were] making excﬁses for him. I don't know what kind of white
people they are, they can be liberal or they could be
whites...llke the ones I saw on T.V. recently who sald, 'Well,
after all, 1t was war you know, so they had to ki1ll those
people.'" Had a white mayor been in charge, said Ms. M
"Philadelphia would have been in ashes....l belleve that the

AfroAmerlcan population...would have burned it to the ground."
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Mr. K was "appalled" at a Black neighbor's support of the
assault, "and the only reason I can belleve that was because he
was 80 ldentified with having a Black mayor that he couldn't

bring himself to criticlze the inclident...™

Respondents offered varying explanations of Mayor Goode's
behavior. Some Black respondents saw him as the scapegoat of a
largely white establishment. "In my very heart...l do not
bellieve that our Mayor knew how devastating that bomb was....I
bellieve there was certaln information withheld from him....When
tﬁé...players of the basketball team lose the game the coach gets
fired," sald Ms. M. The mayor, according to Ms. Z, an Hispanic
psychologist "was set up....l feel he's a victim..." (The

victimizer, according Ms. Z was another Black, Leo Brooks.)

The psychologlcal pressures that a Black officlal
experiences won the Mayor some sympathy. "The white person...now
are nice....wa I worked for a famlly for around twenty years.
Now...you one of the family, but to a certaln extent I only feel
s¢ far a part of the family....I feel 1llke he's pressured...They
try to smoothe things over, but I feel 1llke behind closed doors

there's more, you know." (Ms. V)

Most explanations, however, were not so charitable to the
Mayor. SeveralArespondents, Black, white, and Hispanlc saw
"capltulation to racism"™ as one put it. "What motivated him",
she sald, "was his anxiousness to make a stand to whites in the

business communlity who he's been very anxlious to please." (Ms.W)
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"He didn't want to do things that would get him in trouble
politically",_said Mr. X, "and that may have been one reason...He
didn't want to act in a way that would be percelved as...agalnst
the police force....He had some fantasles about belng mayor of
all the people, and of South Phlladelphla and Kensington voting
for him...That's terrific, [but] I don't think you sell yourself
out on a cruclal issue with the racists and the police in order

to...curry favor with the supporters of the police."

"He's in a bad position because...he has to cater...to hils
Black population...and then the law makers and the corporate
[leaders] who are...whites. He...has to prove himself in both

eyes." (Mr. R)

Ms. F remarked, "I certalnly don't want teo belleve that
Black pollicy makers and executives consider Black people
expendable, or feel that they have to take a hard line with Black
people to prove something with white people....But there have
been suggestions made that the mayor felt some pressure to deal
strongly with these people to prove that he could keep Black
folks in line....But I don't know that yet."

3. The Pollce

The respondents - regardless of thelr race - had fewer
inhibiltions about seeing race and racism as an important element

1n explalning police behavior.

Ms. V, the white community activist with a Black son said,

"T think that the police department has a racist attitude....If a
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crime is committed they lmmedlately suspect any Black people in
the area....They will harass Black kids from 16 to 25 going down
the street, kids and young men. I...think 1t's beyond racism, I
think 1t's an arrogance that's gone well beyond racism, which 1s
why we are having the corruption problem....They...feel they are
the elite....There's...a sense 1n the city that the police are
above the law....There are many fine officers that I have dealt
with, but [sensitivity toward the community] needs to come from
the top down." Corruption, according to her, i1s a facet of the
same arrogance that led to the bombing of MOVE. "Sambor...really
bellieved he could drop a bomb on a building and get away with

ig.m

Some respondents thought that racism in the police depart-
ment 1s now somewhat "muted" (Ms. G), but many seemed to agree
with Ms. M's rémark: "Bull Conner 1s still alive 1in Phila-

delphia."

"T think that all Black people in the country have some sort
of ominous feeling...ln thelr gut that genoclide could take place
against Blacks", said Mr. K, who 1s white, citing incidents from
the past. The anxletles are helghtened "when a police commls-
sloner...orders the dropplng of a bomb...on a house that holds
Black people, whatever thelr crime....He does that...and he was
never punished,...so all Black people, I suspect, have a feellng
confirmed that the police are their enemies..."

"The police department of this city scares me", sald the
Hispanic Mr. R. "What I see happening in...the Spring Garden

section with the murder of the policeman yeah, they scare me. I
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don't know how I would approach them i1f I had a problem, 1f I had

to call them."

Ms. V, highly critical of the police, acknowledged that
being an officer "is a rough Job"™ which tends "to get you to
believe that everybody 1s bad because you're dealing with bad
people all day long."™ Pollice are "scared of the_Black
community", an elderly Black resident of North Philadelphia
declafed. "They don't feel comfortable. If somebody happen to
call one, they don't trust one by himself hardly....Here come

another one...here come two, three cars."

"Whites don't really understand Blacks", Mr. 0, a young
Black office worker, referring to hablts of speech. "A Black man
pulled over by a white cop will say, 'What you want, man. Don't
mess with me today.' He's not saying»that to be'fighting the
man, he Just saying that because 1t's hlis manner of speech. They
don't understand that. They take 1t the wrong way. And they
approach the man the wrong way and he does get aggressive...and

1t causes a blg conflict between the two."

The possibility of raclsm at the command level was ralsed by
Ms. M's speculation,”...they had a fire commissioner and a police
commlissioner who probably would not be that concerned 1f the
mayor had come up looking bad. There was every 1indication to
say, 'It would be nice if we could make these two men [Goode and

Brooks] look...stupld.'"”

"The police force...1s going to be running around the end of
the mayor whenever they can" Mr. K sald. The commissloner or the

local guys out on the street are golng to be trying to do thelr
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own thing...maybe even more when they have a Black mayor, and
knowing that they have support 1n certalin sections of the city

for that kind of racism....”

Ms. F, the Black lawyer, was not surprised that the present
Police Department has "adopted the Rizzo legacy which 1s to say
they are above the law™ but was "outraged by John Green's
unqualified support for the police conduct in this issue."” (John
Green at the time was the President of the Guardian Civic League,
the assoclation of Black police officers.) "I did not understand
that at all" she added, "especlally glven the contentious nature
of the minority policeman's relationship with the...depart-
ment....I understand...that there are fights about palring Black
policemen and white policemen in certain parts of the clty...and
‘how minority pollicemen are chgckling to themselves about all the
corruption....Because of the racist attitude in the Police
Department they were kept out of 1t, and that's why so few Black
people or Hispanics...have been indicted....It 1s clearly this

notion of keeping the niggers in thelr places..."
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V. THE IMPACT

1. On Mayor Goode

The MOVE catastrophe has profoundly affected the way many
people, Black and white, regard Mayor Goode. Thls appears from

some of the excerpts presented 1n the preceding pages.

Ms. V, a community activist says that the events "will be a
major factor in Wilson Goode's reelectlion....Before the MOVE
Incldent...Goode had a lock on belng reelected. I think right
now 1t's shaky." But, she added "he 1s loved 1In the Northeast,
In all the white nelghborhoods." Mayor Goode, she sald 1s
"starting to become much more reticent. I don't like seeling
it. It used to be...you could make an appolntment...and talk to
him for five minutes....Hls office was always easy to deal

with. It 1sn't any more."

"It hasn't been forgotten," said Dr. C, speaking of the
events of May 13, "but there are two responses. Goode will be
defended by a group of...white racists...Then there 1s another
set of people who will always have questions about how that kind
of killings...could have occurred and been authorized by a person

of the same race."

Mr. K sald, "I was a volunteer two days a week at his
campalgn headquarters....l was delighted that he was
elected,...but...that's washed out with me now. Many of his
whilte and Black-supporters willl have trouble voting for him

again....And that's his constituency. The people who were
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pleased with what he did (with MOVE) wouldn't have voted for him
anyhow again."

2. On the City

"My friends lidentify me as a person from the city that
bombed 1tself."™ (Dr. C) "It looked like a war zone in the news
reels....You can rebuild and make it a much nicer looking
nelghborhood, but...it's part of the history of the city now....A

bomb was dropped in a residential nelghborhood." (Mr. R)

Many of the respondents shared these perceptions; that the
'city will suffer substantially. "A situation of this magnitude
is not easily forgotten", remarked Mrs. M. "Mylpeople will long
remember this,...whether they're in Timbuctoo or South
Carolina. The white people may dismiss 1t as they do so many

negative things that happen to Black folks."

The catastrophe was usually percelved as inflaming
tensions. The city did not solve any problems on May 13, saild
Mrs. T, who participates in community affairs. "As a matter of
fact, they caused us a bigger problem. There are still other
MOVE familles, ...evérybody’s touchy....The whole city 1s
touchy...that another incldent like this doesn't Jump
off....There are people that wlill retaliate; eleven members of a

family 1s dead.”

"There's goling to have to be a lot of forgiving, a lot of
understanding, a lot of tolerance and patlence on the part of the
clty, which includes the adminlistration and the MOVE people",
sald another Mé; M, "and at this point I do not see 1t. The

wounds are still open. I have several friends who lived at Osage



-50-

Avenue and they're...bitter with the city for burning down thelr
property, first. And the murders. They're not satlisfied that
the situation couldn't have been handled another way....So
brother, I don't know about any peace right now....Not unless
1t's peace with force, and that's not peace." The same Ms. M
thought that "a lot of [Black] people are coming together to see
what can be done so 1t won't happen in thelr areés", but on
balance did not see the MOVE crisis as uniting her people. "A
lot of them are at odds with one another because they're on
elther side of the fence - 'the MOVE people deserve what they
got', or on the other side of the fence they're sayling the

reverse.™

Ms. W was slightly more optimistic; she thought that
"politically, for this city...it will...make...Black people more
aware....for the most part people have...strong feelings about
what happened. I think 1t's going to affect us politically. I
think it's golng to affect the Pollice Department too. They're
having a hard time between thls situation and the...federal
investigations [of corruption]. So nobody leaves this

unscathed.”

While everybody thought that the events of May 13 should be
the occasion for soul-searching, the verdict was split as to
whether the powers-that-be have learned much from 1t. Among the
cautiously optimistic was Ms. I, a Black worker 1n the public
schools.. "I don't think we've heard the last of MOVE.
Hopefully we won't drop a bomb the next time, [and] the city

officlals and groups will look for other ways of solving the
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problem. It may be that something good will come out, for MOVE

and the communlity and the city."

A fair proportion of respondents discounted the harm done to
the city, at least 1n the long run. Paradoxically, as some
pointed out, Philadelphia's reputation may be enhanced. "I think
that a lot of people are proud that they are Amgricans, and that
Philadelphia did what they did..." said Mr. E whs himself
condemned the city. "I've met 5 or 6 people from Texas and thelr
only trip to Philadelphla was to go to Osage Avenue and see what
had been done because they were happy that it was done."™ He
continued..."The media...don't give you a basic insight of what
MOVE was about, and basically the rest of the country is white.
And all they know 1s 1t's a big city and in big citlies there's
welfare and they know that thelr taxes go to welfare....Il think

they will remember 1t as a good thing."

Mr. D commented that Attorney General Ed Meese, according to
what he heard, "sent a congratulatory letter to the Mayor for his
action." People in big cities, Mr. D added, are able to
understand that Philadelphla 1s not unique. They will remember
that Los Angeles had 1ts Symbionese Liberation Army shootout and

"Los Angeles 1s greater than ever."

Dr L thought that the MOVE debacle would have no long-term
Impact upon Philadelphia's reputation; he saw the city as "the

image of freedom, love, brotherly love."

Mr. B, speaking of the future of Philadelphia, said "I don't

think 1ts going to be terribly affected." He speculated on the
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possibility of some benefit. "As Black polltlical power grows in
the city, perhaps people will pay more attention to some of the
people who need attention....One would like to think that MOVE or
not...things would get better, although I suspect they won't."

3. On the Nation:

"Tn some countrlies they looked upon 1t as strictly a Black-
white situation" said Mr. D. "In fact as recently as day before
yesterday the Russlans were still broadcasting about the MOVE
situation....The Russlans or communist countries will try to show
that we are treating the Blacks like prior to 1960. [They] will

show this in the worst light."

Dr. L, conceding that the "outside world, especlially the
communist world, will use this as...propaganda™, took pride that
"this 1s a democratlic soclety and a lot of freedom 1s allowed to
all clitizens....The very fact that they know that this city
' dropped a bomb...1s the answer to those communist world radlcal
kind of nations, that did 1ndeed drop a lot of bombs on people,

but nobody knew. And that's the difference."

"People outside of the United States - those who are not
simply racist - think that 1t really shows the extent to which

the United States 1s a really sick soclety...", said Dr. C.

MAY 1986
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COMING TO TERMS WITH MOVE
Linda Wright Avery

Five years ago in the spring of 1981 the image of Philadelphia
included several "negatives": network televislon reports about
police confrontations with naked members of the Black Panther
Party; the unforgettable televislion news film of police offlcers
kicking a MOVE member during the 1978 confrontation; and the
legend of Frank Rizzo--the mayor who wore a billy club 1in hils
tuxedo cumberbund, and who was so offenslive to progressive
elements in the black and white communities of the clty that they
had formed a coalition to defeat hls charter change drive, pre-
venting him from running for Mayor for a third, consecutlive term.

It was not a pretty plcture.

But it was a picture that soon began to 1lmprove as a compelllng
period in the city's history got underway--a perlod which
1ncluded the coming of age of black pollitical empowerment and the
beginning of changes that promlse to make Phlladelphla more
cosmopolitan, without sacriflicing the charming aspects of 1ts
lingering provinclalism.

I came to Philadelphla as those changes were just beglinning five
years ago in mid-spring, about this time of year, when the color
of the azaleas warms away wlinter's chlill and the fragrance of
lilac and flowerlng trees can take your breath away.

It is my favorite season here, but 1ts freshness and promlse are
now welghed down by the recollections and unresolved questions
surrounding the events of May 13, 1985.

The angulish, anger and hunger for answers--or at least some sense
of how to make sense of the horror that happened on Osage Avenue--
have stayed with us through the past year, intensifylng
periodically as we lurched through the ilmpromptu processes set 1n
motion offlcially and unofficlially in response to the disaster 1n
West Philadelphla.
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Flrst, there was the disaster 1tself: flve chlildren dead, six
adults dead, 61 homes destroyed, 250 lives disturbed and
disrupted.

Then, in mlid-autumn, a blzarre replay of horror, as the Phlla-
delphla Special Investigations Commission conducted weeks of
hearings.

Then, 1n mid-winter, the Commisslion's scathing report with 1ts
findings of "unconsclonable" officlal conduct, and implications
of criminal negligence and slinister conclusion that police
gunfire prevented some occupants from escaplng the buring MOVE
house. (Speclal Investigation Commission finding #28).

And now 1t 1s spring again, and the angulsh, the anger and the
hunger for answers 1s stlill with me--and with many Phila-
delphlans.

Such feellngs and the many, lingering questions are at the heart
of the citizen interviews contalned in this document. As I read
1t, I was struck by the fact that although almost all the
interviews were conducted before the MOVE hearlings and the
subsequent Commlssion report of findings and conclusions, some of
the speciflc questions and underlyling 1ssues ralised in the
interviews remain unresolved today:

--Why was the sltuation on Osage Avenue allowed to fester and
escalate into confrontation?

--Why, once the confrontation began on May 13, dld the situation
have to be "resolved" in just one day?
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--Why weren't the children "snatched" or "rescued" by local
authorities in advance of May 13, when i1t was known that they
left the Osage house regularly, to visit nearby Cobbs Creek Park?

--Why was a bomb used to force a resolutlion to the situation,
rather than the accepted law enforcement technique of waiting out
similar "barricaded gunman" type situations?

--Why was what began as a small, rooftop fire allowed to burn for
nearly two hours without fire department intervention, resulting

in the loss of a nelghborhood--especially since tons of water had
been dumped on the same rooftop for a period of hours earlier the

same day?

--What really happened on the evening of May 13 in the alley
between Osage and Pline Streets?

Those are questions that the Phlladelphia Special Investigations
Commission attempted to answer, with limited success: faulty
memories, contradictory testimony and the refusal of some
principals in the May 13th incident to testify publicly sometimes
got 1n the way.

The next logical step is contalned in the Commission's recommen-
dation #29, which calls for a grand Jury investligation,
specifically into the "unjustified" deaths of the five children
who perished in the Osage Avenue incident. District attorney
Ron Castlille appears to be inexpllicably taking his time, in
addressing the matter--though a grand Jury was qulckly convened
to conslider the material issue of possible fraud connected with
the Osage Avenue rebullding effort.
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Beyond the questions surrounding May 13, are the much less
precise, but equally troublesome underlying 1ssues raised by the
events of that day--issues that continue to confound and confront
us today, as they did the citizens interviewed for this report.

One of those 1ssues is how do we, as a city (or a society) "cope"
with MOVE? Where 1s the line between tolerance and avoldance?
How do you reason with individuals who are committed to
irrationality, as a way of disrupting "the system" most citizens
accept--whether they like 1t or not?

There are, of course, other devotees of MOVE's nihilistic
philosophy; there are other "MOVE houses™ in the c¢ity. And in
recent weeks, there have been reports that one such house of
South 56th Street in West Philadelphia maybe undergoing "forti-
fication", because of the delivery of logs and lumber to the
location.

The reslidents of the house say the wood is being used for fuel,
but have twlce refused to allow city officilals to inspect the

premises.

Though the Goode adminlistration has put aside the 1ll-advised
"hands-off" policy that preceded the confrontation last May 13,
it is obvious that the more direct and sensible approach being
taken now, by attempting to conduct a routine inspection at the
South 56th Street MOVE home, can't work--without the cooperation
of MOVE members, who seem unwilling to give it.

The deeper and more difficult issue raised by MOVE has to do with
our moral stance, collectively and individually, where MOVE 1s

concerned.
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In the black community particularly, the ambivalence triggered by
the MOVE debacle continues to be intense--and is strongly
reflected in the interviews here.

The fact is that black people died violently in a situation over
which a black elected official, the mayor, had authority and
control--and for which he has taken full "responsibility".

And the fact is, that 1s not enough to rellieve the lingering
anguish that hangs on, as we approach the first anniversary of
the May 13 disaster.

It 1s not enough to satisfy outsiders, who wonder why they should
want to, as the promotion says, "get to know" a town that would
drop a bomb on itself,.

It 1s not enough for anyone who belleves that disruptive
behavior--not matter how intense--should not be punishable by
death.

One woman interviewed for this report captured the irony of the
1978 and 1985 MOVE confrontations simply and eloquently: "If
eleven people are in Jall because one person dled...then I don't
understand why nobody's 1n jail if 11 people are dead".

In an era of creeping, moral relativism--where embracing the
shifting standard of expediency 1s more attractive than
struggling with dilemmas to which there may be no satisfactory
answers--1t 1s perhaps not surprising that we have so far falled
to address the ethical issues underlying the events of May 13.
Those 1ssues 1ncludg the city's aggressive approach to MOVE last
May and our attitudes about 1t, as well as our feelings about
"MOVE people", what they represent--and perhaps more important,
what they tell us about the allienation that pervades our soclety
and our 1nstitutions.
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It 1Is frighteningly easy to see a connection between bombing
Tripoll as a national response to a global terrorism, and bombing
a rowhome 1n the middle of a black nelghborhood as a local
response to urban disruption. (I won't call it "urban
terrorism", because the random murder of 1lnnocent citizens that
characterizes terrorism was not a tactic employed by MOVE--though
threats of harm were.) The subtle linkage between our rambo-
esque preslident and a former police commissioner with simllar
leanings also comes to mind. ’

I am hopeful thls document will pbomote discusslon of those
issues--and others, Includling what we should expect and what we
should demand of elected and appolnted offlclals--black and
white--1n response to "challenges" to the status quo we elect and
appoint them to malntaln and protect.

With the first annlversary of May 13 approaching, thls seems a
sultable time to launch such discusslons and to initlate the
rebullding of the spirit in our city--a process which, I belleve,
has yet to begln.

And besldes, 1t 1s springtime, the season of renewal, when the
fragrance of flowers floats on the alr and all things seem
possible--even perhaps, the molding of a fresh perspectlve on the
Osage Avenue tragedy: one that will enhance our abllity to use
the palnful lessons of May 13 to move forward wisely into the
future.

April 30, 1986



EXCESSIVE POLICE FORCE HARMS ALL
Burton Calne

On May 13, 1985 the Philadelphia Police dropped a bomb on a row
house 1n a residentlial nelghborhood in West Philadelphila.
Thirteen human beings were i1nside the house and at least four of
them were children. When the bomb was dropped from a police
hellcopter, a can of gasollne on the roof of the house was
plainly visible. The bomb produced the predicted result -- a
major conflagration. Both the Police Commisslioner and the Flre
Commlissioner of the City of Phliladelphla watched the blaze and
nelther of them took any action to put out the fire. Since water
cannons of the Fire Department trained on the house had been
turned off prior to the bombing, 1t would have been a simple
matter to turn them back on and extingulsh the flames. The
decision to let the fire burn resulted in the destruction of an
entire nelghborhood and the death of all of the 1nhabltants of
the house except for one adult and one child who escaped. The
declision to drop the bomb from the alr, unprecedented 1n the
history of the United States, was approved by the Mayor.

These are all of the relevant facts. They show a reckless
disregard for human l1life at the highest levels of government and
represent the worst kind of excessive use of police force. They
demonstrate a shameful disregard of human rights and human
dignity.

The victims of this governmental action, first of all, include
all of the people who were kllled -- not Jjust the children -- as
well as those whose llves were dlsrupted and whose property
destroyed. Included, too, are the entire community and all who
are concerned for constitutional and human rights. The fact
emphasized by City authorities, that the inhabitants of the house
belonged to MOVE, an unpopular and disruptive group in the
nelighborhood, provides no Jjustification for the police assault.
Nor 1s 1t of any moment that some of those persons had refused to
respond‘to lawful Judlecial process based on complaints of

mlsdemeanor violations. The authorities were bound by the
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Constltutlion not to use excessive force 1n carryling out thelr
duties. Even 1f the MOVE people had been felons fleeing from the
scene of the crime, the pollice would not have been Justified 1n
killing them where other means were avallable to prevent

flight. None of those clrcumstances were present here.

The City by 1ts actions spawned the notlon that only the lives of
the police and fire flghters are worth saving and radical
dissident groups are pests to be exterminated. Thilis attitude 1s
the most egreglous vliolatlion in a soclety in which the people are
soverelgn and elected offlcials and thelr appolntees are servants
-- not masters of the people.

Even more disturbing is that the MOVE bombling was not the first
wrong to the people committed by an administration which came
into office with the promise of caring for human belngs.
Previously, the City unleased police dogs to prey on people in
the street. Then came "Operation Cold Turkey", a program of mass
arrests of people on street corners as a means of combatting drug
traffic. Then the Clty refused to own up to 1ts responsibility
to house the homeless. Only lawsults brought by the American
Civil Liberties Unlon brought these practices to an end. Then
came the MOVE incident which could hardly do other than perpetu-
ate the ugly thought that the rights of the down-trodden and
unpopular are to be disregarded and are of no value in our soclety.

The First Amendment to the Constitution of the United States
guarantees all persons the right to express themselves as they
see fit up to the polnt of actual violation of the law.
Irritating as MOVE members were to thelr nelghbors, and difficult
as the problem was to City authorities, there 1s no excuse
whatsoever for the action taken by the City in destroylng thelr
lives and property. Standard police procedure 1n such situatlons
1s to negotiate patiently -- and at length, if need be, and use

other nonviolent techniques to achieve a peaceful result.
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It should also be deplored that now a year after the event,
public officials charged with enforclng the law have taken no
action civil or criminal agalnst those public officials who were
responsible for this majJor catastrophe in the domestic 1life of
our nation. The Mayor appolnted an lnvestigation commission
which condemned the Mayor and other City officlals for violations
of rights of the people. It was the jJob of law enforcement
agencles to proceed on thelr own -- without prompting by any
Commission -- to bring to Justice those who violated 1ndividual
rights. Although the Commlisslon recommended such action, until
today there has been none.

The lesson from the MOVE tragedy 1s that the use of excessive

police force harms all 1n a free soclety. It 1s a violation not
only of the Constitution but of basic concepts of human dignity.

May 6, 1986
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On May 13, 1985 the Philadelphia Police dropped a bomb on a row
house 1n a residential neighborhood i1n West Phlladelphia.
Thirteen human beings were 1nside the house and at least four of
them were chlildren. When the bomb was dropped from a pollce
hellicopter, a can of gasollne on the roof of the house was
plainly visible. The bomb produced the predlcted result -- a
major conflagration. Both the Police Commisslioner and the Fire
Commissioner of the City of Philadelphla watched the blaze and
nelther of them took any action to put out the fire. Since water
cannons of the Fire Department trained on the house had been
turned off prior to the bombing, it would have been a simple
matter to turn them back on and extinguish the flames. The
decislion to let the fire burn resulted in the destructlon of an
entlre neilghborhood and the death of all of the 1inhabitants of
the house except for one adult and one child who escaped. The
decision to drop the bomb from the alr, unprecedented in the
history of the United States, was approved by the Mayor.

These are all of the relevant facts. They show a reckless
disregard for human life at the highest levels of government and
represent the worst kind of excessive use of police force. They
demonstrate a shameful disregard of human rights and human
dignity.

The victims of this governmental action, first of all, include
all of the people who were killed -- not just the children -- as
well as those whose lives were dlsrupted and whose property
destroyed. Included, too, are the entlre community and all who
are concerned for constitutlional and human rights. The fact
emphasized by Clity authorities, that the l1nhabitants of the house
belonged to MOVE, an unpopular and dlsruptive group in the
nelghborhood, provides no justiflcatlon for the pollce assault.
Nor 1s 1t of any moment that some of those persons had refused to
respond to lawful judiclal process based on complalints of
mlsdemeanor violations. The authoritlies were bound by the
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Constitution not to use excessive force in carrying out thelr
dutlies. Even 1f the MOVE people had been felons fleelng from the
scene of the crime, the pollce would not have been Justified in
killing them where other means were avallable to prevent

flight. None of those circumstances were present here.

The Clty by 1its actions spawned the notion that only the llves of
the police and flre fighters are worth saving and radical
dissident groups are pests to be exterminated. This attitude 1s
the most egregious violation 1n a soclety in whlch the people are
soverelgn and elected officlals and thelr appointees are servants
-- not masters of the people.

Even more disturbing is that the MOVE bombing was not the first
wrong to the people committed by an adminlistration which came
Into offlce wlth the promlse of caring for human belngs.
Previously, the Clity unleased police dogs to prey on people 1in
the street. Then came "Operation Cold Turkey", a program of mass
arrests of people on street corners as a means of combatting drug
traffic. Then the Clty refused to own up to its responsibility
to house the homeless. Only lawsults brought by the Amerlcan
Civil Liberties Unlon brought these practices to an end. Then
came the MOVE incident whlch could hardly do other than perpetu-
ate the ugly thought that the rlghts of the down-trodden and
unpopular are to be disregarded and are of no value 1n our society.

The First Amendment to the Constltution of the United States
guarantees all persons the right to express themselves as they
see f1t up to the polnt of actual violation of the law.
Irritating as MOVE members were to their neighbors, and difficult
as the problem was to Clty authorities, there 1s no excuse
whatsoever for the action taken by the Clty in destroylng their
lives and property. Standard police procedure 1n such situations
1s to negotiate patiently -- and at length, 1f need be, and use

other nonviolent techniques to achleve a peaceful result.
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It should also be deplored that now a year after the event,
public officlals charged with enforcing the law have taken no
action civil or eriminal against those publlc officlals who were
responsible for this major catastrophe 1n the domestic 1life of
our nation. The Mayor appointed an investigation commlssion
which condemned the Mayor and other City offlicials for violations
of rights of the people. It was the Job of law enforcement
agencles to proceed on thelr own -- without prompting by anj
Commission -- to bring to Justice those who violated individual
rights. Although the Commission recommended such action, until
today there has been none.

The lesson from the MOVE tragedy is that the use of excessive
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only of the Constitution but of basic concepts of human dignity.
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AN OCCASION FOR SOUL SEARCHING
WILLIAM R. MEEK

This report 1is a thoughtful compendium of individual volces,
drawn from segments of our community that have rarely been asked
to express oplnions 1n a systematic way.

The chilling, traglc events of May 13, 1985 will be emblazoned on
my own brain for the rest of my l1life. I know there are millions

of others -- 1n Philadelphla, in many other parts of this nation,
and throughout the world who have been affected just as deeply.

On that fateful morning, I found myself transflxed, with eyes,
ears and senses absorbed wlth the television screen and 1ts awful
Image. Even when I answered the numerous phone calls, from
friends and famlly in various parts of the country, I continued
watching the macabre spectacle. Every caller first asked about
my welfare, and then followed with a question: "WHAT'S WRONG
WITH PHILADELPHIA?™ This question still greets me whenever
visitors, or those I visit, engage in conversations that stretch
beyond the mandane.

As one (among many others) who has spent a great deal of time,
energy and avallable resources during the past 15 years workling
to guarantee a concerned, responsive, humane government, this
question cannot be left unanswered. Yet, a full year later, the
1ssues 1dentifled iIn this report remaln alive, and the flery
deaths of eleven human belngs, as well as the violent destruction
of an entire neighborhood, still exemplify our government's
response to a major nelghborhood crisls among those 1t was chosen
to govern.

The wisdom of the respondents in this report was evident
throughout. At one polnt the author states, "While everybody
(respondents) thought that the events of May 13 should be the
occaslion for soul-searching, the verdict was split as to whether
the powers—-that-be have learned much from 1t". Signifilcantly,
these vliews were stated before the Mayor's Commission's televised
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programs proved the polnt. The police forays into the Hispanic
communlity, with disregard for the clvil rights of the residents,
i1ndicate that 1little, 1f any learning has taken place.

What does a community have a right to expect from its elected and
appolnted officlals? Does 1t risk 1ts own survival by requesting
government lntervention 1n the solution of serlious nelghborhood
problems? Where are the checks upon government vlolence, even as
the effort 1s made to head off potential violence by a member(s)
of an offendlng group? Do both the offended and offender risk
extinction by a government agency that 1s sworn to protect them
both?

What should a Black community expect from a consclentlous Black-
led adminlistration when a legltimate complaint 1s lodged against
thelr neighbors? Is 1t Just "buslness as usual'" or are there
numerous opportunlitles for creatlive approaches that might not
work under other clrcumstances, but could be successful under
these? Were these exhausted before armed force was employed?
Should this kind of armed battle ever be countenanced 1n an urban
area where seven adults and five children are holed up 1n one
dwelllng?

I agree fully with a statement by one of the respondents (Dr. C)
who sald, "If one plan doesn't work, there's no law that says we
can't come up with another plan". Another respondent (Ms. T)
sald, "The only plan they came up wlth was a disaster. And they
didn't have a counteracting plan". Agaln, the wlisdom of the
respondents 1s asserted.

Likewlse, I agree wlth the statement of one member of the Mayor's
Commission (Charles W. Bowser, Esq.) that "the narrow and shallow
perspectlive of Ilmportant leaders resulted 1n a fallure to seek a
solutlion within the broadest parameters of our soclal order and

our constitutlional structure."
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The kind of official decision making (and lack of 1t) that
resulted In that disaster of a year ago must not be swept

aside. Instead, there must be a restatement and wide discussion
of the majJor 1ssues contalned in this report, as well as those
i1dentifled by the Mayor's Commission. It is evident that the
healing of thls community wlll depend largely upon the shaping of
policles and practical measures that can be identified and
understood by all; that are deslgned to protect every person from
the excesses of government powers; that will guarantee certaln
baslc rights to an offensive minority as well as to the majority,
and that children must never be held accountable for the actlons

of adults.

In the critical period aheéd, we must be cognlizant of the
importance of the question posed by the late Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. as a book title, "Where Do We Go From Here: Chaos or
Community?" Much soul-searching must take place on the part of
both "governed" and "governling" 1if past mlistakes are not to be

repeated.
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WE BECAME WHAT THEY SAID WE WERE
The Reverend Paul M. Washington

As I slt, pen in hand with the task of having to set forth in
writing some thoughts as to the "what, why and who" of a
manifestation of humanity which has traumatized Philadelphia and
indeed the world for now unto a year, I find myself still in a
quandary. How do we make sense of the senseless? What happened
and why?

The members of MOVE were people, born of parents, most of whom
were a notch or two removed from the socioeconomic stratum where
survival 1s measured 1n terms of hours and days and seasons.

They could look into the future and see a light at the end of the
tunnel. The members of MOVE could reasonably have been expected
to overcome and "succeed".

Today we think of MOVE, but we find that we are not, 1n fact,
thinking. We are reacting to feelings, strong overpowering
FEELINGS which we descrlibe as traglc, disastrous, holocaustic or
euphemistically as unbelievable, unfortunate, a shame.

Perhaps we can best understand this reality by disassociating
this phenomenon from the realm of the moral or rational and
looking at another reality with which we now live from day to
day.

We have learned to take our immune system for granted. Bacterlial
and viral infections, while they may cause lllnesses, can be
overcome in time with the ald of a myriad assortment of
antibiotics and chemicals, we can become well, whole.

But now there 1s an emergency of humankind's newest threat to

life; AIDS. Once this virus invades the system, hope for 1its
victims becomes a word which is meaningless.
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Hourly, dally we are exposed to dangerous, hazardous particles
and substances throughout our environment, as well as those which
we Ingest. We have been designed, equilipped and programmed to
survive and to overcome. To me i1t has always been a miracle that
most of us survive and overcome when we think of the overwhelming
odds that are against us. But those whose 1mmune systems have
lost thelr capaclty to funetion become vulnerable and succumb to
even the most benelgn of infectlions. Our fear of 1t today 1s
comparable only to our fear of years some by of "the plague®. It
i1s as though it 1s demonic.

To the person with AIDS, life is hopeless.

How does one face hopelessness? Some are able to circumvent the
normal process of maturing through age and achleve and attain the
perspectlve of one who 1s ready to "wrap the drapery of hilis couch
about him and lie down to pleasant dreams". They become more
prepared for death than many for whom life means so little.

But for some others, life has played a cruel unpardonable

trick. They become hostile, resentful and bitter. There can be
no reconciling of thelr fate with those who are immune to thelr
suffering. They want you to know thelr pain. They will
perpetrate thelr paln upon you. If we are all involved in
humankind, then why should you NOT know my angulsh, my agony.

Losses of moral immune systems are not accidental, as are the
physlcal geologic, atmospherlc occurrences of the natural

world. These losses are willed, planned, perpetrated by human
beings upon human beings. They are manifestations of the evil 1in
our nature.

The members of MOVE responded to thls state of our human
condition. Unfortunately, however, the moral fabric which alone

could neutralize and eliminate this condition was lost.
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Members of MOVE could not endure the evils of soclety; thelr
reaction to 1t and thelr war against 1t precipitated
complications which made a bad sltuation worse, the worst
condition intolerable.

St11l we must not be deaf to what they sald. It 1s true, we were
revolted by the profanity they used, but we are not as revolted
by the profanlty of political pronouncements which see the
victims of poverty to be the cause of thelr own lmpoverishment.
It 1s true, "educational institutlions" most often serve to train
us to fit 1nto and accept our world as 1t 1s. MOVE called it
tralning, not educating. It 1s true, we find more often than I
want to hear that additives to processed foods are carclnogenilc
and lead to serlious physical maladles, but such foods will be
sold knowlngly because they are profitable. This i1s MOVE's
explanation for eating raw foods. MOVE accused "us" of
participating in a system which was self destructive, uncaringly.

Our immune system has made 1t possible to live with these. There
1s a plus as well as a mlnus to this, however, because when
Immunlity turns into apathy, insensitivity, rationalization and
acceptance, we become lepers. We are dylng, but don't know 1t.

How do we as "members of soclety" respond and proact to such
conditions in our soclal fabric?

Unfortunately on May 13, 1985 MOVE saw 1ts prophecy fulfilled.
We became what they sald we were. At 6:00 that morning,
Commissioner Sambor announced on his bull horn, "MOVE, this 1s
America". That afternoon a bomb was dropped. The world knows
the rest. And less than a year later President Reagan sald to
Libya: Libya, we are Americans and this 1s what we do to thoée
who tread on us.
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We can be reduced to the least common denomlnator desplte our
claim to greatness. We dld what MOVE threatened to do. Now that
we know thls we must henceforth resolve that there are moral,
reasonable and more human ways of responding to such human
conditions.

If our answer to those who threaten us 1s to destroy them, we are
well on the road to self destruction. Moral ends cannot be
achleved by lmmoral means.

If Amerlca 1s to live up to the greatness which 1t belleves 1t
has, then we must find moral, more enlightened, ratlional ways of
dealing with forces which appear to be 1lrrational and contrary to
our "enlightened" ways.

May 6, 1986
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