
in Polakoffôs photos) was not just negligent, but deliberate? It 
would mean that the police themselves were the ones who drew 
Mumiaôs weapon (which had been empty apart from ýve spent 
cartridges to begin with) out of his shoulder holster.ò

The Third Person: Ken Freeman?

Schiffmann cites six witnesses (including several who were 
intimidated by police) that saw someone run away before police 
arrived, and then argues that this third person was most likely 
Billy Cookôs business partner and friend, Kenneth Freeman. In the 
1995 PCRA hearings it was revealed that Faulkner had a license 
application in his front pocket (concealed from the defense for 13 
years) for Arnold Howard  who testiýed that he had loaned his 
temporary (non-photo) license to Kenneth Freeman.

Schiffmann explained to me that ñBilly Cookôs attorney Daniel 
Alva told Dave Lindorff (quoted in Killing Time) that Cook had 
told him within days after the shooting that Freeman had been 
with him that night. There wasnôt the slightest reason for Alva do 
have done so if it was not indeed true. Lying to journalists doesnôt 
belong to the duties of a defense attorney, and the assumption that 
a well-respected member of the Philadelphia legal community 
such as Alva would do so for no apparent reason makes little 
sense to me.ò

Returning to his ballistics analysis, Schiffmann argues: ñA person 
coming out of the passenger seat of Billy Cookôs VW would have 
been ideally placed to ýre the shot that hit Faulkner in the back 
and exited through the region below his throat. Faulkner had on 
a clip-on police tie that was apparently hit right at that clip (since 
there was blood and lead on it). The tie was found nowhere near 
1234 Locust where it should have been found had Mumia ýred 
that shot in Faulknerôs back. Instead, it was on the Northern 
side of Locust shortly before the intersection 13th and Locust. 
And this, in turn, means that the shooter must have been on the 
sidewalk in front of 1234 Locust  not in the street coming from 
the parking lot, as Mumia was.ò

Further supporting Schiffmannôs argument are the mysterious 
circumstance of Freemanôs death. On May 13, 1985 (the same 
day police ýrebombed the MOVE organizationôs headquarters) 
Freeman was found dead in a parking lot. Likely murdered by 
police that day, he was found naked, handcuffed and had a drug 
needle in his arm. Given the impossibility of injecting himself 
with the needle while handcuffed, the ofýcial explanation for the 
31year-oldôs death (heart attack) seems incredible.

ñIf Freeman was indeed killed by cops, the killing probably 
was part of a general vendetta of the Philadelphia cops against 
their óenemiesô and the cops killed him because they knew or 
suspected he had something to do with the killing of Faulkner,ò 
said Schiffmann.

Freiheit f¿r Mumia Abu-Jamal!

Noam Chomsky argues that ñMumiaôs case is symbolic of 
something much broader... The US prison system is simply class 
and race war... Mumia and other prisoners are the kind of people 
that get assassinated by whatôs called ósocial cleansingô in US 
client states like Colombia.ò

Schiffmann also feels that Mumiaôs case is part of a much larger 
picture and devotes most of his book to providing a proper 
historical context. ñDetermined not to write the typical boring 
academic tract,ò Schiffmann told me: ñMy bookôs not just about 
Mumia. His case is important because of the larger legal, political, 
and social issues that his case exposes. I investigate the US 
constitutional tradition, the history of the Civil Rights and Black 
Power movements, the horrendous history of urban development 
in the US tragically exempliýed in Philadelphia, Mumiaôs 
extraordinary yet typical history of a Black youth alienated by 
the false promises the US óofferedô for him as a young man of the 
wrong color, and ýnally the development of the US into a virtual 
police state for many segments of the population.ò

Schiffmann emphasizes the extreme importance of Mumiaôs 
current battle in the courtroom, but feels that solid legal strategy 
will only go so far in gaining a new trial. The key will be to exert 
maximum political pressure from the grassroots in Philadelphia 
and around the world. A ñbroad, multi-faceted and democratic 
mass-movement,ò emphasizing that ñMumia is all of us,ò must 
be used to ensure real justice. He told me, ñWe have kept Mumia 
alive. Against the odds, we have won the ýrst stage of an uphill 
battle. Now we must go on all the way  and that is to free Mumia 
Abu-Jamal!ò

This review is based on both an exclusive reading of the 
(unpublished) English language version of Race Against Death 
and the authorôs recent full-length interview with Schiffmann 
about his book and the German movement supporting Mumia 
Abu-Jamal.

Michael Schiffmannôs book Race Against Death: Mumia Abu-
Jamal, a Black Revolutionary in White America has just been 
released in Germany. Schiffmann is still looking for a US 
publisher. He can be contacted via email: mikschiff@t-online.de.
His website is www.againstthecrimeofsilence.de.

Hans Bennett is a Philadelphia-based photo-journalist who has 
been documenting the movement to free Mumia Abu-Jamal and 
all political prisoners for over 5 years. You can read his work at 
www.insubordination.blogspot.com

ñThe history of the criminal case of Mumia Abu-Jamal, which is by now almost 25 years old, has been characterized by 
bias right from the start -- against a black man whom the court denied a jury of his peers, against a member of the economic 
underclass who did not have a real claim to a qualiýed defense, and against a radical, whose allegedly dangerous militancy 
obliged the state to eliminate him from the ranks of society.ò So writes German author Michael Schiffmann in his new 
book Race Against Death: Mumia Abu-Jamal, a Black Revolutionary in White America (an expansion of Schiffmannôs 
PhD dissertation), just released in Germany.

In 1982, Abu-Jamal was convicted of killing white Philadelphia police ofýcer Daniel Faulkner and sentenced to death 
in a trial that Amnesty International has declared a ñviolation of minimum international standards that govern fair trial 
procedures and the use of the death penalty.ò

Schiffmann writes that a third person (not Abu-Jamal or his brother Billy Cook) most likely shot and killed police ofýcer 
Daniel Faulkner on the morning of December 9, 1981. This third person was Kenneth Freeman (Billy Cookôs friend and 
business partner), who  according to the available evidence  was a passenger in Cookôs car. Freeman likely shot him in 
response to Faulkner shooting Abu-Jamal in the chest, and was therefore the black male that six eyewitnesses reported 
seeing þee the scene moments before other police arrived.
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Freiheit f¿r Mumia Abu-Jamal!
German book reveals explosive new evidence in death-row case
http://insubordination.blogspot.com/2006/11/freiheit-fr-mumia-abu-jamal_24.html
by Hans Bennett

Race Against Death asserts that ballistics almost certainly rule 
out Abu-Jamal as ýring the ýrst shot (into Faulknerôs back), and 
that much evidence shows that he also didnôt ýre the lethal bullet 
to Faulknerôs head. However, in the very unlikely scenario that 
Abu-Jamal did shoot Faulkner, it would have been a response to 
being shot himself and would therefore be justiýed self-defense. 
Noam Chomsky writes that Schiffmannôs ñcareful and scrupulous 
inquiry into the events and the available evidence brings to light 
much that is new or was obscured,ò and ñraises understanding of 
this painful and critically important case to a new level. Not only 
his comprehensive research, but also his penetrating evaluation 
of the background and import, should be the basis for further 
engagement in the case itself and the intricate array of issues in 
which it is embedded.ò

Building upon evidence presented in the other two books written 
about Abu-Jamalôs case (Dan Williamsô 2001 Executing Justice 
and Dave Lindorffôs 2003 Killing Time), Schiffmann presents 
new evidence and an entirely original analysis of previously 
available ballistics evidence.

A New Witness: Photographer Pedro Polakoff

In May, 2006, Schiffmann discovered two photographs on 
the Internet that were taken by the only 
press photographer immediately present 
at the crime scene  Pedro Polakoff. The 
photographer arrived within 12 minutes of 
hearing about the shooting on the police 
radio and 10 minutes before the Mobile 
Crime Unit (responsible for forensics and 
photographs). This unit still hadnôt taken 
any photos when Polakoff left after 30-
45 minutes at the scene. Upon contacting 
Polakoff, Schiffmann learned that three 
of his 31 original shots were published 
in Philly newspapers at the time, and ýve 
others were lost. Schiffmann told me that he 
ñpublished ýve of the 26 remaining photos 
to show the following three points:

ñ1) The cops manipulated evidence and 
supplied the trial court with stuff that was 
simply stage-managed. On Polakoffôs 
photos, Faulknerôs police hat at ýrst is 
clearly on the roof of Billy Cookôs VW, and 
only later on the sidewalk in front of 1234 Locust where it was 
photographed by the police photographer who arrived 10 minutes 
after Polakoff!

ñ2) In court Ofýcer James Forbes claimed that he had ósecuredô 
the weapons of both Faulkner and Mumia without touching them 
on their metal parts in order to not destroy potential ýngerprints. 
However, in the single photo reprinted in the book you can see 
that Forbes is touching the weapons on their metal parts, and quite 
a few of Polakoffôs other photos make it clear that Forbes touched 
and smudged these weapons all over, destroying any potential 
ýngerprint evidence that may have been on them.

ñ3) The second-most important prosecution witness, cab driver 
Robert Chobert, simply was not parked in the spot, allegedly right 
behind Ofýcer Faulknerôs police squad car, where he claimed to 
have been and from where he claimed to have observed Mumia 
ýre the shot that killed the ofýcer.ò
Polakoffôs observations donôt stop there. Schiffmann writes: 
ñAccording to Polakoff, at that time all the ofýcers present 
expressed the ýrm conviction that Abu-Jamal had been the 
passenger in Billy Cookôs VW and had ýred and killed Faulkner 
by a single shot ýred from the passenger seat of the car.ò

ñPolakoff further reports that this opinion on the part of the police 
about what had happened was apparently based on the testimony 
of three witnesses who were still present at the crime scene, 
namely, by the parking lot attendant in charge of the parking lot 
on the Northern side of Locust Street, by a drug addicted woman 
apparently acquainted with the parking lot attendant, and another 
woman. As Polakoff later heard from colleagues in the media, 
the parking lot attendant had disappeared the day after, while 
the drug-addicted witness died a couple of days later from an 
overdose. Whatever it was that these witnesses saw or did not 
see, we will probably never know  the interesting fact in any case 
is that neither of them ever appeared in any report presented by 
the police or the prosecution.ò

Polakoff told Schiffmann that he was simply ignored when he 
repeatedly contacted the DAôs ofýce to give them his account-
-and his photos--of the crime scene. Schiffmann has informed 
Mumiaôs lawyers about Polakoffôs evidence--who are looking 
into it further.

No Bullet Traces in Sidewalk

The prosecution claims that Mumia stood over and shot at 
Faulkner 3-4 times (with only one shot hitting him) while 
Faulkner was lying on his back. Schiffmann asserts that if this 
was true, there would have had to have been 2-3 large divots in 
the pavement (next to Faulknerôs body) resulting from the bulletsô 
impact. Since photos and police reports do not reveal any damage 
or bullet fragments in that location, Schiffmann concludes that 
the prosecution scenario must be false.

While this ñmissing divotsò observation was publicly revealed in 
2001 by Mumiaôs former lawyers, Schiffmann is the ýrst writer 
to investigate this further. To support the assertion Schiffmann 
interviewed a German ballistics expert and was told that ñsuch 
divots couldnôt possibly have been overlooked.ò He concludes: 
ñThey were simply not there.ò Furthermore, photographer Pedro 

Polakoff, ñemphatically denied that there 
could be any such divots beneath the blood 
or anywhere else in the area of the sidewalk 
to be seen on his photos.ò

After asserting the fraudulence of the 
prosecutionôs scenario, Schiffmann goes 
further and declares that the three prosecution 
witnesses supporting this scenario must have 
been lying. Even ignoring previous evidence 
that witnesses Robert Chobert and Cynthia 
White falsely testiýed, ñthe absence of any 
bullet traces or bullets in the sidewalk in 
front of 1234 Locust is irrefutable physical 
evidence that these two, plus witness Michael 
Scanlan, did not tell the truth at Mumiaôs trial. 
By that simple observation a central part of 
the prosecutionôs theory is simply blown 
out of the water  and new evidence is on the 
table thereby for the coaching, coercion and 
manipulation of witnesses.ò

Bullet and Fragments at Crime Scene

Schiffmannôs entirely original ballistics analysis is the most 
explosive section of Race Against Death. Researched for more 
than three years, this chapter analyzes both the unexplained bullet 
& fragments found in the doorway of 1234 Locust Street and the 
copper bullet jacket found on the sidewalk (all a full car-length 
from Ofýcer Faulknerôs body).

Most likely the bullet shot into Faulknerôs back (traveling upward 
and exiting slightly beneath his throat) came from the sidewalk 
behind Faulkner as he was facing northwest towards Mumia and 
towards the parking lot situated at the northeastern corner of the 
intersection 13th and Locust where Mumia came from. The logical 
way for Mumia to have approached the scene was diagonally 
from northwest to southeast. But the only bullet fragment found 
in or around 1234 Locust that could have had anything to do with 
the shot in Faulknerôs back traveled from Northeast to Southwest, 
at a sharp angle from where Mumia was approaching the scene! 
Schiffmann shows that even if Mumia had approached the scene 
in an indirect and awkward way by almost circumventing it ýrst, 
the bullet fragment in question cannot have come from a shot 
ýred by him at that time.

Schiffmann writes that ñthis evidence shows that the ýrst shot 
that hit Faulkner did not come from the direction from which 
Abu-Jamal approached the scene, could therefore not have been 
ýred by Abu-Jamal, and was thus necessarily ýred by some third 
person, a possibility that the prosecution has always adamantly 
denied.ò Schiffmann told me: ñThe ýrst key point is that Mumia 
is no murderer. If he shot at all, he shot to defend his own life, 
after he intervened at the scene in the ýrst place to protect his 
brother who had already been beaten bloody.ò

ñSecond, it is very unlikely that Mumia even took his gun out 
of its holster during that fateful night. What if the destruction 
of ýngerprint evidence on Mumiaôs gun (shown 
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LACMA: The Oil Museum
By Mark Vallen, www.art-for-a-change.com/blog 

The Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA), after receiving $25 million from the multinational oil 
company BP (British Petroleum), plans to dedicate a new entry gate and pavilion to the energy Goliath. To be 
christened the ñBP Grand Entrance,ò the construction is an ediýce to big oil and the clearest example yet of the 
increasing corporatization of the arts in America.

Historically, the largesse of wealthy benefactors has always played a role in the arts, with the names of well-
heeled patrons gracing museum wings and collections. But there is something unseemly about naming part of 
an art museum after a transnational oil conglomerate - especially when considering the increasingly toxic role of 
oil companies in todayôs world. President of BP America, Bob Malone, said the donation represents the energy 
giantôs ñcommitment to the artsò - but scrutiny of the endowment reveals a public relations campaign designed 
to erase public memory of BPôs dirty doings.

BPôs contribution will go towards a costly three-part 
expansion and renovation of LACMAôs facilities. The oil 
leviathanôs cash has swollen the money available for the 
ýrst phase construction to $191 million. Italian architect 
Renzo Piano has won the commission to redesign and unify 
LACMAôs expansive site. Billionaire Eli Broad and his wife 
Edythe gave $60 million to the overhaul project. The Broad 
Contemporary Art Museum, to be built just west of the ñBP 
Grand Entranceò, will connect to LACMAôs existing main 
wing and will house Eli Broadôs collection of modern art. 
The new LACMA and its ediýce to the petroleum industry 
is scheduled to open Feb. 2008.

In a March 6 article on the oil companyôs ñgiftò to LACMA, 
the LA Times noted that, ñPutting an oil companyôs name 
on LACMAôs doorway brings an unusually high potential 
for controversy.ò Indeed! Despite the endless and well-
ýnanced public relations spin concerning BPôs alleged 
ñcommitment to sustainable energyò, the fact of the matter 
is that BP is part of the ñOILigarchyò - the rapacious 
fossil fuel industry responsible for global warming and 
environmental destruction. BP reported proýts of $22 
billion in 2006, and the company currently has an ongoing 
commitment to increase its oil production by 5% - a policy 
that must be linked to the crisis of fossil fuel-induced 
climate change.

BP invests less than 1% of its annual budget in solar and 
other renewable energy sources - a smaller amount than 
it spends yearly on public relations and advertising. That 
fact must be kept in mind, as the ñBP Grand Entranceò 
pavilion will be topped by solar panels allegedly there to 
help ýll LACMAôs energy needs. However, the real task of 
the solar panels is a propagandistic one. BP wishes to pawn 
itself off as a ñgreenò energy company, and LACMA - for 
a price - is only too happy to collude.

As the Times noted, BP has paid more than $125 million 
in legal settlements in California since 2002. ñBP paid 
the state $45.8 million to settle a suit over pollution from 
leaking gasoline storage tanks. Later, air quality regulators 
sued over leakage of smog-forming chemicals at BPôs 
Carson reýnery. BP settled for $81 million.ò In 2005, 
BPôs Texas City Reýnery exploded, killing 15 workers 
and injuring 170. U.S. government agencies investigating 
the blast found that BPôs excessive safety and budget cuts 
had led to the tragedy. More than 1,700 lawsuits have been 
ýled by injured workers, with some 1,200 claims being 
settled out of court by BP in order to avoid bad publicity. 
The company has set aside $1.6 billion to settle cases out 

of court. In the wake of the explosion in Texas, the U.S. 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 
opened investigations into two of BPôs Midwestern 
reýneries, ýnding the oil giant guilty of violating 39 safety 
regulations. OSHA issued penalty citations totaling $2.4 
million dollars - BP hopes to settle out of court.

In 2006 BP was forced to shut down half of its oil operations 
in Prudhoe Bay, Alaska, when the companyôs worn-out, 
corroded pipelines began to leak - dumping an estimated 
200,000 gallons of crude oil onto Alaskan tundra. On 
March 6th, 2007, Reuters reported that ñOil major BPôs 
failure to maintain pipelines properly at its giant Prudhoe 
Bay ýeld was a major factor behind Alaskaôs worst-ever 
onshore crude spill last year.ò Reuters interviewed Thomas 
Barret, the head of the U.S. Department of Transport (one 
of the U.S. government agencies investigating the spill), 
who said: ñWhat was most unusual was to have an operator 
like BP not maintaining these pipelines to the standards we 
typically see in the industry.ò

BP is behind the controversial Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan 
(BTC) pipeline - the second longest pipeline in the world 
- transporting crude oil from ýelds in the Caspian Sea 
to the Mediterranean Sea. The pipeline runs across the 
countries of Azerbaijan, Georgia, and Turkey, all of which 
are conþict zones with notorious human rights records. 
BP has signed ñproduction-sharing agreementsò with the 
three host governments, neo-colonial contracts that bypass 
respective national environmental and social laws and 
place the overwhelming majority of proýts in the hands of 
BP and its partners.

Speaking of oil pipelines in conþict zones, in 2006 BP 
secretively paid out a multi-million dollar settlement to 
Colombian farmers who were terrorized by right-wing 
death squads ñprotectingò BPôs 500-mile long Ocensa oil 
pipeline. A thousand poor Colombian farmers ýled a human 
rights challenge in the High Court of London, charging BP 
with beneýting from the bullying and persecution meted 
out by the rightist militias. A Colombian lawyer attempting 
to assist the farmers discovered she was on a paramilitary 
death list, and þed to Britain where she was granted political 
asylum. While the total compensation paid to the farmers is 
unknown, it is believed to have totaled in the tens of millions 
of dollars. Part of the settlement stipulated BP would bear 
ñno admission of liabilityò for the beatings, death threats, 
and property damage suffered by the farmers.

Of course BP has a long history in the Middle East, where 
70% of the worldôs oil reserves are found. Western powers 

thirsty for petroleum and a need to control the regionôs black 
gold have historically resorted to colonialism, the backing 
of dictatorships, the proliferation of weapons, and as we see 
today in Iraq - outright war and occupation. During the ýrst 
week of March, the Anglo-American backed government of 
Iraq, approved a draft law that will essentially turn over Iraqôs 
oil wealth to American and British companies. The Iraqi oil 
legislation bill promotes a ñproduction-sharing agreementò 
that would guarantee foreign companies up to 70 percent 
of the revenues obtained from exploiting Iraqi oil, giving 
U.S. and British oil companies the unrestricted right to take 
oil proýts out of the country, rather than reinvesting them 
in Iraq. The lionôs share of Iraq oil proýts will therefore go 
to Shell, ChevronTexaco, ExxonMobil, and yes - BP. The 
draft law still needs ýnal Iraqi government approval before 
it can be enacted, but with U.S. and British military might 
keeping the Iraqi government in power - passage is sure to 
be a ñdone deal.ò

The roots of BPôs meddling in the Middle East go back 
to 1909. Through an agreement with the Shah of Iran, the 
Anglo-Persian Oil Company (APOC) began to exploit the 
oil resources of Persia, obtaining petroleum that fed the 
British war machine during World War 1. In 1936 Persia 
was renamed Iran, and APOC became the Anglo-Iranian 
Oil Company (AIOC). In 1951 the Iranian parliament 
passed a bill that nationalized the oil industry, effectively 
barring British exploitation of Iranian petroleum and 
causing the Shah - and AIOC - to þee the country. The 
British then colluded with the U.S. and the C.I.A. to 
organize the infamous coup that overthrew Prime Minister 
Mossadeq and his democratically elected government. On 
August 19th, 1953, Mossadeq was driven from power, the 
pro-Western Shah was restored, and in 1954 AIOC became 
known as The British Petroleum Company (BP) - which of 
course immediately resumed pumping oil out of Iran.

Itôs not surprising others have taken notice of BPôs 
destructive schemes, and have called for resistance to big 
oilôs sponsorship of the arts. The National Portrait Gallery 
of London, England, was established in 1856, and itôs 
the repository for some of that nationôs greatest historic 
portraits. The gallery holds an annual portrait competition 
that has launched the careers of several portrait artists. 
Since 2004, the competition has been sponsored by BP, and 
the competition is now known as the ñBP Portrait Award.ò

In response, English artists and environmental activists 
started a group called Art Not Oil, which seeks to end 
oil industry sponsorship of the arts. The groupôs mission 
statement encourages ñartists to create work that explores 
the damage that companies like BP and Shell are doing to 
the planet, and the role art can play in counteracting that 
damage.ò The misconduct of BP and other oil companies 
is continually and determinedly exposed through the art 
exhibits, educational forums and public protests mounted 
by the artist activists of Art Not Oil. It is time to establish a 
similar organization in Los Angeles - or get used to calling 
LACMA - The Oil Museum.

ñVision without action is daydream. Action without vision 
is nightmare.ò - Japanese proverb
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