
        
            
                
            
        


		
			Advance Praise for Race Crazy

			“Most of us think we understand Black Lives Matter. We don’t. Charles Love has delved into Black Lives Matter and found there is much more to the group and the movement than almost any of us know. For the people BLM ostensibly serves, Love has a warning: ‘It is likely they do not know the extent to which Black Lives Matter is fighting against their interests.’ This is one of the most important books at this perilous moment in American history.”

			—Dennis Prager, Nationally Syndicated Radio Show Host, President of PragerU, and New York Times Bestselling Author of Several Books, Most Recently Volume Three of The Rational Bible

			 

			“Charles Love’s new book Race Crazy is a must-read to understand how truly dangerous the BLM movement and The 1619 Project are to the future of this country. Instead of offering solutions, BLM foments the fear and resentment that only exacerbate the problems facing everyday black Americans. Mr. Love offers us all a way to fight back.”

			—Bob Woodson, President of The Woodson Center and Founder of 1776 Unites

			 

			“Who is Black Lives Matter actually helping? What is the real impact on black Americans of The 1619 Project? Charles Love’s Race Crazy takes a deep dive into the philosophy, funding, and objectives of BLM and the impact on people of color of the thoroughly fraudulent 1619 Project. It could not come at a better time. African Americans across the nation need to squelch these anti-black and anti-American initiatives while they still have the freedom to do so.”

			—Larry Schweikart, Professor of History, Co-author, A Patriot’s History of the United States

			 

			“Race craziness is a problem affecting too many Americans and this book is long overdue in the discussion of racism in America. Where is that ‘honest conversation’ so many people claim to want to have? What we get instead is media-sponsored narratives followed by proclamations of racism on everything. Hard work, math, God, and black holes are but a few of the things deemed racist by the propagandists and other accusers. In Love’s book, he provides the road map to start the conversation we should be having. Race Crazy explores the perpetual cycle of name calling and misinformation and puts into context the BLM movement and the 1619 Project from a truthful perspective.”

			—Kevin Jackson, Host, The Kevin Jackson Show, Founder of The Black Sphere

			 

			“Charles Love separates rhetoric from reality in his new book, Race Crazy, where he addresses Black Lives Matter, The 1619 Project, and the new progressive racism movement. The book is deeply researched and eloquently makes the case for American principles. As our nation is consumed by racial politics, Love offers clarity, insight, and commitment to policies that would make the country better—not drag it backward.”

			—Chris Rufo, Senior Fellow and Director of the initiative on critical race theory at the Manhattan Institute, and Founder of Battlefront—a center for narrative, legal, and policy warfare

			 

			“With his new book Race Crazy, Charles Love takes his place among a new wave of Black thinkers questioning the tactics, logic, and conclusions, of today’s ‘woke’ movement. The book opens by asking a very simple and important question: when exactly—at least in the modern era—did Americans become absolutely obsessed with emphasizing racial differences? Further, why would any of us expect the things he discusses, such as sorting schoolchildren by race or arguing about the exact percentage of minority superheroes in comic books, will produce a better and less conflicted society? No one could agree with every one of any author’s conclusions, but Love makes a very solid case that America would be better served by a return to trying our best for color blindness than by today’s guilty, obsessive racial bean counting. Read his book, and listen to our podcast!”

			—Wilfred Reilly, Professor of Political Science at Kentucky State University, Author of Hate Crime Hoax and Taboo, Co-Host, Cut The Bull Podcast with Charles Love and Shemeka Michelle

			 

			“Charles Love has written a beautiful and highly stylized work that can truly be described as death by impeccable logic and reason to BLM and The 1619 Project. This book is a brilliant tour de force that identifies and then destroys with surgical precision the false claims made by both movements. More importantly, Charles Love has exposed the egregious harm they inflict on the moral reputation of all black Americans—the nefarious indictment they make against America as an evil country. Love sets the record straight in debunking these shibboleths and, in the process, restores grandeur and honor to America, and reminds us of the promise of hope, redemption, and prosperity she delivers to those blessed to live up to her name.”

			—Jason D. Hill, Professor of Philosophy, DePaul University, Author of What Do White Americans Owe Black People?: Racial Justice in the Age of Post-Oppression

			





[image: ]

			




 

			 

			AN EMPANCIPATION BOOKS BOOK

			An Imprint of Post Hill Press

			ISBN: 978-1-64293-841-8

			ISBN (eBook): 978-1-64293-842-5

			 

			Race Crazy:

			BLM, 1619, and the Progressive Racism Movement

			© 2021 by Charles Love

			All Rights Reserved

			 

			Cover Design by Tiffani Shea

			 

			No part of this book may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system, or transmitted by any means without the written permission of the author and publisher.

			 

			[image: ] [image: ]

			 

			Post Hill Press

			New York • Nashville

			posthillpress.com

			 

			Published in the United States of America





 

			To the youth being harmed and led astray by the progressive racism movement. I hope this can serve as a tool to overcome the heightened focus on immutable traits and encourage free thinking.





Introduction

			Our country has gone race crazy. Race has become an obsession, and those pushing this madness are leading the country into division and decline. It is important to take a nuanced approach when addressing society’s biggest problems; however, our shift to an all-encompassing race focus has propelled our national conversations outside the realm of rational thinking.

			We must stop pretending that this lunacy is moral, fair, legal, or helpful to blacks.

			Much of this focus on race is being infiltrated into the culture through our education system. From K-12 schools, where our impressionable children spend their formative years, to the hallowed halls of our institutions of higher learning, administrators have decided that blacks are different from others and therefore should be treated differently. The negative impact of years of lowering standards, affirmative action admissions, and racially biased grade manipulations have harmed the education of blacks, their likelihood of graduation, and their prospects for post-college success. These race-conscious biases also set a precedent for today’s far more radical race-based discrimination.

			At UCLA, a professor was suspended for refusing to cancel final exams for black students after George Floyd was killed.1 The University of Chicago showed its allegiance to the cause by mandating all applicants for graduate-level English programs work in “Black Studies.”2 At some institutions, the once-unthinkable is occurring, as racially segregated clubs, graduations, and dormitories have returned. What is happening in K-12 schools may be more shocking. A biracial high school student in a Nevada charter school was challenged to identify as “privileged” or “oppressed” in a racial identity test.3 A California elementary school forced third-graders to deconstruct their racial identities.4

			The 1960s Civil Rights movement, championed by Dr. Martin Luther King and other courageous advocates of racial equality, has been stood on its head. In our now race-obsessed society, one’s identity—long regarded as personal and self-created—has reverted to being tribal and genetically determined.

			How race crazy have things become? There was the judge who ruled a black defendant could not get a fair trial because there were portraits of white judges in the courtroom5; the CEO of Chick-fil-A who said whites should shine the shoes of black strangers6; and a study from Ohio State University that suggested victims of racism should take psychedelic drugs to lessen their “trauma”7; an article in Psychology Today that argued “racial microaggressions” cause PTSD.8 Consider also the argument by Brandon Hasbrouck, assistant professor at Washington and Lee University School of Law. At a time when many were contesting the fairness of election results, and “social justice warriors” were demanding we “count all the votes,” Professor Hasbrouck decided to go in a different direction. He posits that we need to implement “vote reparations,” by counting the votes of black Americans twice.9

			Any serious person can see how these things are the opposite of equality, will magnify social hostility, and will do more harm than good. These foolish demands increase in proportion to the ground we cede by giving in to them, or simply by pretending such demands or actions are reasonable and to be taken seriously. Our silent acquiescence in the face of the irrational and immoral is only bolstering these activists, which is leading to a societal breakdown. That can no longer be tolerated. Borrowing from the radicals themselves, we must “resist.”

			This is what Race Crazy sets out to do. It is about what I call “the progressive racism movement”—an extreme left-wing movement organized to re-engineer society by judging and treating people according to their skin color. Ironically, this is done under the guise of rooting out racism. Adherents to this movement use race as the primary factor in many decisions, but they don’t believe it is racist to do so because of their intent. No matter how well-intentioned they are, their actions display their contempt for whites and a condescending view of blacks. The book will describe, in great detail, why this movement is dangerous, and what we need to do to reverse the racist trend they are promoting.

			“We are five days away from fundamentally transforming the United States of America.” This famous line was proclaimed by Barack Obama, then a candidate for president, at a rally in Columbia, Missouri, just days before the 2008 presidential election.10 No one could have guessed that the transformation he never achieved would be ushered in by a man dying in police custody in Minneapolis.

			The video of George Floyd on the ground, pinned under an officer’s knee, and his subsequent death, led to mass protests and calls for change. But what change? This emotionally charged incident has created an environment where critical thinking is discouraged, if not abandoned. It is being used to indict all police officers and the entire country. Otherwise, reasonable people have been convinced that we are back in 1950s Selma: all police officers are Bull Connor, all criminal suspects are innocent victims of racial oppression and police aggression, and all of American society is “systemically racist” and requires radical change.

			The spearhead of this crusade is the organization known as Black Lives Matter. Consider only two among the many problems caused by their “social justice” approach.

			The first is exaggerating the issue of police brutality. This is the entire basis of Black Lives Matter’s existence. They are convinced that there is a systematic plot by police to exterminate blacks, that it is born out of racism, and that it is approved by government leaders. Sensible people know this is not true, but it seems we are finding fewer sensible people every day.

			Anyone seeking to determine if their argument has merit need only look at the statistics. The number of police shootings is relatively small compared to the population of the country and the number of violent crimes that are committed each year. When addressing police shootings and racial concerns, conservatives often fall into the trap of comparing this number to the number of violent crimes committed against blacks by other blacks. This is an unwinnable argument and totally unnecessary. Those arguing that blacks are subject to an onslaught of state-sanctioned violence don’t need to be told that blacks commit crime too, they need to see the truth of police shootings in context.

			In the six-year period from January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2020, there were 5,949 people killed by police, 1,396 of them black men, according to the Washington Post, which has meticulously tracked this data in their police shooting database.11 Immediately we see that black men represent only 25 percent of the total number of police killings. To further disprove their argument, one could contrast the police shooting data with the FBI’s violent crime data.

			There were at least seven hundred thousand violent crimes committed in 2019. It is safe to assume that some of these criminals resisted arrest or attacked the arresting officer. If 1 percent of them were killed by police, that would be seven times the actual number of people killed by police that year.

			But the claim is that there is a racial factor that exponentially increases the rate of police shooting for blacks. Let us examine the violent crime statistics among blacks.12 It is universally understood that most criminals and victims are of the same race, therefore we can assume in most cases that if the person committing the crime is black, the victim is likely black. Here are the number of blacks arrested by violent crime category in 2019: Murder—4,078, Rape—4,427, Robbery—29,677, Aggravated Assault—91,164. In this one year alone, there were three times as many blacks raped, twenty-one times as many robbed, and sixty-five times as many violently assaulted as there were blacks killed by police in the six years reported combined.

			Whatever improvements are needed, the argument that the police are hunting down black men is unsubstantiated and can be easily disproven with an honest analysis of the facts. Even the Washington Post, who created their police shooting database to highlight the problem, wrote in May of 2018 that fatal police shootings of unarmed people have significantly declined.13 The numbers have held constant in the three years since the article was written.

			You can give people mountains of such statistics, but facts no longer seem to matter in the face of the toxic, “racist cop” narrative.

			A second problem with this “cop bad, suspect good” bias is that it ignores, excuses, or condones bad, often criminal, behavior by some black suspects when interacting with police to prove racism is pervasive.

			While the intent may be to help someone assumed to have been wronged by police, elevating people who, at minimum, made bad decisions and, in most cases, committed violent crimes, to martyrs or donating large sums of money to them will lead to more violent interactions with police in the future as suspects become more emboldened to be aggressive toward police.

			Rayshard Brooks was shot and killed by police in Atlanta on June 12, 2020. The police were called because Brooks had fallen asleep in his car, which was blocking a Wendy’s drive-through lane. The incident was captured on video. The video shows him fail a field sobriety test, fight with officers, steal a taser, and fire it at an officer who was chasing him.14 In response to his death, there were riots and protests around the country and the Wendy’s where he slept in his car was burned to the ground. In addition to this lawlessness, a GoFundMe page supporting him has raised over $265,000.15

			Another example of being rewarded for bad behavior is Jacob Blake. Blake was shot in Kenosha, Wisconsin in August of 2020 after resisting arrest during a domestic dispute. The officers responded to a call and found he had an outstanding warrant for sexual assault. Again, protests and riots followed. A church, along with several businesses, were set ablaze. Blake’s defenders claimed he was unarmed although he admitted in an interview on Good Morning America that he had a knife in his hand at the time.16 Despite the facts in the case, his GoFundMe page raised over $600,000 in one day and the current tally is nearly $2.4 million.17, 18

			Then there is the unfortunate termination of Officer Michael Oxford. Oxford was a police officer in Gwinnett, Georgia. He responded to a complaint where a woman said her neighbor threatened to murder her. She showed the officer a video of the altercation, and he went to the home to investigate and found three women sitting on a porch, one of whom he recognized from the video. He asked the woman to come talk to him, and she refused, while the other women continued to interject.

			He then told everyone to shut up, except the woman he needed to interview. That was when Kyndesia Smith got loud and argumentative. She told the officer she did not have to comply. He asked her if she wanted to go to jail, to which she replied, “I’m not going to jail.” He told her she was obstructing his investigation and would be arrested if she did not move. She refused, saying, “I’m not resisting but don’t touch me.” After she made repeated attempts to evade him, he tased her. He called for backup and after getting her to the police car, she lunged at him when he tried to put her in the car. The entire scene was captured on his body cam video.19

			The department conducted a three-pronged investigation. On the arrest, they said he was within policy to arrest her. On the use of force, they determined that it was appropriate based on her actions, but then concluded that he had not been courteous enough. “One of our core values is courtesy. We strive to conduct ourselves in a manner that promotes mutual respect with the community and our peers.”20 Finally, you can hear the woman filming Officer Oxford saying, “You’re going to get sued.” Obviously, she had seen how these incidents have played out in recent years.

			Black Lives Matter has fomented contempt for police officers and a widespread view of all blacks as innocent victims. If the reduction of proactive policing is a result of the “Ferguson Effect,” then punishing officers and celebrating criminals is the “Black Lives Matter Effect.” This effect is far more widespread and dangerous.

			Black Lives Matter tells whites that blacks are not only terrorized victims of cops but also victims of “systemic racism” and “white privilege,” and thereby need to be swaddled in the comforts generated from white guilt, including racial reparations.

			Black Lives Matter also is infecting the black community. Prior to the death of George Floyd, the group was largely ignored among blacks. I now see many blacks wearing Black Lives Matter T-shirts and using the hashtag.

			Black Lives Matter’s founding principle and claims are wrong, as the data clearly show. The facts are readily available and have been written about frequently enough that ignorance is not a valid excuse. I will further show that Black Lives Matter is not focused on the needs of the black community. You will find no solutions or rational demands from them. This is not an error of omission.

			As I dug deeper into the movement, I found that Black Lives Matter is not designed to effect any real change. They are primarily the chaos arm of a larger apparatus. When the police shoot someone, it is BLM’s job to get people to the scene and to protest. Protestors start looting? It is Black Lives Matter who comes out and says, “Looting is reparations.” They can be heard saying, “If we don’t get what we want, we will burn the country to the ground,” but they never clearly say exactly what it is that they want.

			This is being done to give cover to a well-organized, well-funded, powerful force within the Black Lives Matter movement—a group it is likely most Americans have never heard of. The organization is the Movement for Black Lives. In a kind of ventriloquist/dummy relationship, the Movement for Black Lives is Jeff Dunham and Black Lives Matter is Peanut.21

			Here is how the Movement for Black Lives describes itself:

			The Movement for Black Lives (M4BL) is an ecosystem of individuals and organizations creating a shared vision and policy agenda to win rights, recognition, and resources for Black people. In doing so, the movement makes it possible for us, and therefore everyone, to live healthy and fruitful lives. While Black Lives Matter gets all the press, the Movement for Black Lives coordinates this collection of groups, each with a unique and specific focus within the growing network. Some focus on issues like income inequality, school discipline, and abortion. Others address various so-called “intersectional” groups, like LGBTQ, DACA, and incarcerated people. Still others work on policy initiatives and political influence.

			All this activity is coordinated by a shadowy organization that only pops up on the periphery. You Google them and get few hits. They do not send representatives out to do interviews, and you rarely hear from them. But you hear their voice and feel their presence in every other group they support.

			Here is an example of a time they indirectly got media coverage. On September 3, 2020, in a Tucker Carlson Tonight investigative segment, host Carlson discussed alleged direct ties between Democrats and the urban riots.22 He mentioned an organization, the Black Visions Collective, and claimed to have found evidence that the group organized the Minneapolis riots. He put up an image of what most would assume was their logo, but it did not say Black Visions Collective; it said: In Defense of Black Life. Above it was the logo for Movement for Black Lives. Yet, there was no mention of the master group.

			Unlike these other groups, which either have no websites or have nearly empty pages with meaningless feel-good phrases, the Movement for Black Lives website has detailed information stating who they are, what they believe, and their clear vision for America. They have a platform that reads like a constitution, complete with a preamble. They have a list of demands with proposed legislation to back it up. Lest you think they are all bark, they have an entire fund dedicated to supporting their dangerous platform—and unwitting corporations are lining up to fill their coffers.

			The last part of this progressive racism movement is The 1619 Project. This is the project launched by the New York Times Magazine to give, in their eyes, a true depiction of the history of America. While this project is not directly tied to Black Lives Matter, it, too, is hyper-focused on race and based on half-truths and false syllogisms. The author, Nikole Hannah-Jones, and her acolytes argue that America was founded on slavery and racism, and those tenets permeate the entirety of the country’s past as well as the racial discrepancies we see today.23

			The project is racist on its face. It purports that all whites are racist, going down the same line of reasoning as the anti-black racists it claims to decry. It is also anti-American, politically skewed, and, like all race-led movements, supportive of inequality that benefits its preferred group. What is most dangerous is its level of support. Just as corporations and politicians are working to advance Black Lives Matter’s demands, left-leaning academics, teachers unions, and school administrators are adding this historically revisionist misinformation to school curriculums across the country.

			Critical race theory is a term we are hearing a lot today so I want to explain why there is little direct mention of it in the book. When I started this quest, my goal was to give people a clear understanding of what is happening in our culture and how damaging it is. In doing research for the book, I found that there were various people and groups doing the same destructive work under different names. Today we hear critical race theory along with white fragility, anti-racist, and critical social justice. I focus on The 1619 Project because it ushered in the others and is the one that is most predominately influencing the curricula being added to our public schools.

			This is also why I use the term progressive racism because all these demands, and any new ones, like equity over equality, are just new ways of saying the same thing. Discrimination, or more accurately, racism, is encouraged if advanced by the right people for the right reasons. No organization more clearly expresses the beliefs of the progressive racism movement than The 1619 Project.

			Race Crazy will show how this movement, under the guise of addressing “systemic racism,” actually sets back race relations and undermines the values of our nation. Black Lives Matter generates anger and fear while making enemies of police and most whites; the Movement for Black Lives spreads disinformation and proposes legislation that promotes inequality; and The 1619 Project presents racialized fiction as American history, aimed at shaming and dispiriting whites, while making blacks feel like entitled victims.

			These three toxic organizations constitute a brilliantly convoluted, anti-American coalition of activists, journalists, financiers, politicians, entertainers, and others pushing for what they call “restorative justice,” a goal that is an anathema to actual justice. They also perpetuate an intentionally false narrative, alleging that racism is the reason for every disparity in America. Critical race theory, “systemic racism,” and all other elements of their poorly crafted arguments are the foundation on which the progressive racism movement is built.

			It is important for me to state that this is not a political book. In fact, much of my communication here is directed to blacks, independents, and left-leaning individuals who sincerely want to see improvements in the country at large and the black community specifically, but who unintentionally are contributing to our problems by supporting this movement. To these readers I wish to address some initial questions:

			Black Lives Matter has gone from widely dismissed fringe radicals to mainstream status; but are they a force for good? The Movement for Black Lives is a conduit for many black-led organizations; but if they are striving for equality, why the secrecy? The 1619 Project looks to re-educate America about its ugly, divisive history, showing that blacks are largely locked out of the liberty and pursuit of happiness it promises; but can America fairly be boiled down only or even primarily to racism?

			Race Crazy will answer these questions. Liberals, blacks, and independent people of goodwill need to know the truth. No matter how good their intentions, they cannot fix any of our divisive social issues by working with people who are hostile toward America’s founding principles and hellbent on destroying them. Once readers see these groups’ beliefs described in their own words, there will be little doubt that this movement is not about police brutality or treating everyone equally. What they really want is special treatment for some at the expense of others. All their essays, arguments, and rhetoric point to past injustices, but their proposed remedies seek to re-create a system of inequalities, merely inverting the beneficiaries and victims.

			My goal is to offer fair-minded readers a logical analysis of these groups’ beliefs and demands. I will show how they are un-American, unenforceable, and suppress equality rather than support it. You will be shocked to know that any supposedly credible organization would be willing to post these demands on its website, or that any politician or corporation would take these ideas and demands seriously. Unfortunately, they are being taken seriously, and if these demands are accepted, our beloved country will be fundamentally transformed, but in ways the overwhelming majority of us—of whatever race—will find horrifying and repugnant.

			Finally, it is important to note that I took all the quotes, demands, and actions listed in the book directly from the Black Lives Matter and Movement for Black Lives websites as well as essays within The 1619 Project. As the movement drew more attention and many well-deserved attacks, they started to make adjustments to their sites, often removing information that would seem controversial. For instance, the often-cited language about the nuclear family is gone from the Black Lives Matter website. I can only assume that as they get more scrutiny, and after the book is released, there will be more changed. The information is accurate as of the time of the writing.
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1

			A False Premise

			“Black people are being slaughtered in the streets, killed in their homes.” This is the tearful plea from actress Julianne Moore, in a cringe-worthy video from an assortment of celebrities vowing, “I take responsibility.”24 While any reasonable person should find that line impossible to take seriously, it is the premise for which Black Lives Matter is based. Here is how the group’s website describes its formation.

			Black Lives Matter was founded in 2013 by three self-described “radical Black organizers”—Alicia Garza, Patrisse Cullors, and Opal Tometi. The movement was created in response to the acquittal of George Zimmerman for the murder of Trayvon Martin. Black Lives Matter is, as Garza states, “a globally recognized organizing project that focuses on combating anti-Black state-sanctioned violence and the oppression of all Black people.”

			Right from the beginning, there is a factual challenge to their account of the George Zimmerman case. This was a highly scrutinized case, and varying opinions are understandable. Some believe Zimmerman’s account and think he acted in self-defense. Others think he was overzealous and should not have put Trayvon in that situation. Both are reasonable assessments and, without video evidence, the verdict could have gone either way. What is not in question is that describing this case as “state-sanctioned violence” is shockingly dishonest.

			The verdict was not state-sanctioned; a jury of citizens found him not guilty. George Zimmerman was not a member of “the state” as he was not acting on behalf of the government. And where was the proof of any anti-black sentiment? Not one piece of evidence was presented suggesting that Zimmerman was using race as a factor in his actions. In fact, NBC News was caught editing the tape of Zimmerman’s 911 call to make it seem as if he followed Martin because he was black; they later issued an apology and fired the producer.25 Yet, Black Lives Matter was formed to correct this invented problem.

			This could be forgiven if it had been a one-time error in judgment—if they had gotten too far ahead of themselves and later realized the error of their ways. But this would soon become their modus operandi: ride into town, attack everything as racist, claim there was a miscarriage of justice, kindle a fire within the community, then leave. The website continues, “A year later, we set out together on the Black Lives Matter Freedom Ride to Ferguson, in search of justice for Mike Brown….”

			How can they be seeking justice for Michael Brown? Unlike the Zimmerman case, we have a clearer picture of what happened here. There is no video of the altercation, but there were several eyewitness accounts of the actual shooting, with some witnesses claiming to see a struggle, while others testified only to seeing the chase. Most of the witnesses confirmed Officer Darren Wilson’s account of the shooting, almost universally stating that Michael Brown never had his hands up or said, “Don’t shoot!” The few witnesses whose stories aligned with the account by Dorian Johnson,26 Michael Brown’s friend and companion at the time of the shooting, either recanted or admitted that they were friends of Brown, Johnson, or both.

			Most compelling was the grand jury testimony of Ciara Jenkins, one member of a family of five who witnessed the shooting from a nearby minivan.27 She testified that Michael Brown closed his hand like a fist and ran toward the officer; Wilson backed away; and she heard him repeatedly yell, “Stop!”

			Jenkins stated, “He was running toward him like a football tackle, like he was going to tackle the officer. If he got close enough, I feel like he would have tackled him against the car…. I am not, you know, really big on talking to the police or defending the police, or anything like that. I am just being real [sic] honest with you. I feel like the officer, was in the right. And that is a lot of saying, because other than that, I ain’t got nothing to do with them.” Even Eric Holder, Attorney General under Barack Obama, found there was not enough evidence to indict Darren Wilson.28

			If Black Lives Matter truly had been “in search of justice for Mike Brown,” they should have been searching through the grand jury transcripts. It is from this fabricated case of police murder that they were able to create a national movement. In 2020, many people were still counting Michael Brown among unarmed black men wrongfully killed by the police. They were still marking the anniversary of his death as if he were shot on a balcony in Memphis in 1968.

			Black Lives Matter uses the same method when addressing any high-profile case involving police and blacks: draw the most outlandish assumptions from few to no facts, then amplify the rhetoric. Let us look at another example: the death of Breonna Taylor.

			Taylor, a twenty-six-year-old black woman, was shot and killed by Louisville Metro Police Department (LMPD) in a raid on March 13, 2020. We know that Taylor was suspected of dealing drugs, there was a warrant to search her home, she was approaching the door when the police entered, her boyfriend fired first, and then Taylor was struck eight times in the ensuing gunfire.29 The case is, as of this writing, under investigation, and two of the three officers involved have been placed on administrative assignment, while the third has been terminated.

			This means nothing in relation to Taylor’s guilt or innocence. But as is the case with many of these incidents, the public only has partial information. This lack of information is where people with an agenda are prone to invent things. Activists claim that either the police entered the wrong house or they had the person they were looking for in custody, so there was no reason to enter her home. Extremists disguised as journalists argue she was asleep in her bed when she was killed.30 The evidence does not support any of these arguments, but sadly, once false information is fed to the public, it is difficult to refute. (Remember, “Hands Up, Don’t Shoot!”)

			As a result of this propaganda barrage, everyone from Beyoncé to LeBron James demanded justice for Breonna. Oprah made her the only person besides herself—narcissism knows no bounds—ever to grace the cover of O magazine. Countless Black Lives Matter supporters mention her case as evidence of police murdering innocent blacks.

			Those who disagree with Black Lives Matter or who are bothered by the negative perception of police officers understand how bad this is. Those who champion Black Lives Matter’s cause are also affected by their incorrect assumptions. If they are wrong about the cause of the problem, how can they offer adequate solutions to solve it?

			DeRay McKesson is an activist and member of Campaign Zero. Campaign Zero was formed in 2015 by a group of activists and researchers to collect and publicize police department data and practices to understand how to significantly reduce police violence. A 2020 GQ article about McKesson’s work explains, “The research that led to #8Can’tWait also began in 2015 with what soon became the Police Use of Force Project—a numbers-driven, reader-friendly examination of the violent tactics that police departments in America’s 100 largest cities employ. The idea is that, if police departments adopt eight reforms of when and how they use force, the ensuing data shows a significant drop in killings—as much as 72 percent if all eight are followed. The policies are as follows:”31

			•Ban chokeholds and strangleholds

			•Require de-escalation

			•Require warning before shooting

			•Exhaust all other means before shooting

			•Duty to intervene and stop excessive force by other officers

			•Ban shooting at moving vehicle

			•Require use-of-force continuum

			•Require comprehensive reporting each time an officer uses forces or threatens to do so.

			 

			While none of these reforms are extreme, and although it is unclear what a “use-of-force continuum” is, they would do little to end the alleged “epidemic” of unarmed black men being shot, because they don’t account for a suspect’s behavior. Moreover, the idea that a fact-based, data-driven research project would determine that these eight reforms would reduce police violence by 72 percent is dubious at best.

			Without access to the raw data used, it is impossible to refute their findings. However, it is unlikely that a large number of the millions of police interactions with blacks involve chokeholds or shooting at moving vehicles, so those reforms are not likely to move the needle much. Most agree that officers should try to de-escalate situations and give warnings before shooting, but it would be helpful to know how often this does not happen. Also, any complete research would provide information on how often people do not comply.

			Training officers to stop other officers from using excessive force seems a wonderful thing, but like “exhausting all other means before shooting,” who gets to dictate what is excessive and when all other means have been exhausted? Also, what happens when there is no other officer present, which is often the case?

			While credit should be given to Campaign Zero for trying to find solutions—which is far more than Black Lives Matter has ever done—these reforms do not combat the types of interactions Black Lives Matter and others protest. Of the three cases listed above, like most of the other high-profile cases, which would have been prevented by these reforms? None. Shockingly, Campaign Zero issued an apology for distracting attention from the abolition movement with its reform proposals. This is an example of how strengthening Black Lives Matter weakens the chances of compromise.

			Black Lives Matter had been largely ignored and viewed, fittingly, as extreme. This all changed on May 25, 2020. On the evening of Memorial Day, George Floyd was shopping at Cup Foods and was accused of paying with a counterfeit twenty-dollar bill. The employees called the police. The now infamous video shows a police officer kneeling on Floyd’s neck. He later died.

			Overnight, the name of what had before seemed like a radical fringe group became the rallying cry for the nation. Emotional reactions flooded logic. Protests and violent outbursts in racial situations were not new, but this was different. There were protests in every major city in the country, many turning violent, and Black Lives Matter received international support.

			This new attention was bolstered by the COVID-19 lockdowns. It is hard to believe that under normal circumstances people would have taken off work to march for thirty consecutive days. But it was a perfect storm: lockdown frustration, fear of the uncertain future, and an abundance of idle time. The country was swept up in a fervor over policing and nearly every police department across the country was being held to account for a killing caused by an individual officer. This created a windfall for Black Lives Matter, but was it warranted?

			As with most of these hot-button political and social issues, people rely on emotion far too much. While it should not be completely dismissed, logic and facts should be the primary factors used in determining the risk level of a problem, and police brutality is no exception. Instead, emotion rules the day.

			In the summer of 2020 alone, there were at least three high-profile police shootings, and they all followed the same script. A video is released, usually of a small section of the entire interaction; people are immediately outraged and assume racist intent; the media reports, “White cop, black suspect,” and the protests start. In short order, rioting and looting begin. Finally, pandering politicians, clueless celebrities, and agitating activists push the narrative that the police are racist, and that this happens “every day.” This has become the normal reaction, but are those advancing the anti-police narrative, right?

			When confronting a problem, the logical thing to do is consider all possible causes and deal with each one, prioritizing them by importance. With police shootings, many find only one cause: the police. Falling into this short-sighted, hyper-emotional cycle does not deal with the reality of the problem. Anyone who refuses to consider the events that brought the police to the situation in the first place is being disingenuous and should be ignored.

			Activists, protestors, and pundits will analyze a police shooting video and tell you everything the officer did wrong but never mention the victim’s behavior. When the victim’s behavior is brought up, a typical response is, “Committing a crime shouldn’t cost you your life.” While this is usually true, unless there is a violent crime being committed as the police arrive on scene as in the case of Ma’Khia Bryant, none of the victims of the high-profile police shootings that occurred in the summer of 2020 were shot because of their crimes.32 They were shot because of their actions during the arrest.

			This inevitably leads to a conversation on compliance. To many who believe police are bad, mentioning compliance is “blaming the victim” at least, or blatant racism at worst. This is an unusually perplexing stance to take. To illustrate its flaws, I use an example I call the robber scenario.

			In this scenario, a man is walking down the street and is confronted by another man with a gun. He points the gun at him and demands his wallet. What do you think he would do? Most would assume he would give the man his wallet. If the logical reaction to a criminal with a gun is compliance, why then, when the person holding the gun is a police officer, is compliance not also the logical reaction?

			Another claim Black Lives Matter and its followers make is that white people can disobey commands and attack the police and not get shot. They say whites get arrested, but “we” get shot. This is the weakest of their arguments. Even a cursory Google search will produce plenty of examples of black people who attacked police officers without being shot, and plenty of whites who have been shot by police. They use church mass murderer Dylann Roof as an example of a white killer who was arrested. I guess they have forgotten about the D.C. Snipers,33 Ronnie DeWayne Kato Jr.,34 and Edward Archer,35 all of whom are black, and all of whom were arrested—even though the latter two attacked police.

			Each police interaction is different: different officer, different suspect, different circumstances. You would never know that by listening to the media. They have a narrative they want to portray—due either to their beliefs or the push for ratings—but they seize upon the “white cop, black victim” incidents as peddled by Black Lives Matter. This is why so many believe the media is part of the problem. In 2019, fifty-four people were shot and killed by police nationwide; twenty-three were black. In 2020, police shot and killed fifty-five unarmed men nationwide; twenty-three were black.36 It may come as a surprise to many people that the majority of those killed by police were white. It is also interesting to note that despite the higher number of police killings being white men, all of the highly publicized police shooting are of black men. I would challenge anyone—outside of family or friends—to name one of the white men killed by police in 2020.

			Finally, we are constantly told that black parents must teach their children how to act when confronted by police and white parents do not. We are then told that police are more likely to shoot black men than white men. If this is true, why do so many black men, when confronted by a “racist cop with a gun” and after being trained for years on how to act, choose to disregard orders or, in some cases, attack the officer?

			Let me clearly state that every police shooting should be investigated, and all officers found to have used force improperly or excessively should be prosecuted. But each situation is different, and acting as if police shootings of unarmed blacks is an “epidemic,” or placing the blame solely on the police officer, is both foolish and counterproductive.

			Police brutality exists but is most likely displayed in threats or assaults. This should be the focus of reforms, but Black Lives Matter only talks about shootings. This is key to finding a solution. The perceived level of a problem will dictate how quickly action will be taken as well as how drastic that action will be. Black Lives Matter’s extreme positions on police, like defunding them or in some cases abolishing them, and its constant assertion that there is a “war on black people,” do not comport with the facts.

			Harvard economics professor Roland G. Fryer, Jr. did an empirical analysis of racial differences in police use of force.37 His comprehensive study examined over 1,300 shootings spanning fifteen years in ten cities. The study found that “In shootings in these 10 cities involving officers, officers were more likely to fire their weapons without having first been attacked when the suspects were white.”

			His study did not stop there. He went on to examine situations where the officers had sufficient reason to use lethal force but did not. He determined this by looking at arrest reports and examining cases where the suspects shot at the officers, resisted arrest, or tried to physically attack the officers. Mr. Fryer found that in such situations, officers in Houston were about 20 percent less likely to shoot if the suspects were black.

			The marchers and protesters all claim that police officers killing unarmed black men is an epidemic, despite all evidence showing that claim is a fallacy. You can look at an individual shooting and determine that officer was wrong, but even if every shooting were wrong, it still would not make the case for an epidemic. In the sixteen years of Fryer’s study, 1.6 million total arrests were made, and officers fired their weapons only 507 times. This is consistent all over the country. Yet uninformed athletes and biased journalists shape the narrative.

			Even if we ignore the overwhelming amount of evidence to the contrary and assume Black Lives Matter are right—even if my interpretation of the data is wrong, and police brutality is the existential threat for blacks that Black Lives Matter and others are declaring—the proposals on their website and the actions they’re participating in still don’t address the problems they are decrying. These organizations like to describe their problems as mortal, but their solutions are, well, less solution and more abstract feelings. They claim to be an organization focused on blacks, but their focus has little to do with actually improving the lives of blacks.

			For instance, the Black Lives Matter Foundation’s stated mission is “to eradicate white supremacy and build local power to intervene in violence inflicted on Black communities by the state and vigilantes….” What is interesting here is that what we hear on the news, at the marches, and in their comments is all about police brutality; but here, they have added “vigilantes.” I assume this was to acknowledge that George Zimmerman did not represent “the state” and to allow for rare situations like the death of Ahmaud Arbery. Arbery was a black man killed by a white father and son. They claimed he was committing a crime, and they were trying to make a citizens’ arrest. The murder happened in February of 2020, and no arrest was made until May, only after a video was released of the incident.

			While this situation is concerning and deserves the investigation it is finally getting, it is inconsistent with the Black Lives Matter argument. Vigilantism is not a prevailing issue in the country at large, let alone the black community. In fact, it is likely that most Black Lives Matter supporters cannot name one case where a black person was killed by a vigilante in the past year.

			The common reply I get to this argument is that the Arbery case is only being investigated because there is video of it; therefore, there are likely many others we do not know about. While it is true that the arrests in this case would be unlikely without the video, assuming there are other vigilante murders is far-fetched and based on nothing.

			The bottom line on police brutality is that it exists and must be rooted out where possible. Officers with little regard for the rights of the citizens they are sworn to protect, or who treat citizens differently based on any immutable trait, are abhorrent to their fellow officers and the country. However, creating a national movement around this, as if it is the prevailing issue in the black community, is factually inaccurate and worsens the already fractured relationship between the police and the public.

			One last point about police brutality. If Black Lives Matter were genuinely concerned with the problem of police shootings, they would focus on all police shootings of unarmed men, not just the ones involving black victims. Instead, they ignore potential allies to focus on an enemy that does not exist. Here is one last number to consider: 2,115,381. That is the number of blacks who were arrested in 2018.38

			If you count every black person killed by police that year, not just the twenty-two unarmed men—though many of the others attacked or shot at officers—the total is approximately 200 people. This is less than 1/100 of one percent of total blacks arrested, which is but a fraction of all blacks in America.

			There is no epidemic of racist police shootings, and Black Lives Matter would do better to use their energy and influence to try to have a positive impact on a more pressing issue in the black community. But that wouldn’t advance their agenda.
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