
Black Lives Matter OKs Murdering Whites, But Media Ignores 

White Lives Don't Matter Urges Harvard Lawyer and Leading BLM Spokesman   

WASHINGTON, D.C. (December 12, 2016):  A leading Harvard-Law-School-trained attorney and 

spokesperson for the Black Lives Matter [BLM] movement has OKed and apparently encouraged the 

murder of whites by calling upon blacks to refuse to convict anyone accused of murdering a white men, 

but the media has virtually ignored - and has so far largely refused to report on - this extreme and 

arguably unethical tactic, notes public interest law professor John Banzhaf. 

 

        This is happening although most major TV news outlets freely broadcasted video of protesters 

chanting "dead cops now" and "pigs in a blanket, fry like bacon"; often citing it as evidence that BLM 

condoned and encouraging murdering police, although those leading the chants could well have been 

outsiders or overzealous fringe supporters. 

 

        But when what was previously only implied by the chants is now expressly stated, in a lengthy 

article by a Harvard lawyer and a crystal clear plea and call for real action, it has largely been ignored, 

although it is not subject in any way to misinterpretation, or to a few words being taken out of context. 

  

        Moreover, it was not a momentary misstatement of the kind which occurs so frequently during a 

radio and/or TV interview, since he took the time to carefully write and review it before it was 

published. 

 

        This is far more serious and threatening than anything the movement has done before.   In the past, 

its rhetoric and invective have been directed only towards the police, says Banzhaf. 

  

        It has argued that all cops are somewhat complicate in the deaths of black victims because of the 

"blue wall," official police support for cops who engaged in the shootings, etc.  

 

        So at least, according to this argument, however flawed it may seem, they are targeting only those 

who are "guilty" in some sense, at least by association. 

 



        But here the spokesman is urging that persons who murder or assault completely innocent white 

men should be encouraged by granting them freedom from any legal consequences for their actions.  

  

        They should be acquitted even if their guilt is crystal clear, he says, although freeing those who have 

committed heinous crimes means that these felons will be returned to the streets to murder, rob, and 

assault others, including black victims as well as innocent whites. 

 

        Going far beyond the current BLM official statements, this prominent African American columnist 

has seriously proposed that white lives should not matter, and that blacks should automatically acquit 

anyone accused of murdering or beating any white persons, or of crimes against their property. 

 

        More precisely, he suggests that "Black people lucky enough to get on a jury could use [jury 

nullification] to acquit any person charged with a crime against white men and white male institutions" 

and thereby create "CHAOS IN THE PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE." [his emphasis in original] 

 

        Elie Mystal, in a very recent Op-Ed in AboveTheLaw.com, proposes this far-reaching tactic as a way 

of fighting back against - and calling attention to - various injustices which he contends African 

Americans are systematically subjected to, says Banzhaf. 

 

        But refusing to convict when a crime has been committed is equivalent to legalizing the act the 

criminal law was enacted to prevent, argues Banzhaf. 

 

        Far from being tongue in cheek or satirical, Mystal seems to be very serious, and appeals not only to 

blacks, but also to whites who might nevertheless be sympathetic. 

 

         Moreover, he makes it clear that his proposal would apply even where a white person has been 

murdered: "African-Americans live in a world where the police can murder us and get away with it. . . . 

Murder? ... what the hell do you think is happening to black people out here?" 

 

        As justification for this extraordinary scheme, Mystal cites law professor Paul Butler, who likewise 

advocated that blacks should use jury nullification.  But, as Mystal himself admits, Butler's call was 



somewhat more circumspect and limited, because "Butler's focus is with the defendant," notes Mystal, 

and largely involved situations in which there appeared to be unfairness in the conviction. 

 

        In Butler's words, "jury nullification gives jurors a special power to send the message that black lives 

matter. If they think that the police are treating African Americans unfairly - by engaging in racial 

profiling or using excessive force - they don't have to convict, even if think the defendant is guilty." 

 

        But what Mystal seems to be suggesting is that all black jurors should refuse to vote for a conviction 

for any crime committed against any white person, or any institutions perceived to be white, even if 

there in no apparent unfairness in the process, and even if the white person has done nothing wrong. 

 

        Mystal suggests that, if even a small percentage of black jurors refused to vote to convict any 

defendant of a crime against a white, there would be "chaos," and the justice system "would grind to a 

halt." 

  

        Indeed, he notes:  "Remember how pissed-off white people were about O.J.? And that was just one 

dude. White people would notice if black jurors simply refused to play along." 

 

        While the principle of jury nullification is well established and has been upheld by the U.S. Supreme 

Court, it has generally be reserved for the small number of extraordinary situations in which the law 

under which the defendant was being prosecuted was deemed to be outrageous (e.g., runaway slave 

laws) and/or the conduct of the prosecutor or the police was seen as unfair or even unprincipled (e.g., 

involving wrongdoing, racial profiling, entrapment, excessive force, etc.). 

 

        Here, Mystal suggests that jury nullification be applied to all situations in which white people have 

been murdered or otherwise harmed, even if the law is a perfectly fair one applied in an evenhanded 

and reasonable way, and even if the conduct of the police and prosecutors was exemplary and above 

any criticism. 

 

        Interestingly, Mystal may not be the only person thinking of such a scheme. 

 



        He tells us: "This is something that intellectual black people with legal training talk about. Honestly, 

what the hell do you expect us to do? How do white people think we're supposed to react when we 

watch cops murder us and get away with it, over and over and over again?" 

 

        Mystal, especially since he is seen as a strong supporter of and spokesman for the Black Lives 

Matter movement, had better remind himself that even white lives matter, says Banzhaf. 

 

        Proposing a scheme under which perpetrators would go free for even the senseless killing of a 

white person comes close - if it doesn't already cross the line - to aiding and abetting murder, and may 

well also violate the ethical standards which govern the conduct of attorneys. 

 

        Moreover, in view of the many recent situations in which police have been gunned down for 

revenge or other racial or ethnic reasons, there would appear to be a clear and present danger that 

people with less sense and less legal training that Mystal might act on such a belief, warns Banzhaf. 
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