THE CHICAGO MARTYRS
THE

FA~10US

SPEECHES
OF 'fHE

EIGIIT ANARCIJISTS IN JUDGE GARY'S COURT,

October 7, 8, 9, 1886,
A~D

KEASONS FOR PARDOXING
1'IELDEN, NEEBE AND SCHWAB.
BY

JOHN P. ALTGELD,
EX GOVERNOR OF' ILLI,OIS,

SAN FRANCISCO
FUEE SOCIETY, PUBLISHERS,

IS\:!0

INTRODUCTION.
October 7, 8, 9, 1886-these three exciting days of the great tragedy, when
the Chicago maftyrs addressed Judge Gary's court in support of their demand
for a nt>w trial, come back to me fraught with the most vivid impressions.
Each historical figure stands clearly out from a confused blending of drawn,
tense faces and bodies motionless with wrapt attention. I see again the impassive face, the cold severe countenance of the unjust judge; the sneering,
exultant face of the monster, Grinnell; the scowling features of the ruffian,
Bonfield; the coarse, expressionless face and form of the beer-soaked Schaack;
the pale, earnest face of Captain Black. I hear once more the voices of the
condemned, varying with the speakers and the emotions expressed. In that
crowded courtroom I sit amid sorrowing friends while our convicted comrades
rise to make their final plea to the court. One after another they stand before
the bar of the court, their proud, earnest faces and erect, manly forms distinguishing them, even to the attention of strangers present, as men far removed
from criminal taint.
I am deeply impressed with the bold yet dignified bearing of Comrade
Spies, whose handsome, sarcastic face reveals the emotion of his mind. His
lIpeech is strong, defiant; replete with historical references and philosophical
generalizations. It is easy to see in the mocking smile of the State's attorney
as well as in the uneasy movements of his assistants, that the keen shafts of
the gifted editor in chief are striking home.
Then follow in the order named, Schwab, Neebe, Fischer, Lingg, Engel
and Fielden. Schwab's pale face is a picture as he earnestly speaks in his own
defense. Scathingly he rebukes the attorneys for the prosecution for the part
they have taken in the damnable conspiracy; quietly he tells the court of his
Impressions and varied experiences in Europe as well as in this country; of
hl/:l absence from the scene of the bomb throwing and of his innocence of
(lrime. His speech makes a visible impression upon all present. Oscar
Neebe's speech is broken, but not with emotion. He proudly tells the listenIII~ court and spectators of the" crimes" he has committed in organizing the
IllLkers and brewers; in shortening their houl's of toil and increasing their
tinily wages. He boldly pleads that he may share the terrible death which
'" to be meted out to his comrades so that his children may kneel on his grave
I\l\d honor his memory.
Uomrade Fischer comes next, and he is as I have always known himIIId,", powerful, even majestic in his look and bearing. His tall form is
11,I'C\L :hed to its full height, and he looks down upon the cringing crowd with
.111 II" pl'osBion of pity in his steady.grey eyes. The close confinement and the
lUI lI,ultlont of the trial have apparently made no impression upon him; a little
1'1\101' 1,ll1ll1 his wont, perhaps, but that is all. Fischer's speech is not long.
II. I" 1101, all Ol'll.tor, but is, in every fiber of his being, the man of action.
1.111(11:'11 110l'y nJdl'ess in German is translated sentence by sentence by
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the court interpreter. Who that hears the bold, impassioned utterances of
the handsome young fellow can ever forget the scene? Hia manner is t\'1at of
a caged tiger; his bearing supremely defiant. His words, even as translated
by the interpreter, burn into the very souls of his auditorll. Even the court
and the attorneys show signs of uneasiness and disquietude as he boldly hurls
his denunciations into their very teeth. Brave Lingg! His proud spirit could
illy brook the confinement of prison bars. His chosen place would have
been the battle field. Engel is stolid, almost phlegmatic, yet there is wondrous power in the easy delivery and flowinl! language of our German comrade. His speech is also made in his native tongue, and, as with Lingg, is
translated by the court interpreter.
One of the longest and ablest of the speeches made is that of our Comrade
Fielden. I have heard Fielden many times on the lake front and at other
public places in Chicago, but his address to the court-and as he rightly said
-to the world on this memorable October day is uudoubtedly the greatest of
his life. His honest, straightforward manner, his moderate language, his
telling criticisms of the testimony of the purchased witnesses who te3tified
against him, make a deep and lasting impression upon all. Even the bloodyminded Grinnell-afterwards condescends to remark that if Fielden's speech
could have been made to the jury it would bave had great weight with them.
The last and longest speech is made by the brilliant little Texan, Comrade
Parsons. As he rises to his feet with his formidable bundle of papers,
his friends present feel that he will, lik'J ~he true agitator that he is, make
the greatest agitation speech of his life. Like Fielden he feels that this is the
snpreme hour; that what he says will go far beyond the narrow confines of
the little court room, and that the whole world will some time judge him and
the cause for which he pleads by his present utterances. So vivid is this impression upon him, so anxious is he that n,)t a word, not a sentence shall by
any possibility be misconstrued, that he repeats many of his most important
statements and sentences over and over again. As he stands proudly before
the court Parsons shows himself to be mercl1rial, excitable, intense. At ~imes
during the delivery of his long speech his elegant form dilates, his voice rings,
and his black eyes blaze with righteous indignation; at other times his voice
grows tender and his eyes humid with suppressed emotion.. Again he fixes
his piercing gaze upon first one then another of his persecutors, as if to read
their very souls. His expressive gestures as much as his burning language are
evidence of his deep feeling and fervid oratory. Parsons' oft-repeated appeal
to any sense of justice which still might lurk in the hard heart of his unju;t
judge is one of the most touching incidents of the long trial. As well might
he appeal to the wooden chair upon which that judge negligently reclines.
The famous speeches are at an end; the able arguments of the counsel for
the defense are closed; the motion for a new trial is denied; the sentence of
the court is pronounced and the condemned are conducted to their cells to
I await their doom.
,Few people, even among those of a radical tendency, seem to realize the
full significance of the Chicago martyrdom •. Many sympathetic friends still
look upon it as a great calamity: It was sad that the bomb was ever thrown at
all; it was a pity that the leaders of the radical movement in Chicago did not
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make t~eir escape; it was a distressing thing that Parsons, who was in a place
of secur~ty, should have given himself up to certain death; it was unfortunate
that SpIes, FIsc~er, Pa.rsons, Engel and Lingg did not appeal to the governor
f~r a commubtlon of sentence; it was terrible that it all should happen as it
dId, and so on.
But this is not the way in which radicals and revolutionists should reO'ard
the matter. It was not the view taken by the martyrs themselves. They
loved the cause with a love that knew no weakness or compromise. Their
very. s?~l~ were bound up in their chosen work. They gloried in it, and in ,the
posslbI.lItI':lS, favorable or otherwise, which it might entail upon them. . They
l?ved lIfe as well as any vigorous, strong full-lifed men could, but they felt
toat a. sacri.fice was necessary and they were ready to make it. E5pecially
w~s thIS feelt~g paramount as the close of their long suffering drew near.
;'Isc~eI: felt It in. every fiber of his being when he said at the last moment:
ThIS IS the happIest moment of my life!" Spies and Parsons were both asBured of clemency if they would but ask for it. Parsons from the moment of
surrendering himself, neve" expected anything but death. Lin~g was proud
that he was. exalted ~s one among the elect. He feared not death; he only
fe.ared a cellm a lunatIc asylum with which he had been threatened. If
LI~gg took his own life (which I doubt) it was solely to escape this horror
whIch alone he dreaded. Even Neebe begged that he mi~ht be given the
death sentence. One and all felt the necessity of the great sallrifice that the
movement might be accelerated and its influence extended to the fu~thermost
regions of the earth.
Viewed in. this li~ht, the whole tragedy, from the hurling of the bomb by
unknown parties to the final great climax which swept from our sight our
loved c.omrades, was not a calamity but an event which was a great benefit to
humamty. It marked an epoch in the progress of the race upward from slavery and d~rkness toward freedom and light. The followers of liberty's cause
have been mcreased a hundred:fold since th" great tragedy. The whole wor:d
has heard of the cause for which men were willing to die; whereas before,
only one or .two. in ten t~ousand had ever heard of the principles of perfect
freedom and JustICe to workmg people. The people will vet build monuments
to their memory.
They were right when they said a few days before their death: "Let no
attempt be made to avert the final tragedy of the Eleventh of November;
make. no effort to avenge our deaths." Inspired as they were by feelings of
\ d.evotlOn, they knew that a silent acquiescence in their legal murder would in
tIme to come be far more potent for good than any reprisal could possibly be.
Should we not rather rejoice tuan grieve that our cause has had such
~artyrs? Sacrifices strengthen a movement, and" the blood of the martyrs
IS the seed of the church." We may be glad that our cause has been
Btr~ngthened and spread broadcast over the land by the martyrdom of the
ChICago Anarchists.
WM. HOLMES.
Denver, Colo.
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Address o£' August; Spies,

"Come not to my g1'ave with your mournings,
With your lamentations and tears,
With your sad forebodings and fears!
When my lips are dumb,
Do not thus come.
Bring no long train of carriages,
No hearse crowned with waving plumes,
Which the gaunt glory of death illumes;
But with hands on my breast
Let me rest.
Insult not my dust with your pity,
Ye who're left on this desolate shore
Still to suffer and lose and deplore.
'Tis I should, as I do,
Pity you.
For me no m01'e are the hardships,
The bitterness, heartaches, and strife,
The sadness and sorrows of life,
But the glory divineThis is mine,
Po01',creatures! Af1'aid of the da1'kness,
Who groan at the anguish to come.
How silent I go to my home!
Cease your sorrowf1il bellI am well."

YOUR HONOR: In addressing this court I speak as the representative of one
class to the representative of another. I will begin with the words uttered
five hundred years ago on a similar occasion, by the Venetian Doge Faheri,
who, addressing the court, said: "My defense is your accusation; the causes of
my alleged crime your history /" I have been indicted on a charge of murder,
as an accomplice or accessory. Upon this indictment I have been convicted.
There was no evidence produced by the State to show or eveti indicate that I
had any knowledge of the man who threw the bomb, or that I myself had
anything to do with the throwing of the missile, unless, of course, you weigh
the testimony of the accomplices of the State's attorney and Bonfield, the telltimonyof Thompson and Gilmer, by the price they were paid for it. If there
was no evidence to show that I was legally responsible for the deed, then my
conviction and the execution of the sentence'is nothing less than willful,
malicious, and deliberate murder, as foul a murder as may be found in the
annals of religious, political, or any other sort of persecution. There have
been many judicial murders committed where the representatives of the State
were acting in good faith, believing their victims to be guilty of the charge
accused of. In this case the representatives of the State cannot shield themselves with a similar excuse. For they themselves have fabricated most of
the testimony which was used ae a pretense to convict us; to convict us by a
jury picked out to convict! Before this court, and before the public, which is
supposed to be the State, I charge the State's attorney and Bonfield with the
heinous conspiracy to commit murder.
I will state a little incident which may throw light upon this charge. On
the evening on which the ,Prootorian Guards of the Citizens' AS!lociation, the
Bankers' Association, the Association of the Board of Trade men, and the
railroad princes, attacked the meeting of workingmen on the Haymarket,
with murderous intent-on that evening, about 8 o'clock, I met a young man,
Legner by name, who is a member of the Aurora Turn·Verein. He accompanied me, and never left me on that evening until I jumped from the wagon,
a few secondlil before the explosion occurred. He knew that I had not seen
Schwab that evening. He knew that I had no such conversation with anybody as Mr. Marshal Field's protege, Thompson, testified to. He knew that
I did not jump from the wagon to strike the match and hand it to the man
who threw the bomb. He is not a Socialist. Why did we not bring him on
the stand? Because the honorable representatives of the State, Grinnell and
Bonfield, spirited him away. These honorable gentlemen knew everything
about Legner. They knew that his testimony would prove the perjury of
Thompson and Gilmer beyond any reasonable doubt. Legner's name was on
the list of witnesses for the State. He was not called, however, for obvious
reasons. Aye, he stated to a number of friends that he had been offered $500
if he would leave the city, and threatened with direful things if he remained
here and appeared as a witness for the defense. He replied that he could
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neither be bought nor bulldozed to serve such a damnable and dastardly plot.
When we wanted Legner, he could not be found; Mr. Grinnell said-and Mr.
Grinnell is an honorable man !-tbat he had himself been searching for the
young man, hut had not been able to find him. About three weeks later I
learned that the very same young man had been kidnapped and taken to Buffalo, N. Y., by two of the illustrious guardians of "law and order," two Chi·
cago detectives. Let Mr. Grinnell, let the Citizens' Association, his employer,
let them answer for this! And let the public sit in judgment upon the wouldbe a~sassins !
No, I repeat, the prosecution has not established our legal guilt, notwithstanding the purchased and perjured testimony of some, and notwithstanding
the originality of the proceedings of this trial. And as long as this has not
heen clone, and you pronounce upon us the sentence of an appointed vigilance
committee, acting as a jury, I suy, you, the allE'ged representatives and high
priests of "law and order," are the real and only law breakers, and in this
caFe to the extent of murder. It is well that the people know this. And
when I Rpeak of the people I don't mean the few co-conspirators of Grinnell,
the noble politicians who thrive upon the misery of the multitudes. These
dronE'S may constitute the State, they may control the State, they may have
their Grinnells, their Bonfields and other hirelings! No, wten I speak of the
people I speak of the great mass of human bees, the working people, who
unfortunatE'ly are not yet conscious of the rasralities that are perpetrated in
the "name of the people,"-in their name.
The contf'mplated murder of eight men, whose only crime is that they
have dared to spE'ak the truth, may open the eyes of these suffering millions;
may wake thE'm up. Indeed, I have noticed that our conviction has workE'd
miracles in this direction already. The class that clamors for our lives, the
good, devont Christians, have attempted in every way, through their newspapers and otherwise, to conceal the true and only issue in this case. By
simply designating the defendants as Anarchists, and picturing them as a
newly discovered tribe or species of cannibals, and by inventing shocking and
horrifying stOJ'ies of dark conspiracies said to be planned by them-these good
Christians zealously sought, to keep the naked fact from the working people
and other righteous parties, namely: That on tbe evening of May 4, 200 armed
men, under the command of a notorious ruffian, attRcked a meeting of peaceable citizens I Witb what intention? With tbe intention of murdering them,
or as many of tbem as they could. I refer to the testimony given by two of
our witnesses. The wage workers of this city began to object to being fleeced
too much-they began to say some very true things, but they were highly
disagreeable to our Patrician class; they put fortb-well, some very modest
demands. They tbought eight bours hard toil a day for scarcely two hours'
pay was enougb. This "lawless rabble" had to be silenced! The only way to
silence them was to frighten them, and murder those whom they looked up
to as their leaders. Yes, these "foreign dogs" bad to be taught a lesson, so
that they might never again interfere with tbe bigh-banded exploitation of
tbeir benevolent and Christian masters. Bonfield, the man who would bring
a blush of shame to the managers of the St. Bartholomew nigbt-Bonfield,
the illustrious gentleman with a visage that woulu bave done excellent service

to Dore in portraying Dante's fiends of bell-Bonfield was the man oest fil ted
to consummate the conspiracy of the Citizens' Association, of our Pa.trit:ians.
If I had thrown that homb, or bad caused it to be thrown, or had known of
it, I would not hesitate a moment to say so. It is true that anum ber of Ii ves
were lost-many were wounded. But hundreds of lives were thereby s<lved!
But for that bomb, there would have been a hlmdred widows and hundreds
of orphans where now there are a few. These facts have been' carefully suppressed, and we were accused and convicted of conspiracy by the real conspirators and their agents. This, your honor, is one reason why sentence shonld
not be passed by a conrt of justice-if that name has any significauce at all.
"But," says the State, ' you bave published articles on the manufacture
of dynamite and bombs." Show me a ::faily paper in this city that has 110t
published similar articles! 1 remember very distinctly a loug article in the
Chicago Tribune of February 23, 1885. The paper contained a description and
drawings of different kinds of infernal machines and bombs. I remember
tbis one especially, because I bougbt the paper on a railroad train, and had
ample time to read it. But Rinee that time the Times has often pubiished
similar articles on the subject, and some of the dynamite articles found in the
Arbeiter-Zeitung were tramlated articles from the Times, written hy Generals
Molineux and Fitz Jobn Porter, in whicb the use of dynamite bombs against
striking workingmen is advocated as tbe most effective weapon against them.
May I learn wby the editors of these papers have not been indicted and convicted for murder? Is it because they have advocated the use of this destructive agent only against the "common rahble"? I seek information. Why was
Mr. Stone of the News not made a defendant in this case? In bis possession
was found a bomb. Besides that Mr. Stone published an article in January
which gave full information regarding the manufacture of bombs. Upon this
information any man could prepare a bomb ready for I1se at the expense of
not more than ten cents. The News probably has ten times the circulation of
the Arbeite1·-Zeitung. Is it not Itkely that the bomb used on May 4 was one
made after the News' pattern? As long as these men are not charged with
murder and convicted, I insist, your bonoI', that such discrimination in favor
of capital is incompatible with justice, and sentence should therefore not be
passed.
Grinnell's maih argument against the defendants was-UThey were foreigners; they were not citizens." I cannot speak for the others. I will only
speak for m\·self. I have been a resident of this State fully as long as Grinnell,
and probably have been as good a citizen-at lea~t, I should not wish to he
compared with him. Grinnell has inces,antly appealed to the patriotism of
the jury. To that I reply in the language of Johmon, the Englisb literateur,
"an appeal to patriotism is the last re~ort of a scoundrel."
My efforts in behalf of the disinherited and disfranchised millions, my
agitation in this direction, the popularization of economic teachings-in short,
the education of the wage workers, is declared "a conspiracy against society."
The word "society" is bere wisely substitutE'd for ., the State," as represented
by the Patricians of today,- It has always been the .opinion of the ruling
classes that the people must be kept in ignorance, for they lose their servility,
their modesty and their obedience to the powers that be, as their intelligence
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increases. The education of a black slave a quarter of a century ago was a
criminal offense. Why? Because the intelligent dave would throw off his
shackles at ,whatever cost. Why is the education of the working people of
today looked upon by a certain class as an offenlle against the State? For the
same reason I The State, however, wisely avoided this point in the prosecution of this case. From their testimony one is forced to conclude that W'l
had, in our speeches and publications, preached nothing else but destruction
and dynamite. The court has this morning ;stated that there is no case in
history like this. I have noticed, during this trial, that the gentlemen of the
legal profession are not wen versed in history. In aU historical cases of thill
kind truth had to be perverted by the priests of the established power that
was nearing its end.
What have we said in our speeches and publications?
We have interpreted to the people their conditions and relationll in society. We have explained to them the different social phenomena and the
social laws and circumstances under which they occur. We have, by way of
scientific investigation, incontrovertibly proved and brought to their knowledge that the system of wages is the root of the present social iniquitiesiniquities so monstrous that they cry to heaven. We have further said that the
wage system, as a Rpecific form of social development, would, by the necessity
of logic, have to give way to hil';her forms of civilization; that the wage system
must furnish the foundation for a social system of co-operation-that is, Socialism. That whether this or that theory, this or that scheme regarding future arrangements were accepted was not a matter of choice, but one of historical necessity, and that to us the tendency of progress seemed to be Anarchism
-that is, a free society without kings or classes-a society of sovereigns in
which liberty and economic equality of all would furnish an unshakable equilibrium as a foundation for natural order.
It is(not likely that the honorable Bonfield and Grinnell can conceive of a
social order not held intact by the policeman's club and pistol, nor of a free
society without prisons, gallows, and State's attorneys. In such a society
they probably fail to find a place for themselves. And is this the reason why
Anarchism is such a "pernicious and damnable doctrine?"
Grinnen has intimated to us that Anarchism was on trial. The theory of
Anarchism belongs to the realm of speculative philosophy. There was not a
syllable said about Anarchism at the Haymarket meeting. At that meeting
the very popular theme of reducing the hours of toil was discussed. But,
"Anarchism is on triall" foams Mr. Grinnell. If that is the case, your honor,
very wen; you may 'sentence me, for I am an Anarchist. I believe with
Buckle, with Paine, Jefferson, Emerson, and Spencer, and many other great
thinJrers of this century, that the Rtate of castes and classes-the state where
one class dominates over and lives upon the labor of another class and calls'
·this order-yes, I believe that this barbaric form of social organi;ation, with
its legalized plunder and murder, is doomed to die, and make room for a free
!ociety, voluntary association, or universal brotherhood, if you like. ,You
may pronounce the sentence iIpon me, honorable judge, buC; let the world
know that in A. D. 1886, in the State of Illinois. eight men were sentenced to
, death, because they believed in a better future; because they had not lost
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their faith in the ultimate victory of liberty and justice I
"You have taught the destruction of society and civilization," says the
tool and agent of the Bankers' and Citizens' Association, Grinnelll That man
has yet to learn what civilization is. It is the old, old argument against
b,uman progress. Read the history of Greece, of Rome; read that of Venice;
look over the dark pages of the church, and foll0w the th'Orny path of science.
" No change I No change ! You would destroy society and civilization I " has
ever been the cry of the ruling classes. They are so comfortably situated under the prevailing system that they naturally abhor and fear even the slightest
change. Their privileges are as dear to them as life itself, and every change
threatens these privileges. But civilization is a ladder whose steps are monuments of such changes I Without these social changes-all brought about
against the will and the force of the ruling classes-there would be no
civilization. As to the destruction of society which we have been accused of
seeking, sounds this not like one of lEsop's fables-like the cunning of the
fox? We, who have jeopardized our lives to save society from the fiend-the
fiend who has grasped her by the throat; who sucks her life-blood, who devours her children-we, who would heal her bleeding wounds, who would free
her from the fetters you have wrought around her; from the misery you have
brought upon her-we her enemies!! Honorable jupge, the demons of hell
will join in the laughter this iro~y provokes!
"We have preached dynamite I" Yes, we have predicted from the lessons
history teaches, that the ruling classes of today would no more listen to the
voice of reason than their predecessors; that they would attempt by brute
force to stay the wheel of progress. Is it a lie, or was it the truth we told?
Are not the large industries of this once free country already conducted under
the sllrveillance of the police, the detectives, the military and the sheriffsand is this return to militancy not developing from day to day? American
sovereigns-think of it-working like galley convicts under' military guards I
We have predicted this, and predict that soon these conditions will grow unbearable. What then? The mandate of the feudal lords of our time is slavery, starvation, and death I This has been their program for years. We have
said to the toilers, that science had penetratE'd the mystery of nature-that
from Jove's head once more has sprung a Minerva-dynamite ! If this decla·
ration is synonymous with murder, why not charge those with the crime to
whom we owe the invention?
To charge us with an attempt to overthrow the present system on or
about May 4. by force, and then establish Anarchy, is too absurd a statement.
I think, even for a political office holder to make. If Grinnell believed that
we attempted such a thing, why did he not have Dr. Bluthardt make an
inquiry as to our sanity? Only mad men could have planned such a brilliant
scheme, and mad people cannot be indicted or convicted of murder. If there
had existed anything like a conspiracy or a pre-arrangement, does your honor
Believe that event! would not have taken a different course than they did on
that evening and later? This "conspiracy" nonsense is based upon an oration '
I delivered on the anniversary of Washington's birthday at GraJ;l.d Rapids,
Mich., more than a year and a half ago. I had been invited by the Knights
of Labor for that purpose. I dwelt upon the fact that our country was far
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from being what the great revolutionists of the last century intended it to ?e.
I said that those men, if they lived today, would clean the Augean stables WIth
iron brooms, and that they, too, would undqubtedly be characterizad as" wild
Socialists." It is not unlikely that I said Washington would have been hanged
for treason if the revolution had failed. Grinnell made this" sacrilegious reremark" his main arrow against me. Why? Becauoe he intended to inveig;h
the know-nothing spirit against us. Bnt who will deny the correctness of the
statement? Tbat I should have compared myself with Washington, is a base
lie. But if I had, would tbat be murder? I may have told that individual
who appeared here as a witness that the workingmen should procure arms, as
force would in all probability be the ultirna j'atio; and that in Chicago there
were so and so many armed, but I certainly did not say that we proposed to
"inaugurate ·the social revolution." And let me say here: Revolntions are
no more made than earthquakes and cyclones. Revolutions are the effect of
certain causes and conditions. I have made social philosophy a specific study
for more than ten }"ears, and I could not have given vent to such nonsense!
I do believe, however, that the revolution is near at hand-in fact, that it is
upon us. But is the physician responsible for the death of the patient because
he foretold that death? If anyone is to be blamed for tb:e coming revolution
it is the ruling class who steadily refuses to make concessions as reforms
become necessary; who maintain that they can call a halt to progress, and
dictate a standstill to the eternal forces of which they themselves are but the
whimsical creation.
• The position generally taken in this case is that we are morally responsible for the police riot on May 4. Four or five years ago I sat in this very
court room as a witness, The workingmen had been trying to obtain redress
in a lawful manner. They had voted and, among others, had elected their
aldermanic candidate from the fourt,enth w:?ord. But the street car company
did not like the man. And two of the three election judges of one precinct,
knowing this, took thfl ballot box to their home and" corrected" the election
returns so as to cheat the constituents of the elected candidate of their rightful repr~sentative and give therepresentation to the benevolent street car monopoly. The workingmen spent $1,500 in the prosecution of the perpetrators of
this crime. The proof agaiust them was so overwhelming that they confessed
to baving falsified the returns and forged the official documents. Judge Gardner, who was presiding in this court, acquitted them, stating that" that act
had apparently not been prompted by criminal intent." I will make no comment. But when we approach the field of moral responsi\:)ility, it has an
immense scope! Every man who has in the past assisted in thwarting tlie
efforts of those seeking reform is responsible for the existence of the revolutionists in this city today! Those, however, who have sought to bring about
reforms must be exempted from the responsibility-and to these I belong.
If the verdid is hased upon the assumption of moral responsibility, your
honor, I gi~e this as a reason why sentence should not be passed.
If the opinion of the court given this morning is good law, then there is
no person in this country who could not lawfully be hanged. I vouch that,
upon the very Jaws you have read, there is no person in this court room now
who could not be "fairly, impartially and lawfully" hanged I Fouche, Napo-
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leon's right bower, once said to his master; "Give me a line that anyone
man has ev~r written, and I will bring him to th~ scaffold." And this court
has done essentially the same. Upon that law every person in this country
can be indicted for conspiracy, and, as the rase may be, for murder. Every
merrfber of a trade union, of the Knights of Labor, Ol" any other labor organi·
zation, can be convicted of conspiracy, and in cases of violence, for which they
may not be responsible at all, of murder, as we have been. This precedent·
once established, and you force the masses who are now agitating in a peaceable way into open rebellion! You thereby shut off the last safety valveand the blood which will be shed, the blood vf the inDocent-it will come
upon your heads!
" Seven policemen have died," said Grinnell, suggestively winking at the
jury. You want a life for a life, and have convicted an equal number of men,
of whom it cannut be truthfully said that they had anything whatever to do
with the killing of Bonfield's victims. The very same principle of jurisprudence we find among various savage tribeF. Injuries among them are equalized, so to speak. The Chinooks and the Arabs, for instance, would demand
the life of an enemy for evuy death that they had suffered at their enemy's
hands. They were not pal ticular in regard to the persons, just so long as they
had a life for a life. This l,rinciple also prevails today l!mong tht' natives of
the Sandwich Islands. If Vl"e are to be hanged on this principle, then let us
know it, and let the world know what a civilized and Christian country it is
in wh'ch the Goulds, the Vanderbilts, the Stanfords, the Fields, Armours, and
other local money hamsters have come to the rescue of liberty and justice!
Grinnell has repeatedly stated that our country is an enlightened country.
The verdict fully corroborates the assertion! This verdict against us is the
anathema of the wealthy classes over their despoiled victims-the vast army
of wage workers and farmers. If your honor Vlould not have these people
believe this' if you would not have them helieve that we have once more
arrived at the Spartan Senate, the Athenian Areopagus, the V~netian Council
ef Ten, etc., th~n sentence should not be pronoun·ced. But,.if you think that
by hanging us you can stamp out the labor movement-the movement from
which the downtrodden millions, the millions who toil and live in want and
misery, the wage slaves, expect salvation-if this is your opinion, then hang
us! Here you will tread upon a spark, but here, and there, and behind you,
and in front of you, and everywhere, flames will blaze up. It is a subterranean fire. You cannot put it out. The ground is on fire upon which you
stand. You can't understand it. You don't believe in magical arts, as your
grandfathers did, who burned witches at the stake, but you do believe in conspiracies; you believe that all these occurrences of late are the work of conspirators! You resemble the child that is looking for his picture behind the
mirror. What you see, and what you try to grasp is nothing but the deceptive
reflex of the stings of your bad conscience. You want to" stamp out the
conspirators "-the "agitators?" Ah, stamp out every factory lord who has
grown wealthy upon the unpaid labor of his employes. Stamp out every landlord who has amassed fortunes from the rent of overburdened workingmen
and farmers. Stamp out every machine that is revolutionizing' industry and
agriculture, that intensifies the production, ruins the producer, that increases
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the national wealth, while the creator of all these things stands amidst them,
tantalized with hunger! Stamp out the railroads, the telegraph, the telephone, steam and yourselves-for everything breathes the J;£'voluiionary spirit.
You, gentlemen, are the revolutionists I You rebel against the effects of
social conditions which. have tossed you, by the fair hand of Fortune, illto a
magnificent paradise. Without inquiring, you imagine that no on(;l else has a
right in that place. You insiliit that you are the chosen ones, the sole proprietors. The forces that tossed you into the paradise, the industrial forces, are
still at work. They are growing more active and intense from day to day.
Their tendency is to elevate all mankind to the same level, to have all humanity share in the paradise you now monopolize. You, in your blindness,
think you can stop the tidal wave of civilization and human emancipation by
placing a few policemen, a few gatling guns, and some regiments of militia on
the shore-you think you can frighten the rising waves back into the unfathomable depths, whence they have arisen, by erecting a few gallows in the
perspective. You, who oppose the natural course of things, you are the real
revolutionists. You and you alone are the conspirators and destructionists!
Said the court yesterday, in referring to the Board of Trade demonstration: "These men started out with the express purpose of sacking the Board
of Trade building." While I can't see. what sense there would have been in
such an undertaking, and while I know that the said demonstration was
arranged simply as a means of propaganda against the system that legalizes
the respectable business carried on there, I will assume that the three thousand workingmen who marched in that procession really intended to sack the
building. In this case they would have differed from the respectable Board of
Trade men only in this-that they sought to recover property in an unlawful
way, while the others Back the entire country lawfully and unlawfully-this
being their highly respectable profession. This court of "justice and equity"
proclaims the principle that when two persons do the same thing, it is not the
same thing. I thank the court for this confession. It contains all that we
have taught and for which we are to be hanged, in a nut shell! Th~ft is a
respectable profession when practiced by the privileged class. It is a felony
when resorted to in self-preservation by the other class. Rapine and pillage
are the order of a certain class of gentlemen who find this mode of earning a
livelihood easier and preferable to honest labor·-this is the kind of order ~e
have attempted, and are'now trying, and will try as long as we live t6do away
with. Look upon the economic battle field!!! Behold the carnage and plunder
of the Christian Patricians! Accompany me to the quarters of the wealth
creators in this city. Go with me to the half starved miners of the Hocking
Valley. Look at the pariahs in the Monogahela Valley, and many other mining districts in this country, or pass along the railroads of that great and most
orderly and law-abiding citizen, Jay Gould. And then tell me whether this
order has in it any moral principle for which it should be preserved. I say
that the preservation of such an order is criminal-is murderous. It means
the preservation of the system-atic destruction of children and women in factories. It means the preservation of enforced idleness of large armies of men,
and their degradation. It means the preservation of intemperance, and sexual as well as int~llectual prostitutilln. It means the preservation of misery,
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wa~t, ~nd servility on the one hand, and the dangerous accumulation of
spoils, Idleness, voluptuousness and tyranny on the other. It means the prese~vation of vice in every form. And last but not least, it means the preservatIon of the class struggle, of strikes, riots and bloodshed. That is your
"order," gentlemen. es, and it is worthy of you to be the champions of such
a~ ord~r. Yl;>u are emmently fitted for that role. You have my compliments !
Grmn.ell ~poke of Victor Hugo. I need not repeat what he said,* but will
ans~~r him m the language of one of our German philosophers: "Our bourgeOISie erect monuments in honor of the memory of the classics. ·If they had
read them they would burn them!" Why, amongst the articles read here
from t~e Arbeiter-Zeitung, put in evidence by the State, by which they intend
to conVIllce the jury of the dangerous character of the accused Anarchists is
,an extract from Goethe's Faust,
'

!

"Es erben sich Gesetz und Recbte,
Wie eine ew'ge Krankbeit fort," etc.

(Laws and c~ass. privileges are transmitted like an hereditary disease.) And
Mr. Ingham III hiS speech told the Christian jurors that our comrades the
Par.is ~ommunists, had in 1871, dethroned God, the Almighty, and had put
~p m hiS place a low prostitute. The effect was marvelous! The good ChristIans were s~ocked. I wish your honor would inform the learned gentlemen
that. th? episode related occurred in Paris nearly a century ago, and that the
8~cllleglOus.perpetrators were the cotemporaries of the founders of this Repubhc-~nd amo~g them was Th.omas Paine. Nor was the woman a prostitute,
but a good c~toyenne de Pans, who served on that occasion simply as an alle~ gory of the goddess of rea!!on.
Referring to Most's letter, read here, Mr. Ingham said: "They" meaning
Most and myself, "they might have destroyed thousands of innoc~nt lives in
the Hocking Valley with that dyn,amite." I have said all I know about the
letter on. the witness stand, but will add that two years ago I went through
~he Hockmg Valley as a correspondent. While there I saw, hundreds of lives
Ill. the process of slow destruction, gradual destruction.
There was no dyna.
mite, nor were they Anarchists who did that diabolical work. It was the
work of a pa~ty of highly respectable monopolists, law-abiding citizens, if you
plea~~. It IS needl~ss to say the murd('rers were never indicted. The press
had lIttle to say, and the State of Ohio assisted them. What a terror it would
have created if the victims of this diabolical plot had resented and blown
s?me ~f t~os~ resp~;table cut-throats to atoms! When, in East St. Louis, Jay
Gould s hIrehnge, the men of grit," shot down in cold blood and killed six
~noffen8ive workingmen and women, there was very little said, and the grand
Jury refused to indict the gentlemen. It was the same way in Chicago, Milwa~kee, and other places. A Chicago furniture manufacturer shot down and
seriously wounded two striking wOl'kingmen last spring. He was held over to
the grand jury. The grand jury refused to indict the gentleman. But when
on one occasion, a workingman in self-defense resisted the ~urderous attempt
of the police and threw a bomb and for once blood flowed ,on the other side
then a terrific howl went up all over the land: "Conspiracy has attacked
• HChe. asserted that Vlcro~ Hugo's writings (of which be knows no more than the
average
lCago policeman) were not revolutionrry,
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vested rights!" And eight victims are demanded for it. There has been
much said about the public sentiment. There has been much ~aid about the
public clamor. Why, it is a fact, that no citizen dared express another opinion than that prescribed by the authorities of the State, for if one had done
otherwise, he would have been locked up; he might have been sent to the
gallows to swing, as they will have the pleasure of doing with us, if the decree
of our" honorable court" is consummated.
"These men," Grinnell said repeatedly, ., have no principles; they are
common murderers, assassins, robbers," etc. I admit that our aspirations
and objects are incomprehensible to unprincipled ruffians, but surely for this
we are not to be blamed. The assertion, if I mistake not, was based upon the
ground that we sought to destroy property. "Whether this perversion of facts
was intentional, I know not. But in justification of our doctrines I will say
that the assertion is an infamous falsehood. Articles have been read here
from the Arbeiter-Zeitung and Alann to sbow the dangerous characters of the
defendants. The files of the Arbeiter-Zeit!tng and Alarm have been searched
for the past years. Those articles wtiich generally commented upon ~ome
atrocity committed by'the authorities upon stt-iking workingmen were picked
out and read to you. Olher articles were. not read to the court. Other articles
"ere not what was wanted. The State's attorney (who well knows that he
tells a falsehsod wheu he says it), upon those articles asserts that "these men
have no principles."
A few weeks before I was arrpsted and charged with the crime for which
I have been convicted, I was invited by the clergyman of the Oongregational
Ohurch to lecture upon the subject of Socialism, and debate with them. This
took place at the Grand Pacific Hotel. And so that it cannot be said that
after I have been arrested, after I bave been indicted, and after I have been
convicted, I have put together some principles to justify my action, I will
read what I said thenOapt. Black: Give the date of the paper.
Mr. Spies: January 9, 1886.
Oapt. Black: What paper, the Alal'm?
Mr. Spies: The Alal"m. Wben I was asked upou that occasion what Socialism was, I said tbis:
" Socialism is simply a resume of the phenomena of the social life of the
past and present traced to their fundamental causes, and brought into logical
connection with one another. It Tests upon the established fact that the economic conditions and institutions of a people from the ground work of all their
social conditions, of their ideas-aye, even of their religion, and further, that
all changes of economic conditions, every step in advance, arises from the
struggles between the dominating and dominated class in different ages. You,
gentlemen, cannot place yourselves at this standpoint of speculative science;
your profession demands that you occupy the opposite position; not that wbich
professes acquaintance with things as they actually exist, but which presumes
a thorough understanding of matters which to ordinary mortals aTe entirely
incomprehensible. It is for this reawn that you cannot become Socialists.
(Ories of "Oh! oh !") Lest you should be unable to exactly grasp my meaning,
however, I will now state the matter a little more plainly. It cannot be un-
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known to you· that in the course of this centGry ther~ have appeared. an infinite number of inventions and discoveries, which have brought about great,
. aye, astonishing changes in the production of the necessities and comforts of
life. The work of machines has, to a great extent, replaced that of men.
"Machinery involves a great accumulation of power, and always a greater
division of labor in consequence. '
"The advantages resulting from this centralization of production were of
such a nature as to. cause its still further extention, and from 'this concentration of the means of labor and of the operations of laborers, while the old system of distribution was (and is) retained, arose those improper conditions
which ail society today.
" The means of production thus came into the bands of an ever decreasing
number, while the actual pTOducers, through the introduction of' machinery,
deprived of the opportunity to toil, and being at the same time disinherited
of the bounties of nature, were consigned to pauperism, vagabondage-the socalled ci'ime and prostitution-all these evils which you gentlemen would like
to exorcise with your litth~ prayer book.
.
"The Sodalists award your efforts a jocular rather than a serious attention-[symptoms of uneasiness]-otherwise, pray, let us know how much you
have accomplished so far by your moral lecturing toward ameliorating. the
condition of those wretched beings who through bitter want have been driven
to crime and desperation? (Here several gentlemen sprang to their feet, exclaiming, 'We 'have done a great deal in some directions!') Aye, in some cases
you have perhaps given a few alms; but what influence has this, if I may ask,
had upon 1!I0cietary conditions, or in affecting any change in the' same? Nothing; absolutely not.hing. , You may as well admit it, gentlemen, for you cannot point me out a single instance.
"Very well. The proletarians doomed to misery and hunger through the
labor saving of our centralized production, whose number in this country we
estimate at about a million and a half, is it likely that they and the thousands
who are daily joining their ranks, and the millions who are toiling for a miserable pittance, will suffer peacefully and with Ohristian resignation their destruction at the hands of their thievish and murderous, albeit very Ohristian
wage masters? They will defend themselves. It will come to a fight.
" The necessity of common ownership in the means of toil will be realized, 'and the era of Socialism, of universal co-operation, begins. The dispossessing of the usurping classes-the socialization of" these possessions-and
the universal co-operation of toil, not for speculative purposes, but for the
satisfaction of the demands which we make upon life; in short co-operative
labor for the purpose of continuing life and of enjoying it-this in general outlines, is Socialism. This is not, however, as you might suppose, a mere
'beautifully conceived plan,' the realization of which would be well worth
striving for if it could only be brought ahout. No; this socialization of the
means of production, of the machinery of commerce, of the land and earth,
etc., is not only sowething desirable, but has become an imperative necessity,
and wherever we find in history that something has once become a necessity
there we always find that the next step was the doing away with that necesaity by the supplying o( the logical want.
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"Our large factories 3Ld mines, and the machinery of exchange and
transportation, apart from every other consideration, h~ve become too vast
for private control. Individuals can no longer monopolIze them. .
" Everywhere, wherever we cast our eyes, we find forced. upon our al~en
tion the unnatural and injurious effects of unregulated pnvate pr~uctIOn.
We see how one man, or a number of men, have not o?ly bro~ght .llltO the
embrace of their private ownership a few inventions III techlllc~l hnes, but
have also confiscated for their exclusive advantage all natural powers, such as
water, steam, and electricity. Every fresh invention, every disco~ery belongs
to them. Theworld exists for them only. That they destroy th(;lIr fellow beings right and left they little care. That, by their machinery, they e.ven work
the bodies of little children into gold pieces, they hold to be an e~pec.lally go?d
work and a genuine Christian act. 'fhey murder, as we have saId, lIttle chIldren and women by hard labor, while they let strong men go hungry for lack
~wmk.
.
.
"People ask th~mselves how such things are possible, and the answ~r IS
that the competitive system is the cause of it. The thought of. a co~o~erat~ve,
social, rational, and well regulated system of management IrresistIbly .Impresses the observer. The advantages of such a system are of such a conVinCing kind, so patent to observation-and where could there ~e any othe: way
out of it? According to physical laws a body always moves It,s~lf, consclOusly
or unconsciously, along the line of least resistance. So does society as a wh~le.
The path of co-operative labor and distributi~n i~ l~veled by the concentratIOn
of the means of labor unuer the private capltahstlC system. We are already
moving right in that track. We cannot retreat even if we would. The force
of circumstances drives us on to Socialism.
.
" 'And .now, Mr. Spies, won't you tell us how you are gomg to carJ:y out
the expropriation of the possessing classes?' aske~ Rev. ~r. Scudder.
" 'The answer is the thing itself. The key IS furlllshed by the s.torms
raging through the industrial life of the ~resent. .You.s~e how penur~ously
the owners of the factories, of the mines, clIng to their privileges, and will not
yield the breadth of an inch. On the other hand, you see the half starved
proletarians driven to the verge of violence.'
" , So your remedy would be violence?'
..
..
"'Remedy? Well, I should like it better If It could be done wlth~ut VIOlence, but you, gentlelpen, and the class you represent, take c~re that It cannot be accomplished otherwise. Let us suppose that the workm~~enof. today
go to their employers, and say to them: "Listen! Your admllllstrat~on of
affairs doesn't suit us any more; it leads to disastrous conseq uences. While one
part of us are worked to death, the others, out of elJlp~oymen~, are starved.to
death' little children are ground to death in the factones, whIle strong, vigorous ' men reI\1ain idle; the masses live in misery while a small class o.f ~e
spectables enjoy luxury and wealth; all this is the result of your maladmIDlstration which will bring misfortune even to yourselves; ste.p down and out
now; ·jet us bave your property, which is nothin~ ~ut unpaId labor; ~e shall
take this thing in our own bands; we shall admIlllstrate matters satisfactorily, and regulate the institutions of society; voluntarily we shall p~y you a
life-long pension." Now, do you think the' bosses' would accept thiS propo-
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sition? You certainly don't believe it. Therefore force will have to decideor do you know of any other way?'
" 'So you are organizing a revolution?' "
"It was shortly before my arrest, and I answered: 'Such things are hard
to organize. A revolution is a sudden upswelling-a convulsion of'the fevered
masses of society.'
.
"We are preparing society for that, and insist upon it that workingmen
should arm themselves and keep ready for the struggle. The better they are
armed the easiet will the battle be, and the less the bloodshed.
" 'What would be the order of things in the new society?'
" 'I must decline to answer this question, as it is, till now, a mere matter
of speculation. The organization of labor on a co-operative basis offers no
difficulties. The large establishments of today might be used as patterns,
Those who will have to solve these qestions will expediently do it, instead of
working according to our. prescriptions-if we should make anything of the
kind; they will be directe"d by the circumstances and conditions of the time
and these are beyond our IJOrizon. About this you needn't trouble yourselves.;
" • But, friend, don't you think that about a week after the division the
provident will have all, while the spendthrift will have nothing?'
. '
" • Th~ question is out of order,' interfered the chairman: 'there was
nothing said about division.'
.
"Prof. Wilcox: 'Don't you. think the introduction of Socialism would
destroy all individuality?'
" 'How can anything be destroyed which does not exist? In our times
there is no individuality; that only can be developed under Socialism, when
mankind will he independent economically. Where do you meet today with
real individuality? Look at yourselves, gentlemen! You don't dare to give
utterance to any subjective opinion which might not suit the feelings of yoUI'
bread givers and customers. You are hypocrites (murmurs of indignation);
every business man is a hypocrite. Everywhere is mockery, servility, lies and
fraud. And the laborers! You feign anxiety about their individuality; about
the individuality of a class that has been degraded to machines-used each
day for ten or twelve hours as appendages of the lifeless machines I About
their indi viduality you are anxious! ' "
Does that sound as though I had at that time, as has been imputed to me
organized a revolution-a so-called social revolution, which was to occur on
about the 1st of May to establish Anarchy in place of our present" ideal
order?" I guess not.

0;

So Socialism does not mean the destruction of society. Socialism is a
constructive and not a destructive science. While capitalism expropriates the
masses for the benefit of the privileged class; while capitalism is that schqoJ
of economics which teaches how one can live upon the labor (1. e., property)
of others; Socialism teaches how all may possess property, and further teacbeM
that every man must work honestly for his own living, and not be playing the
"respectable hoard of trade man," or any other highly (?) respectable business man or banker, such as appeared here as talesmen in the jurors' box,
witli the fixed opinion that we ought to be hanged. Indeed, I believe they
hav( that opinion! Hocialism, in short, seeks to establish 'a universal system
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of \,lo-operation, and to render accessible to each and every member of the
human family the achievements and benefits of civilization, which, under
capitalism, are being monopolized by a privileged class, and employed, not as
they should be, for the common good of all, but for the brutish gratification
of an avaricious class. Under capitalism the great inventions of-the past, far
from being a blessing for mankind, h~ve been turned into a curse! Under
Socialism the prophecy of the Greek poet, Antiporas, would be fulfilled, who,
at the invention of the first water mill, exclaimed: "This is the emancipator
of male and female slaves;" and likewise the prediction of Aristotle, who
said: "When, at some future age, every tool, upon command or predestination, will perform its work as the art works of Dredalus did, which moved by
themselves, or like the three feet of Hephrestos, which went to their sacred
work instinctively, when thus the weaver shuttles will weave by themselves,
then we shall no longer have masters and slaves." Socialism says this time
has come, and ('an you deny it? You say: "Ob, these heathens, what did
they know? " True! They knew nothing of political economy; they knew
nothing of christendom. They failed to conceive how nicely these men-emancipating machines' could be employed to lengthen the hours of toil and to
intensify the burdens of the slaves. These heathens, yes, they excused the
slavery of the one on the ground that thereby another would be afforded the
opportunity of human development. But to preach the slavery of the masses
in order that a few rude and arrogant par venues might become "eminent manufacturers," "extensive packing house owners," or "influential shoe black
dealers," to do this they lacked that specific Christian organ..
Socialism teaches that the machines, the means of transportation and
communication are the result of the combined efforts of society, past !l.nd present, and that they are therefore rightfully the indivisible property of society,
just the same as the soil and the mines and all natural gifts should be. This
declaration implies that those who have appropriated this wealth wrongfully,
though lawfully, shall be expropriated by society. The expropriation of the
masses by the monopolists bas. reached such a degree that the expropriation
of the expropriators has become an imperati ve necessity, an act of social selfpreservation. Society will reclaim its own, even though you erect a gibbet on
every street corner. And Anarchism, this terrible" ism," deduces that under
a co·op~rative organization of society, under economic equality and individual
independence, the State-the political State-will pass into barbaric
antiquity. And we will be where all are free, where there are no longer masters and servants, where intellect stands for brute force; there will no longer
be any use for the policemen and militia to preserve the so-called" peace and
order "-the order that the Russian general spoke of when be telegraphed to
• the Czar after he had massacred half of Warsaw, "Peace reigns in vVarsaw!"
~narchism does not mean bloodshed; d.oes not mllan robbery, arson, etc.
These monstrosities are, on tbe contrary, the characterist.c features of capitalism. Anarchism means peace and tranquillity to all. Anarchism, or Socialism, means the re-organization of society upon scientific principles and the
abolition of caqses which produce vice and crime. Capitalism first produces
these social diseases and then seeks to cure them by punishment.
The court has had a great deal to say about the incendiary character 01
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the articles read from .the Aj·beitel'-Zeitung. Let me read to you an editorial
which appeared in the Fon du Lac Commonwealth, in October, 1886, ~ Republican paper. If I am not mistaken the court is Republican, too'.
"'fo arms, Republicans! Work in every town in Wisconsin for men not
afraid of firearms, blood or dead bodies, to preserve peace- [that is the • peace'
I have been speaking of] and quiet; avoid a conflict of parties to prevent the
administration of public affairs from falling into the hands of such obnoxious
men as James G. Jenkins. Every Republican in Wisconsin should go armed
to the polls next election day. The grain stacks, houses and barns of active
Democrats should be burned; their children burned and their wives outraged,
that they may understand that tbe Republican party is the one which is
bound to rule, and the one which they should vote for, or keep their vile carcasses away from the polls. If they still persist in going to the polls, and persist in.voting for Jenkins, meet them on the road, in the bush, on the hill, or
anywhere, and shoot everyone of these base cowards and agitators. If they
are too strong in any locality, and succeed in putting their opposition
votes in the ballot box, break open the box and tear in shreds their discordbreathing ballots. Burn them. This is the time for effective work. Yellow
fever will not catch among Morrison Democrats; so we must use less noisy and
more effective means. The agitators must be put down, and whoever opposes
us does so at his peril. Republicans, be at the polls in accordance with the
above directions, and don't stop for a little blood. That which made the solid
~outh will make a solid north!"
What does your honor say to thesfl utterances of a "law and order" organ
-a Republican organ? How does the Aj'be'itel'-Zeitung compare with.this?
The book of John Most, wbich was introduced in court, I have never read,
and I admit that passages were read here that are repulsive-that must be
repulsive to any person who has a heart. But I cali your att"ntion to the fact
that these passages have been translated from a publication of Andrieux, the
ex-prefect of police, Paris, by an exponent of your order! Have the representatives of your order ever stopped at the sacrifice of human blood? Never!
It has been charged that we (the eight here) constituted a conspiracy. I
would reply to that that my friend Lingg I bad seen but twice at meetings of
the Central Labor Union, wbere I went as a reporter, before I was arrested.
I had never spoken to hiP'!. vVith Engel, I have not been on speaking terms
for at least a year. And Fischer, my lieutenant, (?) used to go around and
make speeches against me. So much for that.
Your bonor has said this morning, "we must learn their objects from
what they have said and written," and in pursuance thereof the court has
read a number of articles.
Now, if I had as much power as the court, and were a law abiding citizen,
I wOllld certainly have the court indicted for somf remarks made during this
trial. I will say tbat if I had not been an Anarchist at the beginnilJg of this
trial I would be one now. I quote the exact language of the conrt on one
occasion. "It does not necessarily follow that all laws are foolish and bad beCllllPe a good many of them are so." That is treason, sir.! if we are to believe
Ibll (:011rt and t,he ~tfll,e'B attonu'y. I1l1t, aside from that, I cannot see how
W(' Ahldl diHI,illgniHh t.J1Il ~oo(l frolll t.hp. had laws. j\m T to jndge of that~
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No; I am not. But if I disobey a bad law, and am brought before a bad
judge, I undoubtedly would be convicted.
In regard to a report in tbe Al'beitel'-Zeitung, also read this morning, the
report of tbe Board of Trade demonstration, I would say (and this is the only
defense, the only word I have to say in my own defense) that I did not know
of that article until I saw iUn the paper, and the man who wrote it, wrote it
rather as a reply to some slurs in the morning papers. He was discharged.
Tbe language used in tbat, article wonld never have been tolerated if I had
seen it.
Now, if we cannot be directly implicated with this affair, connected with
the throwing of the bomb, where is ·the law that says, these men ~hall be
picked out to suffer? Show me that law if you have it! If the position of the
court is correct, then half of the population of this city ought to be hanged,
because they are responsible the same as we are for that act on May 4. An<!
if half of the population of Chicago is not banged, then show me the law that
says, "eight men shall he picked out and hanged as scapegoats!" You have
no good law. Your decision, your verdict, our conviction is nothing but an
arbitrary will of this lawless court. It is tl'Ue there is no precedent in jurisprudence in this case! It is true we have called upon the people to arm themselves. It is true that we told them time and again that the great day of
chanj!e was coming. It was not OUt' desire to have bloodshed, We are not
beasts. We wonld not be Socialists if we were beasts. It is because of our
sensitiveness that we have gone into this movement for the emancipation of
the oppr.essed and suffering. It is true we have called upon the people to arm
and prepare for the stormy times before us.
This seems to be the ground upon which the verdict is to b~ sustained.
" But when a long train of abuses and usurpations pursuing invariably the
same object evinces a design to reduce the people under absolute despotism, it
is their right, it is their duty to throw off such government and provide new
guards for their future safety." This is a quotation from tile Declaration of
Indf'pendence. Have we broken any laws by showing to the people how these
ahuses, that have occurred for the last twenty years, are invariably pursuing
one ohject, viz: to establish an oligarchy in this country so strong and powerfnl and monstrous as never before has existed in av country? I can well
understand why that man Grinnell did not urge upon the grand jury to charge
us wit h treason. I can well understand it. You cannot try and convict a man
for treason wilo has upheld the constitution against those who trample it under
tlwir feet. It would not have been as easy a job to do that, Mr. Grinnell, as
to charge these men with murder.
Now, these are my ideaB. 'rhey constitute a part of myself. I cannot
divest myself of them, nor would I, if I could. And if you think that you can
crush ~ut these ideas that are gaining ground more and more every day; if
yon thmk you can crush them out by sending us to the gallows; if you would
on<'e more have people suffer the penalty of death because they have dared to
tell t~e truth-and I defy y~u ~o show us where we have told a lie-I say, if
death IS the penalty for proclalmmg the truth, then I will proudly and defiantly pay the costly price! Call your hangman! Truth crucified in Socrates
in Christ, in Giordano Bruno, in HUFs, Gallileo, stilllives-thev and other~
whose numher is legion have precedl'd 11S on this path. We are ready to
f· /low! .

Address 0:£ Michael Sch"W'ab.
IT is not much I have to say. And I would say nothing at all if keeping
silent did not look like a cowardly approval of what has been done here. To
term the proceedings during the trial justice, would be a'sneer. ~nstice has
not been done, more than this, could not be done. If one class IS arrayed
against the other, it is idle and hypocritical to think about justice. Anar~hy
was on trial, as the State's attorney put it in his closing speech; a doctrme,
an opinion, hostile to brute force, hostile to our present murderous system of
production and distribution. I am condemned to die for writing newspaper
articles and making speeches. The State's attorney knows as well as I do that
that alleged conversation between Mr. Spies and myself never took place. He
knows a good deal more than that. He knows of all the beautiful work of his
organizer, Furthman. When I was before the coroner's jury, two or three
detectives swore very positively of having seen me at the Haymarket when
MI'. Parsons finished his speech. I suppose they wanted at that time to fix
the bomb throwing on me; for the first dispatches to Europe said that M.
Schwab had thrown several bombs at the police. Later on they sent
detectives to Lake View, and found that would not do. And then Schnaubelt
was the man.
.
Anarchy was on trial. Little did it matter who the.persons were to be
honored by the prosecution. It was the movement the blow was aimed at.
It was directed against the labor movement, against Socialism, for today every
fabor movement must, of necessity, be Socialistic.
Talk about a gigantic conspiracy! A movement is not a conspiracy. All
we did was done in open daylight.
There were no secrets. We prophesied in word and writing the coming
of a grell,t revolution, a change in the system of production in all industrial
countries of the globe. And the change will come, and must come. Is it not
absurd to suppose, as the State's attorney and his associates have supposed,
that this social revolution-a change of such immenee proportions-was to be
inaugurated on or about the first of May in the city of Chicago by making war
on the police? The organizer Furthman searched hundreds of numbers of
the Al'beitel~Zeitttn!Jand the Alal'/It, and so the prosecution must have known
very well what we understood when we talked abont the coming revolution.
But the prosecuting attorneys preferred to ignore these explanatory articles.
The articles in evidence were carefully selected and paraded as samples of
violent language, but the language used in them was just the same as newspapers used in general against us and their enemies. Even against the police
and their practices they nsed words of the same kind ~s we did.
The president of the Citizens' Association, Edwin Le!! Bro:-vn. after the
last election of Mayor Harrison, made' a speech in North Side Turner Hall, in
whieh he eallell on all good citizens to take possession of the court house by
f'll'('ll. flV II if t.hey had t.o wade ill bloor!. It seems to me that the mORt. vio11'111. HI'1I1tlll\l'H ILI'fl 1I0t. I.n III' fOlllld in thl1l'l\nks of t.he Anarchists.
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It is not violence in word or action the attorneys of the State and their
urgers-on are waging war against; it is our doctrine-Anarchy.
We contend for Communism and Anarchy-why? If we had kept silent,
stones would have cried out. Murder was committed day by day. Children
were slain; women worked to death; men killed inch by inch, and tbese
crimes are never punished by law. The great principle underlying the present system is unpaid labor. Those who amass fortunes, build palaces, and live
in luxury, are doing these things by virtue of unpaid labor. Being directly or
indirectly the possessors of land and machinery, they dictate terms to the
workingman. He is compelled to sell his labor cheap, or to starve. The price
paid him is always far below the real value. He acts under compulsion, and
they call it a free contract. This infernal state of affairs keeps him poor and
ignorant; an easy prey for exploitation.
I know what life has in store for the masses. I was one of them. I slept
in their garrets, and lived in their cellars. I saw them work and die. I
worked with girls in the same factory-prostitutes they were, because they
could not earn enough wages for their living. I saw females sick from overwork; "sick in body and mind on account of the lives they were forced to lead.
I saw girls from ten to fourteen years of age working for a mere pittance. I
heard how their morals were killed by the vile language and the bad example
of their ignorant fellow workers, leading them on the same road to misery,
and as an individual I could do nothing. I saw families starving and ablebodied men worked to death. Tbat was in Europe. When I came to the
United States, I found that there were classes of workingmen who were better
paid than the EUl'opean workmen, but I perceived that the state of things in
a great number of industries were even worse, and that tbe Eo-called better
paid skilled laborers were degenerating rapidly into mere automatic Pl'l'ts of
machinery. I found that the proletariat of the great industrial cities was in
a condition that could not be worse. Thousands of laborers in 'the city of
Chicago live in rooms without sufficient protection from the weather, without
proper ventilation, in which never a stream of sunlight flows. There are hovels
where two, three and four families live in one room,. How these conditions
influence the health and the morals of these unfortunate sufferers, it is needless to say. And how do they live? From the ash barrels they gather halfrotten vegetables; in the butcher shops they buy for a few cents offal of meat,
and these precious morsels they carry home to prepare from them their meals.
Tlip dilapidated houses in which this class of laborers live need repairs verv
badly, but the greedy landlord waits in most cases till he is compelled by th~
city to have them done. Is it a wonder that diseases of all kinds kill men,
womell and children in such places by wholesale, especially children? Is this
not horrible in a so-called civilized land where there is plenty of food and
riches? Some years ago a committee of the Citizens' Association, or League,
made an investigation of these matters, and I was one of the reporters that
,,"ent with them.
What these common laborers are today, the skilled laborers will be tomorrow. Improved machinery that ought to be a blessing for the workingman, under the existing conditions becomes for him a curse. Ma~inery
rnnltiplies thp. army of unskilled laborers, makes the laborer more dependent

upon the men who own the land and machines. And that is the reason that
Socialism and Communism got a foothold in this country. The outcry that
Socialism, Communism and Anarchism are the creed of foreigners, is a big
mistake. There are more Socialists of American birth in this country than
foreigners, and that is much, if we consider that more than half of all industrial worki.ngmen are native Americans. There are Socialistic papers in a
great many states edited by Americans for Americans. The capitalistic newspapers conceal that fact very carefully.
Socialism as we understand it, means that land and machinery shall be
held in com~on by the people. The production of goods shall be carried on
by productive groups which shall supply the demands of the people. Under
such a system every human being would have an opportunity to do useful
work, and no doubt would work. Some hours' work even day would suffice
to produce all, according to statistics, that is necessary for a comfortable living. Time would be left to cultivate the mind, and to further soience and art.
That is what the Socialists propose. Some say, it is un-American! Well,
then, is it American to let people starve and die in ignorance? Is exploitation
and robberv of the poor, American? "What have the great political parties
done for th~ poor? Promised much; done nothing, except corrupting them
by buying their votes on election day. A poverty-stricken man has no interest
in the welfare of the community. It is only natural that in a society where
women are driven to sell their" honor, men should sell their votes.
But we were not only "Socialists and Communists;" we were "Anarch-
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ists."
What is Anarchy?
Is it not strange that when Anarchy was tried nobody ever told what Anarchy was? Even when I was on the witness stand, and asked the State's
attorney for a definition of Anarchy, he declined to give it. But in the~r
speeche~ he and his associates spoke very frequently about Anarchy, an.d It
appeared that they understood it to be something horrihle-arson, rapme,
murder. In so speaking, Mr. Grinnell and his assoeiates did not speak the
truth. They searcbed the Alumli and the Al'ue'ite'I'-Zeitwlig, and hunted up.
articles written veal'S before the month of May, 1880. In the columns of these
papers it is ve;y often stated what we, the Anarchists, nnderstood by the
term Anarchy. And we are the only competent judges in this mAtter. As
soon as the word is applied to us and our doctrine, it carries with it the meaning which we, the Anarchists, saw fit to give to it. "Anarchy" is Greek, and
means, verbatim: without rulership; not being ruled. According to o~r
vocabulary, Anarchy is a state of society, in which the only government IS
reason' a state vf society in which all human beings do right for the simple
reason 'tbat it is right, and bate wrong because it is wrong. In such a society,
no laws, no compulsion will be necessary. The attorney, for the State was
wrong when he said: "Anarchy is dead:" Anarchy, up to the presen~ day,
has existed only as a doctrine, and Mr. Grinnell has not the power to kIll any
doctrine whatever. You may call Anarchy, as defined by us, an dIe dream,
hut that dream was dreamed by Gotthold Ephraim Lessing, one of the three
I-(reat German poets and the mORt celebrated German critic of the last centnry.
If Anard,y were till. t,hin~ the Htate's attorney makes it ont to he, how could
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it be that such eminent scholars as Prince Kropotkin and the greatest living
geographer, Elisee Reclus, were avowed Anarchists, even editors of Anarchistic newspapers? Anarchy isa dream, but only in the present. It will be
realized. Reason will grow in spite of all obstacles. Who is the man that
has the cheek to tell us that human development has already reached its culminating point? I know that our ideal will not be accomplished this or next
year, but I know that it will be accomplished as near as possible, some day,
in the future. It is entirely wrong, to use the word Anarchy as synonymous
with viOlence. Violence is one thing and Anarchy another. In the present
state of society violence is used on all sides, and, therefore, we advocated tbe
use of violence against violence, but against violence only, as a necessary
. means of defense. I never read Mr. Most's book, simply because I did not
find time to read it. And if I had, wbat of it? I am an agnostic, but I like
to read tbe Bible nevertheless. I have not the slightest idea who threw the
bomb on tbe Haymarket, and had no knowledge of any conspiracy to use violence on that or any other night.

Add....ess 0:1

Oscar Neebe.

YOUR HONOR: I have found out during the last few days what law is.
Before I didn't know. I did not know before tuat I was convicted hecause I
knew Spies and Fielden and Parsons. I have met these gentlemen. I have
presided in a illass meeting, as the evidence against me shows, held in the
Turner Hall, at which meeting your hOllor was invited to appear. The jud~es,
the preachers, the newspaper meu, anll everybody, in fa'd, were invited to appear at that meeting for the purpose of discllAsing Anarchiflm and Socialism.
I was at that hall. I am well known amonf': the workin~men of this city, and
I was ejected chairman of that meeting. None of the representatives of the
capitalistic system came forward to speak, to discuss the lluestions of labor
and Anarchism or Socialism with laboring men, No; they c011ldn't stand it.
I was chairman of that meeting. I don't deny it.
I also on one occasion had the honor to be marshal of a labor demonstration in tbis city, and I never saw a more respectable lot of men than on that
day. Tbey marched like soldiers, and I am proud that I was marshal of those
men. Thev were the toilers and the workingmen of this city. The men
marcheu tb~ongh the streets to protest against the wrongs of society, and I
was marshal of them. If that is a crime, then I bave found out, as a native,
free-born American, of what I have been guilty. I always supposed r bad a
right to express my opinion as the chairman of a peaceable meeting, and to
be marshal of a labor demonstration. Was it a c:rime t.o he marshal of that
demonstration? I am convicted for that.
On the morning of the 5th of May, your bonor, on the road to my business, I heard tbat August Spies and Michael Schwab were arrested. lwas in
tbe yeaet business. I peddled my yeast through the southern part of the city.
I was informed. tbat tbey were arrested. That was the first time I learned
tbat tbere bad been a mass-meeting beld at the Haymarket tbe day before.
After I was done witb my business and drove home, I stopped at the A','ueiteTZeit/lilY to see what was going on, and I met there Mrs. Parsons and Mrs.
Holmes and a couple of boys of the .A,'ueitet-Zeit1l1lY. They explained to me
that the men were arrested. Just as I was going to speak to Mrs. Parsons
about it., up rushed a ·Iot of pirates, called detectives of Cbicago; men-yon
could see the rum and ignorance in their faces-mostly picked up from among
the ruffians of the streets of Chicago. I never saw a rougher set. i\Tell, I don't
wish to make any further remarks about tllese honorable pirates. Mayor Harrison was witb these pirates. He came in and he says: " Who is the manager
of this paper here?" The two boys couldn't speak English, and I knew Harrison, 80 I said: "Harrison, what is it?" "Well," he says, "I want to have
this thing stopped. There won't be any more inflammable articles allowed in
this paper." Said T: "Mr. Harrison, I will sit here and read the articles,
all(l see that there won't be anything inftammatory in this day's issue." Our
compositors were not arrested at that time. So Harrison said to me, "I will
tIl to the honAe and H(1Il11 Mr. Hand over here."
I knew him, and both of llS
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together revised all the articles printed in the paper that day. A few minutes
later Harrison went out, and our whole set of compositors were coming down
the stairs, and another lot of ruffians came up the steps, and Mrs. Holmes
and Mrs. Parsons-were sitting at the desk writing, and a man whom you .could
see was a noble Democratic officer, said: " What are you doing there?" Mrs.
Holmes is a lady in my eyes, and sbe said: "I am corresponding with my
brother. He is the editor of a labor paper." As she said that he snatched
the lady, and she protested as an American woman, and as she protested he
said: "Shut up, you bitch, or r will knock you down." I repeat tbe same
words here, and I have a riJ!:ht to, as the noble officers of Chica~o have used
this language. That is one of your men, Mr. Grinnell-juflt like you. You
have insulted ladies when you have not dared to insult gentlemen. Mrs. Parsons was called the same name by the officers. They called her a black bitch,
and wanted to knock her down; and they said they would not let us publish
any paper; they would take the types and material and throw them out of
the window. Wjl are a stock company, a company chartered by the State of
Illinois for the publication of a labor paper and lahor literature. Our charter
states it. When I heard they wanted to destroy the property of the laboring
men of the city of Chicago, who had paid tbeir money to have tIle pape~
published, I said: "As long as I stand I slutll publish that paper," and took
charge of it. I suppose Grinnell thought after Oacar Neebe was indicted for
murder the A1-beitel'-Zeit1mg would. go down. But it didn't happen that way.
And Mr. Furthman, too (pointing to the assistant State's attorney)-he is a
scoundrel, and I tell it to you to your face. There is only one man that acted
as a gentleman, and he is MI'. I~gbam; but yon three have not. Inside of
two weeks I had enough money from Ute toilers, from hired girls, and from
men who would take their last cent out of their pockets to re-establish tbe
paper and to buy a press of our own. I conld not publish the paper sooner.
because the honorable detectives and Mr. Grinnell followed us up, and no
printing bouse would print our paper, because of the threats of these men,
and we had to bave our own press. 'Ve published our own paper after we
had a pres!! purchased witb the money coutributed by tbe workingmen of the
city.
That is the crime I bave committed, getting men to try and establish a
workingman's paper that stands today; and I am proud of it. They have not
got one press simply-they have two presses today, and tbey belong to the
workingmen of this city. From the date of the first issue to the present day,
your honor, we have gained fonr thousand subscribers' to our daily paper.
Tbere are the gentlemen sitting over there from the Freie P,.esse and StacttsZeitung-they know it. The Germans of this city are condemning these
actions. I say that it is a verdict against Germans, and I, as an American,
must say that I never saw anything like that.
These are the crimes I have committed after the 4th of May. Before the
4th of May I committed some other ·crimes. My business brought me in connection with the hakers. I saw that the bakers in this city were treated like
dogs. The baker bosses treated their dogs better than they treated their
men. I said to myself: "These men have to be organizeo; in organization
there is strength;" and T helped to organize them. That is a great crime.
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'l'he men are now working tell huu!"::; a day inlltead of fourteen and sixteen
hours, and instead of being compelled to eat slops like the dogs, and sleep on
the stairways or in the barn, they can sleep and work whenever they please.
I have helped to establish that, your honor. That is another crime. And I
committed a greater crime than that. I saw in the morning when I drove
away with my team that the beer brewers of the city of Chicago went to work
at 4 o'clock in the morning. They came home at 7 and 8 o'clock at night.
They never saw their families or their children by daylight. I said to myself:
"If you organize these men they can live like men. You can help to make
good catizens of them." And everybody said: "They are down low; they are
drunkards." I went to work and organized them. I rented a hall and issued
an appeal for them, and got them to come, and I organized the men. On
Saturday, May lor May 2. I was conferring with the beer brewer bosses of Chicago and we had a meeting. I was the chairman of the committee, and I asked
the beer brewer bosses to reduce the hours.of labor down to ten hours a day,
and they did it. On the Monday after I committed that great crime-that
was Saturday-I was in session with the beer brewers t,he ,,'hole day. In the
evening I took my supper and went to the North Side Turner Hall, where the
Union men, over eight hundred str~ng, were, and I don't know anything
about McCormick's, or what Spies bad done or said. I entered the hall. I
went on the platform and presented the Union with a document signed by
every beer brewer of Chicago, guaranteeing ten hours labor and $65 wages-:$15 more wages pt>r month, and no Sunday work, to give the men a chance to
go to church, as many of them are good Christians. There are a good many
. Christians among them. So, in that way, I was aiding Christianity-helping
the men to 11:0 to church.
After the meeting I left the hall, and stepped into the front saloon, and
tbere were ctrculars lying there called the" revenge" circular. I picked up a
couple of them from a table and folded them together and put them in my
pocket, not having a chanr.:e to read them, because everybody wanted to treat
me. They all thought it was by my efforts that they got $15 a month more
wages and ten hours a day. Why, I didn't have a chance to read the circulars. From there I went to another saloon across the street, and the president
of the Beer Brewers' Union was there; he asked me to walk with him, and
on the way home we went into Heine's saloon. He was talking to Heine
about the McCormick affair, and I picked up a circular and read it, and Heine
asked me: "Can you give me one?" I gave him one and he laid it back on
his coun t.er .
That is my statement. You cau helieve it 01' not; but Heine didn't testify
any other way. Mr. Griuneil indicted me for murder. That is the whole
story in short of what I had to do with this Haymarket afrair. So you see I
had nothing to do with it, and didn't know a\lything about it. The next day
I read in the paper that Attorney Walker-certainly an honorable mall-was in
the saloon. It was kind. of dangerous for him evidently, for he subsequently
denied being there. However tbat may ha.ve been, I was there.
And, your hOllor, I committed another crime. I saw that the grocery
('Iorks and othor (:Ierks of this city worked until 10 and 11 o'clock in the evenIn~. I iesued l\ Clllllll1d rented a hall, and paid for the hand-bills, and called
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them together, and today they are working only until 7 o'clock in the evening,
. and no Sunday work. That is a great crime I have committed, in your sight.
I saved for the men from four to five hours a day. I have saved the bakers
from six to eiFht hours work a day, and that gives them time for education.
We Socialist~ at e great uelievers th<t.t the bbJI'ing men should educate themselves, not to be ignOr<4mUcied, as some people expresd themsl'lves, "as the
ignorant Anarchists are." We are great friends of education and a reduction
of the hours of labor. A red uction of the hours of labor was my principal aim,
and I have done some good work to bring it about.
I have heen in the labor movement since 1865. I have seen how the
police have trodden on the Constitution of this country, and crushed the labor
or/l:anizations. I have seen from year to year how they were trodden down,
where they were shot down, where they were" driven into their holes like
rats," as Mr.'Grinnell sa.id to the jury. But they will come out! Remember
that within three years before the beginning of the French Revolution, when
laws had been stretched like rubber, that. the rubber stretched too long, and
broke-a result which cost a good many State's attorneys and a good-many
honorable men their necks.
We Socialists hope such times may never come ag~in; we do everything
in our power to prevent it, such as reducin~ the hours of labor and increasing
wages. But y.ou capitalists won't allow this to be done. You use your power
to perpetuate a system by which you make your money for yourselves. and
. keep the wage workers poor. You make them ignorant and miserable, and
you are responsible for it. You won't let the toilers live a decent life.
We want to educate the masses and keep them back from destroying life
and property, but we are not able to hold the masses when starvation brings
them out of their holes like rats. I have walked along the streets of this city
and I have seen the rats come from their holes by the hundreds in the basements, where men pay five and ten cents for lodgings. I have 'Been the miseJ'able wretches there in the day begging for a piece of bread, and in the night
they lie there in an air that 'was difficult to breathe. I have been in there at
10, 12, and 2 o'clock at night, and when those "rats" are let out of their holes
and /l:et desperate I would not like to be near them. The time will come that
you will see them. You rich men don't want the poor educated. ' You don't
want anybody to be educated. You want to keep them down in the mud S'J
you can squeeze the last drop of blood out of their bones.
We asked the capitalists once at a meeting to discuss the question of
labor,. and Mr. Gary was invited, and each one of them was invited and nobody appeared. They didn't want to discuss the question; they didn't care
. for it. What is the next question.? No discussion, more gatling guns, more
militia, and 300 more police. For what? To catch the thievE\s? I read the
. daily papers and see that burglaries are taking place all over the city, but I
don't see that they catch any. There are some twel ve hundred odd .policemen
in the city of Chicago, and every day so many burglaries. Maybe they need
them to make a case sometimes, and they don't arrest them; but when it
comes to arresting a poor workingman they are all there. On May 9, when I
came home, my wife, who is delicate, told me that the patrol wagon, wlth
twenty-five police, came to search my house. I 'must be a very dangerous
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man to require so many police. They searched the whole house and they
found a revolver. That is a deadly weapon and a dangerous weapon. I don't
think anybody have revolrers but Anarchists and Socialists and iabor agitators. They found a red flag, too-a flag of that size (about a foot square) that
my little boy played with, and my wife used at a masquerade ball. My wife
told me that when the police-these honorable men who protect law. and
order-got on the wagon they waved that flag and hollered and hurrahed just
like a lot of wild Indians-and they were wild Indians in those days. They
searched hundreds of houses, and money was stolen and watches were stolen,
and nobody knew whether they were stolen by the police or not. Nobody but
Captain Schaack; he knows it. His gang was one of the worst in this city.
You need not laugh about it, Captain Schaack. You are one of them. You
are an Anarchist, as you understand it. You are all Anarchists, in this sense
'of the word, I must say.
Well, these are all the crimes I have committed. They found a revolver
in my house, and a red :flag there. I organized Trades Unions. I was for
redllction of the hours of labor, and the education of the laboring men, an,l
the re-establishment of the Arbeitel'-Ze'itung-the workingmen's newspaper.
There is no evidence to show that I was connected with the bomb throwing,
or that I was near it, or anything of that kind. So I will .ask you to hang
me, too; for I think it is more honorable to die suddenly than to be killed bl'
inches. I have a family and children; and if they know their fat.her is dead,
they will bury him. They can go to the grave, and kneel down by the side of
it; but they can't go to the penitentiary and see their father, who was convicted for a crime that he hadn't anything to 0.0 with. 'l'hat is all I have got
to say. . Your honor, I am sorry I am not to be hung with the rest of the men.
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YOUR HONOR: 'lOll a~k me why sentence of death should not be passed
upon me. I will not talk much. I will only say that I protest against ~y'
being sentenced to death, because I have committed no crime. I was tried
here in this room for murder, and I was convicted of Anarchy. I p~otest
against being sentenced to death, because I hav~ not been f~und gUilty of
murder. However, if I am to die on account of belllg an Anarchist, on account
of my love for liberty, fraternity and equality, I will not remonstrate If
death is the penalty for our love of freedom of the human race, then I ~ay
openly I have forfeited my life; but a murderer I am not. Although belllg
one of the parties who arranged the Haymarket meeti~g, I ~ad.no mo~ to ~o
with the throwing of that bomb, I had no more connectIOn wIth It than 8tate s
Attorney Grinnell had. I do not deny that I was present at the Haymarket
meeting, but that meeting,
(At this point Mr. Salomon stepped up and spoke to Mr. Fischer in a low
tone, but the latter waved him off and said:)
,
Mr. Salomon, be so kind. I know what I aID talkmg about. Now, that
Haymarket meeting was not called for the purpose of committing vi~le~ce
and crime. No; but the meeting was called for the purpose of ~rotestlll!!:
against the outrages and crim~s committed by the police on the prevIOus ~ay,
out at McCormick's. The State's witness, Waller, and others have tes~lfied
here and I onlv need to repeat it, that we had a meeting on Monday mght,
and ~t this meeting-the affair at McCormick's taking place just a few ho~r8
previous-took action and called a mass-meeting for the p~rpose of pr?testlllg
against the brutal outrages of the police. Waller was chairman of thiS meeting, and he himself ma~e the motion to hold the meeting at t~e H~ymarket.
It was also be wbo appointed me as a committe to have handbills prInted and
to provide for speakers; that I did, and nothing else. The. ne~t day ~ went
to Wehrer & Klein, and had 25,000 handbills printed, and I lllvited Spies to
speak at the Haymarket meeting. In the original of the ".copy" I had the
line" Workingmen, appear armed!" and my reason for puttlllg those wo:ds
in was because I didn't want the workingmen to be shot down in that meetmg
as on other occasions. But as those circulars were printed, or as a few of
them were printed and brought over to me at the .rh·beitel'-Zeitung office, my
Comrad" Spies saw onll of them, I had invited him to speak ~efore that. J:le
showed me the circular, and said: "Well, Fischer, if thuse CIrculars are ~IS
tribut<:od, I won't speak." I admitted it would be better to take the obJ~c
tionable words out, and ;VIr. Spies spoke. And that is all I had to do With
that meeting. Well, I went to the Haymarket about 8 :15 o'clock, and stayed
there until Parsons interrlipted Fielden's speech. Parsons stepped Up to the
stand and said that it looked like it was going to rain, and that the assembly
had b~tter adjourn to Zepf's Hall. At that moment a friend of mine who testified on the witness stand, went with me to Zepf's Hall, ,and we sat down at
a table and had a glass of beer. At the moment I was going to sit down, my
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friend Parsons Came in with some other persons, aud after I was sitting there
about five minutes the explosion occurred. I had no idea that lIJlything of the
kind would happen, because, as the State's witnesses testified themselves,
there Was no agreement to defend ourselves that night. It was only a meeting
called to protest.
Now, as I said before, this verdict, which was rendered by the jury in
thjs room, is not directed against murder, but against Anarchy. I feel that I
am sentenced, or that I will be sentenced. to death because of being an Anarchist, and not because I am a murderer. I have never been a murderer.
I have never yet committed a crime in my life; but I know iI. certain man
who is on the way to becoming a murderer, an' assassin, and that man is
Grinnell-the State's Attorney Grinnell-because he brought men on the witness stand who he knew would SWear falsely; and I publicly denounce Mr.
Grinnell as a murderer and asSassin if I should be executed. But if the ruling
, c~aBs thinks that by executing us, hanging a few Anarchists, they Can crush
out Anarchy; they will be badly mistaken, because the Anarchist loves his
principles better than his life. An 'Anarchist is al ways ready to die for his
principles; but in this case I have been charged with murder;and I am not a
murderer. You will find it impossible to kill a principle, although you may
take the life of men who confess these principles. 'l;he more the believers in
just causes are persecuted, the quicker will their ideas be realized. For instance, in rendering such an unjust and barbarous verdict, the twelve" honorable" men in the jury box have done more for the furtherance of Anarchism
than th~ convicted could have accomplished in a generation. This verdict is
a death-blow against free sppeech, free press, and free thought in this country,
and the people will be conscious of it, too. This is all I care to say.

ADDRESS OF LOUIS LINGG.

Addreslil o:f' Louis Lingg.
CoURT OF JUSTICE! With ,the same irony with which you have regarded
my efforts to win, in this "free land of America," a livelihood such as human'kind,is worthy. to enjoy, do you now, after con~emning me to death,concec;le
me the liberty of making.a final speech.
'
. I accep't your' concession jbut it is only for the purpose of exposing the
injustice, the calumnies, and the outrages which have been heaped upon me.
You have accused me of murder, and convicted me: what proof have you
brought that I am guilty?
'
.
.,
In the first place, you have brought this fellow Sebll:er to testify a~IDst
me. Him I have helped to make bombs, and you have further proven that
with the assistance of another, I took tl;108e bombs to No. 58 Clybou~e Ave.,
but what you have not proven-even with the assistance of your bought
"squealer," Seliger, who would appear to have acted such a prominent part in
the affair-is that any of those bombs were taken to the Haymarket.
A couple of chemists also have been brought here as specialists, yet they
could only state that the metal of which the Ha.ymarket bomb was made bore
a certain resemblance to those bombs of mine, and your Mr. Ingham has
vainly endeavored to deny that the bOmbs were quite different. He had to
admit that there was a difference of ,a full half inch in their diameters,
although he suppl'essed the ·fact that there was also a difference of a quarter
of an inch in the thickness of the shell. This is the kind of evidence upon
which you. have convicted me.
.
.
It is not murder, however, of which you have convicted me. The ]u~ge
has stated that much only this morning in his j'esume of the case, and Gnnnell has repeatedly asserted that we were being tried, not for murder, but
for Anarchy, so that the condemnation is-that I am an Anarchist!
What is Anarchy?
This is a subject which my comrades have explained with sufficient clearness and it is unnecessary for me to go over it again. They have told you
plai~IY enough what our aims are. -The State's attorney, however, has not
given you that information. He has merely criticized and condemned not the
doctrines of Anarchy, but our methods of giving them p~actical effect, and
even here he has maintained a discreet silence as to the fact that those methods were forced upon us by the brutality of the police. Grinnell's own pJ;offered remedy for our grievances is the ballot and combination of Trades Unions and Ingham has even avowed the desirability of a six hour movement I
But 'the fact i~, that at every attempt to wield the ballot, at every endeavor to
combine the efforts of workingmen, you have displayed the brutal violence of
the police club, and this is why I have recommended rude force, to combat
,the ruder force of the police.
'
You have charged me with despising" law and order." What does your
"law and order" amount to? 'lts representatives are the police, and they
hiwe thieves in their ranks. Here sits Captain Schaack. He has himself adI
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JI1itted to me that my hat and books have been stolen fromhilll in his office-'tolen by policemen. These are your defenders of property rights!
The detectives again, who arrested me, forced their way into my room
. e house breakers, under false pretences, giving -the name of a carpenter,
Lorenz, of Burlington street. They have sworn that I was alone in my room,
therein perjuring themselves. You have not subpamaed this lady, Mrs. Klein,
ho
present, and could have sworn that the aforesaid detectives broke
in.to my room under false pretences, and that their testimonies are perjured.
But let us 20 further. In Schaack we have a captain of the police, and
be also has perjured himself. He has sworn that I admitted to him being
present at the Monday night's meeting, whereas, I distinctly informed him
tilat I was at a earpenter's meeting at Zepf's Hall. He has sworn again that I
told him that I had learned how to make bombs from Herr Most's book. That;
also, is perjury.
.
, Let us go still a stpp higher among these representatives of "law and
order." Grinnell and his associates have permitted perjury, and I say that
they have done it knovl'ingly. The proof has been adduced by my counsel,
and with my own eyes I have seen Grinnell point out to Gilmer, eight days
before he came upon the stand, the persons of the men whom he was to swear
against.
While I, as I have stated above, believe in force for the sake of winning
tor myself and fellow workmen a livelihood such as men ought to have, G~in
Ilell, on the other hand, through his police and other rogues, has suborned
perjury in order to murder seven men, of whom I am one.
, Grinnell had the pitiful courage, here in this courtroom, where I could
I\ot defend myself, to call me a coward! -The scoundrel! A fellow who has
leagued himself with a parcel of base hireling knaves, to bring me to the gallows. Why?, For no earthly reason eave a. contemptible selfishness-a desire
to .. rise in the world "-to" make money," forsooth I
This wretch-who,by means of the perjuries of other wretches is going
to murder seven men-is the fellow who calls me "coward I" And yet you
blame me' for despising such "defenders of the law"-such unspeakable
hypocrites I ,
·Anarchy means no dO'mination or authority of one man over another, yet
you call that" disorder." A system which advocates no such "order" as shall
require the services of rogues and thieves to defend it you call" disorder."
The' judge himself was forced to admit that the State's attorney had not
been ahle to connect lIle with the bomb throwing. The latter knows how to
lIlet around it, however. He charges me with being a "conspirator." How
does he prove it? Simply by declaring the Internat.ional Workingmen's AsIOciation to be a "conspiracy." I was a member of that body, so he bas the
oharge securely fastened on me. Excellent! Nothing is too difficult for the
nius of a State's attorney!
.
It is hardly incumbent upon me to review the relations which I occupy to
y companions in misfortune. My friend Spies has already explained how
berame acquainted with each other. I can say truly and opimlythat I am
ot as intimate with my fellow prisoners as I am with Captain Schaack.
'rhe universal misery, the ravages of the capitalistic hyena have brought

was
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US togl'Llur in our agitatiQn, not as persons, but as workers in -the same cause.
Such is the" conspiracy" of which you have convicted me.
I"protest against the conviction, against the decision of the court. I do
not recognize your law, jp.mbled together as it is by the nobodies of by-gone
centuries, and I do not recognize the decision of the court. My own counsel
have conclusively proven from the decisions of equally high courts that a Jilew
trial must be granted us. The State's attorney quotes three times as many
decisions from perhaps still higher courts to prove the opposite, and I am
convinced that if, in another trial, these decisions should be supported by
twenty-five volumes, they will adduce one hundred in support of the contrary
if it is Anarchists who are to be tried. And not even tinder such a law, ~
law that a schoolboy must despis'l, not even by such method1! they have been
able to "legally" convict us. They have suborned perjury to boot.
I tell you frankly and openly, I am for force. I have already told Captain
Schaack, ." If they use· cannons against us, we shall ulle dynamite against
them."
.
I repeat that I am the enemy of the" order" of today, and I repeat that,
with all my power~, so lon~ as breath remains in me, I shall combat it. I
declare again, frankly and openly, that I am in favor of using force. I have
told Captain Schaack, and I stand by it, "If you cannonade us, we shan
dynamite you." You laugh! Perhaps you think, "You'll throw no more
bombs;" but let me assure you that I die happy on the gallows, so confident
am I that the hundreds and thousands to'whom I have spoken will remember
m! words; and when you shall have hanged us, then, mark my words, they
wIll do the bomb throwing I In this hope I say to you: I despise you. I
despise your order, your laws, your force-propped authority. Hang me for it!

A.ddress o:t Geor&"e Engel.
WHEN, in the year 1872, I1eft Germany because it had become impossible
for me to gain there, by the labor of my hands, a livelihood such as man is
worthy to enjoy-the introduction of machinery having ruined the smaller
craftsmen and made the outlook for the future appear very dark to them-I
concluded to go with my family to the land of America, the land that had
been praised to me by so many as the land of liberty.
,
On the occasion of my arrival at Philadelphia, on the 8th of January,
1873, my heart swelled with joy in the hope and in the belief that in the futore I would live among free men, aud in a free country. I made up my mind
to become a good citizen of this country, and congratulated myself on having
left Germany, and landed iii this glorious republic. And I believe my· past
history will bear witness that I have ever striven to be a good citizen of this
country. This is the first occasion of my standing before an American court,
and on this occasion it is murder of which I am accused. And for what reasons do I stand here? For what reasons am I accused of murder? The same
that caused me to leave Germany-the poverty-the misery of the working
classes.
And here, too, in this" free republic," in the richest country of the world,
there are numerous proletarians for whom no table is set; who, as outcasts of
society, stray joylessly through life. I have seen human beings gather their
daily food from the garbage heaps of the streets, to quiet therewith their
knawing hungtor.
I have read of occurrences in the daily papers which prove to me that
here, too, in this great "free land," people are doomed to die of starvation.
This brought me to reflection, and to the question: What are the peculiar
causes that could bring about such a condition of society? I then began to
give our polit.ical institutions more attention than formerly. My discoveries
brought to me the knowledge that the same societaryevils exist here that
exist in Germany. This is the explanation of what induced me to study the·
. social question, to become a Socialist. And I proceeded with all the means at
my command, to make myself familiar with the new doctrine.
When in 1878, I came here from Philadelphia, I strove to better my condition, believing it would be less difficult to establish a means of livelihood
here than in Philadelphia, where I had tried in vain to make a living. But
here, too, I found lDy~elf disappointed. I began to understand that it made
no differtlDceto the proletarian, whether he lived in New York, Philadelphia,
or Chicago.. In the factory in which I worked, I became acquainted with a
man who pointed out to me the causes that brought about the difficult and
fruitless battles of the workingmen for the means of existence. Heexplained
to me, by the logic of scientific Socialism, how mistaken I was in believing
that 1 could make an independent living by the toil of my hands, so long as
ma 'hinary, raw material, etc., were guaranteed to the capitalists as private
proporty hy the State. That I might further enlighten my mind in regard to
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these facts, I purchased with money earned by myself and family, sociological
works, among the'm those of LaSalle, Marx, and Henry George. After the
study of these books, it became clear to me why a workingman could not decently exist in this rich country.• I now began to think of ways and meanB to
remedy this. I hit upon the ballot box; for it had been told me so often that
thill waBthe means' by which workingmen could better their condition.
I took ,part in politicB with the earnestness of a good citizen; but I was
soon to find that the teachingB of a " free ballot box" are a myth, and that I
had again been duped. I came to the opinion that as long as workingmen
- are economically enBlaved they cannot be politically free. It became clear to
me that the working classes would never bring about a form of Bociety guaranteeing work, bread, and a happy life by meanB of the ballot.
Before I had lost my faith in the ballot bo~ the following occurrenceB
, transpired which proved to me that the politicianB of this country were thoroughly corrupt. When, in the fourteenth ward, in which I lived and had the
right ,to vote, the Social Democratic party had grown to such dimensions as
to make it dangerous for the Republican and Democratic parties, theh~atter
forthwith united and took Btand against the Social Democrats. T IS, of
course, was natural; for are not their interests identical? And as the Social
Democrats nevel!theless elected their candidateB, they were ooaten out of the
fruits of their,victory by tbe corrupt schemes of the old political parties. The
ballot box was stolen and the voteB BO "corrected" that it became possible for
the oPPoBition to proclaim their candidates elected. The workingmen sought
to obtain justice through the courts, but it was all in vain. The trial cost
them fifteen hundred dollarB, but their rights they never obtained.
Soon enough I found that political corruption had burrowed through the
ranks of the Social Democrats. I left this party and joined the International
Working People's Association that was just being organized. The memberB
of that body have the firm conviction, that the workingman can free himself
. from the tyranny of capitalism only through force, just aB all advanceB of
which hiBtory Bpeaks, have been brought about through force alone. We see
from the history of this country that the first colonists won their liberty only
through force; that through force slavery was abolished, and just aB the man
who agitated against slavery in this country had to ascend the gallows, so
also must we. H'e who speaks for the workingman today must hang. And
why?, Because this republic is not governed by people who have obtained
their offices honestly.
Who are the leaders at Washington that are to guard the interests o~ this
nation? Have they been elected 'by the people, or by the aid of money? They,
have no right to make laws for us, because they were not elected by the people. ,These are the reasons why I have lost all respect for American laws.
The fact that through the improvement of machinery so many men are
thrown out of employment, or at best, working but half the time, brings them
to reflection.' They have leiBure, and they consider how their conditions can
be changed. Reading matter that has been written in their interest gets into
their hands,and, faulty though their education may be, they can nevertheless
cull the truths contained in those writings. This, of course, is not pleasant
for the capitalistic class, but they cannot prevent it. And it is my, firm con-
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vict~n that in a comparatively short time the great mass of proletarians will :

nnderstan9- •that they can be freed from their bonds only through Socialism. ,
One muet consider what Carl Schurz said scarcely, eight years ago: That, "in
this country there is no room for Socialism;" and yet today Socialism stands
before the bars of the court. For this resson it ill my firm conviclton that if
these few years sufficed to make· Socialism one of the burning questions of the
day, it will require but a short time more to put it in practical operation.
All that I have to say in regard to my conviction is, that I was not-at all
surprised i for it has ever been that the men who have endeavored to enlillhten
their fellow men have been thrown into prison or put to death, as was the
case with John Brown. ,I found, long ago, that the workingman has no J;lI.ore
rights here than anywhere else in the world. The State',~ attorney has Btated
that we were not citizens. I have been a citizen this long time; but it does
not occur to me to appeal for my rights as a citizen, knowing aB well as I do,
that this does not make a particle of difference. Citizen or not-as a working- .
man I am without rights, and therefore I respect neither your rights nor your
laws, which are made and directed by one class against the other-the work·
ing class.
Of what 'does my crime consist?
I
That I have labored to bring about a system ot'society by which it is,im·
po~sible for one to board millions, through the, improvements in machine~y,
while the great, masses sink to degradation and miseI'y. As water and air are
free to all, so should inventions of Ecientific meJl be applied for the benefit of
all. The statute laws we have are in opposition to the laws of nature, in that
they rob the great masses of their rights to " life, liberty, and tbe pursuit of
happiness."
"
I am too much a man of feeling not to battle against the societary conditions of today. Every considerate person must combat a system which makes
it possible for the individual to rake and hoard millionB in a few years, while,
on ihe other side, thousands become tramps and beggars.
Is it to be wondered at that under such circumstances men arise who
strive and siruggle to create other conditions, where' humanity shall take precedence of all other considerations? This is the aim of Socialism, and to this
I joyfully subscribe.
The State's attorney said here that :Anarchy was on trial.
Anarchism and Socialism are as much alike, in my opinion, as Gne egg is
like another. They differ only in their tactics. The Anarchists have abandoned the way of liberating humanity which Socialists would take to accomplish this. I Eay: Believe no more in the ballot, and use all other means at
your command. Becau'se we have done EO we stand arraigned here todaybecause we have pointed out to the people the proper way. The Anarchists
are being hunted and persecuted for this in every clime, but in the face of it
all Anarchism is gaining more and more adherents, and if you cut off our
opportunities of open agitation, tben will the work be done secretly. If the
State's attorney thinks be can root out Socialism by hanging seven'of our ~en
and condemning the other to fifteen years' servitude, he is laboring under a
very wronl/: impression. The tactics simply will be changed-that is all. No
power on earth can rob the workingman of his knowledge of how to make
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bombs""':and that knowiedge he possesses. I do not wisb.'for State's Attorney·
Grinnell and his assistant, Furthman, the fate of the chief of police Rumpfi'.
, If Anarchism could be rooted out, it would have been accomplished lo~g ,
ago in other countries. On the night on which the first bomb in this country.
was thrown, I was in my apartments at home. I knew nothing of the conspiracy which the ·State's attorney pretends to'have discovered.·
It- is true I am acquainted with several of my fellow·defendants; with
most ofthem, however, but slightly, through seeing them at meetings, and
hearing them speak. Nor do I deny, that I, too, have spoken at meetings,
saying that, if every workingman had a bomb in bis pocket, capitalistic rule
would soon come to an end.
.
,
That is my opinion, and my wish; it became my conviction, whtm I discovered the wickedness of the capitalistic conditions of tile day.
.
When hundreds of workingmen have been destroyed in mines in conse- .
quence of faulty preparations, for the repairing of which the owners were too
stingy, the capitalistic papers have scarcely noticed it. See with what satisfaction and cruelty they make their report, when here and there workingmen
have been fired upon, while striking for a few cents' increase in tpeir wages,
that they mIght earn only a scanty subsistence.
'
, Can anyone feel respect for a government that accords rights only to the
privileged classes and none to the workers? We have seen but recently how
the coal barons combined to form a conspiracy to raise the price of coal, while
at the same time reducing the already low wages of their men. Are they
accused of conspiracy on that account? But when workingmen dare ask an
increase in their wages, the lIIilitia and the police are sent out to shoot them
down.
For such a government as this I can feel no respect, and will combat it,
despite its power, despite it!! police, despite its spies.
I hate and combat, not the individual capitalist, but the system that
gives him those privileges. My greatest wish is that workingmen may recognIze who· are their friends and who are their enemies.
As to my conviction, brought about as it was, through capitalistic influence, I have not one word to say.

Address 01:" SSIlluel Fielden.
tho' ye caught your noble prey within your hangman;s sordid thrall;
And tho' your captive was lead forth beneath your city's rampart wall;
And tho' the grass Iles o'er her green. wbere at the morning's early red
The peasa.nt girl brings funeral wreaths-I tell you still-she is not dead!
AND

And tho' from off the lofty brow ye cut the ringlets flowing long,
And tho' ye've mated her amid the thieves' and murderers' hideous throng,
And tho' ye gave her felon fare-bade felon garb her livery be,
And tho' ye set the oakum task-I tell you all-she still is free!
And tho' compelled to banishment, ye bunt her down thro' endless lands;
And tho' sbe seeks a foreign hearth, and silent 'mid its ashes stands;
And tho'. she bathes her wounded feet where foreign streams seek foreign seas;
Yet-yet-she never more will hang her harp on Babel's willow trees!
Ah, no! she strikes it very strong, and bids their loud defiance swell,
And as she marked yonr scaflold erst, she mocks your banishment as well.
She sings a song that starts you up astounded from your slumbrous seats,
Until your heart-your craven heart-yonr traitor heart-with terror beats!
No song of plafnt, no song of sighs for those who perished unsubdued.
Nor yet a song of irony at wrongs fantastic interludeThe beggar's opera that ye try to drag out thro' its lingering scenes.
Tho' moth,eaten tbe purple be that decks your tiusel kings and queens.
Oh, no! the song those waters hear is not of sorrow, nor dismay'Tis triumph song-victorious song-the preans of the iuture's day-;l'he future-distant now no more-her prophet voice is sounding free.
As well as once your Godhead spake: I was, I am, and I will be!
Will be-and lead the nation on the last of all your hosts to meet,
And on your necks, your heads, your crowns, I'll plant my strong, resistless feet!
Avenger, Liberator, Judge-red battles on my pathway hurled,
I stretch forth my almighty arm, till it revtvilies the world.
You see me only In your cells; ye see me only in the grave;
Ye see me only wandering lone, beside the exile's sullen waveYe fools! Do I not live Where ye have tried to pierce in vain?
Rests not a nook for me to dwell in every heart and every brain?
In every brow that boldly thinks, erect with manhood's honest prideDoes not each bosom shelter me that beats with honor's generous tide?
Not every workshop, brooding woe'! not every hut that harbors grief?
Ha! Am I not the Breath of Life, that pants and struggles for relief?
'Tis therefore I will be-and lead the people yet your hosts to meet,
And on your necks, your heads, your crowns, will plant my strong, resistless feet!
It is no boast-it is no threat-thus history's iron law decreesThe day grow,s hot, oh, Babylon I 'Tis cool beneath thy willow trees!

That ill a piece of poetry written by Freiligrath, called "Revolution."
Freiligrath is a German writer, and every intelligent German in the civilized
world has tbat piece of poetry upon his book-shelves"
Revolution-it is a crime in what is sometimes called the foremost civilized country in the world, to be a Revolutionist, and yet all those who can
r ad the works
, of Freilij:trath have read that poem with rapture. It makes a
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p:reat deal of difference, perhaps, what kind of a Revolutionist a man is. The
men who have been on trial here for Anarchy have been asked the que~tion
on the witness stand if they were Revolutionists. It is not generally considered a crime among intellectual people to be a Revolutionist, but it may be
made a crime if the Revolutionist happens to be poor.
Your honor, I was brought into tbis court by the police officers and the
civil authorities of the city of Chicago to answer to the charge of murder. I
was arrested on May 5, held by the coroner's jury on the same evex.ing as
accessory.to the crime of murder. I was furnished after some time with an
indictment which the grand jury had passed, or approved, chargIng me with
that crime. I answered that charge in tbis court. My attorneys in my behalf
met that charge; we brought evidence which we thought was competent to
rebut and meet tbe charge of murder. After all our evidence was put in,
after all the speeches had been made elTI both sides, with the exception of one,
we were suddenly confronted with the fact-and there is in that statement of
the State's attorney, in bis closing argument, an acknowledgment that the
charge of murder had not been proven~when all the witnesses had heen
heard, I am suddenly told that I am being tried for Anarchy. If I had
known that I was bein~ tried for Anafl:hy I could have answered that charge.
I could have justified it under the constitutional right of every citizen of this
country, and more than the right which any constitution can give, the natural
right of the human mind to draw its conclusions from whatever information
it can gain, hut I had no opportunity to show why I was an Anarchist. I was
told that I was to behnng for being an Anarchist, after I got throu~h defending myself on the charge of murder. Now, your honor, my reputation, my
, associations, my history, as far as the lynx-eyed detectives of Chicago could
get it, has been raked up, as Mr. Foster has said, from the cradle to the grave.
I have been charged here with being a disturber of the peace, an enemy of
public order, and generally a dangerous man. I choose now, it being the last
time that I shall have an opportunity to speak, to go back a few years into
my past history, and perhaps in doing so I shall show your honor the reasons
that led me to be what I have been, and for which today I am not ashamed
and have no apology to make.
I was born, as I have told you, in Lancashire, and if there is a place-I
know that the so·called patriots of this country have from mercenary motives
of their, own, tried to create a quarrel between England and America from
time to time in order to gain a certain vote, and I know that there is some
justification behind it-but if there is a place on this footstool that Americans
ought to look to with gratitude, it is Lancashire. I was born there. I learned
there to hate slavery. I learned to hate kings and queens, and unlike the
State's attorney in this case, I was a Republican, though I was horn in a
monarchy.
, There are some men who never grow out of their environments. They
never progress. They never advance one step. If they are born in Russia,
Russia is the grandest country in the world, and has the grandest institutioN.
If they are born in China it is the same. If they were born in Patagonia it
would have been the same__ But I, liS a child, inquired, and I began there to
hate kings, and I tell you that when your cotton ports on the southern sea-
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board, were blockaded-and ~his fact has gone into the literature of both cou~

trie~the patience of the starying operatives of Lancashire was remarkable,
and the noble Lincoln, acknowledgin~ that, sent two ship-loads of provisions _
to ke~p ,them from starving. The propertied class of England, in sympathy

with the slaveholders oi the south, I know, would have interfered in order to
prevent the cementing of the union and the success of the north. But the
operatives, the intelli~ent operatives of Lancashire, one of whom I was when
-a child, were ,the friends of the north, and they cheerfully and patiently bore
with all the starvation which they suffered through that terrible struggle.
I say there are some people who never get out of their environments. I
was a Republican when I was a child. I recognized the fact' that I might be
wrong, and. recognizing that fact, I ~rew from one point to another. The
first speech I ever delivered in my life was in the streets of my native town,
and I was but a mere child; it was in support of the union as against the
views of those who denounced the north in their struggle for supremacy in
the late war. That was the first speech I delivered, and it shows that then
I had some sympathy in my heart for those who could do me no good; that I '
could feel for others. Mr. Ingham bas said that while other people were
making, their fortunes these men were advocating sedition or drinking beer.
-:It is as noble a thing for a man to drink beer as it is for a man to make his fortune off other people's labor; and I tell you that a man is of no use to tbis
world, of no use to society or the neighborhood in which he lives, who has no
other object in view than making a fortune for himself and his family, little
caring what becomes of those around him. And it is because we have recoonized this fact-and it is a philosophical fact, a logical fact that no man ca';-.
get away from, and Mr. Ingham has not got the intelligence to perceive it-that.
the greatest security to human happiness depends upon the widespread happiness of those'aronnd you. You have no security for your fortunes. You
can have no security for your comforts as long as there is around you a
dillsatisfieJ, a despoiled, and suffering community. I assert here as a fact,
that Vanderbilt and Jay Gould would be happier men today if they had but
$20,000 to their names and every employee who is now in their employment
were above want and above the danger of want. ' There would be less irritation, less of that trouble and bother of clashing and conflicting of interests
that there is, which must necessarily bother these men considerably, and keep
them awake nights possibly.
I have never hesitated when I have seen my way clearly according to my
lights, to follow it. I have always endeavored to hew to the line, let the chi ps
fall where they would. Some people do not do that. That is what is the
trouble with the world. A great many people ask, when they find what their
duty is, does it pay? If it pays they will follow it, and they care not where
the payment comes from.
About,the second speech, perhaps, that I ever made in my life was after I
had become a member of the Methodist church, and to show that I was a
puambulating talking machine then, I will say here that I visited' different
towns in Lancashire and spoke in the open air to audiences because my thorol1ghness of eha,racter compelled me to do it. I fel~ that that religion- which I
thought r possessed, and which I thought was calculated to better the world,
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was something that was worth while for me to use my energies in propagating,
and I did it. I could not help it. There are sloths that are sometimes called
men who are never influenced by anytbing of tbat kind, but I was not of that
character and that is the reason that I am bere today. So intense and earnest
was I at that time that I was at one and tbe same time the Sunday school
superintendent of a little Sunday school, a class teacher, a local preacher, and
what was called an exhorter; held four different positions.
I came to the United States in 1868. I bave preached in Ohio, and I
came to Chicago in 1869. There are monuments of beauty, of stability, and
evidences of progress in the city of Chicago, and you can hardly go through a
street in this city that I have not dropped my sweat upon, that had been produced by the labor of my hands. And just bere let me tell you that when the
indictment had been procured against me and my comrades here, it was
accompanied by the statement tbat tbese men had been deluding their dupes
in order to make money out of them. When the trial was in progress the
only man who could have answered the qupstion as to whether we had made
money out of our agitation was ZeIlpr, the secretary of the Central Labor
Union, and when he was asked the question whether we ever received any
money for speaking and organizing unions in that organization, the gentleman who had been instrumental in attaching that to the indictment in orrIer
to prejudice the people against us before the trial should come on against DSfor there is nothing in the world that can prejudice a man so much as to be
charged with having impoRed upon some one for mercenary motives, and this
is creditable to society-when the trial came on and this man who could have
testified to that, who could have substantiated it if it had been true, waR
asked the question, each one of the· gentlemen who were interested in its
being proven true for their side of the case at once sprang to their feet and
objected to the question being asked. We bave been tried by a jury that has
found us guilty. You will be tried by a jury now that will find you guilty.
Being of an inquiring disposition or turn of mind, and having observed
that there was something wrong in our social system, I attended some meetings of workingmen and compared what they said with my own observation.
I knew there was something wi·ong.
.
My ideas did not become settled as to what was the remedy, but when
they did, I carried the same energy and the same determination to bring abou t
that remedy that I had applied to ideas which I had possessed years before.
There is always a period in every individual's life when some sympathetic
chord is touched by EOme other person. That is the open sesame that carries
conviction. The ground may have all been prepared. The evidence may all
have been accumulated, but it has not formed any shape; in fact, the child
has not been born. The new idea has not impressed itself thoroughly when
that sympathetic chord is touched, and the person is thoroughly convinced
of the truth of the idea. It was so in my investigation of political economy.
I knew there was something wrong, but I did not know what the remedy was,
but discussing the condition of things and the different remedies one day, a
person said to me that Socialism meant equal opportunities-and that was
the touch. From that time I became a Socialist; I learned more and more
what it was. I knew that I had found the right thing; and I had found the
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medicine that was calculated to cure the ills of 60ciety. Having found it I
had a ~ight to advocate it, and I did. The constitution of the United States,
when It says: "The right of free speech eha11 not be abridged," gives every
man the right to speak his thoughts ..
I have advocated the principles of Socialism and social equality, and for
that and no other reason am I here, and is sentence of death to be pronounced
upon me.
What is Socialism? Taking somebody else's property? That is
what Socialism is in the common acceptation of the term. No; but if I were
to answer it as shortly and as curtly as it is answered by its enemies, I would
say it is preventing somebody else from taking your property.
'
But Socialism is equality. Socialism recognizes the fact that no man in
society is responsible for what he is; that all the ills that are in society are
the production of poverty; and scientific Socialism says that you must go to
the root of the evil. There is no criminal statistician in the world hut will acknowledge that all crime, when traced to its origin, is the product of poverty.
It has been said that it was inflammatory for me to say that the present social
system degraded men until they became mere animals. Go through this city
into the lo~ lodging houses where men are huddled together into the smallest
possible space, living in an infernal atmosphere of death and disease and I
will ask you to draw your silks and broad-cloaths close to you when th~Be men
pass you. Do you think that these men deliberately, with a full knowledge
of what they are doing, choose to become that class of animals? Not one of
them. They are the products of conditions, of certain environments in which
they were born, and which have impelled them resistlessly into what they
are. And we have this loadstone. You who wish it could be taken from the
shoulders of society, what is it? When those men were children, put them.
into an environment where they would have had the best results of civilization around them, and they would never have willfully chosen a condition
like that. Some cynic might say that this would be a very nice thing Jor
these men. Society, with its rapidity of production of the means of existence
is capable of doing that without doing an injury to a single individual; and
the great masses of wealth owned by individuals in this and the old world
have been produced in exactly the same proportion as these men have been
degraded-and they never could have been accumulated in any other way. I
do not charge that every capitalist willfully and maliciously conspires to bring
about these results, but I do charge that it has been done, and I do charge
that it is a very undesirable condition of things, and I claim that SocialisIIi
would cure the world of that ulcer.
These are my ideas in short on Socialism. The ultra patriotic sentiment
of the American people-and I suppose the same comparative sentiment is
felt in England, France and Germany-is that no man in this country need
be poor. The class who are not poor think so. The class who are poor are
beginning to think differently; that under existing conditions it is impossible
that some should not be poor.
Fortunes are made, and I will tell you ·how it is done. The Chicago T1'ib·lme, in its New Year's issue of 1885, I believe, drew attention to the production of the meane of human use and necessity in the city of Chicago during
til pr vious year. It carefully estimated the cost of the raw material, the
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cost of machinery, the rent of buildings, the interest on money, and the wages
paid to employees. It went into different lines of production, and, summing
up, the result was this: That in a year's time each man working as a wage
laborer in the city of Chicago had added to the wealth of this city-by
whomsoever it was possessed makes no difference-$2,764. The average
wages paid for that average product of each worker was $457-a little more
than one-sixth. And yet the political economists of the free trade and the
protective schools were asking: "Why is it that we have overproduction?"
You compel a man to work and produce $2,764 worth of goods and you give
him $457 to buy them with, and you ask: "Why is it that we have overproduction, and why is it that our warehouses are full of goods, and our
workshops have to shut up, and our workmen are turned out on the highway
because there is nothing to do?" • What is this tending to? Let me show the
change of conditions as shown in Boston in forty years. Charles Dickens, a
man of acute perceptions, visited this country forty years ago, and he said
that the sight of a beggar in the streets of Boston at that time would have
created as much consternation as the sight of an angel with a drawn sword.
A Boston paper in the winter of 1884-5 stated that there were some quarters
'in Boston where to own a stove was to be a comparative a;istocrat. The poor
people who lived in the neighborhood paid a certain sum of money to rent the
holes on the top of the stove that belonged to the aristocrats. Yon see the
change, and there is this comparative change in the working classes of that
city, and in every large city in the union. It is a noted fact that. within the
last twenty or thirty years the farms of this country have been gradually going out of the possession of the actual cultivators until today there is a little
more than a quarter of the actual cultivators of farms in this country who are
renters; and within twenty years in the states of Iowa and Illinois the mortgages
on farms have increased thirty-three per cent. of the actual value of- the
farms. Is it not enough to make any thinking man ask if there is not somethin~ wrong somewhere? Possibly it would be answered" Yes, a man has a
right to inquire whether there is something wrong or not, but for God's sake,
don't think that Socialism will do it any good, or if you do we will hang you!
It is all right to think, but we will punish Y01;1 for your conclusions I"
Parsons, in his testimony, repeated what he had said at the Haymarket
on the night of May 4, when he .stated that this was an American question,
because the patriotic tricksters who have been telling the people to worship'
the American flag~ while they quietly put their hands in their pockets and
robbed them-they have said that this is merely a European question. It is
an American question, and the close contact of nations cemented by the facilities of civilization, is bringing all the questions that affect one people to affect
all people equally all over the world. What affects the European laborer and
his employer affects the American laborer and his American employer, and
the relationship is the same between the two classes.
In the winter of 1884-5 one hp.ndred and twenty American girls of fourteen and sixteen years of age were driven from their homes by the shutting
down of the Merrimac mills in Connecticut, and they. were compelled to walk
through the bleak New England hills and find refuge in'out-houses and haystacks, and numbers of them undoubtedly found their way to lives of shame.
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And I say here and now that th.e man wlJo c;an look upon such conditions as

~hese ~nd no' know that society is bringing itself to the verge of a crisis which

~errrble to think. of, is blind; and the man who can look upon suffering like
thIS and not feel stirred to do something to change such conditions has not
go~ a?ything ~n his ~ea!:t but the feelings of the tiger, hungry for ;rey. In
thIS cIty of ChIcago chIldren are working at very tender ages. Going home
on~ very cold night in the winter of 1884, two little girls ran up to me and
begged of me to go home with them. I asked them why. . They said: "A
man .do wn there has been offering us money." It was 7 o'clock at night and
SnowlUg; I asked them where they had been so late. They said: "We have
been w~rking in such a store." Children, babies turned out from their
mother's hea~t~ .to ~ake a living, their fathers perhaps dead-in this case they
w~re. The cIvI!JzatIon that will not and cannot support a widow 80 that she
.w111 no~ have to turn her children out to such temptations as that is not worth
re.spettmg, a~d the man who will not try to change it is no man. Talking
WIth those chIldren as I went home with them-for they lived not far from
me-I could notice the comparative boldness in the two children they being
of the same age. One of them told me she had been working thr:e years and
the other Ii year. There was that shyness, at least something remained of it
the coyness, which is about a child of tender age to a stranger, about the on~
that had only been away from tbe hearth-side one year; but in the other one,
that had been away thr~e years, there was not a particle of it, and she was a
head shorter than the chIld that had the advantage of living at home two
years more of her existence.
. Carter ~arrison noticed the degraded condition of a class of persons in
t~IS co~muDlty, and Be called the justices of the peace of this city to consult
WIth him, a year ago last winter. They wanted to get rid of the street-walkers, who ~ere so n.umerous that it was a disgrace to the city. It was very
laudable m Harrrson and the justices of the peace to get rid of them if they
~)Uld. The remedy proposed was to arrest them, and the first time fine the~
hKhtly, and the next time fine them more, and they would keep on fining
~hem more and more uptil they got rid of them. It is a known fact that there
IS no ~ossibilityof a young, unmarried woman, who has not a brother orfather
to. aSSist he~, getting a living in the city of Chicago, with a few exceptions. A
frre~~ of mme, a labor agitator, Wi!S asked by a young lady to procure her a
posItron. .He went to, one of your large establishments, and they said: "Yes,
we can gIve her a position, but she has got to dress tastily and nicely and
peatly, and look well, and we will give her from three to five dollars a week'"
and you propose to get rid of these things by fining those who 'are compell~d
to resort. to .such extremes to live. I tell you these things to show you that
the question IS an American question. It is a question of the nineteenth
century.
IS

I am charged with having made some inflammatory harangues within the
last few years. It has been testified to here that I made a speech at the
Twelfth street Turner Hall in 1885. The language I used on that occasion
has b~en.referred to. To show the character of that meeting, and that of the
orgaDlzatlon to which I belong, I have only to say that that meeting was
Oall d in pursuance of a desire on the part of the Socialists to find out whether
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they were right or wrong, and to compare their views with the views of gen. tlemen who continually asserted that the"y were wrong. Tfose gentlemen
were invited there to discuss the question, and would have been given an
opportunity. and as much time as any Socialistic speaker in that meeting to
reply to the creed of Socialism. I do not think it was claimed that I said anything very indammatory at that meeting. The city was placarded with bills
inviting the professional and business men to come there and discuss those
questions with us. They did not come in any great force. I was charged
with having, at Mueller's Hall, as chairman of the meeting, called ,upon the
audience to dispute with the Socialists and controvert anything that might
have been said in behalf of private capitalism, as this would be the last opportunity before we beg~n to take their property. The man who testified to that
knows under what circumstances it was said. It was said because the critics
on Socialism had charged us with a desire to take the property of others, instead of examining into our position; and the audience understood it was a
joke as a sort of a take-off on the criticisms on Socialism.
It is well known that the reporters of the papers are a most intelligent (1)
class of men. I do not know any class of people among whom I have found
so many stupid people, and I have a very extensive acquaintance with them.
With regard to what was stated about me at one time, when I was charged
with making indammatory statements here, I wish to say that at that time
I was in Cincinnati, and I can prove it by a thousand persons of Cincinnati.
Mr. Spies went with me to the depot the night before and bought me a ticket.
I will speak a little further about my friends, the reporters, because the reporters have been depended upon to ~roduce the ~onviction in th!s case. It
is well known in this and every readmg communIty that reports m the newspapers cannot be depended upon. There is not a public speaker in this country but what has had cause to complain of the reports ~f his s~eeches in t~e
newspapers. So intolerable has thIS become that the chIef magIstrate of thIS
country, I ss than a year ago, stated-and it was pUblished all through the
country-that there never was an age in the world in which newspaper lying
existed to the extent that it does now, and' there nev~r was a country in which
it existed to the extent that it does in this. Since my incarceration in jail,
Mr. Harrison has been so utterly disgusted with the promises of the.reporters
to correctly report news, that he has given orders to his subordinates at the
headquarters of the city department to refuse to give them any more news.
"It is no use; ,you will lie about it. I have tried you and tried you, and you
have lied about it, and I, will give you no more news," he has said. And yet
we have been convicted on this kind of testimony. Reporters have been
brought here to prove that I was a conspirator and was intending to sack
Michigan avenue, intending to create a riot and revolt in this city, by quotations from my speeches. I 'have shown you, my friends-I am speaking to
you as well as to the court, and I am speaking to the country-that reports of
newspapers cannot be depended upon, and a man whose lifb is placed in jeopardy on the bare report of a newspaper reporter, is as liable to .be mur~er~d
not. At Twelith street Turner Hall I made a speech concernIng the, flot ill
London. On that occasion I stated that the same caUBeIil in Chicago. would
produce the same results that we had seen in London, and that the privileged
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classes ~f this city who had read of the homeless and down-trodden and des-'
parMeli poor of London creating the havoc and consternation that they h~d
in the east end of London by throwing bricks through the Oarleton Olub windows, need not be surprised if the same causes here would bring out a
mob which would march down Michigan avenue and throw a brick through
t:he window of the Oalumet Club. I said that the same causes existing here
would produce the same resultf.'. A reporter of one of the morning papers
came into the hall after I had got tbrou~h, and was sitting down in the hall,
and the next morning he stater! that Samuel Fielden had said that he would
1ea<l a mob down Michigan avenue and he himself would throw a brick
throllghthe window of the Oalumet Olub. And it is on such testimony as
this that I have been convicted of murder.
The Board of 'Trade mEeting has been referred to" and it has been
claimed by that intellectual class of people, the detectives, that that night I
advised the people t6 go in there. and partake of their twenty dollar supper.
Johnson, himself, though not the most truthful of persons, says he did not
hear anything of that kind.. I will say here for the edification of the gentlemen who have produced this conviction, I defy them to find a single report of
that meeting in any of the morning papers that bears such a statement, and
they all contained reports of it. They come in here and give evidence worse
than their remarkable reports. Not one reporter in the next morning's papers
reported me as having said anything of the kind. What I did say on' that
occasion, was that tj:re Board of Trade of this city had received considerable
eulogy from the press of this country for the grand str1l,cture they had erected
in which to trade on the means of existence of the people of the country. It
was claimed, I said that that monument 0f architectural beauty had cost
nearly $2,000,000. I repeat this now, because any of you who read the papers
that morning will reml'mber that you have seen this report. I said before it
had been in existence many years as a Board of Trade, it would have cost the
people of Chicago and the northwest two billion dollars. I said nothing about
going in there. I said that the eulogy that had been given to these men
should not go unrebuked; that the working classes, on whose substance the
B')ard of Trade had' been built, had been called to that meeting to discuss
this question,· and to get up a demonstration which would march around the
Board of Trade and show them that not all the community 'was eulogizing
them and their business; that there was an element in it which disapprovell
of Boards of Trade. That was all there was of that speech.
Much has been said of the American Group meetings. In the spring of
1880 a gentleman came here from Washington, and attended our meetings.
He had studied the labor question.' He lister:ed to what we had to say, and
disapproved our position. I challenged him to a public discussion.' He came
and stayed at the Palmer House, and the next Sunday we had a debate on
the principles of Socialism, he claiming that these were not the means by
which the condition of society would be renovated, and I claiming that they'
were. Since this trial has been in progress that gentleman has written a let~
ter to us informing us that he was willing to come upon the stand here and
testify that our meetings were not for the purpose of inciting people to riot,
but merely for the discussion of economic questions. And that was all the
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meetings were for. I was not indicted for inciting to riot. If I had b.een; I
colIld have brought a good deal of this evidence in. Twenty men were'm ,the
witness room ready to testify to the Board of Trade meeting and the language
used there on that and other occasions where we had spoken; but we thou~ht
we were being tried for murder. We found out afterwards we were bemg
tried fot Anarchy, and that was the reason we did not think it necessary to
bring those men upon the stand. There was a separate indictm~nt for inciting to riot, as well as the indictment for murder, and that eVIdence would
have been proper to combat the charge of inciting to riot.
After the Board of Trade demonstration we came back to No. 107 Fifth
avenue, and Mr. Parsons and Spies and I spok(;l from th~ window. I told the
people on that occasion that they had shown that they dIsapproved of Boards
f Trade' that they had possibly put a bee in the bonnet of the Board of
~rade me~. I advised them to go home and study political economy and
learn what was their position in society, but not one word advising them to
go to Marshall Field's. But it is very cle~r why there ~hould have been so
much testimony brought in here regardmg Marshall FIeld. The fore~an of
the jury was one of Marshall Field's salesmen. He depended upon hIm for
his daily wages; he depended on him for preferment. A .witness was br?ug~t
. here who testified before the coroner's jury to hearmg a conversatIon m
~~ane's alley previous'to the Haymarket meeting, between Spies and Schwab,
and got them held to the grand jury, an,d Marshall ~ield has ~iven that man
a job. This is brought in before the man on the Jury, who IS dependent on
Marshall Fi~ld (or his living. He has given a job to the man who gav~ s,uch
damaging testimony before the coroner's jury in order to get our conVIctIOn.
Why was it not plain to anybody why there should have been so much Marhall'Field lugged in htlre? When it was shown to the employee of Marshall
~ield who is on the jury, that his employer has given a job to the principal
witn~ss against the prisoners, since giving his evidence again.st them at t?e
coroner's inquest, was it not a hint to the juror as t~ what ~md of a. verdict
his employer wanted? On no occasion, except as lllustratl~g a pomt, has
anybody, at any Socialistic meeting tha~ I ever attended, ~dvIsed anybody to
<) to Marshall Field's and taking anythmg.
vVe have pomted, perhaps, to
~arshall Field. I, on the lake front, have pointed to Poll~an's building
there to illustrate a point; and the English language might as well be changed
to the Patagonian language if illustrations are not t9 be used. At the large
demonstration at the Market Square, when there were 10,000 people there before
they marched to Ogden's Grove, Parsons and I spoke there,. and I distinctly
told them that the Socialists did not propose the destructIon of property or
the robbing of houses. I pointed at the ,bUildings, but did not propose anything of that kind. I have told them so many a time.
.
All the meetings of the American Group were for the purpose of dlscusing things. Of course, in the discussion th~ persons on the different sides
always advocate their own views j therefore they were for ~he advoca~y of
anything, and the discussion of anything, and many men of dIfferent shade~
of opinion have been at those meetings, and know that ther~ w:r~ no m~et
ings of the American Group held for the purpose of treason or mCltmg to rIot.
You may have satisfied these twelve jurymen that there was, but these men
outside know it was not so.
'
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I went to a special meeting on the night of the 4th of May, at 107 Fifth
avenue, and it was necesearythat I should go there, for I was treasurer of the
organization, otherwiee I should not have been at the Haymarket meeting.
On the Sunday previous I met a man at No. 54 West Lake street, who told
me he had been at a meeting of the Trade and Labor Assembly, and at that
time the organizer of the Central Labor Union came to me and asked me to
Bpeak Tuesday night at Workingmen's Hall, No. 376 West Twelfth street. I
think I agreed to go there. Monday night I was at No. 54 Lake street, and
spoke to the wagon makers, and went home; Tuesday I was out of town all
day. I went ten miles in the country as a teamster, in which business I have
been engaged in deluding the workingmen and making money out of them!
I .was out of town all tbat day, and could not pel sanally have known of any
arrangementH for the meeting at the Haymarket until I got to No. 107 Fifth
~venue, .about 8 o'clock. I should hav~ gone to the other meeting, but what
lIttle thmgs change so much the current of a man's life! Just the fact of my
Beeing an advertisement in the News will cause my death for if I bad not seen
it I should not havp. gone. I have committed no more ~rime, and have no
more knowledge or inteution of cQmmitting crime, than I had when I was on
my wagon that day. It has been ingeniously urged that the American Group
never met there before, meaning to convey the idea to the jury tbat they went
there in pursuance of a conspiracy. Tbe fact of the matter is that they met
there many a time, and there were many reasons why an honest man might
have assumed that their meeting there that night was not suspicious, for all
the halls in Greiff's were occupied long before, for the days On which they
were to be used came during the eight hour excitement. Even if it were true
that the American Group had not met there before, this is a plausible reason
in itself. I have shown the jury here a handbill calling upon the workingwomen to organize, and it was for that reason that I was called to No. 107
Fifth avenue, on the night oi the 4th of May; and after Rau ~ame back from
the Haymarket, he said there was nobody there but Spies and a large audience. That is enough to ehowthat Spies should know I was at No. 107.
?'" our honor has repeated my Haymarket speech very frequently here,
and It would ee~m as though it was a tender morsel to roll under the tongue
of those interested in this conviction. On that occasion I said that Mr. Foran
had made a speech in the House of Congress. I claim here that there is no
man that understands the English language but will say that there was more
threat, more violence, more of an incitement to riot in the speech of Foran
than anything said on the Haymarket that night. .F'oran's speech was published in Chicago. In discussing the Arbitration Bill he said that it was useless for the workingmen of this country to expect a remedy for their grievances by legislation. He said further: "Only when the rich men of this
country understand that it is dangerous for them to live in a community where
there are dissatisfied workingmen, then and not till then will the labor question be sulved." There is nothing in the speeches of the Haymarket that is
all violent as that. What would have been said throughout the country if the
police force of Washington had gone into the chamber of Congress and cleaned
It out on account of what Foran had said? Wouid it have been justified anywhero?
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.It was claimed here that it was because of the violence of Fielden's speech
that the police ~ere called. I would humbly submit to those who make that
claim that they read up the testimony given at the coroner's inquest by the
detectives and policemen who testified there. There was hardly one of them
that knew a word that Fielden had .eaid; but something must be done to hold
Fielden. They knew that his statement before the coroner was true. The
'prosecution knew it. They undoubtedly, with their detectives, had inquired,
and they knew he had done nothing. Therefore, they must present this
speech to the jury and claim that it was that which brought out tbe police.
The statements before the coroner's jury did not claim anything of that kind,
and it was not brought out at the coroner's jury until I made Illy statement
there, and that was the last statement made there. Coroner Hertz said: "Did
you say this?" No man knew I had said it until I acknowledged it. Bonfield
did not know that Fielden had said anything of that kind, and he did not testify to it. Captain Ward did not know.
There are many things about that coroner's inquest. It has been stated
by several policemen and two detectives thaJ; when I got down from the wagon
I called out" Here come the bloodhounds; you do your duty and. I'll do
mine." And a lieutenant of a very intellectual cast of countenance swore
here that when the police came up to the crossing, half a block away, he
heard Fielden say: c. Here come the bloodhounds; you do your duty and I
will do mine." He has sworn here-and I think the fact that a policeman
could be made to swear to such an apparent lie as this, muat, to any intelligent person, be disgusting-that when they got to the wagon, and Captain
Ward told the meeting to disperse, I deliberately, on that wagon; pulled a
revolver and s~ot at Bonfield and Ward. Bonfield said he could have touched
me with his hands when I stepped from the wagon, and Ward said the same
thing, and they didn't see it. Lieutenant Steeie, in a.very significant manner, when asked if he saw me shoot, or heard me say, "Here come the bloodhounds; you do your duty, and I'll do mine," said: "I will tell nothing but
what I know." He was standing at the tail end of the wagon, where he could
touch me, and he says: "I heard no such language." Wessler stated that-he
ran up the sidewalk, and when he came back I was firing at the police. He
claims that he shot me, and he brings Foley, whom he claims to have run up
the sidewalk with him and come back with him, to substantiate.the fact that
Fielden was standing at the wagon and shooting at the policemen when they
came back, and that he shot me as I stood behind the wheel, on the sidewalk.
He says: 'c Fielden rolled under the wagon after he was shot." Foley says
the man that Wessler shot at the wagon was lying under the wagon between
the two fore wheels, one on each side. If it had been a fair Jury would it
have convicted any man on that testimony?
Krueger, who claims to have had a duel with me there, claims that as
soon as I jumped from the wagon I ran there and began firing at him, and
that he shot me as I ran into the alley. And yet I was shooting there as
these men came back from up the street, and was shot by Wessler, as they
say, after their return. This other man claims he shot me as I was running
up the alley. Then comes the truthful James Bonfield, who claims to have
sneaked around the corridor of the Central Station jail on the night of the 5th

of May. He sneaked up against the wall where Fielden could not see him
and he .listened to conversation between Fielden and Knox and Graham:
'~porters. H~ is brought on to corroborate the statement of Krueger that
FIelden ran Into the alley. He claims he overheard Fielden admit to these
reporters that he ran through the alley. The State brings the reporter Knox
npon the stand. They did not bring Graham after they got through with
Knox. Knox was asked: "Did Fielden say to you that he went through the
alley?" "No; he said he went around the corner." Now, no man would
state that if he had gone into the alley, because the wagon was close to the
alley, and the corner meant the corner of Randolph··street. I did state that I
went ~round, the c?rner after I had passed the alley. That proves somebody
was lYlllg. They did not bring Graham on to substantiate James Bonfield.
I ask any reasonable man to consider ail this testimony; to consider whether
.there co~ld have been a jury that was fll;ir-minded that could have said beyond '
r all questIOn of douht, that Fielden did fire into that crowd of police.. That is
all I ~ave to sa~ on that question. But even the worst newspaper in the city
.of Chicago admitted before the conclusion of this case that it was l'xceeding}y
dou?tful whether Fielden had fired a shot there or not, or whether he had
'ever hallowed out, "You do your duty and I will do mine. Here come the
bloodhounds." Let us put a hypothetical question now: If I had said something ,which might have been construed into an incitement to riot, but' if,
when the policemen came there, I did everything a man could do to have the
meeting disperse peaceably, in obedience to the demand of Ward to have it
disperse-and there is no other claim than this, which is contradicted by the
State's attorney's claim against me, and that I did nothing but walk away
peaceably-could a fair-minded jury have convicted me? You will remember
that the reporter, Freeman-and Freeman is a State witness-who knelt down
on the side.w,alk within three feet of the wheel where it is said I was shooting,
swears POSitively that there was nobody at that wheel. It is acknowledged
by Foley and Wessler that there were two young men standing up against the •
'wall of Crane's factory nearly opposite the wagon. Those men came here
voluntarily and swore there was no shooting done from that place; and the
State's attorney in his closing argument practically admits that it is doubtful
whether this testimony is the truth. He said if Fielden did not shoot at the
police, then he is not made of as good clay as I thought him to be, which
means, if Fielden did not shoot, then he is no man. He ought to have done
so if he was any good. This. is not garbled, it is not colored.• Is it not as
strong as it could be against the possibility of my having done anything of
that kind there? Now, if I did not shoot there, if I did not call to the people
" Here come the bloodhounds; yon do your duty and I will do mine" and
if I, as testified by Bonfield, Steele and Ward, went away peaceably, gi~ing an
example to the meeting, if someone else goes and commits murder, am I
responsible for his al/t? Mr. Ward will corroborate me when I say that Ihad
no desire that that meeting should be anything else than peaceable, and that
there should be resistance to the officers. If it had not been intended that I
should be connected with some' act of that kind, and by that means, the
papers of this city would call Fielden a coward, who wonld run at the first
Ilabt of the police. But no. They elevate me to the very pinnacle of bravery
In order to bang me.
.
I,
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I do not suppose that there ever was a cnminal asked to state why death
should not be passed upon him, that ever succeeded in convincing the judge
that it should not. I do not expect that this will be any exception to the
rule. I can only conclude that the reason ·this is asked of each l'risoner is
that he may, having failed to convince the jury that has tried him, convince
the great jury that will sit upon his case when he is gone, that he is not guilty.
I expect to succeed in convincing the latter, though I have failed in the former. I claim here now, on a reasonable interpretation of the language which
I have used at the Haymarket, and which I have admitted I have used, and
there is not a man in the row by the State's attorney who will claim that I
have shown a desire on this witness stand to deny anything that I have done
-everything that I have done has been open and above-board. If there is
, anything that I have hated in this world ever since I knew anything at all, it
was trickery. If I had been a trickster I could have possibly been somewhere
else today. .
I have been charged with having said: "Throttle the law!" Your honor
will bear in mind that I had quoted from Foran's speech when I said that,
and it was a deduction, assuming that Foran spoke the truth. If it is true, as
Foran says, that nothing can be got by legislation-legislation is supposed to
btl for the interests of the community-if it is not for their interest, it certainly
operates against t'hat portion of them whose interests it does not subserve.
Legislation cannot be made that will not affect somebody'in Bome particular way. It must affect them in some way. Then if nothing can be got by
legislation, and hundreds of men are paid every year to legislate for the community, it is a foregone fact, and its logic cannot be disputed, that if that portion of the coummunity which can receive no benefit from legislation does not
throttle that law which is doing this legislation it will throttle them. The
word" throttle" is supposed to be a terrible word. There would not have
•
been anybody in this community who would have claimed that the word is a
bad word to use if the bomb had not been thrown on the night of May 4. It
is a word widely used as meaning to abolish; if you take the metaphors h'om
the English language, you have no language at all. It is not necessary, your
honor, that because a man says" throttle the law" he means" kill the policemen." There is no such necessary connection. If I were to advise a man to
kill Phil. Armour, would you conclude by that tbat I advised somebody to kill
his seivan.t or somebody employed by him? I was speaking of these laws
which could do no benefit to the working classes, and which have been
referred to by Foran. Now, policemen generally are not men of very intellectual calibre. They are not men who ought in any civilized community to
be made the censors of sptoech" or of the press. If I, on that night, had used
languag.. which could reasonably have been interpreted as being incendiary,
how is it that every witness on both sides of this case has testified that the
meeting was getting on more peaceful during the d~livery of my speech?
Surely that shows that the meeting did not understand it as inciting to riot,
and t_hat it had no such effect upon the m-eeting.
_
•
.When Harrison left Mr. Bonfield; it is claimed by both of them that Hiurison.said to Bonfield, "I guess there is no danger. There will be no trouble."
, And 'Bonfield says, "Well; I will keep the police· here and see if there will be

any trouble." The testimony 88 to.. the character of the meeting shows that it,
became more quiet during the delivery of Fielden's speech. Where was the
daiJger then that ~ustified the marching of 200 armed police upon it? If I had
said something that should not have been said-something that was an incitement to' riot, there was still no necessity of these policemen provoking a riot
that. nij:(ht, because there w.as no indication that there was going to be trouble.
It has never been claimed by the prosecution that we had anything to do with
what they had heard as to the possible blowing up of the freight house. They
could have let the meeting disperse peaceably,- of its own volition, and they
could have come to my house and arrested me for that incendiary language,
if it had been such. There was no necessity for provoking a collision that
night, because the meeting has been proven overwhelmingly to have been a
peaceful meeting up to the close, and I claim that the language, reasonably
interpreted, was not necessarily incendiary. A newspaper of this city is discussing the coal monopoly, as it is called-perhaps that is incendiary langua~e. The constitution of t.he United States has never clearly defined what
incendiary l!lnguage is, that I know of. If it had I should have informed
'myself of what it was, and tried to keep myself within the bounds.
A recess was taken until two o'clock.
Upon the reconvening of the court in the afternoon, Mr. Fielden continued his speech.
Your honor: When we adjourned for dinner I was speaking to you about
my version of the meeting, of the language used at the Haymarket on May 4.
~ was speaking to you about the character of ~hat meeting and the unjustifiable interruption of it. I was trying to point out to you and show you by the
~vidence that it was a peaceable meeting; that there was no indication in the
demeanor of the crowd of a desire to comIIlit any act which would make them
liable tq arrest and punishment. I was giving you my version of the sentence,
"Throttle the law." I told you that it was a deduction based upon an assumptiori, and, in my opinion was a logical deduction, that if laws are enacted
for the community, which cannot benefit one class in that comm]lnity, it is
the interest of that class that the laws should be abolished and the law-making machines' discontinued. I ought to know, myself, what I meant. Your
honor has put an interpretation on the expression, "throttle the law," that it .
.meant to kill the police because they were the servants of the law; and that
throttlJng the law could not mean what I said in its literal sense, it being an
intangible thing to do. Now, in the light of the principles that have been
eworn to on this stand by witnesses for the State, I say in the definition which
Parsons gave of the intentions and objec.ts of the Socialists, in addressing the
'meeting at the Haymarket, it was not the intention of that organization to
take any man's life; that it was merely the system that made such men' 'poseible that we are aimipg at. When we consider that it has been provE;jn by
witnesses on both sides that that was the object of the organization to which
Mr. Parsons and I belonged, will not t):J.e words, "throttle the law," bear another interpretation, and ll. more plausible one? The law is an institution;
tb policemen are a necessary part of it. It is' the doing away with the insti~
tl\t1on, not the policeman-and I defy anyone to prove that, on a fair iIiter-
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pretation of the language used that !;light, ,there was anything in that speech
that could reasonably be called incendiary.
You will ,bear in mind that I said" Men in their blind ra~e attacked McCormick's, and the police shot them down." Now, certainly a man who
charges a class of people with (toing something" in their blind rage," cannot
be said to approve of their acts; cannot be said to he encouraging tbat blindness, and the fact that I said" in their blind rage," shows that I did not
approve of attacking McCormick's; that there was an underlying meaning to
it, which, when read between the lines, explains all that it should logically
have meant. "When men in their blind rage attacked McCormick's, the
, police shot them down." There was a conflict' between these men. As I have
claimed here al,ld elsewhere in the city, these men did it in their ignorance.
They did not understand it. They looked upon McCormick as a cause of their
trouble. We have been represented-or at least they had drawn that inference from disputes which had occurred with McCormick in the last year or
two-that it was such men as McCormick that were the cause of their trouble,
and in their blindness and their ignorance they attacked McCormick's building. It is not disputed that Isaid the words Just quoted. Now, if these men
had understood, as Sociaiists understand it, this industrial question, th~y
would have known that it was foolish and ridiculous to think that the\' could
better tbeir condition by attacking a person's property. If they had' understood this social question as Socialists understand it, they would have understood that it was the system and not the instrument of the system, not the
victim of that system. I claim that McCormick, Jay Gould, and William H.
Vanderbirt are as much the victims of the system which obtains, and which I
claim is an unjust' one, as are the beggars who walk the streets and crowd the
station houses to keep themselves from being frozen to death in the winter.
And it is these particular classes that are arrayed against each other. True,
one of the victims gets a better share of the profits of the system than the
other. They are no less the victims, and the conflicts and quarrels that exist
among them affect them both more or less. Therefore I say that when I said,
"Men in their blind rage attacked McCormick's, and the police shot them
down," it Wll:S carrying out that idea, which was intended to be conveyed to
these people, that it was the system which protected McCormick's inter-ests.
But, as I went on, I said: "When McCormick attacked their interests, the
police did not attack McCormick." I had claimed that the present social
system is sustained more in the interests of one class than in the interests of
another. I claim that it is necessarily so. Now, McCormick's factory may
be said to be his tools, if you please-his means of getting a living. And certainly when the rioters attack his factory they attack his means of livelihood.
The police came to McCormick's defense. I believe, your honor-and I am
, well acquainted with the policemen in the district in which I live-that there
is not one of them who believes that I entered into a conspiracy to kill a
policeman. I have no better friends than the poli\::emen who have traveled
that beat•. And I do not say that policemen go to attack rioters because it is
their desire to do so. It is because they are the preservers of peace under the
present social relations, and they were sent there to keep these men from
destroying the means of livelihood of McCormick.,
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" I have frequently said that there was a conflict between two classes of
_Iociety. They must necessarily come fnto contact with each other under the
present regulations. And there are times when McCormick, in his blind c~n·
ception of what he thinks is his interest, attacks the means of livelihood of
those who have no property and no machines. I said that when this side of
the case was presented to the present organization, which maintains the present social relation, there was nobody that came to the assistance of the classes'
which were attacked by McCormick. I drew the inference that the arrange, ments were wrong, because of the fact that those who protect McCormick
when he is attacked, do not protect the working classes when they are
attacked by McCormick. They will necessarily come in conflict under these
regulations. How? Sometimes McCormick has reduced wages. Wages are
the means of existence to those wbo have no property, and who are compelled
to live by the sale of their labor. It is their machinery, and the police have
never come to the assistance of the working classes, when their means of living
have been attacked in that way. Sometimes they' are attacked by a machine.
',Do not understand me to say that I blame McCormick for buying a machine,
because under the present social and- industrial system men have the right to
buy machines, if the system is right. But if the system is wrong, they have
DOt; and it is the system that is responsible, and not they.
, I am given to understand, and I believe it to be true, that about a year
ago McCormick introduced some moulding machines into his factory. McCormick employed about 125 moulders before the introduction of these machines.
• Before that time he had a strike of his men owing to a dispute about wages, or
about the regulations of the Union to which these moulders belonged. MeCor, mick had acceded to certain terms. He had to do it because of the strength
of the Union. He could not get any moulders to do his work because the
Union resolved that it would not work except its terms were acceded to. But
there was something else which McCormick found out that was Dot subject to
any Union. That was a moulding machine. And when McCormick had got
possession of the moulding machine he had got possession of machinery which
did with the assistance of twenty-five men what it had required 125 men to
do before. Don't you think, your honor; that that was an attack upon the
interests of these twenty men out of twenty-five, or 100 out of 125? It would
, not inake any difference whether he had a right to do it. I am not speakill'g
of that phase of the question. These men had families after the introduction
of those machines as they had before. The families cried for bread. The
children cried for shoes, and the ~omen cried perhaps for a sewing machine.
These hundred men were tUIlled out, and then McCormick said: "Now I am
'mallter of the situation. I will take back all the conditions that I have m'ade
with my men when I needed 125 of them."
The rate of wages is regulated by the number of men who are out of emp~oyment. ' When four men out of five are turned out of employment, there is
Dothing in the world for these fonr men to do but to bid and see how much
lower each one can work on that man's job who is retained than the others.
It- tends to a rednction of wages. And the introduction of machinery in that
way is a direct attack upon the interests of those who have no means and canDQt have any. Maxwell Brothers introduced' 80me box-m\lo!ring machines
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about a year ago. There was quite a Vvely quarrel between them and'the
box-nailers. I understand that after the introduction of taose box·makin'g
machines only one man was required to do the work that was formerly done
by two and a half-two persons could do the work of five. Now. I ,claimed in
public speeches and discussions that these men who fought about the intraduction~f the box machines did not unders'tand the real question at iSSQ~.
Improved machinery-I claim now what I have claimed all along in the discussion of this industrial problem-is calculated to benefit all classel! of humanity and society. But it is the use to which they are put. If they can be
bought by one person and used in the interests of that person, so that he can
hire labor cheap, or dispense with.labor, they are a benefit to no person save
the man who has money enough to purchase a machine, and they are a direCt
injury under such regulations to those who cannot purchase a machine. It is
ridiculous to argue that it nquires men to make machines and it makes work
in that way. If it required as much labor to make them and as much expe~
diture to make them as it did away with labor, there would be no object in a
man's buying the machine. That answers itself. So that under the present
regulations,-and this language of mi~e will bear the interpretation which I
have given, when you take everything into consideration, and I think.it is
the more plausible interpretatior.-and I will say to you here that, when Mr.
English brought this report, he admitted it to be but a garbled report of my
speech-Diy conception of justice is this, that a man ought never to be allowed
to testify against a man who is on trial for his life, when he admits, before he
gives his testimony, that it is incorlect. I do not think that it is in the int~r
est of justice that such testimony should be given. Mr. English admits that
before he left the Tj'ibune office that night' to go to that mEeting, he was
advised not to bring a correct report. If he had brought a correct report he
might have been discharged. He was instructed not to do it. That was l:iis
work for that night, to only take what he considered the inflammatory or
incendiary portions of the speeches. You can take no speech delivered by
any person and do it justice by extracting what you consider the inflammatory
portion. I have heard men make speeches in my time, and I have had to pay
very close attention to know what they were driving at. They would take an
hour to prove a position. If you judged them in half an hour you would not
get at all the position they were trying to prove. It is often the case when
listening to public speakers'that I have noticed they will speak along and
along, and then in the last few minutes of the speech they, will show exalltly
what they mean. There will be some language used there that modifies your
~onception of their meaning, and opens it all up,and you see the beauty of
the whole argument. Mayb.e you would not have seen it if it hadn't been for
that unlocking of the secret.
I am charged with having spoken of rebellion. But before I 8peak of
that, I will refer again to some of the words which have been introduced here.
I am charged with having said" stab the law." No one claims but that :it
was in connection with my conception of the meaning of FO,ran's speech, aJ?d
the word" stab" is not necessarily a threat of violence upon any person. Here
at your primary elections you frequently hear the adherents of differentc8:ndidates state before the primaries are called'that they will'" knife" so and ,so.

Do they mean that they are going to kill him, stab him, take his life away
from him? 'Ilhey are forcible expressions-very emphatic expressions. They
are adjectfves which are used in different ways to carry conviction and perhaps make the language more startling to the audience in order that they
may pay attention. I remember now when the dispute was going on in England as to the extention of the franchise in 1866 and 1867, when such large
meetings were called all through England to dispute the aIlsertion of Disraeli,
afterward Lord Beaconsfield, that the working classes did not want the franchise, that John Bright replied to the letter of Beaconefield, saying that there
might be some excuse for Beaconsfield if he had said this in the heat of a
speech, but having sat down and coolly written it out, there was no excuse
for it, showing that such a parliamentarian ~s John Bright is, with.per~aps
no superior in his time, thought there was an excuse for men droppmg mto
language in the heat of speeches which afterward they might have thought it
;'ould have been better not to have used, as their speech might have looked
better without it. I say this language does not necessarily mean an incitement to violence. I have used the word" rebellion." Now, you know the
~ord " rebellion" is not neces8arily an incitement to violence. And if it
were, let me call your attention to an incident which occurred in the House
of Commons a hundred years ago. When the ill-starred attempt was made
under Montgomery to capture Quebec and he lost his life, a member of the
House of Commons, generous as he wae, brought up the question of the death
W. Montgomery, whom many there had known. He spoke of him as a gallant,
brave, generous, able, and amiable gentleman. Another member said he was
a gallant, generous and an amiable rebel. Lord North rose in his majesty on
the floor of the House of Common!!. and said: "I am far from conceding that
it is a disreputable term to be called a rebel. The very principles' and the
privileges which we in constitutional England enjoy on this floor today; were
acquired by rebellion." That langu,age could be used on the floor of the Honse
of Commons a hundred years a~o, and it was not thought to be an incitement·
to violence.
,
I return once more to call your attention to the coal monopoly. I believe
I called your attention to it before, but did not finish. It has raised the price
of coal by restricting the ontput. It has deprived men of their labor. The
coal monopoly wants money for its coal. The miners want coal to burn.
They must pay money for the coal. It'turns its miners away from the mines
and restricts the output, and then it raises the price of coal. Of course it does
Dot need a very great logician to know that when a man is turned out of employment he cannot pay more for his coal than he could before. Looked at in
this way, this is the logic of the coal monopoly and the injustice it has .done
to the public. A Chicago-I will not mention the paper-a prominent ChICago
paper advises the" throttling of the coal monopoly." Henry George, in his
work on protection, advises the throttling of protection. He does not mean
to say that he wants to throttle Judge Kelley or James G. Blaine. I also said
the law turns large numbers out on the wayside. Does anybody deny it? If
it is true that the law does not make laws in the interest of th.e working
laee s, but makes la~s-and it must necessarily make them in the interests of
tb
tb r claes if it does not for them-then it does trirn men out upon the
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wayside! I nave reference to the introduction of machinery-twenty out of
twenty-five turned out of employment. Arethey not tu'rned out upon the
wayflide? Any question about it? 1£ they were laws that did not turn men
out upon the wayside, and I knew that they did not, I would not tell anybody that they did.
'
,. Thomas Cooper, a chartist in England, was once visited in his old ag~ by
a friend of his. A little girl came up to'him with a book in her hand with
pictures in it, opened the front of it and showed him the fly leaf, and she said,
"Mr. Cooper, write something for me." And Mr. Cooper wrote:

ihetp. And that is all that they can possibly mean by any:kind of gymnastics.
When I say it does turn theIP out upon the wayside; when I know-and
Captain Schaack knows how many men there were last winter, and the win~r before that, who came to him and asked him if he would please allow
them to sleep on the station floor, to keep them from the inclemency of the
weather,-I say it has no mercy, And why should su~h men have mercy upon
it as to keep it in existence? Why should they not destroy it'as long as it is
destroying them?
Your honor, after the Haymarket meeting, after I had escaped from the
sb~wers of bullets with a slight wound, and after I had been around, as I told
you on the witness stand, trying to find my comrades who had been at the
meeting, to find out whether they were alive or not, I went home. 'fhe explosion of the bomb was as much a surprise to me 8S it was to any policeman.
You can judge how I felt at that time, not knowing wbat damage had been
done, the suddenness'of such a calamity coming down upon one, and knowing,
as I must have, that I should be held in some respect, at least, responsible.
After getting my wound dressed I went home. It was late. My mind was
racked with the thought of what would occur on the morrow, and I tinally
resolved, as any innocent man would have done, if they wanted me to explain
my connection with this catastrophe, let them come and ask me to do so. Mr.
Slayton has testified, here that, when he came to my house, I was sitting in
my room.
I didn't attempt to run away. I had been out walking around the street
that morning, and there was plenty of opportunity for me to have been hun~reds of miles away. When he came there I opened the door to him.
He
said he wanted me. I knew him by sight and I knew what was his occupation. I said: "All rilZht, I will'go with you." I have said here that I thought,
when the representatives of the State had inquired by means of their policemen as to my connection with it, that I should have been released. And I
say now, in view of all the authorities that have been read on the Jaw and
regardinll: accessories, that there is nothing "in the evidence that has been
introduced to connect me with that affair. One of the Chicago papers, at the
conclusion of the State's attorney's case, said that they might have proven
more about these men, about where they were and what they were doing on
the 2d and 3d of May. When I was told that Captain Schaack had got confessions out of certain persons connected with this affair, I said: "Let them
confess all they like. As long as they will tell only the truth, I care nothing
for their confessions." I had nothing to do with it, no knowledge of it, and
the gentlemen there know it.
I am going to speak about something that has not come out in the testimony. I have a right to tell it now. .I do not do it with any vindictive feeling. I do not do it to hurt anybody, but in the hope that, in the last few days
that I have to live, I may do some good by telling it, and I hope what I am
going to state will have the tendency tO'do some' good. I was arrested and
brought to the Central Station:' I had, always understood that a man who
was arrested on suspicion of having committed a crime was to be considered
innocent un,til he was proven guilty. I have received a great deal more con11derati'on since I have been proven guilty in this court than before I was so

"Love truth, my child, love truth;
It will gladden thy morn of youth,

And in the noon of life,
'l'hough it cost 'thee pain and strife
To keep the truth in its brightness,
Still cleave to thy uprightness,"

If I am to be convicted-hanged for telling the truth-the little child that
kneels by its mother's side on the West Side today, and tells its motller that
she wants her papa to come home, and to whom I had intended, as soon as
its prattling tongue should commence to talk, to teach that beautiful sentitpent-that the child had better never be taught to read; had better never be
taught that sentiment-to love truth. If we are to be convicted of murder
because we dare to tell what we think is the truth, then it would be better that
everyone of your school houses were reduced to the ground and not one stone
left upon another. If you teachl your children to read, they will acquire curiosity from what they read. They will think, and they will search for the
meaning of this and that. Th'ey will'arrive at conclusions. And then, if they
love the truth, they must tell to each other what is truth or what they think
is the truth. That is the sum of my offending. It turns them out upon the
wayside' when it is used as it is.
'
Mr. Powderly, in his official address to a large assembly of tbe representatives of labor at Richmond, Va., said the other day that Anarchy was the
legitimate product of monopoly. I have said you must abolish the private
property system. Mr. English said that I said "it had no mercy; so ought
you." Probably if I said" it had no mercy," I did not say the latter part of
the sentence in that way. I probably said, "So you ought not to have any
mercy." Is it doubted by anybody-that the system has no mercy? Does it
not pursue its natural course irrespective of whom it hurts or upon whom it
confers benefits? The private property system then, in my opinion, being a
system that only subserves the interests of a few, and can only subserve the
interests of a few, has no mercy. It cannot stop for the consideration of such
a sentiment. Naturally it cannot. So you ought,not to bavemercy on the
private property system, because it is well known that there are many people
in the community with prejudices in their minds. They have grown up under
certain social regulations,. and they believe that these social regulations are
right, just as Mr. Grinnell believes that everything in America is rigbt,
because he happened to be born here. And they have such a prejudice against
anyone who attacks those systems. Now, I say they ought not to have any
mercy upon a system that does not maintain their interests. They ought
not to have th~t respect for them that would interfere with their abolishing
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proven-in the opinion of 'the' jurors. I was taken into the corridor of the
court house. Lieutenant Shea was sitting on the table with about twenty-five
detectives around him. Mr. Slayton said, CI This is Fielden." Lieutenant
Shea said, "You - - Dutchman, before you came to this country people were
getting good wages." I said, "Mr. Shea, I am not a Dutchman." He said,
"You are -'- - - worse, you - - - - --." That i8 the language of the
officers of the law. It makes no difference whether they are Dem?cratic or
Republican officers, I speak of them as a whole. And this is a prominent official in the police department of the city of Chicago. I replied somewhat
sharply, using no epithets. It certainly occurred to me when I looked around
at those policemen, that perhaps this man, who will treat a helpless prisoner
in this way, is trying to provoke me. Perhaps he will shoot me. I think
it was a logical conclusion- to draw. A man who is II!ean enough and contemptible enough to use that language to a helpless prisoner, would go
further. And I said to myself, "If he does, who is there here to testify that
. he murdered me? Are there not twenty-five professional liars here to testify
that I tried to murder him?" These' were the thoughts that went through
my mind, and I said no more. I said "You have me here'now, you can do
.as you like with me." I will not repeat that again in your honor's presence
and in the presence of ladies. I am sorry that I repeated it now. It came
out unthinkingly, and it is a very unpleasant word to use anywhere, and
,ought not to be used by anybody. 1 was met by the worthy chief before I got
down into the cellar, Mr. Ebersold. He was informed that I was wounded
and told me to take off the bandage and show him. I did so. He said:
"
your soul, it ought to have gone in here," (pointing to his he~d
.between. the eyes). This is'the chief. And when I was about to be brought
here, and had begged and begged for some one to dress my wound (because
the doctor who dressed it the night before had told me that it must be dresse!!
in the afternoon following), I was told by a !letective whose name I don't
know, or an official, that they ought to put strychnine into it. Your honor
may not believe this. I know that it is the custom of all classes of criminals
who are charged with crime to turn around and charge indiscriminately
-everything they can possibly imagine against those who arrest tliem. I can
only make the statement. Your honor may not believe me. MIl Shea and
Mr. Ebersold may come here and say they did not say it. You may' believe
them in preference to me. But I will tell you one thing, ·there is no man who
knows Samuel Fielden but will believe him.
Your honor, we are charged with being opposed to the law. I believe
your honor knows a great deal better than I do what the law is. It would
take a man a great number of years to find out what it is. I have seen
wagon loads of books brought into this court to find out what the law is.
It is generally thought and asserted, and I believe it is a fundamental prin.ciple of the law, that no man is to be exempted from punishment for a viola.tion of the law because of his ignorance of it. Now, working at my occupa·tion as teamster fourteen hours a day, I don't think that I could have read
all of· those authorities that haveoeen quoted here to find out what the law
is, in ten lifetimes. But we are required to answer to the charge of being
Jawless individuals who violated the law, who advised the abolition of the

law and all government. Your honor has put it "The government," as though
we were conspirators against this particular government. The very fact that
hundreds of authorities can be quoted on both sides and on a dozen sides of
~y particular question, is because of the impossibility of anyone man
prescribing laws to fit any other man or number of men.
I believe there is a law, and I don't know that there is any authority which
can be quoted against it, that before a man can go into a house of a citiz~n,
he must have the authority of the law, and show that he is an officer of the
~w and in pursuit of a lawful purpose. If any m~n calling himself a policeman may go and search a house and say, "I am an officer of the law. I want
to search your house," the law requires, if I understand it, that before anyone
can search a house he shall have a search warrant. In every instance that
any house has heen searched in the prosecution of this case, there has been
Dq search warrant presented. Now, if men can violate the law who are its
aworn supporters, and who get their living by the pursuit of the law, do you
think it naturally tends to produce respect for the law on the part of those
on whom they prey, when they violate the law? If you say that very often
justice conld not under circumstances and emergencies be carried out if every
technicality of the law were obeyed, does it not show the impossibility then of
applying the law justly and rightly to every case? Now, I think that itis the
Datural tendency to beget disrespect for the law when those who are its repreI8ntatives show so little respect for it. And I wish to say that I was arrested
....j thout a warrant. Another violation of law; I was taken out upon the sidewalk, while three men went through my house, turned it upside down, as the
"leader has admitted here, although they found nothing that indicated that I
was a dangerous character-not even an empty cartridge of a revolver. They
not only did this, but my wifOl tells me that about ten men went back there
again, and, without presenting any search warrant, w(mt through the househer husband and protector in jail. Your honor, I merely state these things
to show that men hired by the law to defend it are the very one!! who throw
discredit upon it. Anyone could have gone thOlre at any time, searched that
honse, and robbed it of everything there was in it, and have just as much
jnstification in going in as any of these men had. I wish to call your attention for a little while-it is going back to tbe question I spoke of before, but
I think it is necessary in my own defense-one of this class of persons wHo
bave been in the habit of going into houses without authority of law, testified
at the coroner,'s inquest, and he testified upon this case in court, that he had
laid in the coroner's jluy room that. he had heard me say, "Here come the
bloodhounds; you do your duty and I will do mine." I would submit to
Jour honor that it would be a very good thing for you to ask one of the couneel on either side of this case to allow you to look at the report of the
coroner's jury, and see whether that man lied here or not. I have no fear of
the result of that investigation.
An interview has been held with Mr. Grinnell, and published in one of
'he papers of this city since his return from his vacation, in which Mr. Grin~
nel,l is' reported to bave said-but perhaps the reporter lied; I should not
yonder if he bad, they have done it before, and it would not be surprising"Why, these men have no p'rinciples. They did not defend themselves with
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their principles." I have said before that we were not here to defend our
principles. We were here to respond to the charge of murder. 'If we were
guilty of murder we were guilty whether we had principles or not. After we
got all our testimony in we weie then told that we were being' tried because
we had no principles. What are the duties of a prosecuting attorney? The
lawyers can give technical definitions, I suppose, but the !l:eneml idea of the
duties of a prosecuting attorney is-and I do not call in question the "fact
that they are necessary under our present social regulations-to see to it
tha.t no guilty man shall escape, if he can possibly prevent it. It is also the
duty of the prosecuting attorney, as much as it is of the defendant's attorney,
to see to it that no innocent man should suffer for any crime. Lawyers
have a peculiar code of morals. Their success in their partic"ular avocation
depends upon their gaining suits. And I am afraid there are lawyers to be
found who care little as tp whether their suit is right or in the interest of
justice and truth, so long as they can gain their case and make a reputation
for themselves. Now, it is not the duty of the prosecuting attorney to take
that view of his pObition. And ",:hen I call upon your honor to go back and
review the proceedings of the coroner's inquest, I also ask Mr. Grinnell to
review them. I ask him to see. whether any man testified at the coroner's
inquest, with the events of the 4th of May fresh in his mind, that Fielden
said on that night, "Here come the bloodhounds; you do your duty and I
will do mine." I will state further that coroner Hertz came to me shortly
after my incarceration in this building, and asked me to sign a synopsis
which he had of the testimony given in the <:oroner's room, in which synopsis there was not one word of the kind attributed to me in this trial.
We claim that the foulest criminal that could have been picked up in
the slu!Ds of any city in christendom, or outside of it, would never have been
convicted on such testimony as has been brought in here if he had not been
a dangerous man in the opinion of the privileged classes. We claim that we
are convicted, not because we have committed murder. We are convicted
because we were very energetic in advocacy of the rights of labor. I call
your attention to a very significant fact-that on this day, at this time when
the sentence of death is going to be passed on us, the Stock Yards employers
have notified their employees that they will be required to work. ten hours
~ext Monday or they will shut down. I think it is a logical conclusion to
draw that these men think they have got a dangerous element out of the way
now and they can return again to the ten-hour system. I know that I had
considerable to do with the eight-hour question, although I only spoke once
in that neighborhood, every man being a stranger to me-but I went down
there in March previous and made an eight-hour speech and formed the
nucleus of an eight·houi organization there, and the Stock Yards succeeded
in starting the eight-hour system, though they have not been able to keep it
up in its entirety. We claim we/have done much.
Mr; Neebe has told you of the advantages that have been gained by
classes of workingmen in this city through his organization of Trades,Unions
for the purpose of getting a reduction of the hours of labor. If we have succeeded to the extent that he has told you, our lives will not have been spent
in vain.
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w a~ever may be our fate-and there seems to be but one conclusion
ont~~at questIOn-we feel satisfied that we. have not lived in this world for
DO. lDg; that ,;e hav~ done some good to our fellowmen, and done what we
~~Ieve t~ be .lD the mterest of humanity and for the furtherance of justice.
re::: a satl~factlOn to know that. I repeat the language, as near as I can
p ember It, of Lady CavendiSh, after the murder of her husband in Phceb'
ark. She said: "If the death of my darling has tend~d in any ~ay to bri~x
~boutl a better u~d~rstanding and a better condition of things between thes:
,":,0 e eme~ts,. I Willingly give him up." If my life is to be taken for advoca~ng the prmclples of Socialism and Anarchy, as I have understood them and
~ne~tly believe them in the interest of humanity, I say to you that I gladly
gIve;) up; and th~ price is very small for the result that is gained.
:t our ~onor, WIth due respect to your years, I wish to say this: That it is
~I e pOSSible )'OU c~nno~ understand, having lived in a different atmosphere
what we have lived In, how men can hold such ridiculous idea~. I have
o.ubt you felt that way. Yet it is well known that persons who have lived
.0 a npe old .a.ge seldom change their opinions.
I impute no wrong motive
I~ that: It ~s a n~tur~l result. But we do claim that our principles will bear
dISCUSSIOn, investIgatIOn, and criticiom
We claim that so f
h
b
bJ
.
' .
ar as we ave
een a e to fin~ out In trying to find a cure for thtl ills of society we have not
foun~ out an~t~IDg :hat ~as seemed to fit the particular disease which ROci~t~, In our OplDlon, IS afflICted with today better than the principles of SO~i I- .
Ism, an~, yo~r .honor, Socialism, when it is as thoIough(y understood in l:is
CQmmuDity and m the world as it is by UB, I believe that the world whi 'h .
ge~e~ally honest,. pr~judiced though it may be, will not be slow t~ ado~t
prIDClples. And It WIll be a good time, a grand day for the world' it will b
a grand day f~r h~~anity; it will never have taken a step s~ far onwar~
to~a~ds per~ectl~n,.lf It can ever reach that goal, as it will when it adopls the
pnncI~le~ 01 SOCialism. They are principles that ignore no man. They are
the. prID~lpleB that co~sider the interest'of everyone. They are the principles
~hICh Will d? ~way WIth wrong, and injustice and suffering will be reduced at
east to a mlDlmum under such an organization of society. As compaled to
the present struggle for existence, which is degrading society and maki
me~, ,as I ~ave. said in the Haymarket speech, merely things and anima~g
SoCialism Will gIve them opportuniti.es .of developing the possibilities of thei;
natu~e. But under our present eXIsting economic relations there can be
nothmg. , And, your hODor, it is only, in my opinion, a short time before this
'Y,stem Will hav~ outlived itself, so as to compel the adoption of the Sociali~tic
.ystem. The eXIstence of the vast armv of unemployed men' the
. t
of'
h' h . . '
,eXIS ence
crime, vr: I? IS. becomlnK an almost intolerable burden upon the different'
CommumtIes m thiS country and in Europe to keep in check' h ' .
th t t h '
.
.
, IS S OWIDg us
a
ere IS som?thmgradically wrong. These conditi9ns will force us to ask
what that wrong IS, and force ue to adopt som~ antidotefor the evil.
I have read somewhere of a historical character who in ancient times is
r ported to have killed his comrade. Spartacus was a gladiator who livtd to
oder to the am~sement of the Roman nobles of old. He is reported as
vlng on one occaSion spoken to his fellow slaves in some such words as
b 8 or, rather, these are his sentiments. In speaking of his home, before
n
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he became a captive,. he tells them of the pleasures of his youth; he tells
them as they listen to the Numidian lion's roar, that tomorrow it will feast'
and E~tisfy its hunger upon them, "Yesterday I met in the ~(ena a glad!ator,
and I killed him. I thought of the time when I was a child on the hills of
T a
of a little boy that belonged to aneighbor, and who shared with me
my hu~ble meal as we tended our f'eparate flOCk~ on the hillsides, ~nd when
,I lifted the cowl of the gladiator that I had kIlled, I found that It was the
comrade of my youth, . Why should it be that 'We should struggle? Why
should it be that we should fight? Why should it be that we should kill each
other for the amusement of the Roman nobles?" And I say now, in an era
in which there is an intense struggle for existence amon gthe class that has
no money or property, that it is a struggle for the amuseme~t of the proper~y
nobles. The children that play together in t~e streets of C?lCago .and the Villages that dot this continent from the AtlantI~ to the Pacific, WIll grow up
and engage in a life and death struggle for eXistence, for the. amusement and
for the benefit of nobody but their masters, the American nobles. I say, ~y
friends, as you draw the line tighter and tighter, the conflicts th~t are gomg
on and will go on between these men, will array. the~ agai~st theIr m~sters.
If I can say anything in the interests of humamty, m the lllterests of liberty,
equality, and fraternity, I would say it ~ow. Take heed, t~ke heed! The
time, my friends, is not far off. The swift process ~f re~uctlOn of the masses
into a condition of depravity and degradation, as IS eVlllced b:J: the number
of men out of employmeI},t, shows us clearly where we ar~ going.. W~ cannot
deny it. No think·ing man, no re~soning man, n? .fnend of hiS kmd, can
ignore the fact that we are going rapld!y on to a preCIpICe. If I call a halt, I
consider that in the interest of humamty. I make no threats. I have never
made any threats. I have merely spoken and told the people what was the
natural result of present existing conditions. I tell them now that I do not
advise any man to commit any act which would render himself lia?le to t~e
law or to punishment; but I say to those.who have the means of. eXIstence III
th 'r possession that there may come a bme when the people "1'111 no longer
bee~rowded tog~ther, when the rats, as Mr.. Grinnell has said, will come out
of their holes. I would ask you to read Victor Hugo, read in that grand work,
~'The Hunchback of Notre Dame," the description of the vermin that crawled
out of the Latin quarter. Unpleasant as these are, they are human beings.
Look at the result of the degradation that the masses had been brought to,
d at the time of the French Revolution of 1789. They knew nothing. They
anI knew the blind rage of an enraged tiger to kill something-to destroy
on y
h
l'f
something, when their condition had become so desparate t. at I e was no
longer desirable and death had no terrors. It is a lesson of hIstory. No man
ever willfully throws his life away.
It is not probable that there will be any revolt in America, that there
will be any rebellion in any country u~der the .sun, until t~e tin:e has co~e
when the people can no longer live. They "1'111 nev~r do It untIl then. It IS
for society to think; it is for them to compare. It WIll not. do ~or a man to
look around at his little home, his own hearthstone~ an? Imagme how comfortable he is, and think because of that, that everythlllg IS lov~ly and eve~y
t!>;ng is safe. It is not. Outside are the men who are sufferlDg; men WIth
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appetites; men with passions; men with desires; men with sentiments as
fine, perhaps, some of them, as those of some of the mORt intelligent portions
of the community; men being driven to the wall. They will continue to be
unless the system is changed. When I have told you, or. indicated, rather,
how the people's means of existence have IZradually been concentrated into
the hands of the smaller quantity and number of the community, it is an indication that points unerringly to a danger. I ·wish society would avert this. I
have said upon the witness stand that it was not pleasant for me to contemplate anything of the kind. It is not a pleasant thing, but in the interest of
peace, as I told these people.
Your honor, there is one thing I wish to say about my own particular
case, and then I have done. Dynamite has been spoken of here, and it has
been charged by Mr. Ingham that all of us knew that violence was to be used
at th'l Haymarket. If he didn't say as much, it was indicated as much in
that assertion tbat we were all equally guilty. That may be so. I don't
know.the extent to which any of tb.e others are guilty. Fischer, Lingg, and
Engel are men that I have not associated with for a year. I knew Fischer; I
didn't know Lingg. Mr. Engel I have seen, bnt quite a while before the
Haymarket affair, and I know at one time he did not belong to our organization-had left it, and so had Fi~cber, and I didn't know they belonged to it.
I could not have been then conspiring with them to do anything in the Haymarket equare on the 4th of May. I hadn't seen these other gentlemen since
the Sunday previous. I helieve I didn't see Mr. Parsons on that Sunday at
all Rnd had not seen him for a week before that. I-don't know what the
ingredients of dynamite are. I had never seen, before I came into this court
room, a dynamite bomb. I have never seen any experiments or taken part in
any experiments with dynamite in any shape or form. And I never knewand I only know now, if I may believe the testimony of the detectives in this
case-that there was dynamite kept in the Arbeiter-Zeitung building. I say
these things, not because I believe that I shall be believed-because I know
as I have stated before, that every defendant, almost, asserts his innocence:
and it is about all that he can do-and it undoubtedly has been the case that
many a man, as guilty as he could possibly be, has said with as much apparent sincerity as I say it today, that he was innocent, and yet was guilty-but
I wisb to say this, that if the State's attorney or the authorities of this city
should arrest your bonor tomorrow for any crime they choose to charge you
with, they could prove you guilty if they wanted to. That is an advantage
that tlJey have. Whether it is intentional-and I am net going to charge
anything of the kind aQ'ainst any man-I know that illtentional falsehoods
have been stated here, I will charge that where I know it-I will not injure
any man's feelings; I will not charge for the sake of saving my life, any man
with being a murderer, until I know him to be that; I do not and cannot
know, having been confined the length of time I have, what influences may
have been brought to bear upon the State's attorney, that there should have
h en the evidence brought in here against me which has' been, r.nd which I
know to be false-therefore, I will not charge that it was intentional to
('I livid mo 011 llis part, but I have enggested here that he can find out manv
t,Ii1l1j(e If ho will look up certain records that I have referred to which 'Will co;-
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trovert much that has been asserted here in my particular case.
Your honor, I have worked at hard labor since I was eight years of age.
I went into a cotton factory when I was eight years old, and I have worked
continually since, and there has never been a time in my history that I could
have been bought or paid into a single thing by any man for any purpose which
I did not believe to be true. To contradict the lie that was published in connection with the bill by the grand jury charging us with murder, I wish to say
that I have never received one cent for agitating. When I have gone out of
the city I have had my expenses paid. But often when I have gone into communities, when I would have to depend upon those communities for paying
my way, I have often come back to this city with money out of my pocket,
which I had earned by hard labor, and I had to pay for the privilege of my
agitation ont of the little money I might have in my possession.
1'oday as the beautiful autumn sun kisses- with balmy breeze the cheek of
every free man, I stand here never to bathe my head in its rays again.r, I have
loved my fellowmen as I have loved myself. I have hated trickery, di!lhonesty, and injustice. The nineteenth century commits the crime of killing its
best friend. It will live to repent of it. But, as I have said before, if it will
do any good, I freely give myself up. I trust the time will come when there
will be a better understanding, more intelligence, and, above the mountains
of iniquity, wrong and corruption, I hope the sun of righteousness and truth
and justice will come to bathe in its balmy light an emancipated world., II
thank your honor for your attention.

. Address of' Albert R. Parsons.
FREEDOM.
TOIL and pray I The world cries cold;
Speed thy prayer, for time is gold.
At thy door Need's subtle tread;
Pray in haste! for time is bread.
And:thou plow'st and thou hew'st,
Aud thou rivet'st and sewest,
And thou:harveslest in vain;
Speak! 0, man; what is thy gain?
Fly'st the shuttle day and night,
Heav'st the ores of earth to light;
Fill'st with treasures plenty's horn;
Brim'st it o'er with wine and corn.
But who hatb thy meal prepared,
Festive garments with thee shared;
And where is thy cheerful hearth,
Thy good shield in battle dearth?
Thy OJ eations round thee see
All thy work, b:.It naught for thee!
Yea, of all the chains alone thy hand forged,
These are tbine own:
Chains tbat round the body cling,
CUains tbat lame the spirit's wing,
Chains that infants' feet, indeed,
Clog! 0, workman! Lo! Thy meed.
What you rear and bring to light,
Profits by the Idle Wight,
What ye weave of divers hue,
'Tis a curse-your only due.
What ye build, no room insures,
Not a sheltering roof to yours.
Aud by haughty ones are trodYe, whose toil their feet hath shod.
Human bees! Has nature's thrlIt
Given thee naught 'but honey's gift?
See! the drones are on the wing.
Have you lost the wlll to sting?
Man of llthor, up, arise!
Know the might that in thee lies,
Wheel an d shaft are set at rest
At thy powerful arm's behest.
Thine oppressor's hand recoils
When thou, weary of thy toil,
Shun'st thy plough thy task begun,
When thou speak'st: Enough is done!
Break this two fold yoke in twain:
Br "k thy want's enslaving ('hain;
BI('nlr thy t-laVer)'8 WAnt

and dread;

1I"',"1 I~ fn'Nlom, freodom bread.
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That poem epitomizes the aspirations, the hope, the need, of the working
classes, not alone of America, but of the civilized world.
Your honor: If there is one distinguishing characteristic which has made
itself prominent in the conduct of this trial, it has been the passion, the heat,
and the aDger, the, violence both to sentiment and to peraon, of everything
connected with this case. You ask me why sentence of death should not be
pronounced upon me, or, what is tantamount to the same thing, you ask me
why you should give me a new trial in order that I might establish my innocence and the ends of justice be subserved. I answer you and say that this
,verdict is the verdict of passion, born in passion, nurtured in passion, and is
the sum total of the organized passion of the city of Chicago. For this reason
I ask your suspension of'the sentence and'the granting of a new trial. This
is one among the many reasons which I hopa to present before I conclude.
Now, what is passion? Pasaion is the suspension of reason; in a mob upon
the streets, in the broils of the saloon, in the quarrels on the sidewalk, where
men tbrow aside their reason and resort to feelings of exasperation, we have
passion. There is a suspension of the elements of judgment, of calmness, of
discrimination requisite to arrive at the truth and the establishment of justice.
I bold that you cannot dispute the charge which I make, that, this trial has
been submerged, immersed in passion from its inception to its close, and even
to this hour, standing here upon the scaff<;>ld as I do, with the hangman
awaiting me with his halter, there are those who claim to represent public
sentiment in this city, and I now speak of the capi,talistic press-that vile
and infamous organ of monopoly of hired liars, the people's oppressor-even
to this day these papers are clamoring for our blood in the heat and violence
of passion. Who can deny this? Certainly not this court. The court is fully
aware of the facts.
In ord,ar ,that I may place myself properly before you, it is necessary, in
vindication of whatever I may have said or done in the history of my past life,
that I should enter somewhat into details, and I claim, even at the expense
of being lengthy, the ends of justice require that this shall be done.
For the past twenty years my life has been closely identified with, and I
have actively participated in, what is known as the labor movement in America.
I have some knowledge of that movement in consequence of this experience and
of the careful study which opportunity has afforded me from time to time to give
to the .matter, and what I have to say upon this subject relating to the labor
movement or to myself as connected with it in this trial and before this bar-I
will speak the truth, the whole truth, be the consequences what they may.
The United States census for 1880 reports tbat there are in the United
States 16,200,000 wage workers. These are the pe;sons who, by their industry,
create all the wealth of this country. And now before I say anything further
it may be necessary in order to clearly understand what I am going to state
further on, for me to define what I mean and what is meant in the labor
. movement by these words, wage worker. _ Wag~ workers are those who work
for wages and who havano other means of snbsistence than the selling of
their daily toil from hour to hour, day to day, week ~o week, month to month,
and year to year, as the case may be. Their whole property consists entirely
of their labor-strength and skill or, rather, they possess nothin~ but their
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D,lpty hands. They live only when afforded an opportunity to work"aIl;d thie
opportunity mmt be procured from the possessors of the means of Bubsistence
-capital-before' their right to live at all or the opportunity to do so is poslessed. Now, there are 16,200,000 of these people in the United State~,
accorJingto the census of 1880. Among this number are 9,000,000 men, and
reckoning five persons to each fami'ly, they represent 45,000,000 of our population. It is claimed that there are between eleven and twelve million voters
in the United States. Now, out of these 12,000,000 voters, 9,6100,000 are wage
workers. The remainder of the 16,200,000 is composed of the Women and
children employed in tbe' factories, the mines and the various avocations of
this country. This class of people-the working class-who alone do all the
useful and productive labor of this country are the hirelings and dependants
of the propertied class.
Your honor, I have, as a workingman, espoused what I conceive to be tbe
jOllt claims of the working class; I have defended tbeir right to liberty ano,
insisted upon their right to control their own labor and the fruits thereof, and
in the statement that I am to make here belore this court upon the question
why I should not be sentenced, or why I should be permitted to have a new
trial, you will also be made to understand why there is a class of men in this
conntry who come to your honor and appeal to you not to grant us a new trial.
I believe sir that the reoresentatives of that millionaire organization of Chi·
cago, kD~wn 'as the Chic'a.go Citizens' Association stand to a man demanding
of your honor our immediate extinction-and suppression by an ignominious
death. Now, I stand here as one of the people, a common man, a workingman; one of the masses, and I ask your honor to give ear to what I have to
8ay. You stand as a bulwark; you are as a brake between them and us. You
are here as the representative of justice, holding the poised scales in your
hands. You are expected to look neither to the' rignt nor the left, but to that
by which justice, and justice alone, shall be subserved. The conviction of a
man, your honor, does not necessarily prove that he is guilty. Your law
books are filled with instances where men have been carried to the scaffold
and after their death it has been proven that their execution was a judicial
murder. Now, what end can be subEerved in hurrying tbis matter through
in the manner in which it has been done? Where are the ends of justice
subserved, and where is truth found in hurrying seven human beings at the
rate of express speed to the scaffold and an ignominious deatb? Why, if your
honor please, the very method of our extermination, the deep damnation of
our taking off, ~ppeals to your honor's sense of justice, of rectitude, and of
honor. A judge ~ay also be an unjust man. Such things have been known.
We have, in our histories, heard of Lord Jeffreys. It need not follow that
because a man is a judge he is also just. As everyone knows, it, has long since
become the practice in American politics for the candidates for judgeships,
throughout the United States, to be named by corporations and m~no~oly
Influences and it is a well known secret that more than one of our chIef JUstices have'be~n appointed to their seats upon the bench of the United States,
upreme Court at the instance of the leading railway magnates o! America;t HuntingtoDs and Jay Goulds. Therefore the people are beginning to lose
oOll Ilce In Borne of our courts of law.
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Now, I ha,ve not been able to gather together and put in a consecutive
shape these thoughts which I wish to present here for your consideration.
They have been put together hurriedly in the last few days, since we began to
come in here, first, because I did not know what you would do, nor what the
position:of. your honor would be in the case, and secondly, because I did not
know upon what ground the conclusion of .the prosecution would be made
denying us1the right of a rehearing; and, therefore, if the method of the presentation of.J:thifi matter be somewhat dioconnected and disjointed, it may be
ascribed to that fact, over which I have had no control.
I maintain that our execution, as the matter stands just now, would be a
judicial murder, rank and foul, and judicial murder is far more infamous than
lynch law-far worse. Bear in mind, please, this trial was conducted by a
mob,:prosecuted by a mob, by the shrieks and howls of a mob, an organized,
powerful; mob. But that trial is now over. You sit here judicially, calmly,
quietly, and it is now for you to look at this thing from the standpoint of reason
and: common sense. There is one peculiaJ'ity about the case that I want to
call yourJattention to. It was the manner and the method of its prosecution!
On the one side, the attorneys for the prosecution conducted this case from
the standpoint of capitalists as against the laborers. On the other side, the
attorneys for the defense conducted this case as a defense against murder, not
for laborers and not a!!ainst capitalists. The prosecution in this case throughout has been a capitalistic prosecution, inspired by the instinct of capitalism,
and I mean by that, by class feelings, by a dictatorial right to rule, and a denial
to common people the right to say anything or have anyt}ling to say to these
men, by thatrclll.ss of persons who think that working people bave but orie
right and one duty to perform, viz., obedience. They conducted this trial
from thatlstalldpoint throughout, and, as was very truthfully stated by my
comrade Fielden, we were pr,osecuted 'ostensibly for murder, until, neal' the
end of the trial, when~all at once the jury is commanded, yea, commanded to
render a verdict against us as Anarchists. Your honor, you are aware of this;
you :know this to be the truth; you sat and heard it all. I will not make a
statement but what will be in accord with the facts, al1d what I do say is said
for the purpose of refreshing your memory and asking you to look at both
sides of tpis matter and view it from the standpoint of reason and common
sense.
,
Now, the money makers,the business men, those people who deal in
stocks and bonds, the speculators and employers, all that class of men known
as the money making class, haye no conception of tbis labor lfJ.uestion; they
don't understand what it means. To use the street parlance; with many of
them it is a difficult matter to "catch onto" it, and they are perverse also j
they will not have knowledge of it. They don't want to know anything about
it, and they won't hear anything about it, and they propose to club, lock up,
and, if necessary, strangle those who insist on their hearing this question. Can
it any longer be denied that there is such a thing as the labor question?
I am an Anarchist. Now strike" But hear me before you strike. What
is Socialism, or ,Anarchism ? Briefly stated, it is the right of the toiler to the
free and equal use of the tools of prod'uction, and the right of the producers to
their product. That is ·Socialism. The history of mankind is one of growth.
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It has been evolutionary and revolutionary.
The dividing line between
evolution and revolution, or that interceptible boundary line where one begins
and the other ends can never be designated. Who believed at the time that
our fathers tossed the tea into Boston harbor that it meant the first act of the
revolution separating this continent froq} the dominion of George IfI. and
founding this republic here in which we, their descendants, live today? Evolution and revolution are synonymous. Evolution'is the incubatory state of
revolution. The birth is the revolution-its process the evolution.
What is the history of man with regard to the laboring -classes? Originally the earth and its contents were held in common by all men. Then came
a change brought about by violence, robbery and wholesale murder, called war.
Later, bu't still way back in history, we find that there were but two classes
in,the world-slaves and masters. Time rolled on and we find a labor system
of serfdom: This serf labor system existed in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, and throughout the world the serf had a right to the soil on which
he lived, The lord of. the land could not exclude him from its use, But the
discovery of America and the developments which followed that discovery
and its settlement, a century or two afterwards, the gold found in Peru and
Mexico by the invading hosts of Pizarro and Cortez, who carried back to
Europe this precious metal, infused new vitality into the commercial stagnant
blood of Europe and set In motion those wheels which have rolled on and on,
until today commerce covers the face of the earth j time is annihilated and
distance is known no more. Following the abolition of the serfdom system
was the establishment of the wage labor system, This found its fruition, or
b'lrth, rather, in the French Revolutions of 1789 and 1793. It was tben for the
first time that civil and political liberty was established in Europe. We see,
by a mere glance back into history, that the sixteenth century was engaged
in a struggle for religious freedom and the right of conscience-mental liberty.
Following that in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries was the struggle
throughout France which resulted in the establishment of the republic and
the founding' of the right of political liberty. The struggle today, which follows on in the line of progress and in the logic of events, is the industrial problem, of which we were the representatives, as the State's attorney has said
we were, selected by the grand jury' because we were leaders, and are to be
punished and consigned to an ignominious death for that reason, that the
wage slaves of Chicago and of Americ'a may be horrified, terror-stricken, and
driven like rats back to their holes, to hunger, slavery, misery and death.
The industrial question, following on in the natural order of events, the wage
Iystem of industry is now up for consideration j it presses for a hearing j it
demands a solution; it cannot be throttled by this district attorney, nor all
the district attorneys upon the soil of America.
Now, what is this labor question which these gentlemen treat with such
profound contempt, for .advocating which these distinguished" hon.orable"
ntl men would throttle and put us to an ignominious death and hurry
us like rats into our holes? What is it? You will pardon me if I exhibit
omv fe ling. I have sat here for two months, and these men have poured
h It' vllllP rations out upon my head and I have not been permitted to utter'
~ ~llIglo word in my own defense. For two months they ha.ve poured their
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poison upon me and upon my colleagues. For two months they have sat here
and spat like adders the vile poison of their tongues, and if men could have
been placed in a mental inquisition and tortured to death, these men would
have s~cceeded here now, for we have been villifieu, misrepresented, held in
10athsoQle contempt, without a chance to speak or contradict a wod. Therefore,
.if I show emotion, it is because of this, and if my comrades and colleague!!
with me here have spoken in such strains as these, it is because of this. Pardon ue. Look at it from the right standpoint. What is this labor question?
It is not a question of emotion j the labor question is not a question of sentiment; it is not a religious matter j it is not a political problem; no, sir, it is a
stern economic fact, a stubborn and immovable fact. It has, it is true, its
emotional phase; it has its sentimental, religious, political aspects; but the
sum total of this question is the bread and butter question, the how and why
we shall live and earn our daily bread. This is the labor movement.· It has
a scientific basis. It is founded upon fact, and I have been to.considerable
pains in my researches of well known and distinguished authors on this question to collect and present,to you briefly what this question is and what it
springs from. I will first explain to you briefly what capital is:
Capital is the stored up and accumulated surplus of past labor; capital is
the product of labor. The function of capital is to appropriate or confiscate for
its own use and benefit the "surplus" labor product of the wage laborer. The
capitalistic system originated in the forcible seizure of natural opportunities
and rights by a few, and then converting those things into special privileges
which have since become vested rights, formally entrenched behind the bulwarks of statute law and government. Capital ~ould not exist unless there
also existed a majority class who were propertyless, that is, without capital, a
class whose only mode of existe.nce is the selling of their labor to capitalists.
Capitalism is maintained, fostered, anG perpetuated by law; in fact, capital is
law-statute law-and law is capital. Now, briefly stated, for I will not take
your time but for a moment, what is labor? Labor is a commodity and wages
is the price paid for it. The owner of this commodity sells it, that is, himself,
to the owner of capital in order to live. Labor is the expression of energy, the
PO\\ er of the laborer's life. This energy or power he must sell to another person in order to live. It is his only means of existence. He works to live, but
his work is not .simply a part of his life; it is the sacrifice of it. His labor is
a commodity which under the guise of free labor he is forced by necessity to
hand over to another party. The whole of the wage laborer's activity is not
. the product of his labor-far from it. The silk he weaves, the. palace he
builds, the ores he digs from out the mines<; are not for him. The only thing
he produces for himself is his wages, and the silk, the ores, and the palace
which he built, are simply transformed for him into a certain kind of means of
existence, namely, a cotton shirt, a few pennies, and the mere tenancy of a
lodging house. In other words, his wages represent the bare necessities of
his existence, and the Unpaid-for or "surplus" portion of his labor pro~uct
constitutes the vast superabundant wealth of the non-producing or capitalillt
class.
.1
.•
That is the capitalist system defined in a few words. It is this system
that creates these claseee, and it is these classes that produce this conflict.
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,-his conflict intensifies as the'power of the privileged classes over the nonpo!,ses~ing or propertyless classes increaees and inte~sifies, and this power
increases as the idle few become richer and the producing many become poorer; and this produces what is called the labor movement. This is the labor
uestion. Wealth is power; poverty is weakness.
If I had time I might stop here to answer some suggestions that probably
arise in the minds of some persons, or perhaps of your honor, not being familiar with this question.. I imagine I hear your honor say, "Why, labor is free.
'J;;his is a free country." Now, we had in the southern states for nearly a century a form of labor known as chattel slave labor. That has been abolished,
and J hear you say that labor is free; that the war has resulted in establishing
free labor all over America. Is this true? Look at it. The chattel slave of
the past-the wage slave of today; what is the difference? The master
selected under chattel slavery his own slaves. Under the wage slavery system
the wage slave selects his master, and he has got to find one or else he is carried down here to my friend, the jailer, and occupies a cell along side of myself. He is compelled to find one. So the change of the industrial system, in
the language of Jefferson Davis, ex-president of the Southern Confederacy, in
an interview with the New York Herald upon the question of the chattel slave
system of the south and that of the so-called" free laborer," and their wages
-Jefferson Davis stated positively that the change was a decided benefit to
the former chattel slave owners who would not exchange thEj new system of
wageJabor at all for chattel labor, because now the dead had to bury themelves and the sick take care of themselves, and now they don't have to
e.mploy overseers to look after them. They give them a task to do-a certain
amount to do. They say: "Now, here, perform this piece of work in a certain len~th of time," and if you don't (under the wage system, says Mr.
Davis), why, when you come around for your pay next Saturday, you simply
find in the envelope which contains your money, a note which informs you of
the fact that you have been discharged. Now, Jdferson Davis admitted in
bis statement that the leather thong dipped in salt brine, for the chattel
slave, had been exchanged under the wage system for the lash of hunger, an
empty stomach and the ragged back of the wage slave of free born American
sovereign citizens, who, according to the census of the United States for 1880,
constitnte more than nine-tenths of oui entire popUlation.
.
But you say the wage slave had advantages over the chattel slave. The
ohattel slave couldn't get away from it. Well, if we had the statistics, I
believe it could be shown that as many chat.tel slaves escaped from bondage
with the bloodhounds of their masters after them as they tracked their way
over the snow-beaten rocks.of Canada, and via the underground grape vine
road-I believe the statistics would show that as many chattel slaves escaped
'rom their bondage under that system as can and do escape today from wage
ndage into capitalistic liberty.
I am a Socialist, I am one of those, althongh myself a wage slave, who
bolds that it is wrong, wrong to myself, wrong to my neighbor, and unjust to
y fellowmen for me, wage slave that I am, t6 undertake to make my escape
wall slavery by becoming a master and an owner of slaves myself_ I
fill t d It; I refuse equally to be a slave or the owner of slaves. Had I
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chosen another p~th in life,lI m'ight be upoa the avenue~f the city of Chicago
today, surrounded in my beautiful home with luxury and ease, with slaves, to
do my bidding. But I chose the other road, anI instea.d I stand here today
upon the scaffold. This is my crime.=Before high heaven this and this alom,
is my crime. I~have been:false and;a traitor to the infamies that exist todaY;
in capitalistic society. If this is:a crime in your opinion I plead guilty to it.
Now, be patient with me ;]1 have been with you, or rather, I have been
patient with this trial. Follow me, if you please, and look at the oppressions
of this capitalistic system of industry. As was depicted by my comrade Fielden"this morning, every new:machine that comes into existence comes as a
competitor with the man of labor; as a drag and menace and a prey to the
very existence of those who have:lto sell their labor in order to earn their
bread. The man is turned out to starve, and whole occupations and pursuits
are revolutionized and completely destroyed by the introduction of ma~hinery,
in a day, in an hour as it were. I have known it to be the case in the history
of my own life-and I am ye(a young man-that whole pursuits and occupations have been:wiped out by the invention of machinery.
What becomes of these people? Where are they? They become competitors of other laborers and are made to reduce wages and increase the work
hours. Many of them are candidates for the gibbet, they are candidates for
your prison cells. Buiid more penitentiaries; erect new scaffolds, for these
men are upon ,the highway of crime, of misery, of death. Your honor, there
never was an effect without a cause. The tree is known by its fruit. Socialists are not those who blindly close their eyes and refuse to look, and who
refuse to hear, but having eyes to see, they see, and having ears to hear, they
hear. Look at this capitalistic system; look a~ its operation upon the small
business men; the small dealers, the middle class. Bradstreet's tells us in
last year's report that there were 11,000 small business men financially
destroyed during the past twelve months. What became of those people?
Where are they, and why have they been wiped out? Has ,there been any
less wealth? No; that which they possessed has simplybeen transferred into
the hands of some other person. Who is that other? It is he who has greater
capitalistic facilities. It is the monopolist, the man who can run corners,
who can create rings and squeeze these men to death and wipe them out like
dead flies from the table into his monopolistic basket. The middle classes
destroyed in this manner join the ranks of the proletariat. They become
what? They seek out the factory gate, they seek in the various occupations
of wage labor employment. What is the result? Then there are more men
upon the market. This increases the number of those who are applying for
employment.. What then? This intensifies the competition, which in turn
creates greater monopolists, and with it wages go down until the starva~ion
point is reached, and then what? Your honor, Socialism comes to the people
and asks them to look into this thing, to discuss it, to reason, to examine it,
to investigate it, to know the facts, because it is by this, and this alone, that
violence will be prevented and bloodshed will be avoided; because, as my
friend here has said, men in their blind rage, in their ignorance, not knowing
what ails them,knowing teat they are hungry, that they are miserable and
destitute, strike blindly, and do as they did with Maxwell here, and fight the

bor saving machinery. Imagine such an absurd~thing, and yet the capitaltic press has taken great pains to say that Socialists do these things; that
we fight machinery; that we fight property. Why, sir, it is an absurdity; it
ridiculous; it is preposterous. No man ever heard an utterance from the
outh of a Socialist to advise anything of the kind.-:'They know to the contrary. We don't fight machinery; we don't:oppose:the thing. It is only the
manner and methods of employjng them~that we object to. That is all. It
is the manipulations of these things in the interests of a few; it is the monopolization of them that we objec~ to. We desire that all the forces of nature,
all the forces of society, of the gigantic strength which has resulted from the
combined intellect and labor of the ages:of the past shall be turned over
to man, and made his servant, his obedient slave forever:"': This is the object
of Socialism. It asks no one to give up anything.to It seeks no harm to anybody. But, when we witness this condition of thing~. when we see little children huddling around the factory gates, the poor little things whose bones
are not yet hard; when we see them clntchedj from the hearth~tone, taken
from the family altar, carried to the bastiles:':of labor and their little bones
ground up into gold dust to bedeck the:form of eome aristocratic Jezebel, then
it stirs us and we speak out. We pl~adlfor the~little ones; we plead for the
helplees; we plead for the oppressed ;r:we seek redress for those who are
wronged; we seek knowledge and intelligence for the ignorant; we seek
liberty for the slave. Socialism secures the welfare of every human being.
Your honor, if you will permit it, I:would like to stop now and resume
tomorrow, morning.
• The court here adjourned until)O o'clock the following day, w~en Mr.
Parsons resumed his address.
Your honor, I concluded last evening~ at that portion of my statemen~
which had for its purpose a showing of the operations and effects of our existing social system, the evils which naturally flow from the established social
relations, which are founded upon the:economic subjection of dependence of
the man of labor to the monopolizer of the:means of labor and the resources
of life. I sought in this connection to show:that all the ills that afllict socie~y
-social miseries, mental degradations, political dependence-all resulted from
the ecenomic subjection and dependence of the man of labor upon the monopolizer of the means of existence ; ~and as long as the cause remains the effect
must certainly follow. I pointed out what Bradstreet's had to say in regard to
the destruction of the middle class last year. As it affects the small dealers,
the middle class men of_our shop streets, the influences are likewise at work
among the farming classes.
According to statistics ninety per cent of the farms of America are today
under mortgage. The man who a few year,s ago owned the soil that he worked,
III today a tenant, and a mortgage is placed upon his soil, and when he, the
farmer whose hand tickles the earth and causes it to blossom as the rose and
bring forth its rich food of human sustenance-even while this man is asleep,
th interest upon his:mortgage continues. It grows and it increases, renderIlIg it more and more difficult for him to"get along or make his living. In the
an &ntim the railway corporations place upon the traffic all that it will bear.
'l'h 13 ard of Trade sharks run their corners until-what? Until it occurs as
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stated in the Chicago Tl'ibune about three months ago, that a freight train of
corn from Iowa consigned to a commission merchant in Chicago, had to be
sold for less than the cost of freight, and there was a balance of $3 due the
commission man on the freight after be had sold the corn. The freightage
upon that corn was three dollars more than the corn brought in the market.
So it is with the tenant farmers of America. Your honor, we do not have to
go to Ireland, 'to find the evils of landlordism. We do not have to cross the
Atlantic to find L~rd Lietrim's rackrenters, or landlords who evict their tenants. We have them all around us. There is Ireland right here in Chicago
and everywhere else in this country. Look at Bridgeport where the Irish live!
Look I Tenants at will, huddled together as State's Attorney Grinnell calls
them, like rats; living as they do in Dublin, living precisely as they do in
Limerick-taxed to death, unable to meet the extorti'ons of the landlord.
We were told by the ,prosecution that law is on trial; that government is
on trial. That is what the gentlemen on the other side stated to the jury.
The law is on trial, and government is on trial. Well, up to near theconclusion of this trial we, the defendants, supposed that we 'were indicted arid
being tried for murder. Now, if the law is on trial and if the government is
on trial, who placed it upon trial? And I leave it to the people of America
whether the prosecution in this case have made out a case; and I charge it
here now frankly that in order to bring about this conviction the prosecution,
the representatives of the State, the sworn officers of the law, those whose
obligation is to the people to obey the law and preserve order-I charge upon
them a willful, a malicious, a purposed violation of every law which guarantees a right to A.merican citizens. They have violated free speech. In the
prosecution of this case they have violated a free press. They have violated
the right of public assembly. Yea, they have even violated and denounced
the right of self-defense. I charge the crime home to them. These great
blood· bought rights, for which our forefathers spent centuries of struggle, it is
attempted to run them like rats into a hole by the' prosecution in this case.
Why, gentlemen, law is upon trial; government is upon trial, indeed. Yea,
they are themselves guilty of the precise thing of which they accuse me. They
say that I am an Anarchist and refuse to respect the law. "By their works
ye shall know them," and out of their own mouths they stand condemned.
They are the real Anarchists in this caE!e, while we stand upon the constitution of the United States. I have violated nq law of this country. Neither I
nqr my colleagues here have violated any legal right of American citizens.
We stand upon the right of free speech, of free press, of public assemblage,
nnmo~ested and undisturbed. We stand upon the constitutional right of selfdefense, and we defy the prosecution to rob the people of America of these
dearly bought rights. But the prosecution imagines that they have triumphed
because they propose to put to death seven m~n. Seven 'men to be exterminated in violation of the law, because they insist upon the inalienable rights
granted them by the constitution. Seven men are to be exterminated because
they demand the right of free speech and exercise it. Seven me~ by this
court of law are to be put to death, because they claim their right of selfdefense. Do you think, gentlemen of the prosecution; that you will have
settled the case when you are carrying my lifeless bones t~ the potter's field?
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Do you think that this trial will be settled by my strangulation and that of
y colleagues? I tell you that there is a greater verdict yet to be heard from.
Th~ A~e'rican ~eople will have something to say about this attempt to destroy
~helr nghts, whICh they hold sacred. The American people will have something
w say as to whether or not the constitution of this country can be trampled
under foot at the dictation of monopoly and corporations and their hired tools.
Your honor read yesterday your reasons for refusing us a new trial, and I
want to call your attention to it, if you please, on some points on which I
think you are laboring under misapprehension. Your honor says that there
.~n be no question in the mind of anyone who has read these articles (refernn~ to the Alarm and Arbeitel--Zeitung), or heard these speeches, which were
wrItten and spoken long before the eight hour movement was talked of that
this movement which we advocated was but a means in our estimation t~ward
the ~nds ,,:hich we EOu~ht, and the movement i~self was not primarily of any
consIderatIOn at all. Now, your honor, I submit that you are sitting in judgment not alone upon my acts, but also upon my motives. That is a dan!!erous
thing for any man to do; any man is so liable to make a mistake in a ~atter
of that kind. I claim that it would not he fair fdr you to assume to state what
my motives were in the eight hour movement; that I was simply using it for
another pnrpose. How do you know that? Can you read my heart and order
my actions? If you go by the record, it will disprove your honor's conjecture
because it is a conjecture!
'
~he State's attorney has throughout this trial done precisely what Mr.,
¥~ghsh, the re~ol'ter of the Tribune, said he was instructed to do by the proprIetor of the Tr~bune, when he attended labor meetings. It was the custom
of the chief editors of the large dailies to instruct those who went to labor
meeti~gs to :eport only the inflammatory passages of the speaker's remarks.
~hat IS precIsely the s?heme laid out by the prosecution. They have presented· you h~re copIes of the Alal'm running back for three years, and my
speeches ~ovenng three years back. They have selected such portions of
those artIcles, and such articles, mark you, as subserve their purpose; such
as they s.upposed. would be calculated to inflame your mind and prejudice you
and.the)ury agalDst us. You ought to be careful of this thing. It is not fair
or rIght for you to conclude that from the showing made by these gentlemen
we were not what we pretended to be in this labor movement. Take the record. Why, lam well known throughout the United States for years and
years ~ast and I have come in PElrsonal contact with hundreds of thousands
of worklllgmen from Nebraska in the west to New York in the east and from
Maryland to Wisconsin and Minnesota. I have traversed the stat~s for the
paet ten years, and I am known by hundreds and thousands who have s~en
and heard me.
Possibly I had better stop a moment, aud explarn how this was. These'
labor .orgar.lizations sent for me. Sometimes it was the Knights of Labor;
1I0metImes It was the. Trades Unions; sometimes the Socialistic organizations'
but a.lwaYR as an o~ganizer of workingmen', always as a labor speaker at labo;
m etlDgs. Now,. If there is anything for which I am well known it is my
advocacy of the eIght hour system of labor; so it is with my colleagues. here.
'unt b cause I have said in this connection that I did not believe it would be
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possible to bring about a. reform of this present wage system, because of the
fact that the power of the employing class is so great that they can refuse to
make any; concessions, you say that I had no interest in the eight hour move.ment. Is it not the fact that the present Bocial system places all power in
the hands of the capitalist class? They can and do refuse to make any concessions, and where they grant anything they retract it when they choose to
do so. ·They can do it. The wage system gives them the power. The tyranny and the despotism of the wage system of labor consists in the fact that
the wage laborer is compelled under penalty of hunger and death by starvation to obey and accept terms laid down' to him by his employer. Hence I
have pointed out that it might be difficult for this reason to establish an eight
ho..ur rule. What have I said in this connection? I have said to the employerft, to the manufacturers and the corporations-the monopolists of America:
"Gentlemen, the eight hour system of labor is the olive branch of peace held
out to you. Take it. Concede this moderate demand of the working people.
Give them better opportunities. Let them possess the leisure which. eight
hours will bring. Let it operate on the wants and the daily habits of the
people." I have talked this way to the rich of this country in every place I
have gone, and I have told them, not in the language of a threat; not in the
language of intimidation; I have said: "If you do not concede this demand,
if, on the other hand, you increase the hours of labor, and employ more and
more machinery, you thereby increase the number of enforced idle; you
thereby swell the army of the compulsory idle and unemployed; you create
new elements of discontent; you increase the army of idleness and misery."
I said to them.: "This is a dangerous condition of things to have in a country.
It is Hable to lead to violence. It will drive the workers into revolution. The
eight hour demand is a measure which is in the interest of humanity, in the
interest of peace, in the interest of prosperity and public order."
Now, your honor, can you take your comments there and say that we had
other motives and ulterior motives? Your impression is derived from the
inflammatory sections and articles selected by the prosecution for your honor
to read. I think I know what my motives were, and I am stating them deliberately and fairly and honestly, leaving you to judge whether or not I am
telling the truth. You say that" the different papers and the speeches furnish direct contradiction to the arguments of the counsel for the defense that
we proposed to resort to arms only in the case of unlawful attacks of the
police." Why, the very article that you quote in the Alarm-a copy of which
I have not, but which I would like to, see, calling the American Group to
assemble for the purpose of considering military matters and militaryorganization, states specifically that the purpose and object is to take into consideration measures of defense against unlawful and unconstitutional attacks of
the police. That identical article shows it. You forget surely that fact when
you made this obser\7ation; and I defy anyone to show, in a speech that is
susceptible of proof, by proof, that I have ever said aught by word of mouth
or by written article except self·defense. Does not the constitution of the
country, under whose flag myself and my forefathers were born for the last
260 years, provide that protection, and give me, their descendant, that right?
Does n'ot the constitution say that I, as an American, have a right to keep and

to bear arms? I stand upon that right. Let me see if this court wilt deprive
me of it~.
. Let m13 call your atttention to another point here. For some of these
articles that appear in the Alarm, I am no more responsible than is the editor
of any other paper. And I did not write everything in the Alm'm and it
might be possible that there were some things in that paper which am not
ready to endorse. I am frank to admit that such is the case. I suppose you
co.uld scarcely find an editor of a paper in the world, but what could conscientiously say the same thing. Now, am I to be dragged up here and executed for
t~e ut~erances and the writings of other men, even though they were pubhshed m the columns oI a paper of which I was the editor? Your honor, you
must remember that the Alarm was a labor paper, published by the International Working People's Association, belonging to that body. I was elected
i~s editor by the organization, and, as labor editors generally are; I was handsomely paid.. I had saw.dust pudding as a general thing for dinner. My
salary was eIght dollars a week, and I have received that salary as editor of
the Alarm for over two years and a half-$8 a week! I was paid by the association. It stands upon the books. Go down to the office and consult the
business manager. Look over the record in the book and it will show you
that A. R. Parsons received $8 a week as editor of the Alarm for over two
years and a half. This paper belonged to the organization. It was theirs.
',I'hey sent in their articles-Tom, Dick and Harry; everybody wanted to have
something to say, and I had no right to shut off anybody's complaint. The
Alarm was a labor paper, and it was specifically published for the purpose of
allowing every human being who had a wrong to ventilate it; to give everv
human being who wore the chains of monopoly an opportunity to clank thos~
chains in the columns of the Alarm. It was a free press organ. It was a free
speech newspaper.
,
, But your honor says: "Oh, well, Parsons, yonr own language, your own
~ords, your 0;vn statements at these meetings-what you said." Well, posSIbly I have saId some foolish things. Who has not? As a public speaker
probably I have uttered some wild and possibly incoherent assortions. Who,
as a pU~lic speaker, has. not done so?, Now, consider for a moment. Sup'
pose, as IS n~w the case WIth me, here I see little children suffering, men and
women starvmg. There I see others rolling in luxury and wealth and opulence, out of the unpaid-for labor of the laborers. I am 'conscious of this fa.ct.
~ see the streets of Chicago, as was the case last winter, filled with 30,·000 men
III com:puls~ry idleness; destitution, misery and want upon every hand. I
aee thIS thmg. Then on the other hand I see the First Regiment out in a
lltre~t.riot drill, and reading the papers the next morning describing the
affaIr, I am told by the editor of the capitalistic newspaper that the First
Uegiment is out practicing a street-riot drill for the purpose of mowing down
these wretches when they come out of their holes that the prosecution talks
bout here in this case; that the working people are .to be slaughtered in
old blood, and that men are drilling upon the streets of the cities of America
t butch~r their f~llowmen wh~n they demand the ril(ht to work and partake'
l the frUIts of their labor. Seemg these things, overwhelmed as it were with
I dlgnat!on and pity, my heart speaks. May I not say some things then that
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I would not in cooler moments? Are not such outrageous things calculated to
arouse the bitterest denunciations?
,
Your honor, I want to call your attention to some of the reasc;ms which I
propose here today tooffer in justification of the words and utterances, and
the acte, whatever they may have been, of myself, or my colleagues,on the
question of force, on the question of arms, and on the question of dynamite.
Now, going back to 1877, what do we find? The railroad strikes occurred.
During the conflict of that year the following utterances were made by heavy
employere and manufacturers and monopolists in this country. I will give
you a few samples. This, mark you, is published in the AlU1'J1'l, of November
8, 1884, but the same extracts have been kept standing in the labor papers,
published by the Knights of Labor, the Tr!tdes Unions, and the Socialists of
the United States, there being somewhere over three hundred of these papers.
Now listen: "Give them (the strikers) a rifle diet for a few days, and see how
they like that kind of bread," said Tom Scott, president of the Pennsylvania
Central Railway, addressing Gov. Hartranft of Pennsylvania, and calling
upon him to send his army of militiamen to Pittsburg, to put down his railroad strikers, who were asking for a little more pay, and some of them asking
for pay enough to get their hungry children bread. His answer is, "Give
them a rifle diet for a few days and see how they like that kind of bread."
Mark you, this was in 1877. "If the workingmen had no vote they might be
more amenable to the teachings of the times," says the Indianapolis News.
"There is too much freedom in this country instead of too little," says the
Indianapolis Journal. In 1878, the New York Tribune, in an editorial upon
strikes, used these words: ., These brutal'strikers or creatures can understand
no other meaning than that of force, and ought to have enough of it to be remembered among them for many generations." "Hand grenades should be
thrown among these Union sailors who are striving to obtain higher wages
and less hourI'. By such treatment they would be taught a valuable lesson,
and other strikers could take warning from their fate," said the Chicago Times.
"It is very well to relieve real distress wherever it exists, whether in the city
or in the country, but the best meal that can be given a ragged tramp is a
leaden one, and it should be supplied in sufficient quantities to satisfy the
most voracious appetite," New York Herald, 1878. "The American laborer
must make up his mind to be not so much better than the European laborer.
He must be contenMd to work for less wages and must be satisfied with that
station in life to which it has pleased God to call him." The New York
World uttered these sentiments in 1878. I could go through the whole gamut
of the monopolistic press of America and show similar expressions of sentiment. These sentiments were used against strikers, against men who were
simply seeking to improve their condition. They only asked for less hours of
labor and for increased pay. These are the bloody, bitter words of these
papers. ' Now, what followe? It is the experience nowadays and has been
since that time, when workingmen strike, to call out the militia. That has
been the practice sinc~ these utterances and declarations in 1878, growing out
of the l!;reat,railroau strike. It has become the custom in America to call out
the militia if there is a strike, or even if there is one contemplated. Why,
look at the packing houses in the city of Chicago. Only yeeterday the packing
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hOuse bosses, who employ 25,000 men, called for an army of Pinkerton men
to go dqwn there, and advertised for them to come. That was before there
was a strike-in mere contemplation of it, your honor. Thi~ in America-the
~n~ted States! Why, is it surprising that the working people should feel
mdlgnant about these things and say to Mr: Gould or to Tom Scott: "If you
are going to give us a rifle diet instead of a bread diet, as was asked of Christ,
when we ask you for bread you .give us a stone, and not only give us a stone,
but at the point of the bayonet compel us to swallnw: it, where·is the constitut~onal right of resi~tance to these outrages?" If I am to be deprived of my
nghts of defense agamst the administration of a rifle diet, and strychnine put
~po~ my bread and food, which was advocated by the Chicago Tribune when
It saId that, when tramps come around in the neighborhood, give them a'slice
of bread with strychnine upon it, and other tramps will take warning and
~eep out of the neighborhood; if I am to be deprived of my right, what shall
I do? Are not such expressions as this calculated to exasperate' men? Is
there no justification for these what you denominate violent speeches? Did
not these monopolists bring about the inception of this limguage? Did they
not originate it? Were they not the first to say: "Throw dynamite bombs
among the strikers, and thereby make a warning to otbers'?" 'Was it not
Tom Scott who first said, .. Give them a rifle diet?" Was it not the Tribune
which first said, "Give them strychnine?" And they have done it. Since
that time they have administered a rifle diet; they have administered strychnine. They have thrown hand grenades, and the hand grenade upon the
H.aymarket.on the night of the 4th of May was thrown by the hand of a monopolIst conspnat.or se1'!t from the cIty of New York for that specific purpose, to
break up the eIght hour movement and bring these men to the gallows in this
court. Yo~r.honor, we are the victims of the foulest and blackest conspiracy
~hat eve~ dlsgra~ed the annals of time. If these men will preach these things;
Ifthe Tnbune thmks that strychnine is good enough for us' if the Times
t?inks that hand grenades are good enough for us, why h~ve we not got a
rl~ht t~ say they
use it? They say they believe in it. They say they
thmk It. What. rIght have we to say that they will not hire some mercen,ary
to carry out what they think, and put into practice that which they believe?
In this connection I want to call your attention to the way armed men
militiamen and Pinkerton's private army are used against workingmen, strik:
ers; the way they are used to shoot them, to arrest them, to put up jobs on
them and carry them out. In the Alarm of Oct. 17, 1885, there is printed the
follo~ing: "Pi~ker.ton's Army. They issue a Secret Circular Offering Their
Se~vlces t~ Ca~Itahsts for the Suppression of Strikers. The secretary of the
M~nneapol~s,M~nn. Trades and Labor Assembly sends us the following note:
MmneapolIs, Mmn., Oct. 6, 1885. Editor of the Alarm. Dear Sir: Please
pay your respects to the Pinkerton pups for their extreme kindness to labor.
Try to have t~e government of your city do away with its metropolitan police
And employ Pmkerton protectors." (Of course this is sarcastic.) "The inclosed
lrcular .fell into the hands of the Minneapolis Trades Assembly, which
tb ught It not out of place to pass it around. Please insert it in your paper.
OUt'S fraternally, T. W. Brosnan."
That letter is under the seal of the
'l'rll(10 and Labor Assembly of the city of Minneapolis, Minn. Then follows
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the circular. Then, after referring to the Eervice~ rendered the capitalists,
corporations, and monopolists during the strikes in all parts of the coun~ry
during the past year, the circular closes with the. following paragraph~, which
we give in full as illustrative of the designs of these secret enemies upon
organized labor. Let every workingman ponder over t~e avowed. purposes of
these armies of thugs. It says: "The Pinkerton Protective Patrol IS connected
with Pinkerton's National Detective :Agency, a.nd is under the same m.anagement. Corporations or individuals desirous of ascertaining the. f~e~Ings of
their employees, whether they are likely to engage in strikes.or are !Olnlng any
secret labor organizations, such as the Knights of Lab~r, With a vle.w o~ compelling terms from corporations or employers, can obtam upon apphcatlO~ to
the superintendent of either of the offices a detective suitable to as~oclate
with their employees and obtain this information." This circular contInues:
" At this time, when there is so much dissatisfaction among th~ labor classes,
and secret labor societies are organizing throughout the United St~tes, we
suggest whether it would not be well for railroad companies and other corporations, as well as individuals who are extensive employers,. to ke~p a close
watch for designing men among their own employees,. ,:ho, m the mt.ere~t of
secret labor societies,are influencing their employees to Jom these orgaDlza~lOnll
and eventually cause a strike. It is frequently the case that, by takm.g a
matter of this kind in time, and discovering the ring-leaders, and dealmg
promptly with them" - " discovering the ringleaders,': ma:k you, "and
dealing promptly with them, serious trouble may be aVOl,ded In the futurll.
Yours respectfully, William A. Pinkerton, General SuperI~tendent .Western
Agency, Chicago; Robert A. Pinkerton, General Supermtendent Eastern
Division, New York."
.
. .
Now here IS a concern' an institution which organizes a private army.
This pri;ate army is at the' command· and control of those who grind the ~aces
f the poor who keep wages down to the starvation point. This pnvate
can be'shipped to the place where they are wanted•. N?w it g,oes to the
Hocking Valley to subjugate the starving miners; then It IS. carned ac~o~s
the plains to Nebraska to shoot the striking miners in that :eglOn. Then It IS
carried to the east to stop the strike of the factory operatives and p~t them
, down. The army moves about to and fro all over the c~u~try, sneaks mto t~e
labor organizations worms itself into these labor SOCIeties, finds out, as It.
s~ys, who the rin~-leaders are and deals promptly with them. "Pr0';Ilptly,"
means
that
your h on0r, "wI'th them"
.Now
, what does that mean?
. It
.
. this:
.
some workingman who has got the spirit of a man m hiS organ~zatlOn, w~o
gets up and speaks out his sentiments, protests, you, know, objects, w?n t
h ve it don't like these indignities and says so, IS set down as a rmgle:der, ~nd these spies go to work and put up ,a job on him. If. they cannot
aggravate him and make him,as the New York Tj'ibune says, VIOlate the ~aw
so they can get hold of him, they go to work and put up a schem~ on him,
and concoct a conspiracy that will bring him into court. When he IS broug~t
into court he is a wage slave; he has no friends, he has .got no ~oney-w:h,o IS
he? Why, he stands here-at the bar like a culprit. He has neither poslt~on,
wealth, honor, nor friends to defend him. Wha.t ,is the result? ,W~y, ~Ixty
days at the Bridewell or a year in the COUIIty ],811. The matter IS dismissed
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with a wave of the hand. The bailiff carries the rivg'leader out. The strike
is suppressed. Monopoly triumphs and the Pinkertons have performed the
work for -which they receive their pay. Now, it was these things that caused
the American Group to take an exceeding interest in this manner of treat-·
went on the part of the corporations and monopolies of the country, and we
became indignant about it. We expostulated, we denounced it; Could we
do otherwise? We are a part and parcel of the miseries brought about by this
condition of things. Could we do otherwise than expostulate and objeet to it
and resent it? Now, to illustrate what we did, I will read to you from the
.Alarm, December 12,1885, the proceedings of the American Group, of which I
was a member, as a sample. I being present at that meeting, and that meeting
being reported in this paper, I hold that this report of the meeting, being put
into the Alarm at that time, is worthy of your credence and respect, as showing what our attitude was upon the question of force and of arms and of dynamite. The article is headed" Street Riot DrilL Mass Meeting of Working
People Held at 106 East Randolph Street." This was the regular hall and
place of meeting. The article reads: "A large mass meeting of workingmen
and women was held by the American Group of the International last Wednesday evening at their hall, 106 East Randolph street. The subject under discnssion was the Rtreet-riot drill of the First Regiment on Thanksgiving day.
William HolmeR presided. The principal speaker of the evening was .Mrs.
Lucy E. Parsons. She began by saying that the fonnders of this republic,
whose motto was that every human being was by nature entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, would turn in their graves if they could
read and know that a great street-riot drill was now being practiced in times
of peace. 'Let us,' said she, 'examine into this matter and ascertain, if we
Can, what this street-riot drill of the military is for. Certainly not for the
purpose of fighting enemies from without; not for a foreign foe, for if this
was the case we would be massing our armies on the sea'coast. Then it must
be for our enemies within. Now, then, do a contented, prosperous, and bappy
people leave their avocations and go out upon the streets to riot? Do young
men and maidens who are marrying and given in marriage forsake the peaceful paths of life to become a riotous mob? Then who is this street-riot drill
for? For whom is it intended? Who is to be shot? When the tramp of the
military is heard, and grape and canister are sweeping four streets at a time, as
Is contemplated by this new-fangled drill which was so graphically described
in the capitalistic paper which gave an account of it, it is certainly not for the
purpose of shooting down the bourgeoisie, the wealthy, because this same press
makes a stirring appeal to them to contribute liberally to a military fund to
put them on a good footing and make the militia twice as strong as it is at
present, because their services would soon be needed to shoot down the mob.'
Tbe speaker then read an extract from a capitalistic account of the street-riot
drill on Thanksgiving day."
our honol', this meeting was held the week following Thanksgiving day,
nd th drill took place on Thanksgiving day. This article, 'which is a
ilurlpLion of the drill copied from a r.apitalistic paper, reads as follows: "As·
(J llo1llslon the <1ivisiollA were drawn up in line of battle and there was more
IIrlOlf by oompanies, by RI and by bataIlion. The drill was creditable to the
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regiment, and the First will do excellent servic~ in the ~treets in case of
necessity. Opportunities, however, are needed for nfle practlCe, and Colonel
Knox is anxious to have a range established as soon as possible. Instead of
400 members the regiment should have 800 members on its rolls. Business
men should t~ke more interest in the organization and help put it in the best
possible condition to cope with a mob, for there may be need for i:s service at
no distant day." That article appeared either in the Times or Tnbune of the
next clay. I don't know which. The speaker says: "What must be the
thought of the oppressed in foreign lands when they hear the tramp of t~e
militia beneath :the folds of the stars and stripes? They who first hung thiS
flag to the breeze, proclaimed that beneath its folds the oppressed of. aU
. lands would find:a refuge and a haven and protection against the des~ot.lsm
of all lands. Is this the case tQ(lay when the counter-tramp of two mllhons
of homeless wanderers is heard throughout the land of America; men strong
and able and anxious and willing to work, that they may purchase for thems~lves and their families food; when the cry of discontent is heard from the
working classes everywhere, and they refuse longer to starve, ~nd peaceably
accept a rifle diet and die in misery according to law, and order IS en!orced by
. this military drill? Is this military drill for the purpose of sweepmg them
down as a mob with grape and canister upon the street?" This is the lar:guage of the speaker at the meeting: "We wor~ing. p.eople hear these ominous rumblings, which create inquiry as to their onglll. A few years ~go we
heard nothing of this kind; but great changes have taken place durmg t~e
past gene!ation. Charles Dickens, who visited America.forty years a.go, saId
that what surprised him most was the general prosperIty and equahty .of all
people, and that a beggar upon the streets of Boston would create as much
consternation as an angel with a flaming sword. What of Boston today? Last
winter, said a correspondent of the Chicago Tj'ibune, writing from that city,
30,000 persons were destitute, and there were whole streets of teneme~t houses
where the possession of a cooking stove was regarded as a badge of arIstocrllcy,
the holes of which were rented to other less wealthy neighbors for a few pennies per hour.
.
.
.
"So, too, with New York, Chicago and every other mdustnal center m
this broad land. Why is this? Have we had a famine? Has nature refused
to vield her harvest? These are grave and serious questions for us, the produ~ers and sufferers to consider, at least. Take a glance at the wealth of this
country. In the pa~t twenty years it has increas~d over twent~ billions of
dollars. Into whose hands has this wealth found ItS way? Certamly not t~e
hands of the producers, for if it had there would be no nee.d ~or street':lOt
drills. This country has a population of 55,000,000, and a statlstlCal compilation shows that there are in the cities of New York, Philadelphia and Boston
twenty men. wbo own as their private property over $750,000,000, or about
one-twenty-sixth of the entire increase which was produ?ed by tb~ ,labor of
the working class, tbese twenty individuals being as one m three mllhons. In
twenty years these profit-mongers have fleeced the people of the enormous
sum of $750,000,000, and only three cities and twenty robbers heard from .. A
government that protects this plunde!"ing of the people, a government which
permits the people to be degraded and brought to misery in this manner is a
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fraud upon the face of it, no matter under what name it is called, or what flag
floats over it; whether it be a republic or a monarchy, or an empire," said
the speaker. "The American flag protects as much economic despotism as
any other flag on the face of the earth today to the ratio of population. This
being the case, of what does the boasted freedom of the American workingmen consist? Our fathers used to sing,
• Come along, come along; make no delay;
Come from every nation, come from every way;
Come along, come along; don't be alormedUncle Sam is rich enough to give us all a farm.'

The stars and stripes in those days floated upon every water as the emblem
of the free, but today it obeys only the command, and has become. the ensign
of monop01y and of corporations, of those who grind the faces of the poor and
rob and enslave the laborer. Could Russia do more than drill in its streets to
kill the people? But alas! Americans creep and crawl at the foot of wealth
and adore the golden calf. Can a man amass millions without despoiling the
labor of others? We all know he cannot. American workingmen seem to be
degenerating. They do not seem to understand what libertv and freedom
really consist of. They shout themselves hoarse on election day-for what?
For tbe miserable privilege of choosing their master; wbich man shall be
their boss and rule over them; for the privilege of choosing just who are the
bosses and who shall gO.vern them. Great privilege! These AmericansBovereigns-millionH of them do not know where they could get a bed or a
Bupper. Your ballot-what is it good for? Can a man vote himself bread, or
clothes, or shelter, or work? In what does American wage slaves' freedom
consist? The poor are the slaves of the rich everywhere. The ballot is
neither a protection against hunger nor against the bullets of the military.
Bread is freedom; freedom bread. The ballot is no protection against the
bullets of those who are practicing the street-riot drills in Chicago. The ballot is worthless to the industrial slave under these conditions. The palaces of
the rich overshadow tbe homes or huts of the poor, and we say with Victor
Hugo, tbat the paradise of the rich is made out of tbe hells of the poor. The
whole force of the organized power of the government is thrown against the
workers, whom the so-called better class denominates a mob. Now, when the
workers of America refuse to starve according to law and order, and when
they begin to think and act, why, the street drill begins. The enslavers of
labor see the coming storm. They are determined, cost what it may, to drill
these people and make them their slaves by holding in their possession the'
means of life as their property, and thus enslave the producers. Workingmen
-we mean women, too,-arise 1 Prepare to make and determine successfully
to establish tbe right to live and partake of the bounties to which all are
l'quallyentitled. Agitate, organize, prepare to defend your life, your liberty,
y ur happiness against the murderers who are practicing the street-riot drill
on ThankFgiving day.
" 'Tis the shame of the land that the earning~ of toil,
Should gorgo tbe god Mammon. the tyrant., the spoiler.
.Kv~ry root has a logiCal right to tbe soll,
Alltl tllo prOdu t oi toil is the meed of the toiler.
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The hands that disdain
Honest indnstr,y's stain
Have no share in its honor, no right to its "gain,
And the fa18ehood of Wealth over Worth shall not be
In' the home of the brave and the land of the free.' "

"Short addresse; ~ere made by comrades Fielden, Dr. Taylor, William
Snyder, William Holmes, and others. This concluded the meeting, after
criticisms:"
.
Now, 1 challenge your honor, to find a sentence or an utterance in that
meeting-and that is one of the fullest reported of the many meetings held by
the American Group for public discussion of such matters as the Thanksgiving
drill of the First Regimeut-I challenge you to find a single word or utterance
there that is unlawful, that is contrary to the constitution, or that is in violation of free sp~ech, or that is in violation of free press, or that is in violation
of public assembly or of the right of self·defense. And that is our position,
and has been all the while. Imagine for a moment, the First Regiment practicing the street-riot drill as it was described·-learning· how to sweep four
streets from the four corners at once. Who? The Tribune and Times say "the
m.ob." Who are the mQb? Why, dissatisfied people, diss~tisfied workingmen and women; people who are working for starvation wages, people who
are o~ a strike for better pay-these are the mob. They are always the mob.
That is what the riot drill is for. .Suppose a case like that occurs. The First
Regiment is out with a thousand men armed with the latest improved Winchester rifles. Here are the mobs; here are the Knights of Labor and the
Trades Unions, and all of the organizations without arms. They have no
treasury, and a Winchester rifle costs $18. They cannot purchase those things.
We cannot organize an army. It takes capital to organize an army. It takes
as plUch money to organize an army as to organize industry, or as to build
railroads; therefore, it is impossible for the working classes to. organize and
buy Winchester ·rifles. What can they do? What must they do? Your
honor, the dynamite bomb, I am told, costs six cents. It can be made by
anybody. The Winchester rifla costs $18. That,is the difference. Am I to be
blamed for that? Am I to be hanged for saying this? Am I to be destroyed
for this? What have I done? Go, dig up the ashes of the man who invented
this thing. Find his ashes and scatter them to the winds, because he gave
this power to the world. It was not 1. General Sheridan-he is the com·
mander in chief of the United States army, and in his report to the president
and congress two years ago he had occasion to speak of the possible.labor
trouble that may occur in the country, and what did he say? In this report
. he says that dynamite was a lately dis,covered article of tremendous power,
and such was its nature that people could carry it around in the pockets of
their clothing with perfect safety to themselves, and by means of it they coulu
destroy whole cities and whole armies. This was General Sheridan. That is
what he said. We qnoted that language, and referred to it. I want to say
another word about dynamite before I pass on to something else. I am called
a dynamiter. Why? Did I ever use dynamite? No. Did I ever have any?
No. Do I know anything about dynamite bombs? No. Why, then, am I
called a dynamiter? Listen, and I will tell you. Gunpowder in the fifteenth
century marked an era in the world's history. It was the downfall of the
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m'ail aimor of the knight, the freebooter, and the robber of that period. It
enabled the victims of these highway robbers to stand off at a distance in a
Bafe place and defend themselves by the use of gunpowder, and make a ball
enter and pierce into the flesh of their robbers and destroyers. Gunpowder
came as a democratic instrument. It came as a republican institution, and
the effect was that it immediately began to equalize and bring about an equilibrium of power. There was less power in the hands of the nobility after
that; less power in the hands of the king; less power in the hands of those
who would plunder and degrade and destroy the people after that.
So today dynamite comes as the emancipator of man from the domination
and enslavement of his fellowman. [The judge showed symptoms of impatience.] Bear with me now. Dynamite is the diffusion of power. It is democratic; it makes everybody equal. General Sheridan says" arms are worthless." They are worthless in the presence of this instrument. Nothing can
meet it. The Pinkertons, the police, the militia, are absolutely worthhiss in
the presence of dynamite. They can do nothing with the people at all. It is
the equilibrium. It is the annihilator. It is the disseminator of power. It
is the downfall of oppression. It is the abolition of authority; it is the dawn
of peace; it is the end of war, because war cannot exist unless there is somebody to make war upon, and dynamite makes that unsafe, undesirable, and
absolutely impossible. It is a peace-maker; it is man's best and last friend;
i~ emancipates the world from the domineering of the few over the many,
because all government, in the last resort, is violence; all law, in the lal!t
resort, is force. ,Everything is based upon force, Force is the'law of the universe; force is the law of nature, and this newly discovered force makes all
men equal and therefore free. It is idle to talk of rights when one does not
possess the power to enforce them. Science has now given every human being
~at power. It is proposed by the prosecution here to take me by force and
strangie me on the gallows for these things I have said, for these expressions,
Now, force is the last resort of tyrants; it is the last resort of despots and of
oppressors, and he who would strangle another because that other does not
believe as be would have him, he who will de~troy another because that other
will not do as he says, that man is a despot and a tyrant and unworthy to live.
Now, I speak plainly; I speak as an Anarchist; I speak as a Socialist; I
speak as a wage slave, a workingman. Does it follow, because I hold 'these
views, that I committed this act at the Haymarket? Does that follow? Why,
you might just' as consistently charge General Phil. Sheridan' with the act,
and for the same reason, for while he did not go into the matter perhaps as
extensively in his encomium uppn dynamite as I have done, yet he furnished
me the text from which. I have drawn my knowledge of this thing.
But, you say, my speeches were sometimes extravagant, unlawful. During the discussion of the question of the extension of chattel slavery into the
Dew territories, into Kansas and the west, while Charles Sumner was yet
a member of the United States senate, and that gallant man stood as the
champion of freedom upon that floor"he was expostulated with on one occaeion and reprimanded by a friend, wbo said to him: II Sumner, you are not
expedient; you must have more policy about what you say, you should not
• press yourself in this manner; you should not be so denunciatory ami fan-
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ciful ag:ainst this sl~very, this enslavement. I know it is wrong; I know it
should be' denounced, but keep inside of the law; keep inside of the consti·
tution.;'
I
Your honor, I quote from the speech of Charles Sumner, that great
American, in answer and in reply to that remark. Said he: "Anything for
human rights is constitutional. No learning in books, no skill acquired in
court~, no sharpness in forensic dealings, no cunning in splitting ; hairs can
impair the vigor thereof. This is the supreme law of the land, anything in
the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding." I
never said anything that could equal that in lawlessness. Go, gentlemen of
the prosecution, dig up the ashes of Sumner and scatter them in disgrace to
the winds, tear down t'he monument that the American peeple have erected
to his honor, and erect thereon some emblem of your contempt!
I will read you now an extract from the Alarm, a little editorial: "Any
pretense called freedom, however loudly heralded, which does not bring peace,
plenty and comfort to all the members of the human race, is a lie and a fraud
on the face of it." AnothE:r expression from the Alarm-a little editorial: "A
man gets rich by meanness and poor because he is generous. How long can
we tolerate the vile system which rewards meanness and starves generosity?"
Your honor, one of the most startling facts in connection with this trial,
the labor movement, and the general situation of affairs is to be found in the
fact that d)lJ'ing the last t",o or three years at least one-half of the large industrial establishments of the United States, the larjl;er corporations, monopolies,
and industries;have been'conducted under military supervision. A startling
fact this is. Armed men, armed guards, either· the Pinkertons or the police,
the police of the municipalities in the cities, or the militia, or the United
States army, as has been done in some cases, are supervising one-half of the
industries of Amedca, that is, the larger industries. It is a positive fact.
Think of this! Who is doing this? Now, as an offset to this state of affairs, we
find 1,200 delegates assembled in Richmond, Va., representing our American
workingmen in the convention of the Knights of Labor. That congress, that
organization is the reply which is being made by peaceable laborers to the
rifle diet advice, the strychnine business, and the hand grenade business, and
club business advice by the Chicago, New York, Philadelphia, and other large
papers in this country. These men are assembled in self-defense. The conflict is the struggle between liberty and authority-authority in any and every
form. Those who are in authority tell the workingmen that if they want to
enjoy the law and the protection oithe law, they must render a cheerful obedience to the law. Why a man, when he flogs his slave for disobedience, tells
him the same thing. Your honor, according to your construction of sentence,
or the reason which you propose as a portion of the ground work upon which
you expect to render your proposed sentence, you deny the right of America.ns
to defend them~elves against the rifle diet, and to protest against these outrageous things, to object to the strychnine business. These are the things that
have made us what we are. If there be any wrong in. me I am the product of
these conditions. I am the creature of circumstances; I am the effect of a
cause. Now, where is that cause? What is that cause? But, if it comes to
that, the right of free speech, the right of free press, the right of peaceable
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assemblage, and the right of self-defepse is de'nied to the workingman j if that
~ going to be denied us by the courts of law, what is going to be the result?
Why, the workingmen will immediately say as a matter of necessity, "W~~.
of what use to us is the law? What is the constitution for? Of what value IS It
to us? It certainly must belong to somebody. Yes, it is used for somebody
else's benefit and protection, not surely for ours." This will be the natural
qonclusion, inevitably.
There was no evidence produced to implicate me with the Haymarket
bomb. Why, the evidence that was produced only touched two of us, on~y
iinplicated two of us, and that evidence, as your honor must know, was pal?
for. Everybody knows it. Your h~nor knows it. Your honor does ~ot credIt
that testimony of Gilmer. You cannot do it. It was overwhelmmgly and
irresistibly impeached. This man is the slender thread that connects two of
us .with that Haymarket affair. Now, what are the facts about this Haymarketaffair? On Tuesday evening, May 4, several thousand persons, working people, assembled at the Haymarket to discuss their grievances, namely
the eight hour strike, and the attack and killing of several workingmen by
the police the day before. Thol3e citizens, thus assembled in the peaceable
exercise of free speech, free press, and public assembly under their constitutional rights, were upon the eve of adjourning, it being after 10 o'clock, when
they were charged upon by 200 arme~ police, and under pain and penalty of
instant death and wholesale slaughter, commanded to disperse, ordered lIke
slaves to sneak and cringe and crawl away from the presence of their masters.
Now was not that an affront? Was not that a most grievous outrage? Was
not ;hat a violation of all those principles for which our forefathers strug!!;led in
this country? At. this juncture some unknown and unproven person throws a
bomb among the police, killing several men. You say that I did it, or you
Bay that I knew of it. Where is your proof, gentlemen of the prosecution?
You have none. You didn't have any. Oh, but you have a thE:ory, and that
theorv IS that no one else could have had any motive to hurl that missile'of
death except myself, and, as is the common remark of the great papers of the
. city, the police are never short of a theory. There is always a theory'on hand
for everything. A theory they have got, and especially the detectives; they
hatch out a theorY at once and begin to follow that up. There was a theory
carried out during this trial. Let us examine that theory. I say that a Pinkerton man, or a member of the Chicago police force itself, had as much
inducement to throw that bomb as I hail, and why? Because it would demonstrate the necessity for their existence and result in an increase of their pay
and their wages. Are these people too good to do such a thing? Are they
any better than I am? Are their motives any better than my own? Let us
look at this thing from every standpoint. Perhaps, on the other hand, the
dread missile was hurled in revenge by some poor man or woman, or child
even whose parent or protector or friend was killed by the police in some
one ~f their numerous massacres of the people before. 'iVho knows? And if
it was, are we seven to suffer death for that? Are we responsible for that act?
Or, might it not be that some penon with the fear of death in his eyes threw
that bomb in self-defense? And if they did, am I responsible for that? ~m
t b executed for that? Is it law to put me to death for that? 4nd who
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knows? My own deliberate opinion concerning this Haymarket affair is that
the death-dealing missile was the work, the deliberate work of monopoly,
the act of those who themselves charge us with the deed. I am not alone in
this view of the matter.
Let me first of all call your attention to the pre-existing conspiracy of monopoly against the American people, which I believe culminated in the Haymarket there. I will give you now a brief outline or history of this great crime'
of the principles of the Ion!!: antecedent conspiracy on the part of the Chicag~
Times and Tribune to use hand grenades, recommending the rifle diet for strikers, and arsenic and strychnine for the unemployed, as the outcome of Gould's
admonition in the New York Tribune that ~t is soon that American working.
men must prepare to submit to the same wages as their European brethren,
that of the coercive policy of the hand grenade and rifle diet. This all resulted
from the deliberate attempt of corporations to pay interest and dividends.on
bonds and stock which were clear water without a speck of dye in it, and, to
keep up these double, treble and sometimes quadruple payments above the
actual cash valuation of all the existing capital and innumerable corporations
which girdle and reticulate the land, not only was production, transportation
and telegraphic industry taxed four-fold, that it should bear in excess of ten
'per cent. upon actual cash cost, and this conducted on a contracted volume
of money in order to enhance its purch,asing power and usurious value, and
e~able them to dictate the price of labor and its products; but the greatest
cnme of all: congress framed a bill by which, when bankrupted, the middle
classes are brought to the 'lArge of want by foreclosure of mortgage upon their
farms. The. managers of these corporations then turn their whole attention
to the reduction of expenses, which follows as a direct blow at the wages of
those by whose skill and labor the railroad, telegraph, and telephone, and
other corporations do their work, knowing that the overcrowded labor market
would compel their employees to accept their wages to supply their wants or
starve. An industrial war follows, because the wage system enables monopoly
to do these things. Now, upon this the wage question has its basis. The
crisis wa"s reached when organized labor struck against long hours on the 1st
of .May, ?88~, following the protest in April of the 15,000 employees of Gould's
M1SSOUfl ratlway system of the southwest against the wages of fifty-five and
seventy cents a day to which Gould's corporation and Manager Hoxie had
~educed the army of skilled railroad operatives; but these events were precipItated on the first by the massed labor unions, and the latter by the district
assemblies of the Knights of Labor of the· southwest. What was the issue?
On railroad stocks alone on all the roads within the United States at a cost of
two billion dollars, there was a capitalization of six billions. N~w, imagine
the effect of this false and fictitious value of labor, for skill and labor alone
give any value to the stocks and bonds and enable these monopoly inflation~
ists to build up vast incomes on that which has merely cost the paper on
:wbi?h t~ese fal5e cal?ulations were issued. . The employees of these public
lDStItutlODS and theIr patrons cannot understand why these holders owners
and issuers of fictitious stocks and bonds regard it as a crime to strik~. That
:was a.n i~sue in 1871, and it is an issue now in 1886 between the monopoly
lDflatlODlste who hold that a strike for higher wages, which also aims to pre-

ent other labor avocations from accepting the meager wage doled out to
abor, is a blow struck at the liberty of contract, which is the only means left
them to realize dividends and interest on their fictitious wealth. Noble and
sacrificing! ,These monopolists care nothing for liberty, but evercything for
the power to contract with competing starving laborers.
Now, your honor, the victims of these wrongs are numbered by the millions in the United States, one million of whom it is officially reported by the
Labor Bureau are out of employment.
The Chicago Tribune, about this time, published the following sentiment:
"The simplest plan probably: when one is not a member of the Humane Society is to put arsenic in the supplies of food fu!nished the unemployed or the
tramp. This produces death in a short time, and is a warning to other tramps
to keep out of the neighborhood." The unemployed are kept for better uses
]JOw-:-to take the place of strikers. They don't want to kill them off with
strychnine now. The Chicago Times used the same advice with reference to
t~e same matter while the great railroad strike of 1877 was pending, 'and the
president of the Pennsylvania Company-Tom Scott-says: "Give them the
rifle diet and see how they like that kind of bread."· I have spoken here of
monopoly conspiracy. Now, to show my words are not extravagant I want
to call your attention to the expressions of three senators on the floor of the
United States senate in the last session of the American ~ongress. They
had a long discussion of the Bland silver bill and the currency question, and
during the debate on that question Senator Teller used these words-he said ~
"There is a conspiracy all over the world on the part of capital against
labor, a conspiracy which does not exist in the United States alone, but in
whi<;h this government is an active agent-a conspiracy for the purpose of
increasing the value of the dollar and of decreasing the value of man's production everywhere in the world." "It is a conspiracy, as Mr. Teller said,.
for those who have power to take advantage of, and perpetuate the outrage
and the wrong upon those who are helpless and powerless." Mr. Vest, in
the discussion upon the floor of the senate, used these words. He said he
also preferred the house resolutions. He said that the question was one between gold and silver, between gold and greenbacks; between the man who
wanted to make money dear and the man who borrowed the money; and unless this trouble was terminated on equitable and fair grounds it would result
in a sectional struggle between the east and the west. That was the plain
meaning of the whole thing. It was a conspiracy! Senator Jones, of Nevada,
discussing the same thing, said that 'his belief was" that the shrinking volumes of money had inflicted more evil, more suffering, more penalties upon
the American people than they had ever suffered from war, pestilence, or
famine. What the people want is money; not gold nor silver, but dollars
and what liquidates the debt and keeps the red flag of the sheriff away from
the window." Your honor will observe he did not refer to the red flag of the
commune in that particular. Now, to the mind of this United States senator;
the only red flag that is dangerous in the United States is the sheriff'e-the
flag of the auctioneer, denoting the death of what? Denoting the financial
11 mise o( some business man who has been destroyed by these conspiraciesI)) k n (by Senator Vest, Senator Teller, and Senator Jones, of the ~Unit~d.
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States senate. These organized, legalized conspiracies that are bringing abont
wholesale bankruptcies; conspiracies that inflate the railway stock of the
country from two billion dollars to six billion dollars; which compel thll people of this country to pay interest upon four billion dollars of watered stock
upon railroads alone, compeIling the workingmen of America to pay in wages
for this inflation, for labor in the end mus.t foot the bill. Now, these men
urge this is a conspiracy. So do I, and so do the workingmen of this country.
We agree with them. Now, this is a part of the programme culminating here
in this Haymarket affair on the 4th of May last. This deplorable conspiracy
to which I referred incidentally before, and which I now wish to give to the
, court in detail, to break down the eight hour movement and avenge itself
upon the leaders of the labo~ movement, furnishes indisputable proof that
we, the eight hour men, here at this bar, are the victims of that foul conspiracy to rob and enslave the American people.
What are the real facts of that Haymarket tragedy? Mayor Harrison, of
Chicago', has caused to be published his opinion, because, ma.rk you, this is
all a matter of conjecture. It is only presumed that I threw the bomb. They
have only assumed that some one of these men threw the bomb. It is only
an inference that any of us had anything to do with it. It is not a fact, and
it is not proven. It is merely an opinion. Your honor admits that we did
not perpetrate tJ1e deed, or know who did it, but that we, by our speeches,
instigated some one else to do so. Now, let us see the other side of this case.
Mayor Harrison of Chicago, has .caused to be published in the New York
World, and which was copied in the Tribune of this city, this statement: "I
do not believe there was any intention on the part of Spies and those men to
have bombs thrown at the Haymarket. If so, why was there but one thrown?
It was just as easy for them to throw a dozen or fifty, and to throw them in
all parts of the city, as it was to have thrown one. And again, if it was intended to throw bombs that night, the leaders would not have .been there at
all, in my opinion. Like commanders in chief, they would have been in a
safe place. No, it cannot be shown that there was any intention on the part
of these individuals to kill that particular man who was killed at that Haymar~et meeting." Now, your honor, this is the mayor of Chicago. He is a
sensible man. He is in a position to know what he is talking about. He has
first-rate opportunities to form an intelligent opinion, and his opinion is
worthy of respect. He knows more about this thing than the jury that sat in
this room, for he knows-I s11spect that the mayor knows-of some of the
methods by which most of this so-called evidence and testimony was manufactured. I don't charge it, but possibly he has had some intimatioll of it,
and if he has he knows more about this case and the merits of this case than
did the jury who sat here. There is too much at stake to take anything for
granted. Your honor can't afford to do that.
Is it nothing to destroy the lives of seven men? Are the rights of the
poor of no consequence? Is it nothing, that we should regard it so lightly,
as a mere pastime? That is why I stand here at such length to present this
case to you, that you may understand it; that you may have our side of this
question as well as that of the prosecution. Now, this opinion of Mayor Harrison was based upon his personal observation on the ground at the Haymarket
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eeting. Mark you, he was there, and this is his opinion, both· as to the
aracter of the speeches and the deportment both of the speakers a~d of the
udience, on the night of the 4th of May, in which opinion Inspector Bonfield
'mself concurred with the mayor: that it was a peaceable meeting, calling for
DO interference to within ten minutes of the unlawful order to disperse the
BaIlle by the guardians of the peace and the praservers of order. Now, the'
two witnesses for the prosecution, who are they? Waller and Schroeder.
Those were the State's informers, called" squealers," upon whom the State
attempted to base the proof and charged the conspiracy against us. Have
tliey made out a case ~n the testimony of these men? Let us take the evidence for a moment. These men were the first witnesses called, and they
"'psolutely and completely negative the idea, and not alone the idea, but the
fact itself, that the collision of the Haymarket was ever contemplated at that
meeting, much less provided for by any perpetrator whatever. Now, that
Btands as a fact in the testimony here. It was not brought about. by any
person or by any individual, or by any member of the so-ca:Ued armed group,'
and your honor won't claim that we have not a right to have an armed group.
Your honor will not say it is unlawful to have an armed group if we want it.
As I understand the law and the constitution, if we want an organized
group we have the right to it. The constitution defines that treason against
the government consists in the fact, only in the fact, of an overt act proven,
indisputably proven, by at least two persons. This is what I, as an American,
understood the constitution to mean. You say in your remarks upon' the sentence that there can be no doubt but what this was an unlawful combination.
WelI, suppose it was. If I am a member of an unlawful combination, am I
to be hung for that? Are seven men to be exterminated for that? Are there·
not surely some degrees in punishment? Because I belong to an unlawful
combination am I to be put to death? Why, that would he cruel. That
would be a verdict of hate. That would be a penalty of vengeance, not of
justice, and it is not proven; it has not been alleged, even, nor has it been
shown, that I was a member of an unlawful combination. That question has
not been put in consideration in this court; it has not been here to be established by this jury whether or not I am new or ever was a member of an unlawful combination. Now, for proof of the charge to which I wish to call
your honor's attention, that there was no conspiracy, and given out of the
mouths of these witnesses of the. State, I will cite the very words of the witDess Waller himself. In reply to interrogatories by the State's attorney as
to what was said at the meeting after he had called it to order, WalIer said,
"It was said that these men had been killed at McCormick's," referring to
the strikers killed by the police the day before..
Engel brought forward a resolution at the April meeting, and what did
Engel say? He said that if through the falI of the strikers the other men
Ihould come into conflict with the police, we should aid them. He then told
ua that the northwestern group had resolved to bring aid to these men;' that
If, n a 'count of this work, something should happen to the police, we must
oml'lll at the comers. What else did Engel say? He said that if tumults
llrt'od 10 the city, then we should meet in Wicker Park; if the word should
p
I' In th })l\per, that tbe northwestern group and the Lehr and }Vehr-
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Verein should assemble in the park _with arms. After Engel said this, a
cominittee was appointed to watch the m?vements in the city and report to us
if a riot should occur.
Now then, take into consideration this language. Just consider the situation. Look at the attitude of these capitalist papers for years toward the
workingmen; and not only that, but the actual use of these armed hirelings
at East St. Louis, at Saginaw, at Pittsburg, all over the country, and at McCormick's the day before. Look at the condition of affairs, and I ask you if
these men were not justified in making some preparl!:tion by which they could
defend themselves, because there is no proposition here to assault anybody.
There is no propoRition here to make war upon anybody, either their persons
or their property:
.
Q. "Now, was anything saidabout having a meeting of worklllgmen the
next day?"
'
A. "Yes, sir; I proposed that a meeting should be held the next after'noon, but that was rejected. It was decided to have a meeting in the evening, as more could come then."
Q. "Who proposed calling a meeting in the evening?"
.
A. "Fischer. He proposed having one at the Haymarket and It was
finally l'esolved to call one at 8 o'clock."
Q. "Was anything said as to what should be done at that meeting?"
A. "It was intended to cheer up the workmen so that if anything shoul,d
happen they should be prepared for a conflict. It was decided to call this
meeting by means of hand bills. The getting up of this was intrust~ to
Fischer but he did not say where they should be printed. It was deCided
that as ~ body we should not participate in the Haymarket meeting, but
should meet at halls. While only a committee should be at the Haymarket,
if the committee reported that something happened, we should attack the
police where it was arranged for each ?~O?p to do so; if necessa~;, in addition to the police, we would attack the mlhtm and fire department.
.
Now then in the first part of this it says that in the case of the pohee
coming ~pon the strikers, shooting the strikers ?own, d,estro~ingthem~ interfering with the people, interfering unlawfully, lllterferlllg With the right of
the people to assemble, interfering with the right of the people to express
their views, mark you, it was said in such a contingency they would defend
themselves. Now, these men here upon the stand, Schroeder and Waller who
were giving the testimony, used the word "attack." When it was translated
"attack" you must not take that as a literal meaning of these men. It was
defense: They meant by this word defense. If it had been literally translated as these men meant it, and as the spirit of the testimony shows, the
word would not have been "attack," but would have been defense. In every
instance the whole preparation and proof about it shows that it was for defense. What could they attack? What can a handful of men attack? There
was only a handful of men there at best. What can they attack? Who can
they attack? What could they capture? What coul.d they t~ke? Wouldn't
it be ridiculous for them to underta.ke to attack the cIty of ChIC,ago, to attack
the authorities, to undertake to seize the city? Why, that would be nonesense. It would be ridiculous. Upon the very face {If it, it is an absurdity.

It was for defense. They said that it was for defense, and for no other purpose, in the event that the police invl,\ded the meetings of workingmen llnd
unlawfully-as JudjZe McAllister had told the workingmen of the city, that
the police of Chicago could not unlawfully ~nvade their meetings, and break
them up-Judge McAllister had told us this in his decision. We believed
that that was' what theJaw was. We believed that we had tbe constitutional
right to assemble. Now, why shouldn't we protect ourselves in suc~ a contingency?,
In this connection right here [Judge Gary indicated his impatience]Please, bear with me for a few minutes. In 1877-to show you what the police
will do, and what they will do unlawfully-they broke down the doors;, they
entered the hall at West Twelfth street Turner Hall, where the Furniture
Workers' Union was in session considering the eight hour movement just as
. we were at the Haymarket that night, and the question of wages. They broke
into that hall. They drove the people out with club and pistol, and fired
among them, and they killed one of the people in that hall, and Judge McAllister, upon the trial afterward declared that that was an outrageous
assault, that it was cruel, bloody murder, and that if every single policemanand there were about twenty-five or thirty who went into that establishmentJudge McAllister said that if every policeman, if every single one of them had
been killed on th~ spot, no one could have been harmed for doing it. This
was the decision of the judge j that has stood as the law. These things had
been done in Chicago. The police s}Vept down through the lumber yards at
McCormick's the day before. Those things were done all over the country,
and through the city to put down strikes everywhere. Now, where is the
crime in our having said that we would, if no other remedy or redress was
left us, that we would follow the law laid down by JudKe McAllister and use
our right, our constitutitmal right, ollr legal right to defend ourselves?
Well, now, mark you, this Schroeder and this Waller were witnesse~ for
the State; they were what is called "squealers," and they were men-now,
don't forget this point-these men were telling their story under a great bribe.
What was that bribe? Liberty and life, two of the greatest and sweetest
things known to man. Life and liberty were offered to Schroeder and Waller.
Was it from the fact that they were given money, as was testified to by both
of them, ~nd uncontradicted by the prosecution? Aside from that fact, life
and liberty were given to these men if they would tell a story thllt would fit a
theory and carry out a certain line of the prosecution to bring about a certain
verdict. They gave that kind of testimony. You will remember that Seliger's
wife upon the stand testified that these men were kept by Captain Schaack in
the station, under durance vile, and herself also, until both Seliger and Waner
were compelled, under intimidation, to sign four different statements in writing j that is an uncontradictable statement. Consider the condition un~er
which these men gave this testimony, and even with all that, they only testIfy
that the meeting was for the purpose of defense, and not for any action at the
Haymarket meeting, and had, nothing to do with the Haymarket meeting,
und no connection with the Haymarket meeting. This is the statement of
the willlosses for the State on the part of the conspilators, so·called. On
r 1:1- I\miuation the question was asked: "Well, didn't Engel saY,in refer-
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011(:(\ l lhe plan of action agreed upon by the armed group on Monday night
and on Sunday that it was to be carried out in case the police sDould interfere
with your ri!!:ht of free speech and free assemblage?" "If the police should
attack us, yea."
,
That this plan was to be followed only when the police would-I believe
Captain Black asked this question-" would by brutal force interfere with
your right of free assemblage and free speech?"
A. "It was said that we would use or resort to this plan or the execution
of it whenever the police should attack us."
Now, listen to that, your honor. Up here, you understand, in one part of
this testimony it is said we got ready to attack the police, and down here on
the cross-examination it shows that the witness himself meant that we should
defend ourselves-not attack the police. It was an absurdity-perfectly
absurd-to talk about a handful of men attacking the authorities of this city.
What, if they !!:ot the city of Chicago, wouldn't it be a white elephant?
'What, in the name of common sense, could they do with it?' It reminds me
of some people who are afraid that if the world should be made free and the
workingmen should come into their liberty that they would steal the world
nd run off with it. What would they do with it if they did? It is 'an absurd
proposition. Now, the statement of these men under cross-examination shows
what their intention was, and they used the word" defense," whereas, in the
direct examination, and by the translation of the district attorney, they are
made in English to use the word" attack" :
Q. "You say that nothing was said at the Monday night meeting with
reference to any action to be taken by you at the Haymarket? "
A. " We said we would do nothing there; we were not to do anything at
the Haymarket."
Q. ., Was it not the plan that you should not be there at all?"
A. "Yes, sir."
These are the State's witnesses upon :which they propose to show and
prove a conspiracy against us, your honor.
Q. "And you also say that you did not anticipate that the policemen
would come to the Haymarket?"
A. "No, we did not think the police would come to th~ Haymarket."
Q. "For this reason no preparations were made for meeting any police
attack on the Haymarket square?"
A. "Not by them."
Q. "Was it not the sole purpose of the meeting at the Haymarket to
protest against the action of the police in the shooting of the workingmen at
McCormick's factory?"
. A. "Yes, sir."
This was the testimony of the State's witness, Waller.
Mr. Schroeder, another witness upon whom the State rested to prove
there was a concerted plot to entrap and destroy the police, swore: "Lingg
was not present.. We talked about the condition of the workingmen, and the
remark was made that the members of the northwestern group should go to
Wicker Park in case the police should make an attack on them "-you understand, your honor, police can make attacks. Judge McAllister says they call
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make unlawful and unconstitutional attacks. Now, shall it be held by you
that the police, like the kings of old, can do no wrong, because forsooth, there
happens to be here upon this trial eight poor men, eight workingmen, eight
men without money or friends? Are we to be offered up and immolated as a
sacrifice upon the altar of Mammon to satisfy the vindictiv.e hatred and greed
of the monopolists of this city? For that is the sum total of what it amounts
to, your honor.
I
Q. "How should they defend themselves? Was anything said about
dynamite?"
,
A. "No; as well as anyone could, if anyone had anything with him."
Q. "How long were you at Greif's Hall on that Monday night previous
to the Haymarket meeting?" (This is Schroeder.)
A. "Three-quarters of an hour."
Q, "What was discussed there?"
A. "If the police made an attack upon the workmen"-now, your honor,
keep this in mind: the prosecution has tried to make out that there was a
meeting held; that there was a conspiracy entered into, and that it was
resolved upon to atack the police. Their own witnesses here, their. own testimony, shows that there was nothing of the kind intended-" if the police
made an attack upon the workmen they would help the workmen to help
themselves.",
•
Q. "'Was anything said about bombs?"
A. "'No."
Q. "At any of the meetings? "
A. "No; not while I was present."
Q. "Well, while you were present at the Monday night meeting they
talked about ho~Y they would help the workmen defend themselves?"
A .•~\" Yes, sir."
Q. "And nothing was said about throwing bombs on Monday night, or,
at any other time? "
A. "No."
Q. "Was it net talked about throwing bombs at the Haymarket meeting?"
A. "No; not while I was there."
Q. "Then it was talked about throwing dynamite to destroy the police
t the next meeting at the Haymarket? "
A. "There was nothing said about it while I was there."
Q. "You went to the Haymarket meeting?"
A. "Yes, sir; I was in a saloon when the bomb exploded."
Q. "Did you go there with any dynamite in your pocket?"
A. "I don't know what dynamite is; don't know dynamite."
Q,. " Did you know there would be trouble at that meeting? "
A. "Well, I know that much, that when the police should attack the
'lJl'klngmen that each one should help themselves as best they could."
(~, "A I, tll(l tilDe you left the meeting, the meeting. was' quiet and.
I" IU\llll\)lo'!"
A. . . Y(IH."
Alld tIll 1M UIO t stimony, your honor, which was relied upon to prove a
(ItlllIl' filly un Illy J)tll't,
Now, I did not belong 'to this meeting; I did not
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know that there was such a meeting. In fact, I was not in Chicago. I W!lS
in Ohio and the meeting was conducted in German; I cannot speak German;
I do not know the German language; I do not understand it. I do not know
these'men. I never saw Schroeder or Waller in my life until I saw them on
the witness stand here. Lingg, the first time I ever saw him ip. my life was
when I came into this court room and surrendered for trial, and saw him sitting in the prisoner's box. Why, your honor, it is ridiculous. It is an absur, dity; it is a misconception of the whole situation and conjunction of circumstances in connection with this whole affair, when I was away from the city,
and this is a sentence passed upon me for being connected with a conspiracy
which, the prosecution claims, was organized for the purpose and resulted in
the daeth of Mathias Degan at the Haymarket square on the 4th of May.
Referring again to the informer Waller's testimony; the State's attorney
is reported by the Herald of July 17, as saying aiter the adjournment: "This
man's testimony is l!;oing to convict the prisoners;" that is, \Valler. How
preposterous! The two informers disclosed no fact that bore the semblance of
a conspiracy, wh\ch in law is an agreement to do a criminal act. Now, I was
not there. I did not know anything about it. I do not speak German. I do
not know these men. I never saw them before. I don't know who the men
wer" at the meeting. The only man that I know that is connected with this
matter, I believe, is Engel j him I have met before, I don't know whether he
was at the meeting 'or not. I did not know there was such a meeting. I
never requested it to be called. Now, the State's attorney says that this
man's testimony is the thread upon -which he proposed to connect me with
this conspiracy to do a:n unlawful thing, which resulted in the death of Mathias
Degan at the Haymarket on the 4th of May. How preposterous! These
informers disclose no fact that bears the semblance of a conspiracy, but on
the contrary, their testimony simply revealed a noble and a fraternal and a
'patriotic purpose; that-quoting the langllage of Schroeder himself-" if the
police made an attack upon the workingmen unlawfully again, they would
help the workingmen to resist it, or to defend themselves." Waller testified
in chief, and reiterated it in cross-examination, that Enjl(el and Fischer, these
noble and brave Germans, offered a resolution at Greif's Hall, on the announcement that six men had been wantonly and brutally murdered by the
police at McCormick's, that if other men should come into enconuter with
the police we should aid them, and further swore that this plan was to be fol·
lowed only when the police, by brutal force, should interfere with the workman's right of free assemblage and free speech.
Now, then, where is the foul and dastardly criminal conspiracy here?
Where is it? So preposterous was it on its face to call such a noble compact
to do a lawful thing a conspiracy, that it became necessary, in the face of a dozen
witnesses, both for the prosecution and the defense, to swear that the bomb
came from the pavement on Desplaines street, south of the alley, between the
alley and Randolph street, statement made by Bonfield. himself to reporters
about half an hour after the tragedy occurred, and published in the Times on
May 5, the following morning-Louis Haas, Bonfiel 's special detective on
the, ground, at the coroner's inquest, swore the bomb was thrown from the
east side of Desplaines street and about fifteen feet, he believed, south of the
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-alley, a statement confirmed by the witness Burnett, for the defense, who
rocated it fifteen feet even further south than Haas or Bonfield did-still,on
the impt'ached testimony of Gilmer; who swore the bomb was thrown from
within the alley, w" are convicted, because he was also willing to perjure himself by swearing that Spies lit the fuse of the fatal missile. The idea of a man
striking a match in an alley to light a bomb in the midst of a crowd, the people and police standing all around him! It seems to me that such a statement
as that ought to, among sensible men, on the face of it, carry its own refutation. Perfectly absurb! If this statement bore the semblance of truth with
regard to Gilmer, or was the truth, not one of these defendants would shrink
from the responsibility of the right of self-defense, your honor, and of free
speech, and the right of the people peaceably to assemble. It is because this
is not the work of the Anarchists or of the workingmen, that we repel the
charge, which proves·there was no concerted action, and that it was none of
the plans of these groups. It is not unlawful to repel an invasion of our meetings. In the case of the People vs. Miller the learned Judge McAllister expounded the law of Illinois under which the people had the right to assemble
at the Haymarket. He said they were entitled to be as free from molestation
as in our castle and our homes. We were not obstructing the tratnc on the
highway. As there.is no travel thereon at night there was and can be no
pretense on that score, because the mayor of the city of Chicago was present
and did not interfere, and, !n fact, directed the inspector of police, after 10
.o'clock, that there was no occasion for police interference. He, therefore, as
the sole judge, under the law, recognized that assemblage not only as a lawful
assemblage, but more, a peaceful assemblage, within the law and the consti.
tution of both the State and the Federal.government, and entitled to the protection of both, which we have here and now claimed in vain, as this court
refuses in this instance, or has up to this time, to enforce the right of the people. For these reasons I ask the suspension of your sentence, for the reasons
that have been stated here; that there was no conspiracy, that it was an
organization for defense; that the meeting was peaceable; that it was a lawful meeting, as the mayor of the city of Chicago declared it upon the stand to
be, and as Bonfield and Haas both said, the morning after the Haymarket
'tragedy, that the bomb did not come from the alley, but south of it. I ask
,your honor to suspend your judgment and give us innocent men a chance,
in a new trial, to prove these facts beyond any question. The meeting, your
bonor, was sacred from intrusion or trespass-as sacred as a man's home,
which is his castle; even more, for an assemblage of the people, your honor,
is the primary seat of action on their part, of all authority on their part in a
republic, and is guarded by the first amendment to the constitution of the
United States from any abridgment, as it is also by the constitution of the
State of Illinois, now violated by this unconstitutional verdict. You have read
the, decision of Judge McAllister in this case; I have it here. It would conlIume time before this court to read it, and I will just submit it to your honor.
Our honor has read it, of course, and I will not take up your time with the'
l\<1lng of it. I offer it, however, as a part of the statement that I wish to
int\kll in 'ollDection with our view of our d~fense, and our appeal to you for a
,. w Lrllli in this case.
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Now, then, I want to call your attention to what I regard as the origin of
this bomb at the Havmarket. I believe it was instigated by eastern monopolists to produce public sentiment against popular movements, especially the
eight hour movement t.hen pending, and that some of the Pinkertons were
their tools to execute the plan. To sustain this accusation I rmbmit to you
the following fact3: Just exactly four days before the grand"strike for eight
hours throughout the United States, and only one week befure the Haymarket
tragedy, the New York Times, one of the leading organs of railroad, bank,
coal, telegraph and telephone monopoly, published the following notice, under
date of April 25, 1886, in an editorial on the condition of the market and the
causes of the existing decline and the panicky symptoms which existed. The
New York Times says: "The strike question is, of course, the dominant one,
and is disagreeable in a variety of ways. A short and easy way to settle it is
urged in,some quarters, which is to indiet for conspiracy every man ,:ho
strikes and summarily lock him up. This method would undoubtedly stnke
a wholesome terror into the hearts of the working classes. Anothel; way suggested is to pick out the leaders and make such an exam~le of th~m .as ~ould
scare others into submission." This was the 25th of Apnl, an edltonallO the
New York Times, written in view of the contemplated strike on the 1st of
May for eight hours. The New York Tribune, now no longer the oracle of the
great American tribune, Horace Greeley, that defender of oppressed h~~an
ity, but the servile organ of the most oppressive jorms of monop?ly, said ~ust
about this time in an editorial: "The best policy would be to dnve worklOgmen into open mutiny against the law." The New York rIerald, at that date
suggested by its contemporaries to make examples of the leaders in the short
hour movement, said: "Two hours taken from ten hours of labor throughout
the United States by the proposed short hour movement would make a difference annually of hundreds of millions in value, both to the capital invested in
industries and to existing stock." The issue of the hour, then, with the New
York and Chicago Stock Exchanges and Board of Trade and Produce Exchanges was how to preserve the steadiness of the market and maintain the
fictitious values tben and there rapidly falling under tbe paralyzing influence
of tbe simultaneous eight hour demand throughout the United States.
Your honor, so common is this impression among people, so common is
this belief among the labor organizations aud workingmen of this country,
that I wish to impress upon you the view which I present. I am a member
of the Knights of Labor, that is an organization of nearly a million and a half
American workingmen. I am a member of my union, the Printers' Union,
and have been for fourteen years in the city of Chicago. This is a national
and international organization with some sixty odd thousand members in the
United States. These organizations publish a great many newspapers in
America and every single one of them believes that that bomb at the Haymarket ~as instigated by the monopolists to break drown the eight hour
moYement. Hear our side. You have heard the Citizens' Association's side
of this question, you have heard the bankers' side, you have heard tlle railway
magnates' side, you have heard the Board of Trade's side; I ask you now to
listen also to the side of the workers. I might read you here extract after
extract from thelre papers to show you that what I state is true. I will read
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you one among the many I have. The Knights of Labol', a paper printed in
the city of Chicago by the Knights of Labor, says: "It would seem that Pinkerton's Detective Agency has contracted to carry out this policy, and to at
least make the public believe that workingmen are rebels against the law. It
may not be long until people will see that those detective gangp, instead of
being gangs of peace, are really the agencies of monopolists to trump up
charges and produce public sentiment against the popular movements oJ the
people." Now, on this 8ubjllct, a paper printed at Marinette, Wis., tbe Marinette Eagle, says: "The blowing up of the street cars in St. Louis by dynamite during the strike there last summer was directly traceable to Pinkerton's
agents, who put up the job. Gould's officials once tore down and destroyed a
telegraph pole, and the satanic press made but a feeble remonstrance while
the perpetrators of the dastardly act were never prosecuted, and yet the wage
earners are called Anarchists." As I said before, I could quote and take up a
great deal of time in quoting and reading tbe setiments of anti-monopoly,
greenback, labor, Knights of Labor, Trade Union and Socialist newspapers,
holding the monopolists responsible for this act in the United States. I will
not take up your time, but I will call your attention in this connection to one
thing.
In the strike down here at East St. Louis last summer, where the railroad
companies called for" men of grit," and advertit;ed to pay men of grit "that
meant business" five dollars a day, they got a lot of men, and these men fired
upon people that were walking along peaceably on a railroad track in East St.
Louis, and killed seven men and one woman. 'fhose men were in the pay of
this pool of railways. The grand jury of St. Louis refused to indict those men
even, you understand, refused even to indict them j and they were sent home
with pay and honor. But here in Chicago a mass-meeting of workingmen
occurs, and at that meeting there is a bomb thrown; some men are killed.
The tieed is fastened upon the men who spoke at that meeting, and they are
made responsible for it, and they are brought in here and railroaded through
in double-quick time to the scaffold, and, your honor, will you now refuse to
give us a chance to have this matter heard fairly, to give us a chance in a new
trial? The charge made by the labor papers that the monopolists were at
the bottom of the Haymarket tragedy, and that the Pinkertons were employed
to carry it out, supplies the key to the solution of the mystery as to who did
throw that bomb, for it has not been proven upon one of. these defendants,
without contradicting the history of that night, as gi"ven by Bonfield to the
'l'illlC8 reporter, and also by Lieutenant Haas, Whiting, Allen, the reporter,
1\11<1 so von witnesses, all told, for the State, and Burnett, Taylor and Simon"Oil, Rnd a number of witnesses, for the defense.
It rests solely upon the
'11I\WI1(;h"d, l1nsupported, the perjl1red, paid-for testimony of the perjured vil1"1", Wimer. That is all the thread that connectR it. Now, who will believe
'" Hilly AWry that one of these men or myself had any knowledge of the pal·ty
willi IlItrltHI tllo deadly bomb on its awful mission of death? It rests on Gil1111I1 'H l."'II,iItlOlly nlone.
'1'11\' N"w YOII 'I'imcH of April 27, urged as an easy way to settle the eight
hlllll' II1IV""\\ nL 1<) plt:1 Ol1t t.he leadersl\nd make such an example of them as
II ""1111' til" olh. IfI 1111,0 Hl1hlldHHion. '('he wickel1 cabal of monopolists, with
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an organ capable of making such an utterance and givin~ such atrocious
advice, is capable of putting it into execution, and force was to be used if blood
flowed and the innocent perished. The McCormick difficulty of the day
before, where unarmed working people were attacked by the polIce, transpired
within five day~ of this threat in the east. Stocks went down. The great
commercial stock centers were convulsed with apprehensions of a swift decline
in values if the eight hour strike succeeded. The wheels of industry remained
paralyzed by the thousands of laborers who were out making the strike in
fa,VQr of the eight hour movement. Something must be done to stop this
movement, and it was felt that its strongest impluse was at the west, where
forty thousand men were on a strike for eight hours in the city of Chicago,
and in order to make such an example of them-to quote the language of the
Times-as to ~care the others into submission, I repeat, that the men in New
York, capable of making such a suggestion, are capable of carrying it out, of
putting it into execution. Now, isn't that a fair presumption? Was it not
worth hundreds of' millions of dollars to them annually to have it done?
Pinkerton's agency, in my opinion, contracted to carry it out; they have done
such things on previous occasions.. Often before have they done such thinKs;
it has been proven on them in numerous parallel cases of r,onspiracy to bring
odiuin upon popular movements in all parts of the country, and I read to you
that official circular of Pinkerton's,offering himself to monopolists who wanted
just such conspirators and schemes as were laid down by the Herald 01 New
York, and the Times, Tribune and other papers. The Pinkertons, in their
'circular addressed to these monopolists, said they had the men ready; they
were prepared to furnish the information, and they could huild up and provide a conspiracy that would break down any contemplated effort on the part
of the men to receive better payor an improvement in their condition. That
is Pinkerton's own circular.. He would carry out that which he proposes to
carry out. He offers himself for sale to do that kind of work; he openly deelares in the circular that that is his business; that he makes his living and
his money by that occupation.
Nor are we wanting in: the clear links of circumstantial evidence to point
to the culprits who will yet call upon the rocks to hide them from the wrath
of an outraged people. There is in the possession of this court in this case on
file the sworn testimony of John Philip DeLuce of Indianapolis, a saloon
keeper, whose stor¥ was printed in the papers at the time he first made it
public, in May of this year. He swears that at 7 o'clock one morning in May,
this year, an unknown man wearing a mustache, dressed in dark clothes, five
feet five or five feet six inches in heiKht, came to his place, and setting a
amaH satchel on the bar, asked for a drink. Taking a drink, the customer
said he came from New York, was on his way to Chicago, and the stranger
closed with the remark that the saloon keeper would shortly hear of trouble
in Chicago. Pointing to his sll,tchel he said: "I have got something in there
that will work; you will hear of it." Turning at the door as he departed, he
held up his satchel, and, pointing at it, remarked: "You will hear of it
soon." Shortly after this episode the news of the Haymarket tragedy reached
DeLuce. The deponent appeals to a certain Oscar Smith as a witness to this
conversation, and Smith follows with an affidavit to the truth of this state-
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ment; that was away back in May. Now, if this is to be a case of conjecture,
if this is to be a case of opinion, I submit if that man's testimony is not as
worthy of the consideration of this court as is the testimony of Harry Gilmer.
Or, if your ,honor still assumes that we instigated some one else to hurl the
(bomb, I submit if the threats of the monopolist papers, and the proposals of
, Pinkerton to carry them out, do not show that some mercenary in their em"ploy
performed the deed resulting in the Haymarket tragedy. The Pinkerton force
.a.dvertises to carryon this kind of work. Pinkerton advertises in his circular
that he is ready to do this kind of a job. The New York Bel'ald and New
'York Times say the market is going down in consequence of the contemplated
strike on the first of May, and say that the leaders must be arrested and
.thrust into prison, and thus terrify the others into submission by making
examples of the leaders. This is what the Times says; this is what Pinkerton says. About this time some one, as testi.fied to by three reputable witnesses, stopped at Indianapolis; that was in May; the Haymarket tragedy
was the fourth. This man testifies to that fact. A stranger stops there. He
says: "I am going to Chicago. I have something that I will work.. You
hear from it." The man was in his cups, no doubt; probably he drank too
much. The Pinkertons are not all temperance men; they sometimes take a
little, and sometimes possibly take a little too much; possibly he talked a
little more than he ought to have talked; possibly he didn't care, but at any
rate it is sworn to that he said it; he came to Chicago, and the bomb was
heard from and heard around the world. Your honor, is this an unreasonable
assumption? It is far more likely, much more reasonable than your honor's
surmise that I instigated some one to do it, Is this not within the possibility
of human events? Might this not be the case? Is it proven, your honor,
incontestibly and uncontrovertibly, that it was not done by this man, that it
w~s not done by a Pinke~ton? Is it proven beyond any possibility of a doubt
that I and some of these men here threw that bomb, or knew of its being
thrown? It is not, your honor. It is not established. The testimony does
not show it.
These squealers for the State, Waller and Schroeder, both state that this
meeting was for defense, that it had no reference to the Haymarket, had nothing to do with it; they were not even to go there; there was no difficulty expected there. These are the State's own witnesses and against the testimony
of Gilmer, that Spies lit the bomb, which is ridiculous in itself, absurd, the
very idea of such thing. Mr. Bonfield and Lieutenant Haas said that the bomb
was thrown south of the alley about fifteen feet, and Burnett comes upon 'the
stand-a man who is unimpeached-and swears that he stood by the man who
did throw the bomb, and saw him light and throw it. All this against Gilmer,
the affidavit of DeLuce, and the statements of the witnes'3es on the part of
the prosecution. I submit that we, for this reason are entitled, and have a
right to stand here and clliim a new hearing before you. I am told that it is
a statement from the prefecture of the Paris police, that the police themselves
instigate troubles ofteu to bring about certain results. In police circles
lluch p rsons are known as procurators or provocatives. I don't know whether
this Ie true or not. You are a judge and a court; you are familiar with these
tblnge.
ow, tide description of the stranger dressed in dark clothes, and

will
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not tall in height, exactly corresponds with Burnett's description of the man
he saw, both light and hurl the bomb, and Burnett stood here. You remember it; Burnett was standing right abOut here when he testified; he said that
he was standing by the side of the man and saw the man light the bomb, and
hurl it in that direction. It tallies with the man sW9rn to here by John Philip
DeLuce, the man called for by the New York Times, Herald and T1'ibtme, by
implication at least, that this thing must be stopped. Pinkerton comes out
in a circular and offers to do this kind of work. It is the hand of the police.
Now, is it anything beyond human reason that tbese·men could not carry out
that which they said they were ready to do-to do that which they themselves
claimed it would be worth to them millions to do? I am not putting statements in their mouths. They stated here that they were ready to do such
work; perhaps they may have overdone the work; perhaps they killed more
men than they intended to kill; perhaps that may be true. Perhaps they did
not intend that it should be so great a sacrifice as it was; but I will continue
with reference to this; Burnett's pescription of the identical man he saw
both light and hurl the bomb thirty, five feet south of the alley, show that the
prediction of the stranger from Chicago, "You will hear from it," was veri.
fied within twenty-four hours, because it was not a dynamite, but an infernal
bomb, of ,,"hich this stranger boasted in his cups when pointing to the satchel
and sayi~g, "I have something in here that will work; you will hear of It;
you will shortly hear of trouble in Chicago," speaking of the pending troubles
in this city.
Within twenty-four hours after this incident at Indianapolis, as sworn to
before this court, the something in that satchel was heard from, and its detonation is still ringing in the ears of a startled world. The day following, the
5th of May, the Daily News of Chicago published the first description in
print of the man who threw the bomb, from one who swore he was neither' a
Socialist, an Anarchist, nor a COplmunist, but a mere idle and curious specta.
tor at the meeting. The News said on May 5: ,. The police have a good
description of the man who threw the bomb at the Anarchists' meeting lsst
night. The fellow stood in front of John Burnett, a candy maker in the employ of Mr. Berry, at the corner of Washington and Sangamon streets, and
was seen by him to throw the missile of death. The atrocious murderer was
a young man, a little above medium height, and well dressed. He was seen
to take the bomb frum his pocket and light it just as the police drew near.
Burnett said he stood within two feet of the man, and would certainly be able
to i'dentify him SHould he meet hi1TI again. Hardly a moment elapsed after
the bomb was light(d nntil tbe man lifted his arm preparatory to casting it
from him. Every detail of this performance was witnessed by Burnett, who
did not know what to make of this strange action. Presently the fuse attached
to the bomb commenced to burn, and then, for the first time, Burnett r.ealized
what was about to happen. The man, with a quick jerk of his arm, sent the
bomb flying through the air, and the next instant turned to run. Burnett
attempted to follow, but a stray buUet struck him in the arm and he fell to
the sidewalk. When he got up all was confusion. The foregoing is the suh.
stance of the story told the reporter this morning. Detectives were sent out
to hunt for Burnett, but they were nnable to find him."
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Your honor, this was the fifth day of May, the day following the Haymarket affair. Mr. Burnett was found and repeated the above facts to the
district attorney. reaffirming the statement to which he subsequently swore
n court for the defense, that the strange 'man stood t.hirty-five feet south of
the alley; that he saw him light the fuse and then throw tbe bomb; that he
'Wore dark clothes; and it was proven on trial that Rudolph Schnaubelt, the
man Giimer implicated, wore light· clothes that night, and tbis Pinkerton
man had a mustache and no chin or side whiskers, while Schnaubelt, the
Anarchiet, had hoth; and he was a man of medium size, whereas Schnaubelt
is noted for his great height; be is six feet two inches. The district attorney
had to stultify his own witnesses by tbe unsupported, manufactured, perjured
evidence of Gilmer, because for forty piecps of silver, he was willing to swear
that Spies lit the fuse while another man threw the bomb-a very tall man in
height, in light clothes, with a light or sandy beard. Gilmer swore that when
Fielden was speaking he was looking for a party be expected to find there,
"and I went back in the alley between the Crane building ~nd tbe building
on the south of it. I stopped in the alley and noticed some parties in conversation across the alley on the soutb side. Some one said: 'Here come the
police.' There was a man who jumped from the wagon down to the parties
somewhere standing on the south side of the alley, and lit a match and touched off something or other, and the man gave a couple of steps forward and
tossed it over into the street."· Side by side with this, ,,"e ~ive the preci~e
words of Mr. Bonfield, as published in the Cbicago Times of May 5, to a knot·
of reporters gathered around him at the station house half an hour after the
tragedy occurred. He is reported in the Times of May 5 to have said: "The
exact scene of ihe explosion is near the centerof the street and exactly opposite the alley on the east side which separates No.9 South Desplaines street
from Crane Brothers' foundry. At intervals between this alley and Randolph
street there are large, heavy, box-like frames at the edge of the sidewalk, and
it is here that the bomb was thrown."
Lieutenant Haas located the spot
there also as some fifteen feet south of the alley, not in the alley, as Gilmer
would have it. Yes, the prediction of the Indianapolis stranger was verified.
The bomb was heard from, and heard around the world. The purpose avowed
in the New York city papers to pick out the leaders and make such examples
of them as to scare the others into submission, was put into successful execution, and well was the diabolical and nefarious plot executed. Eight men" leaders "-tbree labor editor~ and five labor organizers and orators-now
II fore you, are here to receive sentence of death in pursuance of that vile plot,
01 which the Haymarket tragedy, in the hands of a Pinkerton detective, was
til
ntering wedge; and Gilmer's testimony is but a part of a scheme to
tHvMt .\ttention from the evidence of twelve witnesses, exclusive of Bonfield's,
to til 'I"i'lll(',~ reporter, that the infernal machine was hurled from fifteen to
Uill'fy·/lvu f elL south of the alley, just where the short man in dark clothes
I\lltlllllly Mtoo(l wh(lIl the angel of death was sped on its infernal mission, not
mil to Muc"llkll JlIII'JlllHOly the lives of the policemen on the ground, but that
11111 I, hOI' I, "d,,,'/\ IlIil(hl, ho arrested and doomed to death under a charge of
till ,'011111.
lOll.,! 1111 om'"f1', in order, as avowed by the New YOlk Times,
1111 'I 1ol1111 I. IIlId ",,,,,,, 41111,,\1 lI'u of thtl fallil1R stock markets of the east, to scare
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the othe~ workingmen into submission and frighten them back into the
acceptance of the ten hour plan.
Your honor, if you please, I would like to take a short recess. I am much
fatigued. I have a few more word's to say, and I will finish them this afternoon.
The Court-I had intended not to have but one session of the court today j
there has been now two'hours and three-quarters this morning and an hour
yesterday, three hours and three-quarters of time spent upon that which, as
the speaker and the auditors know, has had very little to do with the question
that is before me, and it does not seem to me that I ought to have repeated
sessions of court in listening to repetitions from newspapers, etc., which never
c'mld be used upon any trial, never could have been, and never can be. I
would very much prefer to finish up the matter. I shall not restrict you as
to time.
Mr. Parsons-I will ,say, your honor, I am now in the midst of that part
of my statemen,t which refers more directly to the Haymarket matter.
The Court-Go on, say all that you'wish to say.
[It was plain to be seen, however, that the speaker was physically unable
to "go on."]
Mr. Parsons--The absolute proof that the missile thrown was not dynamite, but what was known in the late civil war as an, infernal bomb, is in the
evidence of every surgeon who testified that all incisions were clean, and
that the flesh was torn as from an explosive in the interior. It was testified
by these scientific men, your honor, that dynamite is percussive, and had a
shell the size of Lingg's manufacture, on exhibition in evidence, been thrown
in the closed ranks of the police, as was this infernal machine; instead of killing but one on the spot, and wounding a few others, it would have blown to
unrecognizable fragments the platoons in the vicinity, and the wounds, where
there were wounds, would have been as clean as with solid projectiles.
This was an infernal bomb from New York, brought there by the Indianapolis traveler, and not a dynamite bomb, the descriptions in its effects upon
its victims, exactly corresponding with the description of those explosives,
when once used in battle on the Potomac. The hollow bullets within the
shell, after entering the victim, 'exploded, lacerating the flesh and inflieting
ugly internal and really infernal wounds.
But, dynamite is an explosive which annihilates its victims. All experiment and experience demonstrates that fact. The State of Illinois, to convict
any man for using a dynamite ,bomb at the Haymarket, must show that it
was dynamite j because the absolutely necessary link to connect these defendants with the explosion, (and especially Lingg, whom they charge, and are
going to hang, for merely its supposed m.anufacture by him) is the proof that
it was a dynamite bomb, and not an infernal machine, as they were called in
war times. The positive proof that it was not such a bomb as Lingg made,
lies in the fact that but one man was killed outright, and others being merely
wounded, though the bomb fell between two close platoons of heavily massed
men.
Mark, sir, dynamite is an explosive which annihilates its victims. A
pound displaces the air within a radius of one thousand feet. The adjacent

latoon would have been blown, as we have already sai~, into unrecognizable
toms, had it been a Lingg dynamite bomb. I cite the case of France, and
oran, and Berrige, at Warren, Pennsylvania. In each case the singular
haracteristic of their death, is the fact of the complete annihilation of matter,
pecially of the human body. Beside human, the iron frames of wagons, and
ven ponderous nitro glycerine safes, have been removed from human vision
as effectually as if they had never been formed.
This is not merely circumstantial evidence. It, is proof positive that it
was not a dynamite bomb, such as the alleged conspirators distributed at the
Monday night meeting of the armed group, which did not attend the Haymarket, Lingg himself being absent some miles distant. It is confirmation
strong as proof of Holy Writ that the agency used to destroy our lives and the
eight hour movement was a new New York infernal machine.
Six of these condemned men were not even present at the Haymarket
meeting when the tragedy occurJ:ed. One of them was five miles away at the
Deering Harvester Works in Lake View, addressing a mass meeting of 2,000
workingmen. Another was at home in bed and knew not of the meeting being
held at all until the next day. These facts, your honor, stand uncontradicted
before this court. Only one witness-Gilmer-and his testimony is overwhelmingly impeached, as I remarked before-connected the other two-two
only-of these men with the tragedy at the Haymarket at all.
Now, with these facts, the attempt to make out a case of conspiracy
against us is a contemptible farce. What were the facts testified to by the
two so-called informers? They said that two of these defendants were present
l!ot the so-called conspiracy meeting of Monday night. What then have you
done with the other six men who were not members-whd were not present,
and did not know of the meeting being held Monday night? These two socalled informers testified that at the so-called conspiracy meeting of May 3, it
was resolved that in the future, when police and militia should attack and
club and kill workingmen at their meetings, then, and then only, they were
in duty bound to help defend these working people against such unlawful,
u.nrighteous, and outrageous 8esaults. That was all that was said or done.
Was that a conspiracy? If it was, your honor, it was a conspiracy to do right
and oppose what is wrong.
But your sentence says that it is·criminal for the..workingmen to resolve
to defend their lives and their liberties and their happiness against brutal,
bloody and unlawful assaults of the police and militia.
Look at this jury for a moment, observe the material of which it was composed. There was Juryman Todd; when he was accepted on the jury he described himself as a clothing salesman, and a Baptist. As soon as the verdict
bad been rendered he was, of course, interviewed. He ~aid :
"This was a picked jury; they were all gen.tleman. You see, Major Cole,
who was the first juror accepted, and myself took the other jurors in hand as
oon as they were accepted." Major Cole, you will remember, described himB If as a bookkeeper, and an Episcopalian. Todd, in his interview, went on
tell how, nQtwithstanding their virtuous professions, when they went tEl
ih jury rOom they played cards; they also played the' fiddle and guitar
Illl p11\110, and sang songe. In fact, these gentlemen had a very merry
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time of it while engaged in the trial of the seven Anarchists for their lives,
and thE:y had to bring a verdict as becomes gentlemen, of course. What with
songs, music, carriage drives and high life at a fashionable hotel, parlor theatricals in the evening, these twelvfl gentlemen managed to kill their time, and
finally returned a verdict to kill these abominable seven Anarcbists, these
workingmen, whose lives, of course, were beneath the serious consideration of
the elegant gentlemen-these nice gentlemen.
Before the trial began, during its prosecution, and since its close, a satanic
press has shrieked and howled itself wild like ravenous hyenas for the blood of
these eight workiugmen. Now this subsidized press, in the pay of monopoly
and of labor enslavers, commanded this court and commanded this jury and
this prosecution to convict us.
As a fitting climax to this damnable conspiracy against our lives and liberty, what follows? [The speaker raised his arms and pointed his finger to
the statue of the blind" Goddess of Justice" over the judge's stand.] Oh!
hide your eyes now; hide them! hide them! It is well that your eyes are
bandaged and your vision obscnred, for could you have witnessed the corruption and infamy practiced in your name during this trial, you would have fled
from this temple forever! As a fitting climax to this damnable co~spiracy
against our lives and liberty some of Chicago's millionaires proposed to raise
a purse of $100,000 and present it to the jury for their verdict against us. This
was done, as everybody knows, in the last days of the trial, and since the verdict, so far as anybody knows to the contrary, this blood money has been paid
over to that jury; besides, these jurymen, since the rendition of their verdict,
have been feted. They have been wined, and dined, and banqueted, and costly
gifts have been bestowed upon them with a lavish hand by the enemies of
human rights and human equality. "Oh! shame, where is thy blush! Oh,
virtue, hast thou fled to brutish beasts! "
No man was permitted to serve on this jury who was tainted with the
slightest sympathy for the working class in their struggles against monopoly.
But to everyone of the 1,139 men, who were summoned as jurors by the
State's attorney, the State's attorney put these questions: "Are you a member
of a trade and labor union? Are you a member of the Knights of Labor?
Have you any sympathy wiih Communists, Anarchists, and Socialists?" And
everyone who answered in the affirmative was summarily told that he was
excused. Only five persons out of 1,200 jurymen who were summoned were
among the list; I mean there were only five 'Workingmen of the 1,200 called.
The deputy sheriff, Mr. Rice-l believe that is his name-it has been sworn
to in our plea for a new trial, your honor, that he summoned this jury, and
the affidavit is on file before you that Deputy Sheriff Rice, who had charge of
the summoning of the jurymen, declared he would summon those who would
hang us to death. Such infamy is unparalleled.
The jury was a packed one; the jury was composed of men who arrogate
to themselves the right to dictate and rob the wage workers whom they regard
as their hired men; they regard workingmen as their inferiors and not" gentlemen." Thus a jury was obtained, whose business it was to convict us of
Anarchy whether they found any proof of murder or not. The whole trial
was conducted to condemn Anarchy. "Anarchy is 011 trial," said Mr. lng-
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am. " Hang these eight men and save our institutions," shouted Grinnell;
"these are the leaders; make examples of them," yelled the prosecution in
addressing the court and jury. Yes, we are Anarchists, and for this, your
honor, we stand condemned. Can it be that men are to suffer death for their
opinions? "These eight defendants," said the State's attorney to the jury,
"were picked out and indicted by the grand jury. They are no more guilty
than are the thousands who follow them. They were picked out because they
were leaders." "Convict them and our society is safe," shouted the prosecutiOD. And this in America, the land for which our fathers fought and freely
shed their blood that we, their posterity, might enjoy the right of free speech,
free press, and unmolested assemblage.
.
This diabolical conspirany against man's inalienable rights, finds its best
portrayal in the words of State's Attorney Grinnell, himself one of the chief
actors in this gigantic crime. At the conclusion of the trial he was interviewed by the agent of the Associated Press, who sent out a full report, from
which I quote as follows:
"Do you propose to go ahead at once and bring other leaders of Anarchy
to the halter?" Mr. Grinnell replied: "We intend to leave the Anarchists
alone for a time, and bee whether they have now learned what the right of free
speech means in this country, and whether they still hold it to mean that
they may incite mAn to riot, murder, and plunder. But I will say this: We
have had in this trial men who were called' squealers' and' informers,' three
or four of them. From these men we have obtained the names of all the
principal Anarchists in Chicago. We have them on the list, and the Anarchists don't know it. I want them to know it now; I want them to know that
they are marjred men, and if ever a hand is raised to injure a hair of the heads
of any juror or person connected with the trial that is now over, every Anarchist might as well consider that his death knell is sounded. We have their
names and will bring everyone of them to the gallows. Let them understand that."
I suppose your honor has attended the opera bouffe called "The Mikado."
Yo.u will recollect that the lord high executioner of the mikado of Japan, like
Gnnnell, had them all "on the list." Grinnell proposes to continue to perpetrate acts which Mayor Harrison says could not be done in any monarchical
country with safety, and which, if done in London, would shake Queen Victoria's throne itself. Mr. GI'innell proposes to keep this racket up, to continue
it ad infi·nitum. This man, clothed with a little brief authority, spreads himself like a green-bay tree and gasconades with the fulsomeness Qf an autocrat.
He would with the mailed hand of power silence the people's discontent and
preserve law and order with silence of the graveyard and the order that
reigned in Warsaw. At the behoof of this petty usurper the Alarm, the paper
of which I was an editor, was seized and suppressed. This man seized it; he
II stroyed the files and the documents connected with the office. He did the
lllAme with the German workingmen's daily paper, the Arbeiter-Zeittmg, and
fur several weeks, yes, several weeks, this man compelled its publishers and
Il~
lIitor to submit their editorials to him for his press censorship, he
rHlIlIllll( his bIn
pencil through such articles as his majesty Grinnell saw fit
til llit rlliet.
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In an interview concerning this matter, published in the Chicago papers,
Grinnell said: "Very rigid measures will be adopted toward the Arbeitej~
Zeitung. Any reference to alleged bribery of the jury or other incendiary
utterances will cause its instant suppression. We are going to see this matter
clear through."
Thus the men who are selected to enforce the law and who are sworn and
paid to obey it and enforce it trample the law and the constitutiQn under their
feet at the behest of a few rich men when they find it convenient to punish
the poor. Thus the blasphemous conspiracy against free speech, free press
and public assemblage was concocted, engineered and c:>nsummated.
'
In the effort of the prosecution to hold up our opinions to public execration they lost sight of the charge of murder. Disloyalty to their class, and
their boasted civilization is in their eyes a far greater crime than murder.
Anarchy, in the language of Grinnell, is simply.acompound of robbery, incendiarism and murder. Now, your honor, this is the official statement of Mr.
Grinnell, and against his definition of Anarchy I would put that of Mr. Webster. I think that is pretty near as good authority as that gentleman's.
What is Anarchy? What is the nature of the dreadful thing-this Anarchy, for the holding of which this man says we ought to suffer death? The
closing hours of this trial, yes, for five days the representatives of a privileged,
usurped power of despotism sought to belie, misrepresent, and vilify the doctrine in which I believe. Now, your honor, let me speak of that for a moment.
What is Anarchy? What are its doctrinesGeneral Parsons-For which your are called upon to die.
Mr. Parsons-For which I am called upon to die. First and foremost it
is our opinion, or the opinion of an Anarchist, that government is despotism;
government is an organization of oppression, and law,statute law, is its agent.
Anarchy is anti-government, anti-rulers, anti·dictators,anti- bosses and drivers.
Anarchy is the negation of force; the elimination of all authority in social
affairs; it is the denial of the right of domination of one man over another.
It is the diffusion of rights, of power, of duties, equally and freely among all
the people. But Anarchy, your honor, like many other words, is defined by
Webster's dictionary as having two meanings. In one place it is defined to
mean, "without rulers or governors." In another place it is defined to mean,
"disorder and confusion." Now, this latter meaning is what we call "capitalistic Anarchy," such as is now witnesEed in all portions of the world and
especially in this court room; the former, which means without rulers, is
what we deneminate Oommunistic Anarchy, which will be ushered in with
the social revolution.
Socialism is a word which covers the whole range of human progress and
advancement. Socialism is defined by Webster-I think I have a right to
speak of thiA matter, because I am tried here as a Socialist. I am condemned
as a Socialist, and it has been of Socialism that my friend Grinnell and these
men had so much to say, and I think it right to speak before the country, and
be heard in my own behalf, at least. If you are going to put me to death,
then let the people know what it is for. Socialism is defined by Web!ter as
"a theory of society which advocates a more precise, more orderly, and more
harmonious arrangement of the social relations of mankind than has hitherto
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prevailed." Therefore everything in the line of progress, in civilization in
fact, is Socialistic. There are two distinct phases of Socialism in the labor
movement throughout the world tOday. One is known as Anarchism, without
politic~l government or authority, the 'other is known as State Socialism or
paternalism, or governmental control of everything. The State Socialist seeks
to ameliorate and emancipate the wage laborers by means of law, by legisla·
tive enactments. The State Socialists demand the right to choose their own
rulers. Anarchists would llave neither rulers nor law makers of any kind.
'l'he Anarchists seek the same ends by the abrogation of law, by the abolition
of all government, leaving the people free to unite 0T disunite, as fancy or
interest may dictate, coercing no one, driving no party.
Now, your honor, we are supported in thie position by a very distinguishtd
man indeed, no less a man than Buckle, the author of "The History of Civilization." He states that there have been two opposing elements to the progress of civilization of man. The first of these two is the Church; the Ohurch
which commands what a man shall believe. And the other is the State, which
~ommandl! him what to do. Now, sir, Buckle says that the only good laws
passed in the last three or four hundred years have been laws that repealed
other laws. That il! the view exactly of Anarchists. Our belief is that all
these laws should be repeaLed, and that is the only good legislation that could
possibly take place.
. Now, law ia license, and consequently despotic. A legal enactment is
simply something which authorizes somebody to do something to somebody
else or for somebody else that he could not do were it not for the statute. Now
then, the statute is the divestment and the denial of the right of another, and'
we hold that to be wrong; we consider that the invasion of a man's natural
right. Mark you, we do not object to all laws ; the law which is in accordance
with nature is good. The constitution of the United States, when it guarantees me the right of free speech, a free press, and of unmolested assemblage,
and the .right of self-defense, is good, because it sanctions it. Why? Because
it is in conformity with natural law. It doesn't require any statute law to prov:ide such a safeguard as that: that is inalienable, and it is a natural right,
inherited by the very fad of my existence, and the mere fact that it is
. embraced in the constitution does not make it any more sacred at all. On
the contrary it shows how foolish it is to do by constitution that which kind
mother Nature has already freely and graciouslydone for us. The more we
are governd the less we are free. I do not believl} your hoi::wr will deny that.
The law abiding citizen, especially if he is called upon to do- something
under a law that enslaves him, is an uncomplaining slave to the 'power that
governs him. Imagine a chattel slave down south who waslaw.aqiding, who
was obedient; what does that mean? That means he did not have any objection ; he did not have anything to say against the law that makes him another
man's slave. Now, the workingman today in this country who says nothing, '
who makel:l no objection to any of tbE:se enactments, with no protests to make
I&t all against these infamous things that are practiced by legislation, that
W rkiogroan is a law abiding, obedient workingman.
He is a nice, quiet,
a 'eful, genteel citizen.
Anllrohlete are not that kind. We object to those laws. Now, whether
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the government consists of one over the million, or a million over one, an Anarchiet is opposed to the rule of majorites as well as minorities. If a man has
a right he has a right, whether that right be denied by a million or by one.
Right is' right, and the majority that sets itself up to dictate to minorities simply transform itself into tyrants; they become -usurpers; they deny the
natural right of tbeir fellowmen. Now, sir, this would put an end to the law
factory business. What would become of your law makers? Why, a human
law maker, your honor, in my humble judgment, Th'a human humbug. Yes,
sir, just think of tbese law factories that we have tbroughout the country, the
legislatures of our states and the union, where they manufacture laws just
as· we go to a factory to manufacture a pair of boots I Why, your honor, the
same pair of boots won't fit every man; how can you make a law that will
apply to the individual cases of each one?
Now, your honor, I suppose that you would hold, like they did in the
days of old-I don't know whether you will or not, but there are some men
who would hold-that a man who would adhere to this kind of opinions ought
. to die; that this world has got no use for him. Well, that remains to be seen.
The natural and the imprescriptible right of all is the right of each to
control oneself. Anarchy is a free society where there is no concentrated or
centralized power, no State, no king, no emperor, no ruler, no president, no
magistrate, no potentate of any character whatever. Law is the enslaving
power of man. Blackstone defines the law to be a rule of action. I believe
that is it. Oolonel Foster, I would like to ask your opinion if that quotation
is correct. Blackstone describes the law to'be a rule of action, prescribing
'what is right and 1-'rohibiting what is wrong. Very trne. Now, Anarchists
hold that it is wFong for.one person to prescribe what is the right action for
anotber person, and then compel that person to obey that rule. Therefore,
right action consists in each person attending tohis business and allowing
every body alee to do likewise. Whoever prescribes a rule of action for another
to obey is a tyrant, a usurper, and an enemy of liberty. This is precisely
what every statute does. Anarchy is the natural law, instead of the man
made statute, and gives men leaders in the place of drivers and bosses. All
political law, statute and common, get.s its right to operate from the statute;
therefore all political law is statute law. A statute law is a written scheme
by which cunning takes advantage of the unsuspecting, and provides the
inducement to do so, and protects the one who does it. In other words, a
statute is the science of rascality or the law of usurpation. If a few sharks
rob mankind of ~ll the earth, turn theJII all out of house and home, make
them ragged slaves and beggars, and freeze and starve them to death, still
they are expected to obey the statute because it is sacred. This ridiculous
nonsense that human laws are sacred and that if they are' not respected and
co~tinued we cannot prosper, is the stupidest and most criminal nightmare of
the age. Statutes are the last and greatest curse of man, and when destroyed
the world will be free. The statute book is a book of laws by which one class
of people can safely trespass upon another. Without this book one person
would never dare,to trespass upon the rights of another. Every statute law is
always used to oppose eome natural law . (I am reading a few extracts from an
editorial in the Ala?'m). A statute is always used to oppose some natnrallaw,
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or to sustain some other equally vicious. statute. The statute is the great science of rascality by. which some few trample upon and enslave the many.
There are natural laws provided for every work of man. Natural laws are
seU-operating. They punish all who violate them, and reward all wh? obey
them. They cannot be repealed, amended, dodged, or bribed, and It ~osts
neither time, money, nor attention to apply them. It is time to .stop leglBlating against them. We want to obey 'jaws, not men, not the trIcks of men.
Statutes are human tricks. Tbe law-the statute law-is the coward's weaI:on; the tool of the thief, and more: tbe shield and buckler of every gigantic
villainy, and frightful parent of all crimes. Every great robbery that was ever
perpetrated upon a people has been by virtue of and in the name of law. By
this tool of thieves the great mass of the people who inhabit our planet have
been robbed of their equal right to the use of the soil and of all oth~r natural
opportunities. In th~ name of this monster (statute law) large se.cu.ons of our
race have been bought and sold as chattels; by it the vast majorIty of t~e
human race are today held in the industrial bondage of wage sJave~y. and III
its name our fair earth has been times without number deluged III human
blood. By the instrumentality of this tool, cowards and th~~ves, tyrants an.d
usurpers are robbing their fellows of their substance, despOlhng them of their
natural rights, and depriving tbem of liberty. Man's legal rights are ev~ry
where in collision with man's natural rights; hence the deep rooted and Widespread unrest of modern civilization. The only sacred right of prope.rty is t~e
natural right of the workingman to the product, which is the creatIOn ?f hiS
labor. The legal right of the capitalist to rent and interest and profit IS the
absolute denial of the natural right of labor. Free access to the means of production is the natural right to labor. Free access to the means of producti~n is
the natural right of every man able and willing to work. It is the legalnght
of the capitalist to refuse such access to labor, and to take from t~e lab?rer all
the wealth he creates over and above a bare subsistence for allowlDg him the
privilege of working.
' . .
.
.
A laborer has the natural right to life, and as life IS HUposslble Without
the means of production the equal right to live involves·an eqnal right to the
means of production. The legal right of the capitalist is virtua~ly t~e ass~r
tion that one man has a greater right to life than another man, SIDce It demes
the equality of natural conditions. Our present social system, therefore, is
based upon the legalization of robbery, slavery, and murder. The laborer
who does not get more than a bare subsistence as the fruit of his toil is robbed.
The laborer who is forced to beg for work and has to' accept it on any terms or
starve is a slave. The laborer who, being unable to get work, but who in turn
bas too much manhood to beg, steal, or become a pauper, is by the refined
.
process of slow starvation murdered. .
Laws-just laws-natural laws-are not made, they are discovered; law
nacting is an insult to divine intelligence; and law enforcing i~ the i~peach
ment of God's integrity and his power. I make,. as an Anarchist, "thiS declaration for the benefit of onr Ohristian ministry, who, while professing loyalty
t
od's laws, never for~et to pray and work for the supremac~ of u::an'~ laws
d Ullin's government-those pions frauds who profess theIr faith III the
"pow r" o( od, while t.hey employ tbe police, tbe militia, and other armed
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hirelings to enforce their man-made laws and maintain their" power" over
their fellowmen. Oh, consistency, indeed thou art a jewell These hypocrites,
always did, and do today, employ brute force to compel their fellowmen
to obey and serve them, while they whine and snivel behind their sanctimonious masks about their "love of man and the power of God." I hope
@ome of them will preach in their pulpits next Suuday moming on this topic.
In the opinion of ail Anarchist, the sum total of human life is expressed
in one word-authority. The economic regulates and controls the social status of man; the mode and manner of procuring our livelihood affects our whole
life; the all· pervading cause is economic, not political, moral, or religious,
and social institutions of every kind and degree result from, grow out of, and
are created by the economic OJ' industrial regulations of society. Every human
being, consciously or unconsciously, is affected and controlled by it in what
they think, or say or do. There is no escape; no evasion from its consequences. It is logic. It is cause and effect. Evil exists on every hand; the
wen dispoEed, philanthropic; and generous, and the good seek relief from these
evil influences by moral suasion, by self·denial, by religion, by politics, eLc.
etc., hut in vain, in vain! The evils remain, and not only remain, but grow
worse and.. worse. Why, if the fountain 'is corrupt, can the stream be pure?
If the cause remains, must not the effects follow? Jails, judges, and executioners, police, armies and navies, pestilence, misery and ignorance and
debauchery, and evils of all kinds of high and low degree, all flow from one
fountain; t, at flowing fountain of human woe is the economic or industrial
subjection and enslavement of man to man. Every human ill is produced by
the denial or the violation of man's natural rights or by the neglect or refusal
of man to conform his life to the requirements of nature. Wickedness,
wretchedness, ignorance, vke, crime, poverty are the penalties which nature
inflicts'upon her disobedient children. The natural man is a happy man. He
is virtuous and right; truly so. Whoever violates the right of another, sooner
or later punishe.s himself. Nature is inexorable. From her penalty there is no
escape. But in a court of law-of so-called" justice "-if you are a member
- of the Citizens' Association, or if you have a big bank account, in other words,
if you are a member of the propertied class, you crawl Qut of anything you
want
for law is for sale; that is to say, whoever can purchase the lawyers,
stock the jury and bribe the court, can win.. There is only one law for the
poor, to wit: Obey the rich.
The existing economic system has placed on the market for sale man's
natural rights. What are these rights? Well, among the many I will enumerate one or two. The right to live, for instance, is an inalienable right.
So, too, is the right to liberty and the pursuit of happiness. Now, how can I
possess these rights and enjoy them, when the very condition and the means
for their procurement are owned by and belong to another?
Shakespeare makes Shylock say at the bar of the Venetian court, "You
do take my life when you take the means whereby I live." Now, the means
of lif", are monopolized; the necessary means for the existence of all have been
appropriated and monopolized by a few. The land, the implements of production and ,ommunication, the resources of life are now held as private
property, and its owners ,'xact tribute from the propertyless. In this way
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the privileged class become millionaires. They deny the equal right of every
one to freely use our natural inheritance, the earl,h. The denial of that right
is death to 'whom it is denied. The right to live is made a privilege by law,
granted by law, which is granted or denied by the possessor to the dispossessed. Human rights are for sale. "If thou wilt not work, neither shalt
thou eat," says the scripture. This finds immunity among those who can pay
for it. Those who work eat not; and those who eat work not. They do not
have to; they hire some hungry, poor devil to work for them. The hired mlln
whom the capitalist press gloats on the idea of, and whom the pious frauds
declare is the dispensation of divine providence, whom we will always have
among us is a social fungus, the outgrowth of a rotten, corrupt industrial
~~.

I

In conclusion I will say, compulsion is slavery, and those disinherited of
their natural rights must hire out and serve and obey the oppressing class or
'starve. There is no other alternative. Some things are priceless, chief among
which is life and liberty. A freeman is not for sale or hire.
You accuse the Anarchists of using or advising the use of force; it is falee.
"Out of your own mouth you stand condemned," The present existing state
of society is baaed upon and maintained and perpetuated by force. This
capitalistic system that we have today would not exist twenty-four hours if it
were not held together by the bayonets and the clubs of the militia and police.
No, sir, it would not! Now, sir, we object to this. We protest against it.
But ,'ou accuse us, or the prosecution here accuses us, of that very thing
which they themselves are guilty of. It is the old, old story of .lEsop's fal,lf',
the lamb standing in the water and the wolf above him; he looks up; the
water has run down, the wolf stands above him; he looks down there toward.
the-lamb, and says, "Ho;there! you are making the water muddy." ' The
lamb observes, "My friend, I am below you, in the stream." "That doesn't
matter; )'ou are my meat, anyhow." And he goes fo!' him :md e~ts him up.
That is just the way of the capitalist toward the Anarchist. You are doing tbt'
ver,y thing you accuse us of, and against which we protest. Now, any institution that is based upon force is self-condemned; it does not need any argument" in my opinion, to prove it.
The political economy that prevails was written to justify the taking of
somethin:! for nothing; it was written to hide the blushes of the dch when
they look into the faces of the poor. These are they who brand Anarchy as a
compound of "incendiarism, robbery, and murder;" these are they who
despoil the people; they who love power and hate equality; they who dominate, degrade and exploit their fellowmen, they who employ brute force,
violence and wholesale murder, to perpetuate and maintain their privileges.
On July 14, Juryman Hamill took his seat in the box: here, and the
question was asked him:
Q. "Do you believe in Socialism, Anarchism or Communism?"
A. "Some of the principles I believe in."
Lawyer Ingham will remember the juryman said that.
</.. '" Do you believe in capital punishment, or hanging for murder?"
" I' do not."
tl. II Po you bali ve in self·defense?"
I
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A. "Yes, sir."
.
Q. "Then, don't you believe that society has a right to prote~t itself?"
A. " Not to take life."
Challenged for cause by Mr. Ingham.
Now, you see that this is proof positive that the capitaliBtic system is u~
held by force, is perpetuated by force. I_awyer In~ham calls it in a genenc
term, society. What do you mean by " society?" What is " society?" Why,
a wage worker is no part of society, except to build the palaces for t~e fel.lows
who run society, to live in, and furnish them with fine clothes and mce wmes,
with luxury and ease, and so on. They-the workers-are no more part of
that society than the slave was of the plantation in the south. They are part
of the society as the mud-sills who do the work, but have no part of the benefits. That is the society to which my friend Ingham refers.
Now, we do not want to obey-we Anarchists; we do not want to obe~
this society-this generic society. What is Vanderbilt, Gould, Mr, Phil
Armour, and a lot of that kind? They are the parasites, the leeches, who
take all and cry for more. That is society. That constitutes the present
society. Now, we do not like those fellows; we do not want to obey them.
We do not want to serve them: we do not want to he slaves to them, and by
golly, they are going to take ~ur lives because we do not want to obey them;
because we are Anarchists, for Anarchy simply means disobedience. Now is
that not infamous-is that not ridiculous? The present society is the slavery
of labor.
Now, every juryman was asked these questions by, I believe, Mr. Grinnell
,-or Mr. Ingham-one or the other:
"Do you believe in the enforcement of the law?"
"Do you believe that society has a right to protect itself by law?"
" Have you any sympathy for any person or class whose object is the
overthrow of the law, or whose object is to overthrow law and government by
violence? "
Now, your bonor, wbat is govemment but violence? \Vbat is it? FOlice.
The last resort of every law is force. They have in reserve, always in reserve,
you understand. the police and the militia, always; as long as nobody q uestions the law, of course nothing is said about the club (ill' the bayonet. But
let a strike take place; let the working class object to overwork, starvation
wages, or compulsory idleness, then out come the police, the militia, and the
Pinkerton army to preserve "law and order," to fOI'ce, to drive tbe workers
into submission, and" protect" society. Tbus labor is enslaved by law. Oh,
you sly rogues! Oh, you sly fellows! Why, it is you who cause the work in/!.man-especially if he is an Anarchist like me-to occupy this position. He is
damned if he does, and he is damned if he doesn't. So it is tweedle-dee and
tweedle-dum, whichever position you take with these gentlemen upon that
question.
Now, Juryman Ames, on July 8, said he was a bat and cap merchant. He
took a seat in the box. In reply t.o the question whether he held any prejudice against Anarchists, Communists, and Socialists, he sai,l: "Well, my
early education and bringing up is entirely against anything of this kind."
State's Attorney Grinnell then rose and objected to asking jurors as to

ADDRESS OF ALBERT R. PARSONS.

113

their prejudice against Anarchy, Communism, and Socialism. ~ou see, Mr.
Grinnell thought if he could only get that man-that kind of a fellow-on the
jury, wouldn't it be a fine thing? He doesn't want that kind of a man asked
the question. A fellow that was against all this sort of stuff and this ki.nd of
thing-he knew that tha.t kind of a man would be solid for hanging a man
that held such ideas. I suppose that was his idea; I don't know what else he
could have objected for. Mr. Grinnell said in that connection: "This is a
charge of murder. This question of Anarchy is here too much." You remember this, gentlemen. " We are here to try these men for murder, and not
because'they are Anarchists." This was the second day of the trial, mind
you. That was Mr. Grinnell; but be was careful to aek everyone of the jurymen if they had any sympathy, to ask them if they were in favor of the labor
movement; if they were' members of a labor union; if they were members of
a trades union-he was very particular to find that out-and in arguing the
case before the jury he and his assistants finally declared that Anarchy was
,on trial, and that was the thing we must be conwcted of.
H. E. Graves was a railroad superintendent.'
Q. "Are you opposed to labor unions or prejudiced against members of
labor organizations?"
.A. "I am; . I a.m opposed to labor organizations of any and all
descriptions. "
Judge Gary inquired of him as follows:
Q. "You believe in individualism-that is; everyone, whether-a capitalist or a laborer, acting for himself, do you-yon are opposed to combination? "
A. " Yes, sir."
Attorney Foster-" Do you believe in railroad pools'?"
A. "Yes, sir."
He was laughed out of the court room. Now, Judge Gary, in his qul'stions to tbis man, teaches us individualism. Now, that is Anarchy, pure
and simple.
The Court-Do you take that from any short-hand report?
Mr. Parsons-Yes, sir.
Mr. Foster-That is true, so far as the answer of the witness is concerned.
The Court-It don't sound like anything I would say.
Mr. Parsons-Do you believe in individualism, every one, whether capitalist or laborer, acting for himself, do you'? Your honor. I took that down
at the time you said it. I did not take it from the short-hand reports.
The Court-I don't care. Go op.
Mr. Foster-What I have reference to is what the juror answered.
The Court-My own language is cited there. I don't remember it now,
but it is of no consequence. Go on.
Mr. Parsons-If everyone acted for himself, as the judge says, that
would be liberty, and liberty is the end of authority, of government and of
tatute lawll.
.July I:l.-.Tnryman Reed, a State street music dealer. Attorney Ingham
MI\yH: "I r tho prieoDers are jl:uilty you want them convicted; and if they are
hlllu( lilt 011 1Vl\lIt them 1\('qnitte<1, do you not?" TheD," can't you listen t.o
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the testimony fairly amI iLDp_,rtialiy ann dedde whether they are guilty or
innocent? "
Juryman Reed said:
"When they do not teach a doctrine that undermines the law, that don't
break the law, then there is no flbjection to the labor organizations. There
could not be any. I have a prejudice against any man who seeks to undermine the Bocial and political laws of the country. I am a Freethinker."
Now, this man condemned us to death, becaustl we seek to undermine
the social and political laws of the country. He is a Freethinker; w~ accepted
him for that reason, because we thought that, as he claimed the right of free
thought on religious matters, he would certainly be consistent and give us the
right of free thought on political and social questions. But alas! Juryman
Reed is a Boston man. That is the country where they used to bum witches
and condemn religious beretics to death. Tbe right to free thought has been
acquhed after a century of bloollalJed and struggle, and now, because we, the
Anarchists, are social and .political heretics, he strangles us on the gibbet.
Juryman Reed concedes the right of free thought while he denies us the right
of free action. What is the one worth without the other? What a mockery
to say to the slave, "You are free to think yOJl ought to be free, but you have
no right to be free." To compel me to work and to suffer for yoUI' benefit,
and then console me with the aEsurance that I,am free to think what I please
about it, is the very mockery of liberty. This is the fruit of authority, of
force, of government. Juror Reed would have been hung one hundred years
ago. He hangs me today. Do you \\onder that I am an Anarchis.?
I will read from the Ala1"l)) an article headed" White Slaves-The Bitter
Cry of Poor Working Girls-A True Picture of Civilization Under·the Infamies
of Capitalism-Life, Liberty, and Happiness in Amer,ica-Facts for Fathers and
Mothers to Consider." Then follows a two column article in t,he New York
Evening Telegm'm, a capitalistic newspaper, descriptive of the life of the sewing girls in New York city-American girls-the future mothers of American
citizens. 1 will not take up the time of the court in reading it in full. I will
read a short extract as follows:
'
" It must be confessed that the outlook for labor in all its brancbes of
industry is most discouraging, and revives the idea of that terrible story ill
Blackwood, where a prison of iron bas been so constructed as to gradually
contract until it becomes an iron shroud that crushes the prisoner within to
a shapeless pulp. Labor is encircled by an iron shroud made of two factions,
the tendency of capital to concentrate itself in few hands and the undeniable
fact that the number of laborers will alwa,ys increase in greater ratio than the
amount of employment for them. These items alone would, if not counteracted by some system that is vital, reduce the working class in time to a condition far worse 'than slavery. In fact, elavery has been in all past ages the
one remedy for the overpowering woes of labor, but a remedy that undermined
and ruined each civilization in its turn. In the meantime, it is to be hoped
, that the women of America will take up the cause of their sex and publicly
denounce the monsters who propose to young girls to work sixty hours a week
for less than will feed and clothe them. Young as is the American nationality, it stands front to front today with the wonderful problem of civilization.
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The cause of the striking girls at Wallack'a shirt factory is not only the cJ.,.~e.
of womanhood throughout the world; it is also the entering wedge for the
great problem, I What are rights of labor?' It mllst be obvious to every senRtor and congressman and to every dabbler in.political economy tbat life is
not worth living when honest gids cannot support themselves, by .sixty hours
of intense labor. It is idle to prate about the great laws of supply and demand
in the face of this present fact that an honest girl, who works ceaselessly
throughout the week, has not enough wages to pay for her board and clothes.
In America.we change conditions and right wrong by inquhy. In Europe a
social revolution is brewing, hl1wever, before which the great revolution of
France will pale."
I merely quoted this article in order to show that class of people who are
crying out that our grievances are imaginary-that these grievances are factsDOt imaginary.
Well, now, I come to consiller our city of Chicago. Take the management
of the political affairs of the city, your honor. They are Doted for their political corruption. Take these policemen-now, I do not aonse the policemen;
the policeman is a workingman the same as 1 am. Now, a man's standing on
the police force, it is notorious, depends. entirely upon his ability and his will- •
ingness to club, and club often-hit everything that comes along and drag it
in. The policemen have to get their positions through the aldermen. It is
notorious that they have to use corrupt methods to do it, and when a man is
once on the force, imagine how subject he is to his higher officials. Whatever
his superior bands him to do he must do. He must obey. He must do it or '
he will lose his job. 1 do not blame tbe police. It is not the individuals that
I blame at all. I say here, as I said at the Haymarket-it is not individuals,
it is not against the man, but it is against the system that prodnces the~e
things that we contend: We object to that.
The charge is made that we are " foreigners," as though it were'a crime
to be born in some other country.
My ancestors came to tbis country a good while ago. My friend Neebe
here is the descendant of a Pennsylvania Dutchman. Be and I are the only
two who had the fortune, or the misfortnne, as some people may 'look at it-I
don't know and I dou't care-to be born in this country. My ancestors had a
hand in drawing up and maintaining the Declaration of Independence. My
great great grand-uncle lost a hand at the Battle of Bunker Hill. I had a
great great grand-uncle with Washington at Braddywine, Monmouth and
Valley Forge. I have been here long enough, I think, to have rights guaranteed, at least in the constitution of the country. I am an internationalist.
My patriotism covers mOl'e than the boundary lines of a single State; 'tbe
world is my country, all mankind my conntrymen. Tbat is what the emb1801
of the red flag signifies; it is the symbol of the free, of emancipated labor.
The workers are without a country. In all the lands they are disinherited,
ann America is no exception. Tbe wage, slaves are the dependent hireling~ of
tho dch in every land. They are everywhere social pariahs "itbout home VI'
I\ollntry. As til y create all wealth, Rt> also they .fight every battle, not fol'
thlllllH( IVOA but, for their JOl\Hters. There is an end to tbis self-de~radation.
III t,hl' rllturll JulioI' will flJ.:ht only in self-defense and work for itself and not
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for another. Every ~overnment is a conspiracy to enslave the 1ll.borer.
Take the morality of the capitalistic system and look at it. In the moral.
.
Ity of the capitalistic system everything is for sale. Love, honor, liberty,
everything is for sale; everything has its price, under this modern system 01
commercialism: profit and loss; meum et teum, and this trains every man to
be a l~ar and a hypocrite, Men are taught to be hypocrites, to carry a mask
on their face, to lie, to misrepresent everything. No man can be honest and
s~cceed in business or make money. It is impossible. Honesty is punished
WIth poverty, while dishonesty revels in every luxury.
•
Now, sir, is it fair to try a man by a class jury for disloyalty to that class?
A verdict of guilty from such a source is a foregone conclusion. Do you call
such a trial as that a fair, impartial,_or unprejudiced trial? Nonsense. I
believe if there had been some workingmen on that jury they would have understood something about this question; tlley would have considered the matter quite differently. They would, at least,have given our side a fair chance.
T.he coal monopoly has been touched upon. Why, the capitalistic papers
of ChICago say: "Strangle it." That is what Fielden said on the Haymarket.
Thl( trouble is that the moment this thing is touched you slinl!: open the door
of Socialism and in they pile pell-mell. It is no use talking. Three coal kings
met in the parlor of a New York hotel-this was done last year-they advanced
the price of coal, which is a free gift of nature to all ber children as much as
air and fire and water are; it belongs to the people alone as Socialism main,
tains and will consummate, even if this court should car~yout and baptize in
blood an attempt on the part of the people, peaceably and lawfullv and con·
stitutionally, to do and accomplish this result. I say these coal ~onopolists
advanced the rate of coal fifty cents a ton, the equivalent of an advance of
$30,000,000 from the needy people of the United States.
But a few days ago the same coal monopoly m!'t again and advanced the
price o,f anthracite fifteen cents per ton, and by limiting the output they still
farther advanced the price of what remains on their hands in the market and
practically put a tax for this prime necessity of life upon the people, wes; and
east, and turned the hundred thousand miners out to freeze and starve.
Last year I was in the west. I was sent for by the Knights of Labor in
Kansas on the 4th day of July, last July a year ago, to address them. While
traveling that section I went throughout Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and Missouri, and' among the places I visited were the coal mines. I went down into
the mines. I saw the manner in which this coal business was carried on.
They dig up the coal out of the ~round; they bring it up to a place which thev
call the screening. There are several kinds of coal, three kinds, the lump,
the nut, and the screenings. Now, the screenings is the portion of the coal
which falls through a certain sifter, or selve, and among it is the dust, little
lumps of coal an inch and a half to three inches in diameter. This coal constitutes, the miners tell me, about one-fourth of a ton to each ton. Well tlie
miner receives nothing for that at all, he doesn't get a cent; it is not paid for.
Last Fourth of July I witnessed these things while traveling throughout the
States, and when I returned home, I was hard up. I did not have monev
enough to buy a ton of coal at once. I had to buy my coal by the scuttle and
I paid 10 cents a scuttle for coal that winter, and the coal that I bought' was
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this screening coal which the miners did not get a cent for. It cost me $9 a
ton, and the miners did not get a cent for it. And yet there are people here
who say that these grievances are imaginary; and that there is nothing in
lli~.
.
. ,
Well, now, here is a nice thing to be read inthis country', in this.age. A
man was interviewed the other day by the Chicago papers. His name was
Lord Sbastakoff, a mi,llister of the Russian navy, travelinl!: in America for his
health. This minister, this master of the czar's council, met the reporters.
He says: "Have you hanged your Nihilists?" referring to the condemned
Anarchists. On being told that all we):e condemned and in prison, but they
were not yet hanged, he expressed the hope that the execution would take
place at an early day, and strongly discountenanced any delay in the matter.
Talk. about foreigners-you fellows that are talking about foreigners; I think
tbat IS a pretty good one. You are going to hang theBe men on this theory,
because they are foreigners. Actually it was made a point to the jury-urged
upon the jury by the State's attorney-that ~e were foreigners, and that we
were hostile to the great and glorious institutions of our America. "They were
not born here;" and they actually tried to make the jury believe'that none of
us were born here--tLat all of us were imported; and it did sway that jury;
it did have its effect upon that jury. Now, here ~omes tbis fellow from the
czar's dominions.
He says, "Gentlemen, that has been a good job; carry it out; don't give
them any sho\y at all."
Now, I denounce this thing. But you say we are revolutionists. Well, if
we are, who made us such? Are not the labor exploiters, the monopolists,
the mine, factory and workshop czars creating a revolution? They are the
revolutionists.
I am only a "kicker." I object, I say" No! take your yoke off my neck.
take it off, I will not have it on there," and they reply, "You stand still, now,
and let me put'in this coupling pin, and you'll carry that yoke well enough-if
you don't I will have you carried off to the police station; if you make any
noise about it, I will have you hung!" Sir, our execution will be a legal
notification to the American workingmen to be warned by our fate that they
must not e;xpect to have any of their" imaginary" grievances, as it were,
remedied or rectified,
Now, your honor, I have gone into this matter for the reason that you
said there was nothing in extenuation for these utterances and this kind of an
'organization. I believe you used language something like that. I have gone
into this matter as exteDRively as I have for the pUl'pose' of showing that, if
your honor was laboring under a misapprehension, I wanted to remove that
..misapprehension; that has been the object of what I have said or had to sav
outside of the matter or mere I'ecord of the trial. Now, before I conclude o~
this point of extenuation, I want,to read an editorial in the Chicago Daily
, l!ew8 of September 25 What is this? Is it October? *
• [NOTE-I was Il"reatly exbaubted Irom physical and mentBl exertions, baviug spolleu
two hO,nrs the day hefore and over four hours consecutively that day, tlle jUdge denyilJg
me a short respltll at noon. At many times during the speech the jndlte had indicated his
impatience by his actions and looks, to the discomfiture of the speaker. When I asked
this question I felt my memory fail me.
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General Parsons-Yes, the 9th of October.
Mr. Parsons-Yes. It is concerning this workingmen's movement: "The
strong probability of Mr. George's election in New York has also a meaning
for the so-called capitalistic class of this community. A brief summary of the
inception and pro!!ress of the Anarchists' movement, wbich terminated at the
Haymarket on the 4tb of May last, will make this clear.
"Following-tbe great railroad strikes of 1877 came the failures of savings
banks; tbe unpunisbed defalcations of the trustees of the poor, and the enormous immigration, increasing competition for work and bringing with it a
large element of the victims of Bismarck and of Bismarck's servility, soured
with life and ready for desperate deeds. Under such inauspicious circumstances workingmen's parties were formed and tickets put in the field; some
were captured, others disorganized, some fell into the hands of the Socialists,
who found time to form a party whicb elected Frank Stauber to the city council froni the fourteenth ward." I was a prominent actor, your honor, in all of
this matter tbat has heen related here in the News..
"Stauber was subsequently re-enforced by the election' of Alpeter in tbe
sixth ward l\nd another one in tbe fourteenth and Chris Mayer in tbe fifteenth, while tbe Socialistic labor candidates for the fifth and seventh w.trds
were only defeated by a small majority. Alpeter and Stauber and bis colleagues refused all overtures from the ring whicb tben as now controlled tbese
politics. They were proof alike against bribery and intimidation and the party
which they faithfully and honorably represented was becoming powerful and
troublesome as an opponent to the ring. At tbe city election following a flagrant violation of the hallot box was perpetrated in the sixth ward by 'Cabbage' Ryan, through whicb Alpeter was defrauded of a seat, and the offender
was ~he1tered from punishment, hie case being dismissed without a hearing in
some manner. This was followed the next year by the breaking open of the
box in the second precinct of the fourteenth ward and the fraud and perjury
by which Stanber was kept out of his seat for twenty-tbree months, fraud and
perjury which were condoned by the courts. It was upon the same day and
at the sawe election tbat Cnllerton succeeded by a suspicious majority of not
over twenty votes over a Socialist by the name of Bauman, and the cORncil
practically denied the contestant an opportunity to present his rights. One
of these frauds was perpetrated in the interest of the Republican party, the
other in the interest of the Democratic. The record needs no comment, but
it is no small wonder that the party was driven from the field, unable to cope
with the rascals of hoth tbe other parties."
Then he goes on to show that it was such things as this tbat brougbt
about- Anarchy and produced the Hay market affair; brought that affair about
. -that is, he is assuming, your honor, that we, the men alleged, the men convicted by the jury, aTe guilty of that tbing which we specifically now and ?ere
deny. But even if true, the editor of the News alleges, that there were extenuating circumstances: that there was someone else connected with the moral
respollsibility, even though we were personally guilty of the offense. Now, on
the idea of extenuation," Mayor Harrison, about three weeks ago, was asked:
"How do you like the verdict in the Anarchist caFe?" "Well, I don't.care
to talk about it. We have punished these people who violated the law, and

now it remains for us to cure the disease." What does this mean, your honor?
Why, that we are an effect; Mayor Harrison says we are an effect. Now it is
a funny doctor that would go to work to cure the effect of a disease. You
would never get rid of the disease, would you? You never would touch the
cause. The mayor of thfl city of Chicago says we are the effect. I submit
this here as an extenuating circumstance, and as a part of my plea for a new
trial. The mayor said: "There is it wide discontent among thil working people-there is no doubt about that; it cannot be cured with bullets or policemen's clubs. We have got to remove the cause. That is the task that is before
the thinking men, the law makers, today. There is no doubt but that the
working people have reason to be discontented all over the country. Legislation in the interest of the big corporations and the monopolies is tQe fact, and
no law making for the laboring classes. That is what makes the laboring man
discontented. You must cbange all that, and legislators must be elected wbo
cannot be bought by the corpo;ations, or what will happen? The people will
rise up in mobs,. some day, and will have to be subdued with the bullet, and
that would be the end of flee government." Why, your honor, that is precisely what I have said a hundred, and perhaps a thousand times. That is all
I have ever said-go and fetch Harri~on-bring him here. He is as much
legally guilty on those words as I am this afternoon. I offer that as llhowing
that there are extenuating circumstances, even though we be guilty as charged,
which we deny. Mayor Harrison says thflre is "wide discontent among ·the
working people which cannot he cured with bullets and policemen's clubs."
Now, I want to ask this court if it thinks that that discontent can be cured by
hanging us?
"
Take the governor of this State~Governor Oglesby. He made a speech
not long ago on monopoly. He said that we stood upon a social volcano. What
did he 'mean? If he had 'made that remark at the Haymarket he would be in
this box here today, and turned over to the hangman. If he happened to be
at the Haymarket meeting and made that remark-if there had been a conjunction of circumstances which would have hrought him to tbe Haymarket,
such would have been his fate.
None of the men were ever arrested before, not one of us; and I never
was arrested. I came to the court of my own accord. The other seven were
never arrested before, never were drunk, never were disorderly. Sober, steady,
industrious, intelligent, upright, honorable, decent workingmen; there is not
a spot, a blemish, nor a single stain against anyone of the eight.
Now as to this Gilmer and Burnett matter. I, as a man here on trial
wishing to know what your decision is to be witb reference to my having a
chance to prove my innocence, being convicted upon the testimony of a man
like Gilmer, offered the man Burnett as an offset to Gilmer. He was u,nimpeached. No one questioned his veracity. He stood here as an honest man.
Gilmer did not. The State's attorney, in his eagernesB to produce this result
-and, by the way, right here I want to say, it is no particular credit for the
prosecution to bring about this verdict. All the rules of evidence and proce(ltue were reversed on this trial. Instead of being considered innocent until
(Illr 'uilt WIIS established, we have been held guilty unless we could' establish
IIUI" illllul" /I '0.
Why, the whole capitalistic press, the whole of the police,
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the bankers, millionaires, etc., everything was against these poor men. We
had no money, influence, or friends. It was not difficult to bring that about
at all, and if they did not have a case they could make one easily. That was
an easy matter for them to do-a very, very easy thing for them to do. Now,
Mr. Grinnell must have known that Gilmer's testimony was false. I don't
know whether he did or not. But it seems to me he ought to have known it,
because it was dearly dem'onstrated by the witness Burnett, who stood upon
the stand, and whose testimony is unimpeached, that he called upon' and had
talks with Attorney Grinnell as early as May 6, and had a number of interviews with him for the express pUl'-pose of having him identify Schnaubelt's
pic~nre and fasten the deed upon Schnaubelt. Burnett refused to do that. He
said: "No, no; that ain't the man. Besides, it was not that way. He was
further down. It was not up at the aUey." Now, Burnett's testimony contr,-!.dieted every statement of Gilmer, and Burnett is unimpeached and Gilmer is
impeached. If the district attorney knew of this fact, if he knew the fact that
Burnett was an honest mau, and called at his office and refused to identify
Schnaubelt, your honor, did not the district attorney lend himself to a very
bloody piece of work? I do not see how he is going to get clear of that. It
may be he will, but it seems to me that if this verdict is to be carried out then
our blood will be on his head for sub~rnation of perjury. I may be mistaken,
your honor; I do not impugn any man's motives. I don't know, but it seems
to me it is the only construction which could be put upon this testimony.
Two witnesses, since this verdict was made, came forward voluntarily and
made an affidavit that they bad been in Gilmer's company the night of May
4, at another place, and that Gilmer was not at tbe Haymarket. Then Mr.
Bonfield, the chief of detectives, who is Mr. Grinnell's right hand man-he
takes these two men in his charge, and by bribery or intimiJation, or by SODle
other means, I don't know what, he induces them to retract their sworn statement. Wasn't that a scaly traneacti9n, worthy of the villainy and' corruption
of the detective depaJ;.tment?
Your honor, I have got what would take me an hour and a half, p,ossibly
two hours, at least, to say. , I am used to an active, outdoor life, and until my
incarceration here I have never been deprived of personal activity, and the
close confinement in a gloomy cell-I only have about two hours and a half
exercise each day, practically about two hours of the twenty-four-and of
course it has deteriorated my physical system somewhat; and then, the long
mental strain of this trial in addition to it. I thought if your honor could
possibly give me a little rest for lunch, if we could adjourn until 20'cI0l'k-it
il:l now 1 o'clock-I don't think I could get through under two hf)urs. Still, if
your h';)nor insists, I am ready to proceed.
The Court-I do not thin:!>: I am under any obligation to have repeated
adjournments of the court for the purpose of listening to the reading of newspapers or disquisitions upon political economy, the question only being in tbis
case, whether the defendants killed Mathias Degan. That is the only
question in the case.
Mr. Parsons-Yes, sir; of course.
The Court~Not whether they did it with their own hands, but whether
they set causes at work which did end in his death.
/

Mr. Parsons-Well, your honor, I am proposing to show you here that by
a new trial, by a suspension of the judgment and sentence of death, we can
6lltablish our innocence; that is what I am proposing here to do; that is why
I am offering this. You quoted our speeches and read many articills from our
labor papers to prove that we " set causes at work which did end in his (Degan's) death." Now, sir, I am showing you by the very same kind of ,testimony taken from the speeches 3nd newspapers of monopolists that they and
not we .. set causes at work which did end in his death." And, sir, I leave
the world to judge if our testimony against them is not as strong or stronl/;er
than is your testimony against us. Of course it is not sworn to; it cannot be.
. I cannot get witnesses in here to swear them. I cannot swear to it myself.;
that is the purpose I have in view. But you did not have our Ilpeeches and
newspaper articles sworn to. You took them for granted. Now, sir, against
these I put the utterances and newspaper articles of the monopolists. Now,
my long review of the labor question was made for the express purpose of ,
having your honor understand the motives that were actuating us in this
labor movement; that you might see that labor had, grievances; that it had
teasons for org.anizing; that it was not a matter of mere peevish discontent,
as we are charged by some unthinking people, or that the grievances of the
workingmen are imaginary, as alleged by those people who do not feel any
interest in this matter.
In over-ruling the motion for a new trial, your'honor used this language:
"Whether these defendants, or allY of them, did participate or expect the
throwing of the bomb on the night of the 4th of May is not a question which
I need to consider, because the instructions did not go upon that ground. The
jury were not instructed to find them guilty if they believed that they participated in the throwing of the bomb, or enconraged or advised the throwing
of that bomb, or had knowledge that it was to be thrown, or anything.of that
sort. The conviction has not gone upon the Jl:round that they did have any
,actual participation in the act which caused the death of Degan, but upon the
ground, under the instructions, that they had generally, by speech and print,
advised a large class to commit murder, and had left the occasion, time and
place to the individual will, whim and caprice of the individuals so advised'
and that in consequence of that advice and in pursuance of it, and influenced
by it, somebody not known did throw the bomb that caused Degan's death.
Now, if that is not a correct principle of law, then the defendants are entitled
to a new trial. This case is without precedent. There is no example in the
law books of a case of this 80rt. No such occurrence has ever happened before
in the history of the world." Now, your honor, you, by these words, frankly
admit that we have not been convicted for any act done, but simply because
of speeches made and of opinions expressed. I am, therefore, showing you
that that bomb was hurled by labor's enemies at the instigation of the monopolists, and not by us. Their speeches, their utterances, their newspapers
openly coumeled ,and advised by "speech and print" just such things. Did
they not? Then are they not the guilty perpetrators? The question, to use
your honor's language, is "not whether they did it with their own hands, but
wbether they (the monopolists) set causes at work which did end in the Hayroark t trngedy." By their own proposals I have shown you that they did.

/
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Socialism, your honor, means the abolition of wage slavery, because it
allows the people to carryon production and consumption by means of a system of universal co-operation. That is what I said at the Haymarket. I
pointed out at the Haymarket the fact that the workingmen were being deprived, according to Colonel 'Wright, the commissioner of the Bureau of Labor
Statistics of the United States. He proves by the statistics that they were
producing values to the extent of $10 a day, and receiving $1.15; that they
were being deprived of $8.85. Now, I said to them: "Here," said I, "Socialism will give you that $8.85; under Socialism you would get that whole $10,
whereas under the wage system you receive $1.15 of it. But that is not all:
Socialism will make your labor saving machinery a blessing instead of a curse
to you; by it wealth will be increased, and drudgery diminished indefinitdy.
Socialism is simple justice, because wealth is a social, not an individual product, and its appropriation by a few members of society creates a privileged
class-a class who monopolize all the benilfits of society by enslaving the producing class." Now, your honor, this is what makes the monopolists mad at
the Anarchists. This angers the corporation men. See what they say. The
result is that a verdict must be brought against Socialism; .because, as the
district attorney states here, the law, and the government, and Anarchy are
upon trial. That is the reason. Not for what I did, but it is for what I b,,lieve. It is what I say that these men object to. The verdict was against
Socialism, as said by the Ohicago Times the day after the verdict.
"In the opihion of many thoughtful men the labor questiou has reachell
a point where 'blood-letting has become necessary," says the Cllicago honMonger.
"The execution of the death penalty upon the Socialist malefactors in
Chicago will be in its effect the execution of the death penalty upon the Socialistic propaganda in this country.
'~The verdict of death pronounced by a Chicago jury and court against
these Socialist malefactors is the verdict of the American people against the
crime called Socialism," says the Chicago Times. By the American people
the Times means the monopolists.
In niore familiar words, as used heretofore by the Times, "other workingmen will take warning from their fate, and learn a valuable lesson."
The
Times in 1878 advised that" hand grenades (bombs) should be thrown among
the striking sailors," who were striving to obtain higher wages, "as by such
treatment they would be taught a valuable lesson, and other strikers would
take warning from their fate."
So it seems, "hand grenades for strikers," and" the gallows for Socialists," are recommended by the organ of monopoly, as a terror to both.
Socialism aims not at the lives of individuals but at the system which
makes paupers and -millionaires possible. SocialisIll aims at the death of no
wan nor the destruction of property, and the capit.alistic press lies, and they
know it, when they make such,charges against Socialists. They lie about us
in order to deceive the people; but the people will not be deceived much
longer. 1\0, they will not. The monopolist organs of our cities have advised
hand grenades, strychnine, arsenic and lead instead of bread, for the unemployed and those seeking to better their condition, long enough. It is time

for this to stop. When will it stop? In the sermon on the mount Christ said:
What man is there of you who, if his son shall ask him for bread, will give
him a stone, or if he shall ask for fish will give him a serpent? All things,
therefore, whatsoever ye would that men should do unto you, do ye even so
unto them." It was, howeYer, reserved for the close of the nineteenth century,
of the Christian era, in the city of Chicago, and by the editor and proprietor
of the Chicago T1'ibune, to permit to be said, unrebuked, in his paper: "When
a tramp "-an unemployed and starving laboring man-" asks you for bread
put strychnine or arsenic on it and he will not trouble you any more, and
others will keep out of the neighborhood." I suppose, your honor, this was
said by a law-and-order pharisee.
'
This verdict, as it now stands, proclaims to the world that he who throws
a bomb and kills a score of people is safe, while he who speaks or writes or
works to organize labor and peaceably remove-because I deny the charge of
any organization to attack any body; the proof does not show it, nor sustain it,
nor maintain it-to peaceably remove the cause of the people's discontent is
in danger of dungeons and of the scaffold.
Every man called upon to act upon the jury, swore that he was an enemy
to the labor movement, was prejudiced against the idea of Socialism or free
labor. Not satisfied with such a jury, the enemies of free rights resorted to
perjury and other inhuman acts to bring about a conviction. A few days ago,
in an interview in the New York World and copied in the Chicago papers,
Mayor Harrison said: "Right here I would like to say there has been the
heartiest co-operation between Mr. Grinnell and myself from first to last, for
without me he would never have been able to get certain evidence to obtain
which I did that which, if it had been done in the city of London, would upset
the throne of Victoria; that which could be done in no monarchical country
with safety was done here; because in full sympathy with the people as a servant of the people I did precisely what I knew the people wanted done and
would sustain, something which, if wrong, they could easily rectify." Now,
your honor, there were wrongs done here. The mayor says so. Yon can rectify them. Suspend your sentence. Give us a chance in a new triai. Now,
here is the officer highest in the city, who frankly admits that he employed
unlawful means in order to arrest us, because the people wanted bim to do it.
Has this court, has the State's attorney and the police done the same thing
in order to convict us? Mayor Harrison refers to the arrest of persons, the
seizure of property, the searches of bomes and places of bueiness without warrant, and in admitted disregard of constitutional and legal guarantees of personal liberty and right, which was done by the city police immediately after
the meeting of May 4, 1886. As proof of what he said, there followed that
night in this city an era of official lawlessness in these respects, which according to Mayor Harrison, would not have been tolerated in any other civilized
country in the world, and which if done in the city of London would have
npset the throne of Victoria, and which the mayor said could not have been
rtone in any monarchical country with safety. The mayor's confession is charmlugly frank, and is significant. Is it then true that in this land, which boailts
of iis lih I'ty, pI i vate righ t can be more safely disregarded in obedience to pubIII' ('11\11101' thun in any other civilized country? Is it true that the ruling, the
it
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m6neyed class can set aside the law with impunity? Is it true that we aro
in an ~ra when only property is sacred, and not the liberty or right of the
common citizen; when the poor man may be arrested; or a hated minority
hung with impunity, but to touch the institution of property is sacrilege? Is
it true't!J,at the processes which resulted in this verdict were as illegal as those
original proceedings against us were high-handed, unauthorized, and unconstitutional, as confessed by the mayor? Is it true that the verdict itself is tho
result of the same public sentiment which sustained the unauthorized, unlawful cond uct spoken of by Mayor Harrison? Can these things be true? See the
methods employed to cook up testimony against us. On the 22d day.of August, 1886, the day following the verdict, at the conclusion of the trial, Captain
Michael Schaack, who is credited with manipulating the evidence a~ainst us,
made a statement which was sont out by the Associated Press as follows: He
was asked if tjle police were now through with their labors. "Through,"
said he, "why, they have barely commenced. We mean to have others who
are liable to the same charge indicted. I tell you the Anarchist business in
Chicago is only commenced and before it is through we will have them all in
jail, hanged or driven out of the city." '.' Did you place any men under arrest
yesterday?" "That I do not wish to state." "The report is'made that there
are warrants out for a large number of persons." "If you think a moment
you will see how foolish the idea would be. We have no room for a large
number of persons in the jail, and it would be a needless expense to arrest
many at once. We can get them as fast as we want them. We do not need
to arrest them now. They may try to leave the city. Time enough to arrest
them when they do." " \VilI any women be arrested? " "Why not? Some
of them are a, mighty sight worse than the men." "Do you think," said the
captain, continuing, "that if I had told the newspapers what I was doing
when the Anarchist trial was going on that the jury would have brought in
t'he verdict of yesterday?- No, sir, a thousand times, no I Every prisoner
would have gone free. Every reporter who came to me got nothing. I was
making up the evidence, piece by piece, little by little, putting it where it belonged.' If I had told all I knew as fast as I got the points the defense would
have known what evidence was to be brought against them, and would have
been prepared to meet it."
Now, your honor, it was claimed throughout this trial-the State's attorney claimed t,hroughout the trial that he relied confidently on a verdict of
guilty. They maintained that there was no doubt about it. I wish to call your
attenUon to the declaration of Schaack: "No, sir, a thousand times, no I Every
prisoner would have gone free had I told all I knew as fast as I got the points.
The defense would have known what evidence was to be brought against them,
and would be prepared to meet it." This is equivalent to a declaration that
if the~accused persons had known what evidence was to be brought a~ainst
them they would have brought evidence that would have been sufficient to
acquit them" a thousand times" over.. Here, then, is an explicit confe~sion
that we were condemned to death by evidence that was kept secret from both
us and the public, and finally sprung upon us at the trial. See how Gilmer
was sprung upon us. The district attorney, when he opened bis case, 'said
that he had nothing to conceal; he was going to be fair, and square, and

honest about' the thing; going to tell us wbat he was going to prove, and in
the middle of the trial he brings up this man Gilmer, a wholly unexpected
thing -to us, and that was the hair upon which hung the thread which connected us with Mathias Degan, and the instrumentality by which the verdict
was brought about. The State's attorney said be was' not going to conceal
anything and then concealed the very thing that was material.
Now, your honor, this confession that certain testimony was sprun~ upon,
us at the ,trial, this Gilmer matter, for instance, when no'earthly opportunity
was given us to meet it, and Captain Schaack's admission, that we would have
been acquitted a thousand times over, if we had known this evidence and then
been permitted to contradict it and explain it; this confession, says 'Boston
Libel·ty, commenting upon this infamous proceeding, is equivalent to a confession that we were innocent and that Captain Schaack knew we were inno-"
cent, or what is the same thing, that he knew that there was evidence that
would have acquitted us a thousand times over if we had been allowed to produce it; but he glories in the fact that he was too smart for us; that by keeping this evidence secret from us and the pu blic he was enabled to bring us
into the trap; a trap, your honor, a trap which be and one other man-I sup-pose he refers to the State's attorney-had prepared for us, and thus secured
our convictioD.
I"
Now, if this is not a confession that Captain 8cbaack and one other man,
an accomplice, set themselves deliberately to work to procur~ the judicial.
murder of seven innocent men, men whom they declare themselves to be in-.
nocent men,' known by him and his accomplice to be innocent, then what is
it? Plainly, it is nothing else. Schaack's confession that our evidence was
such that, if permitted to be introduced it would have acquitted us a thousand
~imes over, is equivalent to a confession that it is true, and that to procure our
conviction by the suppression of this evidence was to procure the judicial
-murder of innqcent men. And this work, says Captain Schaack, is to go on
until be has all th~ Anarchists in jail, hung, or driven out of the city.
Your honor, I would'like to make a remark right here.
~hat stronger
evidence can be required to prove the infamous character of what are called
our criminal courts? Evidently, tp,e courts are criminal, whether the persons
they convict are criminal or not. Under such a condition of things as this,
manifestly, a trial can have no color of justice or reason or be anything else
than a conspiracy to convict a man, whether he be innocent or guilty, unless
he is permitted to know what it is that they propose to prove upon him. This
would be just, but justice and law are quite different things.
, Now, as a part of this foul conspiracy the district attorney sprung his wit.'
ness, Gilmer, upon us when it was too late for us to' prove him to be a suborned, perjured liar, and the confession of this rp.an Schaack is one that concerns the American people. They are bound to take notice of it. This trial,
your honor, is not simply the trial and condemnation of seven Anarchists, but
it is the trial of the government of the State of Illinois, as represented by the
jJentlemen in this prosecution, and the go~ernmentof the United States itself. The oppressions of which we complain are such as the 'government of the
nlted States is responsible for, andisuch as many millions of people, in fact,
i\riy all the people in the United States, are crying out against. You need
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not think that we stand alone. Some are crying out in more desperate toneA
than others, but all in tones that it will not do for any government, much lesA
a government-a pretended government-of the people-to disregard.
Now, in this state of things a murder is committed by some one. Not by
us, nor by any of us but by some one as yet unknown. We are confessed by
the chief agent in procuring our conviction to be innocent, and have had
apundant proof of our innocence, or if we had been permitted to do so we
could have proved ourselves innocent" a thousand times over," says Captain
~chaack. But the government which, in the opinion of the despairing milhons, whose woes and whose miseries we voice here today-the government is
res~onsible for their wrongs, but the government does not brook any forcible
reSIstance by even so much as a single man. It regards this single man as a
torch that may explode vast numbers of others. It, therefore, demands not
only a victim, but victims. Victims they must have, whether they be innocent or whether they be guilty. The innocent will answer for examples as
well as the guilty. "Away with them! Victims are what we want," say monopoly and corporations. So, being unable to discover the guilty man, the
machinery iSliet to work to convict seven innocent men in his stead.
Your honor, there has been a great deal said in the trial of this case about
the" Board of Trade demonstration," and the red and black flags.
In your refusal to grant us a new trial you allege as one of the reasons
why Oscar Neebe should be sent to the penitentiary for fifteen years that
he .presided at mass meetings of workingmen and organized several Trades
Umons. You say:
" As to Neebe's part, there is the evidence of witnesses that he presided
at meetings called by the class of people from whom this combination was
drawn, and that he called meetings of the people who were engaged in the
~ovement.. There is. evidence that he marched in the Board of Trade procesSIOn, the obJect of WhICh was said to be the demolition of that building."
Now, sir, do you hold it to be a crime for a man to organize the working
people to defend themselves against" "ritle diet, police clubs, strychnine,"
etc., or to preside at mass meetings of workingmen? You say that the object
of the Board of Trade demonstration Was ~'the demolition of the building."
Who told you so? Where did yon get your information? There is no evidence before this court to that effect. Not a particle. You say that our purpose was "to sack the Board of Trade." Ridiculous I Where did your honor
get such an idea from? There is no testimony here to that effect. What
right has your honor to assume what our motives were to charge us with
intentions contrary to the proof? Now, sir, I deny it. It is not true.
Your honor, you say, in overruling our motion for a new trial, that our
purpose was "the demolition of the building," to "sack it." Where is the
proof? The article I have just read giving an account of the demonstration
says it was intended as a protest against the practices of these monopolists'
that was all. It was intended as a manifestation of the working people's dis:
content with the existing order of things; a protest against the practices of
the' class which the Board of Trade represents. Now, sir, is this the kind of
testimony upon which you intend to deprive us of our lives and liberty? Is
this the great crime for which we must suffer death? Because we have held
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uch meetings, and made such·spee~hes, you claim that we are responsible for /
e action of the person who threw the bomb at the Haymarket. If this is
aw, then every dissatisfied workingman and woman in America could be conicted for the same reason.
Your honor, this was a class verdict. I will admit one thing: I believe
the jury were to a large extent imposed upon. Now, when the State's attorney
comes in and brings the gory garments of the police, clotted with blood and
filled with holes, and exhibits these garments to the jury-nobody denies that
these men were killed-what was that done for? To prove that the policemen
had been killed? Nobody denies that, what was it done for? It was done to
prejudice that jury, to inflame tuat jury, and, in the language of Mr. Grinnell
~hen . he closed his speech, he says: "Let these things steel your hearts
against these miserable wretches and scoundrels."
Suppose this Indianapolis man, Rent by monopolists, came here and
threw the bomb, and these gory garments are to be thrown around here in.
the court room before the jury for the purpose of steeling their hearts to bring
about the conviction of eight innocenfmen. I ask your honor-I ask you for
~nother trial.
Lawyer Ingham with clenched fist, swollen neck and blood-shot eyes exclaimed to the jury: "The State of Illinois is strong enough to hang everyone
of these Anarchists!" Well, who said it was not? But who would believe it
mean enough to do so just because it can? The burly brute rapes his helpless
victim simply because he is mean enough and strong enough to do eo. The
bow"geoisie society is not itself, however, unless it commits wholesale outrages
upon the proletariat and afterwards gloats over its victims.
The ballot. Your honor, you have heard of this Law and Order League
in these United States. It has been organized in Chicago and called a conservators' league or association. It is an organization of big tax-payers, if you
have heard of it, aod they come out and openly declare that they do not intend to permit the Knights of Labor and the workingmen to come into power
through the ballot box. That is their own declaration, made in the papers
here at their meetings, in their reports. Of course I don't .know anything
further about it. But I want to ask you this question, viz.: Don't you think
a man who is not able to control his bread-and you know what I mean by
that-has a poor chance to control his vote; not a very good chance to control
his vote? In other words, don't you think those who control the industries
of the country can and do control the votes of that country? Don't you think
that a man who ,must sell his labor or starve will sell his vote when the same
alternative is presented? Does politics control wealth or wealth politics? Are·
the economically en'slaved politically free? Your honor, political liberty without economic freedom is an empty phrase. The wage slave is a political freeman; yes, he is free to choose from among his economic masters the one who
Iball rule and govern bim. A choice of masters, that is alt. So this" Law
and-Qfder" League proposes to control the ballots of thei~ wage slaves.
Now, tben, the Haymarket, what of it? r had been away to Cinci.nnati.
W nt to Cincinnati Saturday night, May 1. I spoke there SUI1day morning
r durill)!; til day, at a great labor rlemonstration, an eight hour demonstraU 0, I "lcllk of til \l'orkilli!meo at Cincinnati. They sent for me to com~
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down. I stayed there Sunday. I went to their grove Sunday night, and I
started back to Chicago Monday night, reached there Tuesday morning, Ml\Y
4, and went home abont 8 o'clock and saw my wife. I took a nap on till!
lounge. About 10 o'clock she woke me, then she says to me, "We had a very
interesting meeting last Sunday of the tailor girls, the sewing girls of Chi·
cago, a large mass meeting. I spoke to them, addressed the meeting; they
were anxious to organize, and I think we ought to do something to help thoso
sewing women to organize and join the eight hour movement, because they
work harder than anybody; these great tailor machines' are very hard to
work." So ended the conversation. She showed me the importance of havin g a meeting called at once and doing something for the eight hour movement
for the girls. Well, I went on my way down town and I went to Greif's Hall.
All the halls were occupied; this was during the eight hour strike. All the
halls were occupied. A great many meetings were being held. I could get a
hall nowhere else and the meeting was to be a business meeting anyway. It
was not to be a general meeting, it was merely to appropriate money and take
action and appoint a committee to get up hand bills and get some hall
and 80 forth. That was all, so it did not require much; any ordinary room,
any little room, anywhere, would have done for that, and the offices of the
Arbeiter-Zeitumg, at 107 Fifth avenue, suited that purpose; so I announced it
in the New8 about 12 o'clock, I believe, and it was in the New8 in the afternoon of that day, not stating what the meeting was for, onlv it was important
business. So at 8 o'clock or about half-past seven that night-my wife and Mrs.
Holmes left my home at No. 245 West Indiana street, accompanied by my
two little babes-you have seen them here; a little girl of five and a boy of
seven; you have seen them in the court room often. It was a nice evening
and we walked down town; we walked until we got to Randolph and Halsted
'streets-however, in the afternoon, late in the afternoon, at the office of the
Arbeiter-Zeitung, I learned that there was going to be a meeting at the Haymarket. But the meeting; at No. 107 Fifth avenue had already been called,
and I could not attend it; I could not go over there. At half-past seven I left
home with my wife, Mrs. Holmes and the children. We got to Halsted street.
Two reporters, seeing me, thought there was a chance to get an item and
came over to me-the Time8 man and the Tribune man; I forget their names.
"Hello, Parsons, what is the news?" says o,ne.
"I don't know anything."
"Going to be a meeting here'tonight?"
., Yes, I guess so."
" Going to speak? "
uNo."
.. Where are you going?"
"I have got another meeting on hand tonight."
And some playful remark was made. I slapped one of them on the back.
I was quite well acquainted with the men and we made one or two brief
remarks, and, as they testified on the stand, I got on the car right then aad
there with my wife and two children, in com'pany with Mrs. Holm'es, and
they saw that. I went down to Fifth avenue. When I got down there I found
four or' five other ladies there and about-well, probably, twelve or fifteen

It was about 8:30 o'clock when we opened-I guess it was. We stayed
there about half an hour. We settled the business. About the time we were
through with it a committee came from the Haymarket, saying: "Nobody is
over there but Spies. There is an awful big Qrowd, 3,000 or 4,000 people. For
God's sake send somebody-over. Come over, Parsons; come over, Fielden."
Well, we went there. The meeting was adjourned and we all went over there
~ogether-allof us; my wife, Mrs. Holmes,two other ladies, and my two little
children, went over to the Haymarket meeting. And these ladies sat ten feet
behind the wagon from which I spoke.
Your' honor, is it possible that a man would go into the dynamite-bomb
business under those conditions and those circumstances? It is incredible.
It is beyond human nature to believe such a thing possible, absolutely.
Well, the next daJ-I related on the witness stand all that I saw-the
next day I saw that they were dragging these men to prison, treating them in
a shameful manner. I left the city. I went to Geneva, Ill., for a couple of
days j stayed there with my friend Holmes. Then I went to Elgin, Ill. ; stayed
there a couple of days. Then I left there and went to Waukesha, Wis., where
I obtained employment as a carpenter and afterward as a painter, and remained for over seven weeks in Waukesha. My health was debilitated, and
I went to the springs when I was thirsty. The house I was working on was
only a half a block from the springs, and I needed the recreation and the rest,
the pure air, and the water besides. When I saw the day fixed for the opening of this trial, knowing I was an innocent man, and also feeling that it was
my duty to come forward and share whatever fate had in store for my comrades, and also to stand, if need be, on the scaffold, and vindicate the rights
of labor, the cause of liberty, and the relief of th" oppressed, I returned. How
did i return? It is interesting, but it will take time to relate it, and I will not
',state it. I ran the gauntlet. I went from Waukesha to Milwaukee. I took
the St. Paul train in the morning at the Milwaukee depot and came to Chicago; arrived here at 8 :30, I suppose, in the morning. Went to the house of
my friend, Mrs. Ames, on Morgan street. Sent for my wife and had a talk
with her. I sent word to Captain Black that I was here and prepared to surrender. He sent word back to me that he was ready to receive me. I met
him at the threshold of this building and we came up here together. I stood
in the presence of this court. I have nothing, not eveI\ now, to regret.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE.
ON the night of May 4, 1886, a public meeting was held on Haymarket
Square in Chicago; there were from 800 to 1,000 people present, nearly all
being laboring men. There had been trouble, growing out of the effort to
introduce an eight hour day, resulting in some collisions with the police, in
one of which several laboring people were killed, and this meeting was called
as a protest against alleged police brutality.
The meeting was orderly and was attended by the mayor, who remained
until the crowd began to disper~e, and then went away. As soon as Capt.
John Bonfield, of the police department, learned that the mayor had gone, he
took a detachment of police and hurried to the meeting for the purpose of
dispersing the few that remained, and as the police approached the place of
meeting, a bomb was thrown by some unknown person, which exploded and
wounded many and killed several policemen, among the latter being one
Mathias Degan. A nnmber of people were arrested, and after a time August
Spies, Albert R. Parsons, Louis Lingg, Michael Schwab, Samuel Fielden,
George Engel, Adolph Fischer and Oscar Neebe were indicted for the murder
of Mathias Degan. The prosecution could not discover who had thrown the
bomb and could not bring the really guilty man to justice, and, as some of the
men indicted were not at the Haymarket meeting and had nothing to do with
it, the prosecution was forced to proceed on the theory that the men indicted
were guilty of murder because it was claimed they had at various times in the
past uttered and printed incendiary and seditious language, practically
advising the killing of policemen, of Pinkerton men and others acting in that
capacity, and that they were therefore responsihle for t!J.e murder of Mathias
Degan. The public was greatly excited, and after a prolonged trial all the
defpndants were found guilty; Oscar Neebe was sentenced to fifteen years
imprisonment and all of the other defendants were sentenced to be hanged.
The case was carried to the Supreme Court and was there affirmed in the fall
of 1887. Soon thereafter Lingg committed suicide. The sentence of Fielden
and Schwab was commuted to imprisonment for life, and Parsons, Fischer,
Engel and Spies were hanged, and the p'etitioners now ask to have Neebe,
Fielden and Schwab set 'at liberty.
The several thonsand merchants, bankers, judges, lawyers and other
prominent citizens of Chicago who have by petition, by letter and in other
ways urged executive clemency, mostly base their appeal on the gronnd that,
aesuming the prisoners to be guilty, they have been punished enough; but a
IItllob r of them who have examined the case more carefully, and are more
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familiar. with the record and with the facts disclosed by the papers on file,
base thell' appeal on entirely different grounds. They assert:
~irst~That the jury which tried the case was a packed jury selected to
convICt.
Second-That according to the law as laid down by the Supreme Coort,
bot?, p~ior to and again since the trial of this case, the jurors, according to
theIr own answers, were not competent jurors, and the trial was, therefore,
not a legal trial.
Third-That the defendants were not proven to be guilty of the crime
charged in the indictment.
,
Fourth-That as to the defendant Neebe, the State's attorney had declared
at the close of the evidence that there was no case against him, and yet he
has been kept in prison all these years.
,
Fifth-That the trial judge was either so prejudiced against the defendants, or else so determined to win the applause of a certain class in the community, that he could not and did not grant a fair trial.
.
Upon the question of having been punished enough, I will simply say that
If the defendants had a fair tri~l, and nothing has developed since to r,how
that they were not guilty of the crime charged in the indictment, then there
ought to be no executive interference, for no punishment under our law's could
then be too severe. Government must defend itself; life and property must
?e protecte~, and law and order must be maintained; murder must be punIshed, and If the defendants are guilty of murder, either committed by their
own.han~s or by some one else acting on their advice, then, if they have had
a fair trIal, there should be in this case no executive interference. The soil
of America is not adopted to the growth of Anarchy. While our institutions
are not free from injustice, they are still the best that have yet been devised,
and therefore must be maintained.
WAS THE JURY PACKED?
1.
I
The record of the trial shows that the jury in this case was not drawn in
the manner that juries usually are drawn; that is, instead of having a number of names drawn out of a bex that contained many hundred names, as the
law contemplates shall be done in order to imure a fair jury and give neither
side the advantage, the trial judge appointed one Henry L. Ryce as a special
bailiff to go out and summon such men as he (Ryce) might select to act as
jurors. While this practice has been sustained in cases in which it did not
appear that either side had been prejudiced thereby, it is always a dangeroull
practice, for it gives the bailiff absolute power to select a jury that will be
favorable to one side or the oth.er. Counsel for the State, in their printed'
brief, 'say that Ryce was appointed on motion of defendants. While it appears
that couDsel ,for the defendants were in favor of having some one appointed,
the record has this entry:
"Mr. Grinnell (the State's attorney) suggested Mr. Ryce as spe~ial bailiff,
and he waB accepted and appointed." But it makes no difference on whose
motion he was appointed if he did not select a fair jury.. It is shown that he
boasted while selecting jurors that he was managing this case; that these
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fellows would hang as certain as death; that he was calling such men as the
defendants would have to challenge peremptorily and waste their challenges
on and' that when their challenges were exhausted they would have to take
,
,
f h t' 1
Buch men as the prosecution wanted. It appears from the record 0 t e ria
that the defendants were obliged to exhaust all of their peremptory challenges,
and they had to take a jury, almost every member of which stated frankly
that he was prejudiced against them. On page 133, of volume I, of the record,
_it appears that when the panel was about two-thirds full, counsel fo~ defendants called attention of the court to the fact that RYxe was summonmg only \
prejudiced men, as shown by their examinations. Further: That he was
'confining himself to particular classes, i. e., clerks, merch~nts,~anufactu~ers,
etc. Counsel for defendants then moved the court to stop thIS .and direct
Ryce' to summon the jurors from the body of the people; that IS, from the
community at large, and not from particular classes; but the court refused to
take any notice of thematter.'
,
..
, For the purpose of still further showing the misconduct of BailIff Ryce,
reference is made to the affidavit of Otis S. Favor. Mr. Favor is one of the
most reputable and honorable business men in Chicago; he, was himself summoned by Ryce as a juror, but was so prejudiced. against the de.fenpants that
he had to be excused and he abstain'ed from makmg any affidavlt before sentence because the St~te's attorney had requested him not to make it, although
be stoed ready to go into court and tell what he knew if the court wished him
to do so and he naturally supposed he would be sent for. But after the Supreme.C~nrt had passed on the case, and some of the defendants were about
to be hanged, he felt that an injustice was being done, and he made the following affidavit:
ss
Cook County.
.
.
. .
Otis S. Favor, being duly sworn, on oath'says that he 18 a cItIzen of the
United States and of the State of Illinois, residing in Chicago, and a merchant
doing bUfliness at Nos. 6 and 8 Wabash avenue, in the city of Chicago, in said
county. That he is very well acquainted with He~ry~. Ryc?,of Cook county,
Illinoi,B, who acted as special bailiff in summonmg luro:s I~ the case ?f !he
People, etc. vs. Spies et aI., indictment for murder, trIed In th~ Cnmmal
Court of Cook county, in the summer of 1886. That affiant was hImself summoned by said Ryce for a juror in said cause, but was chal~eng~d and excu~ed
therein because of his prejudice. That on several. OCCaSIOns I~ conversatl~n
between affiant and said Ryce touching the summomng of the Jurors by sa~d
Ryce and while said Ryce was 80 acting as special bailiff as aforesaid, said
Ryce'said to this affiant and to other persons in affiant's presence, in s~b
stance and llffect as follows, to-wit: "I (meaning said Ryce) am managmg
this case (meaning this case against Spies et al.) and know what I am about.
Those fellows (meaning the defendants, Spies et a1.) are going to be hanged as
certain as death. I am calling such men as the defendants will have ~o challenge peremptorily anet waste their time and challenges. Then they WIll have
to take such men as the prosecution wants." That affiant has been very
r 111 ·tant to make any affidavit in this case, having no sympathy with Anarchy
lior r lationship to or personal interest in the defendants or any of them, and
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not being a Socialist, Communist or Anarchist; but affiant has an interest as
a citizen, in the due administration of the law, and that no injustice should
be done under judicial procedure, and believes that jurors should not be
selected with reference to their known views or prejudices. Affiant further
says that his personal relations with said Ryce were at said time, and for
many years theretofore had been most friendly and even intimate, and that
affiant is not prompted by any ill will toward anyone in making this affidavit,
but solely by a sense of duty and a conviction of what is due to justice.
Affiant further says, that about the beginning of October, 1886, when the
motion for a new trial was being argued in said cases before Judge Gary, and
when, as he was informed, application was made before Judge Gary for leave
to examine affiant in open court, touching the matters above stated, this affiant went, upon request of State's Attorney Grinnel, to his office during the
noon recess of the court, and there held an interview with said Grinnell, Mr.
Ingham and said Ryce, in the presence of several other persons, including
some police officers, where affiant repeated substantially the matters above
stated, and the said Ryce did not deny affiant's statements, and affiant said
he would have to testify thereto if summoned as a witness, but had refused to
make an affidavit thereto, and affiant was then and there asked and urged to
persist in his refusal and to make no affidavit. And affiant further saith not.
OTIS S. FAVOR.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of November, A. D. 1887.
JULIUS STERN.

Notorary Public in and for said County.
So far as shown no one connected with the State's attorney's office has
ever denied the statements of Mr. Favor, as to what took place in that office,
although his affidavit was made in November, 1887.
As to Bailiff Ryce, it appears that he has made an affidavit in which he
denies that he made the statements sworn to by Mr. Favor, but unfortunately
for him the record of the trial is alZainst him, for it shows conclusively that
he sum'moned only the class of m;n mentioned in Mr. Favor's affidavit. According to the record, 981 men were examined as to their qualifi~ations as
jurors, and most of them were either employers, or men who had been pointed
out to the bailiff by their employer. The following, taken from the original
record of the trial, are fair specimens of the answers of nearly all the jurors,
except that in the following cases the court succeeded in getting the jurors to
say that they believed they could try the case fairly notwithstanding their
prejudices.
EXAMIN ATION OF JURORS.
William Neil, a manufacturer, was examined at lenl!!;th; stated that he
had beard and read about the Haymarket trouble, and believed enough of
what he bad so heard and read to form an opinion as to the guilt of the defendants, which he still entertained; that he had expressed said opinion, and
then he added: "It would take pretty strong evidence to remove the imprestliou that I now have. I could not dismiss it from my mind; could not lay it
altogether aside during the trial. I believe my present opinion, based upon
what I have heard and read, would accompany me through the trial, and
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would influence me in determining and getting at a verdict."
He was challenged by the defendants on the ground of being prejudiced,
but the court then got him.to say that he believed he could give a fair verdict
on whatever evidence he should hear, and thereupon the challenge was overruled.
H. F. Chandler, in the stationary business with Skeen, Stuart & Co., said:
"I was pointed out to the deputy sheriff by my employer to be summoned
a juror." He then stated that he had read and talked about the Haymarket
trouble, and had formed and frequently expressed an opinion as to the guilt
of the defendants, and that he believed the statements he had read and heard.
He was asked:
Q. Is th~t a decided opinion as to the guilt of the defendants?
A. It is a decided opinion; yes, sir.
.
Q. ·Your mind is pretty well made up now as to their guilt or innocence?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Would it be hard to change your opinion?
A. It might be hard; I cannot say. I don't know whether it would be
bard or not.
He was challenged by the defendants on the ground of being prejudiced.
Then the court took him in hand and examined him at some length, and got
him to state that he believed he could try the case fairly. Then the challenge
was overruled.
F. L. Wilson: Am a manufacturer. Am prejudiced and have formed and
expressed an opinion; that opini~n would influence me in rendering a verdict.
He was challenged for cause, but was then examined by the court.
Q. Are you conscious in your own mind of any wish or desire that there
should be evidence produced in this trial which should prove some of these
men, or any of them, to be guilty?
A. Well, I think I have.
Being further pressed by the court, he said that the only feeling he had
against the defendants was based upon having taken it for granted that what
he read about them was, in the main, true; that he believed that sitting as a
juror the effect of the evidence either for or against the defendants would be
increased or diminished by what he had heard or read about the case. Then
on being still further pressed by the court, he finally said: "Well, I feel that
I hope that the guilty one will be discovered or punished-not necessarily
these men."
Q. Are you conscious of any other wish or desire about the matter than
that the actual truth may be discovered?
A. I don't think I am.
Thereupon the challenge was overruled.
George N. Porter, grocer, testified that he had formed and expressed an
opinion as to the guilt of the deflmdants, and tbat this opinion he thought,
would bias his judgement; he would try to go by the evidence, but what he
bau read would have a great deal to do with his verdict; his mind, he said,
was certainly biased now, and that it would take a great deal of evidence to
hnnl-(ll it. lTe waR challenged for cause by the defendants; was examined by
thn ('(mrt, and sld(! :
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"I think what I have heard and read before I came into court would have
some influence with me." But the court' finally got him to say he believed he
could fairly and impartially try the caee and render a verdict according to law
and evidence, and that he would try'to do so. Thereupon the court overruled
the challenge for ,cause. Then he was asked some more questions by defendan ts' cOllllsel, and among other things said:
"Why, we have talked about it there a great many times and I have always
expressed my opinion. I believe what I have read in the papers; believe that
the parties are guilty. I would try to go by the evidence, but in this case it
would be awful hard work for me to do it."
He was challenged a second time on the ground of being prejudiced; was
then again taken in hand by the court and examined at length, and finally
again said he believed he could try the case fairly on the evidence, when the
challenge for cause was overruled for the second time.
.
H. N. Smith, hardware merchant, stated among other things that he was
prejudiced and bad quite a decided opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the
defendants; that he had expressed his opinion and still entertained it, and
candidly stated that he was afraid he would listen a little more attentively to
the testimony which concurred with his opinion than the testimony on the
other side; that some of the policemen injured were personal friends of his.
He was asked these questions:
Q. That is, you would be willing to have your opinion strengthened, and
bate very much to have it dissolved?
A. I wOl).ld.
Q. Under these circumstances do you think that you could render ~ fair
anti impartial verdict?
A. I don't think I could.
Q. You think you would be prejudiced?
A. I think I would be, because my feelings are very bitter.
Q. 'Would your prejudice in any way influence you in coming at an opinion, in arriving at a verdict?
A. I think it would.
He was challenged on the ground of being prejudiced; was interrogated at
length by the court, and was brought to say he believed he could try the case
fairly on the evidence produced in court. Then the challenge was overruled.
Leonard Gould, wholesale grocer, was examined at length ; said he had a
decided prejudice against the defendants. Among other things, he said: "I
really don't know that I could do the case justice; if I was to sit on the case I
should just give my undivided attention to the evidence and .calculate to be
governed by that." He was challenged for cause and the challenge overruled.
He was then asked the question over again, whether he could 'render an impartial verdict based upon the evidence alone, that would be produced in court,
and he answered: "Well, I answered that, as far as I could answer it."
Q. You say you don't know that you can answer that, either yes or no?
A. No, I dun't know that I can.
Thereupon the court proceeded to examine him, endeavoring to get him
to state that he believed he could try the case fairly upon the evidence that
was produced in court, part of the examination being as follows:
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Q. Now, do you believe that you can-that you have sufficiently reflected
upon it-so as to examine your own mind, that you can fairly and impartially
determine the guilt or innocence of the defendants?
.
A. That is a difficult question for me to answer.
.
Q. Well, make up your mind as to whether you can render, fairly and
Impartially render, a verdict in accordance with the law and the evidence.
Most men in business possibly ha.ve not gone through a metaphysical examination so as to be prepared to answer a q aestion of this kind.
'
A. Judge, I don't believe I can answer that question.
Q. Can you answer whether you believe you know?
A. If I had to do that I should do the best I could.
Q. The question is whether you believe you could or not. I suppose,
Mr. Gould, that you know the law is that no man is to be convicted of Ilmy
offense with which he is charged, unless the evidence proves that he is guilty
beyond a reasonable doubt?
A. That is true.
Q. The evidence heard in this case in court?
A. Yes.
Q. Do you believe that you can render a verdict in accordance with
the law?
A. Well, I don't know that I could.
Q. Do you believe that you can't-if you don't know of any reason why
you cannot, do you believe that vou can't?
A. I cannot answer that qu"estion.
Q. Have you a belief one way or other as to wheth.er you can or cannot?
Not whether you are going to do it, but do you believe you cannot? That is
the only thing. You are not required to state what ,is going to happen next
week or week after, but what do you believe about yourself, whether you can
or can't.
A. I am about where I was when I started.
Some more questious were asked and Mr. Gould answered:
Well, I believe I have gone just as far as I can in reply to that que~tion.
Q. This question, naked and simple in itself is, do you believe that you
I can fairly and impartially render a verdict in the case in accordance with the
law and evidence?
A. I believe I could.
Having finally badgered the juror into giving this last answer, the court
desisted. The defendants' counsel asked:
Do you believe you can do so, uninfluenced by any prejudice or opinion
which yon now have?
-A. You bring it at a point that I object to and I do not feel competent
to answer.
Thereupon the juror was challenged a second time for cause, and the
challenge was overruled.
James H. Walker, dry goods merchant, stated that he had formed and
expressed an opinion as to the guilt of defendants; that he was prejudiced
and that his prejudice would handicap him.
'
q. Considering' all prejudice and all opinions you~have, if the testimony
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was equally balanced, would you dicide one way or the other in accordance
with that opinion or your prejudice?
A. If the testimony was equally balanced I should hold my present
opinion, sir.
.
Q. Assuming that your present opinion is, that you beheve the defen~.
ants guilty, would you believe your present opinion would warrant you III
convicting them?
A. I presume it would.
Q. Well, you believe it would; that is your present belief, is it?
A. Yes, sir.
He was challenged on the ground of prejudice.
The court then examined him at length, and finally asked: ..
I Q. Do you believe that you can sit here and fairly and impartIally make
up your mind, from the evidence, whether that evidence proves that they are
guilty beyond a reasonable doubt or not?
. '
A. I think I could, but I should believe that I was a lIttle handlCapped
in my judgment, sir.
.
.
Thereupon the court, in the presence of the Jurors not yet examllled,
remarked:
Well that is a sufficient qualification for a juror in the case; of course,
the mor; a man feels that he is handicapped the more he will be guarded
against it.
.
W. B. Allen, wholesale rubber business, stated among other thmgs:
Q. I will ask you whether what you have formed from :vh~t you have
read and heard is a slight impression, or an opinion, or a convlCtlOn.
.
A. It is a decided conviction.
Q. You have made up yonr mind as to whether tbese men are gUIlty or
innocent?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. It would be difficult to change that conviction, or impossible, perhaps.?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. It would be impossible to change your conviction?
_
A It would be hard to change my conviction.
H~ was challenged for cause by defendants. Then he was examined by
the court at length and finally brought to the point of saying that he could
try the case fairly and impartially, and would do so. Then the challenge for
cause was overruled.
H. L. Anderson was examined at length, and stated that he had formed
and expressed an opinion, still held it, was prejudice?, but that he c?uld lay
aside his prejudices and grant a fair trial upon the ~v~dence. On. belDg fu:,
ther examined, he said that some of the policemen lDJured wer.e frJen~s ~f hIS
and he hact" talked with them fully. He had formed an unqualIfied oplDlOn as
to the guilt or innocence of the defendants, which he regarded as. deep-seated,
a firm conviction that these Jefendants, or some of them, were gUIlty. He was
challenged on the ground of prejudice, but the challenge was overruled.
M. D. Flavin, in the marble business. He had read and talked about the
Ha market trouble, and had formed and expressed an opinion as to the guilt
or innocence of the defendants, which he still held and which was very strong;
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further, that one of the officers killed at the Haymarket was a relative of bis,
although the relationship was distant, but on account of this relationship his
feelings were perhaps different from what they would have been, and occa.siam,d a very strong opinion as to the guilt of the defendants, and that he had
ostated to others' that h@ believed what he had heard and read about the mat,
ter. He was challenged on the ground of prejudice, and then stated, in answer
to a question from the prosecutiou, that he believed that he could !!ive a fair
and impartial verdict, when the challenge was overruled.
Rush Harrison, in the silk department of Edson Keith & Co., was examined at length; stated that he had a deep-rooted conviction as to the guilt or
innocence of the defendants. He said:
"It would have considerable weigbt with me if selected as a juror. It is
pretty deep-rooted, that opinion is, and it would take a large preponderance
of evidence to remove it; it would require the preponderance of evidence to
remove the opinion I now possese. I feel like every other good citizen does.
I feel that these men are guilty; we don't know which; we have formed this
opinion by general reports from the newspapers. ~ow, with that feeling, it
would take some very positive evidence to make me think these men were
not guilty, if I should acquit them; that is what I mean. I should act entirely
upon the testimony; I would do as near as the main evidence would permit
me to do. Probably I would take the testimony alone."
,
Q. But you say that it would take positive evidence of their innocence
before you could consent to return them not guilty.
A. Yes, I should want some strong evidence.
Q. Well, if that strong evidence of their innocence was not introduced,
then you want to convict them, of course.
A. Certainly.
He was then challenged on the ground of being prejudiced, when the
judge proceeded to interrogate him and finally got him to say that he believerl
he could try the case fairly on the evidence alone; then the challenge was
overruled.
J. R. Adams, importer, testified that be was prejudiced; had formed and
expressed opinions and still held them. He was challenged on this ground,
when the court proceeded to examine him at length, and finally asked him
this q ue5tion :
Q. Do you believe that your convictions as to what the evidence proved,
or failed to prove, will be at all affected by what anybody at all said or wrote
about the matter before?
A. I believe they would.
The court (in the hearing of other jurors not yet examined) exclaimed:
"It is incomprehensible to me." The juror was excused.
B. L. Ames, dealer in hats and caps, stated that he was prejudiced; had
formed and expressed opinioDs; still held tbem. He was challenged on these
grounds. Then the court examined him at length; tried to force him to say
that he coulc! try the case fairly, without regard to his prejudice, but he pereistell in Haying, in answer to the court's que.a.tions, that he did not believe
Un\t lie ('uuld sit as a juror, listen to the evidence and from that alone make
lip his mind as to the guilt or innocence of the defendants. Thereupon the
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court, in the presence of other jurors not yet examined, lectured him as
follows:
. "Why not? What is to prevent your listening to the evidence and acting
alone upon it? Why can't you listen to the evidence and make up your
mind on it?"
But the juror still insisted that he could not do it, and was discharged.
H. D. Bogardus, flour merchant, stated that he had read and talked about
the Haymarket trouble; had formed and expressed an opinion, still held it,
as to the guilt or innocence of the defendants; that he wa!l" prejudiced; that
this prejudice would certainly influence his verdict if selected a juror. "I
don't believe that I could give them a fair trial upon the proof, for it would
require very strong proof to overcome' my prejudice. I hardly think that you
could bring proof enough to change my opinion." He was challenged on the
ground of prejudice.
Then the court took him in band, and after a lengthy examination got
him to say: "I think I can fairly and impartially render a verdict in this case
in accordance with the law and the evidence."
Tben the challenge was overruled.
Counsel for defendants then asked the juror further questions, and he
replied: "I say it would require pretty strong testimony to overcome my
opinion at the'present time; still, I think I could act independent of my opinion. I would stand by my opinion, however, and I think that the preponderance of proof would have to be strong to" change lIlY opinion. I think the
defendants are responsible for what occurred at the Haymarket meeting. The
preponderance of the evidence would have to be in favor of defendants' innocence with me." I
Then the challenge for cause was renewed, when the court remarked, in
the presence of jurors not yet examined: "Evel'y fairly intelligent andhonest
man, when he comes to investigate the question originally for himself, upon
authentic sources of information, will, in fact, make" his opinion from the
authentic source, instead of hearsay that'be heard oefore."
The court then vroceeded to again examiue the juror, and as the juror
persisted in saying that he did not believe he could give the defendants a fair
trial, he was finally discharged.
These examinations are fair specimens of all of them, and show conclusively that Bailiff Ryce carried out the threat that Mr. Favor swears to. Nearly
every juror called stated that he had read and talked about the matter, and
believed what he heard and read, and had formed and expressed an opinion,
and still'held it, as to the guilt or innocence of the defendants; that he was
prejudiced against them; that that prejudice was deep-rooted, and that it
would require evidence to remove that prejudice.
.
A great many said they had been pointed out to the bailiff by their employers, to be summone.d as jurors. Many stated frankly that they believed
the defendants to be guilty, and would convict unless their opinions were
. overcome by strong proofs; and at"most everyone, after having made these
statements, was examined by the conrt in a manner to force him to say that
he wonld try the case fairly upon the evidence produced in court, and whenever he was brought to this point he was held to be a competent juror, and
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tile defendants were obliged to exhaust their challenges on men who declared
open eourt that ~hey were pr~judiced and believed the defendants to be
l1I ilty.
.
THE TWELVE WHO TRIED THE CASE.
The twelve jurors whom the defendants were finally forced to accept, after
tlie challenges were exhausted, were of the same general character. as.the
others, and a number of them stated candidly that they were so prejudICed
that they could not try the case fairly, but each, when examined by t.he court,
was finally induced t9 say that he believed he could try the case fa.uly upon
the evidence that was produced in court alone. For example:
Theodore Denker, one of the twelve: "Am shipping clerk for Henry W.
King & Co. I have read and talked about the Haymarket tragedy, and have
formed and expressed an opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the defend,ants of the crime charged in the indictment. I believe what I read and heard,
and still entertain that opinion."
.
Q. Is that opinion such as to prevent you from rendering an impartial
verdict in the case, sitting as a juror, under the testimony 'and the law?
A. I tbink it is.
He was challenged for cause on the ground of prejudice. Then the State's
attorney and the court examined him and finally got him to say that he
believed he could try the case fairly on the law and the evidence, and the
challenge was overruled. He was then asked further questions by the defendants' counsel, and said:
.
.
"I· have formed an opinion as to the guilt of the defendants and have
expressed it. We conversed about the matter in the business house and I ~x
pressed my opinion there' expressed my opinion quite frequently. My mmd
was made up from what read and I did not hestitate to speak ~bo~t
,
Q. Would you feel yourself in any way governed or bound m hstenmg to
the testimony and determining it upon the pre-judgment of the case that you
had expreesed to others before?
'A. Well that is a pretty hard question to answer.
He then ~ta;ted to the court that he had not expressed an opinion as to
tbe truth of the reports he had read, and finally stated that he believed he
could try the case fairly on the evidence.
John B. Greiner, another one of the twelve: "Am a lerk for the Northwestern railroad. I have heard and read about the killing of Degan, at the
Haymarket, on May 4, last, and have formed an opinion as t.o th~ guilt or
innocence of the defendants now on trial for that crime. It IS eVIdent that
the defendants are connected with that affair from their being there."
Q. You regard that as evidence?
.
A. Well, I don't know exactly. Of course I would expect that 1t connected them or they would not be'here.
.
Q. S6, then, the opinion that you now have has reference to the gmlt or
Innocence of some of these men, or all of them?
A. C13rtainly.
Q. Now, is that opinion one that would influence your verdict if you
hould be selected as'a juror to try the case?
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A. I certainly think it would affect it to some extent; I don't see how it
could be otherwise.
He further stated that there had been a strike in the freight department
of the Northwestern road, which affected the department he was in. After
some further examination he stated that he thought he could try the case
fairly on the evidence, and was then held to be competent.
G. W. Adams, also one of the twelve: "Am a traveling salesman; have
been an employer of painters. I read and talked about the Haymarket trouble
and formed an opinion as to the nature and character of the crime committed
there. I conversed freely with my friends about the matter."
Q. Did you form an opinion at the time that the defendants were connected with or responsible for the commission of that crime?
A. I thought some of them were interested in it; yes.
Q. And you still think so?
A. Yes.
Q. Nothing has transpired in the interval to change your mind at all, I
suppose.
A. No, sir.
Q. You say some of them; that is, in the newspaper accounts that you
read, the names of some of the defendants were referred to?
A. Yes, sir.
After further examination he testified that he thought he could try the
case fairly on the evidence.
H. T. Sanford, another one of the twelve; Clerk for the Northwestern
railroad, in the' freight auditor's office:
Q. Have you an opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the defendants of
the murder of Mathias J. Degan?
A. I have.
Q. From all that you have heard and that you have read, have you an
opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the defendants of throwing the bomb?
A. Yes, sir; I havlil. .
Q. Have you a prejudice against Socialists and Communists?
A. Yes, sir; a decided prejudice.
Q. Do you believe that that prejudice would influence your verdict in
this case?
A. Well, as I know so little about it, it is a pretty hard question to
answer. I have an bpinion in my own mind that the defendants encouraged
the throwing of that bomb.
Challenged on the ground of prejudice.
On further examination, stated he believed he could try the case fairly
upon the evidence, and the challenge for cause was overruled.
Upon the whole, therefore, considering the fact~ brought to light since
the trial, as well as the record of the trial and the answers of the jurors as given
therein, it is clearly shown that, while the counsel for defendants agreed to it,
Ryce was appointed special bailiff at the suggestion of the State's attorney,
and that he did summon a prejudiced jury which he believed would hang the
defendants; and further, that the fact that Ryce was summoning only that
kind of men was brought to the attention of the court before the panel was

full, and it was asked to stop it, but refused to pay any attention to the matter, but permitted Ryce to go on, and then forced the defendants to go to trial
before this jury.
While no collusion is proven between the judge and the State's attorney,
J it is clearly shown
that after the verdict and while a motion for a new trial
was pending, a charge was filed in court that Ryce had packed the jury, and
that the attorney for the State !!;ot Mr. Favor to refuse to make an affidavit
bearing on this point, which the defendants could use, and then the court
refused to take any notice of it unless the affidavit was obtained, although it
was informed that Mr. Favor would not make an affidavit, but stood ready to
come into court and make a full statement if the court desired him to do so.
These facts alone would call for executive interference, especially as Mr.
Favor's affidavit was not before the Supreme Court at the time it considered
the case.
RECENT DECISION OF THE SUPREME COURT AS TO COMPETENCY OF JURORS.
II.
The second point argued seems to me to be equally conclusive. In the
case of the People vs. Coughlin, known as the Cronin case, recently decided,
the Supreme'Court, in a remarkably able and comprehensive review of the
law on this subject, says, among other things:
"The holdings of this and other courts is substantially uniform, that
where it is once clearly shown that there exists in the mind of the jUl'Or, at
the time he is called to the jury box, a fixed and positive opinion as to the
merits of the case, or as to the guilt or innocence of the defendant he is called
to try, his statement that, notwithstanding such opinion, he can render a fair
and impartial verdict according to the law and evidence, has little, if any,
tendency to establish his impartiality. This is so because the juror who has
sworn to have in bis mind a fixed and positive opinion as to the guilt or innocence of tbe accused, is not impartial, as a matter of fact. * * *
"It is difficult to see bow, after a juror has avowed a fixed and settled
opinion as to the prisoner's guilt., a court can be legally satisfied of the truth
of his answer that he can render a fair and impartial verdict, or find therefrom that he bas the qualification of impartiality, as required by the constitution. * * *
"Under such circumstances, it is idle to inquire of the jurors whether they
can return just !l.nd impartial verdicts. The more clear and positive were
their impressions of guilt, the more certain they may be that they can act
impartially in condemning the guilty party. They go into the box in a state
of mind that is well calculated to give a color of guilt to all evidence, and if
the accused escapes conviction, it will not be because the evidence has not
established guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, but because an accused party
condemned in advance, and called upon to exculpate himself before a prejudiced tribunal, has succeeded in doing so. * * *,
"To try a cause by such a jury is to authorize men, who state that they
will lean in their finding against one of the parties, unjustly to determine the
rifl;hta of others, and it will be no difficult task to predict, even before the evi-
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dence was heard, the verdict that would be rendered. Nor can it be said that
instructions from the court would correct the bias of the jurors who swear
they incline in favor of one of the litigants. * * *
I
"Bontecou (one of the jurors in the Cronin case), it is true, was brought
to make answer that he could render a fair and impartial verdict in accordance with the law and the evidence, but that result was reached only after a
s,ingularly argumentative and persuasive cross·examination by the court, in
which the right of every pel'son accused of 'crime to an impartial trial and to
the presumption of innocence until proved guilty beyond a reasonable doubt,
and the duty of every citizen, when summoned as a juror, to lay aside all
opinions and prejudices and accord the accused such a trial, was set forth and
descanted upon at length, and in which the intimation was very clearly made
that a jurol who could not do this was recreant to his duty as a man and a
citizen. Under pressure of this sort of cross-examination, Bontecou seems to
have been finally brought to make answer in such a way as to profess an abi!,ity to sit as an impartial juror, and on his so answering he was pronounced
competent and the challenge as to him was overruled. Whatever may be the
weight ordinarily due to statements of this character of jurors, their value as
evidence is in no small degree impaired in this case by the mode in which
they were, in a certain sense, forced from the mouth of the juror. The theory
seemed to be, that if a juror· could in any way be brought to answer tbat he
could sit as an impartial juror, that declaration of itself rendered him competent. Such a view, if it was entertained, was a total misconception of the
law. * * *
"It requires no profound knowledge of human nature to know that with
ordinary men opinions and prejudices are not amenable to the power of the
will, however bonest tbe intention of the party may be to put them aside.
They are likely to remain in the mind of the juror in spite of all his efforts to
get rid of them, warping and giving direction to his judgment, coloring the
facts as they are developed by the evidence, and exerting an influence more
or less potent, tbough it be unconsciously to the juror himself, on the final
result of his deliberations. To compel a person accused of a crime to be tried
by a juror who has prejudiced bis case is not a fair trial. Nor sbould a defendant be compelled to rely, as his security for the impartiality of the jurors by
whom he is to be tried, upon the restraining and controlling influence upon
the juror's mind of his oath to render a true verdict according to the law and
the evidence. His impartiality should appear before he is permitted to take
the oath. If he if; not impartial then, his oath cannot be relied upon to make
him so. In the terse and expressive language of Lord Coke, already quoted,
the jury should' stand indifferent as he stands unsworn.' "
Applying the law as heleJaid down in the Cronin case to the answers of
the jurors above given in the presen~ case, it is very apparent that most of the
jurors were incompetent because they were not impartial, for nearly all of
them candidly stated that they were prlljudiced against the defendants, and
believed them guilty before hearing the evidence, and the mere fact that the
judge succeeded, by a singularly suggestive examination, in getting them to
state that they believed they could try the case fairly fair on the evidence,
did not make them competent.
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It is true that this case was before the Supreme Court, a~d that court
allowed the verdict to stand; and it is also true that in the opinion of the
majority of the court in the Cronin case, an effort is made to distinguish that
case from this one; but it is evident that the court did not have the record of
this case before it when it tried to make the distinction, and the opinion of
the minority of the court in the Cronin case expressly refers to this case as
beinl:( exactly. like that one, so far as relates to the competency of the jurors.
The answers of the jurors were almost identical and the examinations were
the same. The very things which the Supreme Court held to be fatal.errors
in the Cronin case, constituted the entire fabric of this case, so far as relates
to the competency of the jury. In fact, the trial judge in the Cronin case was
guided by the rule laid down in this case, yet the Supreme Court reversed the
Cronin case because two of the jurors were held to be incompetent, each having testified that he had read and talked about the case, and had formed and
expressed an opinion as to the guilt of the defendants; that he was preju. diced; that he believed what he had read, and that his prejudice might influence his verdict; that his prejudice amounted to a conviction on the subject
of the guilt or innocence of the defendants; but each finally said that he could
and would try the case fairly on the evidence alone, etc.
A careful comparison of the examination of these t'fo"jurors with that of
Ipany of the jurors in this case shows that a number of the jQ.rors expressed
themselves,. if anything, more strongly against the defendants than these two
did; and what is still more, one of those summoned, Mr. M. D. Flavin, in
this case, testified not only that he had read and talked about the case, and
had formed and expressed an opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the
defendants, that he was bitterly prejudiced, but further, that he was related
. to one of the men who were killed, and th'at for that reason he felt more
strongly against the defendants than he otherwise might, yet he was held to
be competent on his mere statement that he believed he could try the ca!e
fairly on the evidence.
No matter what the defendants were charged with, they were entitled to
a fair trial, and no greater danger could possibly threaten our i:nstitutionB
than to have the courts of j\lstice run wild or give way to popular clamor; and
when the trial judge in this case ruled that
relative of one of the men
- who was killed was a competent juror, and this after the man had candidly
stated that he was deeply prejudiced, and that his relationship caused him to
feel more strongly than he otherwise might; and when, in scores of instances,
he ruled that men who candidly declared that they believed the defendants
to be guilty, that this was a deep conviction and would influence their verdict,
and that it would require strong evidence to convince them that-the defendants were innocent; when in all these instances the trial judge ruled that
these men were competent jurors,.simply because they had, under his adroit
manipulation, been led to say that they believed they could try the case fairly, .
on the evidence, then the proceedings lost all semblance of a fair trial.

a

DOES THE PROOF SHOW G'UILT?
III.
'fhe State has never discovered who it was that threw the bomb which
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killed the policeman, and the evidence does not show any connection whatever
between the defendants and the man who did throw it. The trial judge; in
overruliI;lg the motion for a new hearing, and again, recently in a magazine
article, used this language:
."The conviction has not gone on the ground that they did have actually
any personal participation in thG particular act which caused the death of
Degan, but theconviction proceeds upon the' ground that they h~d generally,
by speech and print, advised large classes of the people, not particular individuals, but large classes, to commit murder, and had left the commission,
the time and place and when, to the individual will and whim or caprice, or
whatever it may be, of each individual man who listened to thei/'advice, and
that in consequence of that ad vice, in pursuance of that advice, and influenced
by that advice, somebody not known did throw the bomb that caused Degan's
death. Now, if this is not a correct principle of the law, then the defendants
of course are entitled to a new trial. This case is without ~ precedent; there
is no example in the law books of a case of this sort."
The judge certainly told the truth when he stated that this case was without a precedent, and that no example could be found in the law books to sustain the law as above laid down. For, in all the centuries during which government has been maintained among men, and crime has been punished, no
judge in a civilized country has ever laid down such a rule before. The petitioners claim that it was laid down in this case simply because the prosecution, not having discovered the real criminal, would otherwise not have been
able to convict anybody; that th}s course was then taken to appease the fury
of the public, and that the judgment was allowed to stand for the same reason.
I will not discuss this. But taking the law as above laid down, it was necessary under it to prove, and tha·t beyond a reasonable doubt, that the person
committing the violent deed had at least heard or read the advice given to the
masses, for until he either heard or read it he did not receive it, and if he did
not receive it, he did not commit the violent act in pursuance of that advice;
and it is here that the case for the State fails; with all his apparent eagerness
to force conviction in court, and his efforts in defending his course since the
trial, tbe judge, speaking on this point in his magazine article, makes this
statement: "It is probably true that Rudolph Scbnaubelt threw tbe bomb,"
which statement is merely a surmise and is all that is" known about it, and is
certainly not sufficient to convict eight men on. In fact, until the State proves
from whose hands the bomb came, it is impossible to sbow any connection
between the man who tbre~ it and these defendants.
It is further shown that the mass of matter r.ontained in the record and
quoted at length in the judge's magazine article, showing the use of seditious
and incendiary language, amounts to but little when its source is considered.
The two papers in which articles appeared at intervals during yeiLrs, were
obscure little sbeets, baving scarcely llJlY circulation, and the articles themelves were written. at times of great public excitement, when an element in
the community claimed to bave been outraged? and the same is true of the
speeches made by tbe defendants and others; the apparently seditious utterances were such as are always heard when men imagine that they have been
wronged, or are excited oj' partially intoxicated; and tbe talk of a gigantic
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Anarchistic conspiracy is not believed by the then chief of police, as will be
shown hereafter and it is not entitled to serious notice, in view of the fact
. that, while Cbic~go had nearly a million inhabitants, the mee.tings held on
the lake front on Sunaays during the summer, by these agitators, rarely had
fifty people present, and the most of these went from mere curiosit,y, while
the ~eetings held indoors, during the winter, were still smaller. The
meetings held from time to time by the masses of the laboring people, must
not be confounded with the meetings above named, although in times'of
- excitement and trouble much violent talk was indulged in by irresponsible
parties; which was forgotten when the 'excitement was over. . ,
Again, it is shown here that the bomb Wll.S, in all probablhty, thrownby
some one. seeking personal revenge; that a course had been pursued by t.he
authorities which would naturally cause this; that for a number of years prIOr
to the Haymarket affair there had been labor troubles, and in" several ?ases a
number of laboring people, guilty of no offense, had been shot down lD cold
blood by Pinkerton men, and none of the murderers were brought to ju~tice.
The evidence taken at coroners' inquests and presented here, shows that In at
least two cases men were fired on and killed when they were running away,
and there was consequently no occasion to shoot, yet nobody was punished;
that in Chicago there had been a number of strikes in which some of the
police not only took sides agajn~t the men, but without any authority of law invaded and broke up peaceable meetings, and in scores of cases brutally clubbed
people who were guilty of no offense whatever. Reference i.s made
:he
opinion of the late Judge McAllister, in the case of the Harmoma ASSOCIatIon
of Joiners against Brenan, et aI., reported in the Chicago Legal News. Among
Qther things, Judge McAllister says:
.
"The facts established by a large numb6r of witnesses, and without any
opposing evidence, are, that this society, having leased Turner Hall,. on We~t
Twelft~ street, for the purpose, held a meeting in the forenoon of saId da!, !D
said hall, composed of from 200 to 300 individuals, most of whom were Journeymen cabinet-makers engaged in the several branches of the manufacture
of furniture in Chicago, but some of those in attendance were the propriet?rs
in that business, or the deleg-ates sent by them. The object of the meetlD.g
was to obtain a conference of the journeymen with such proprietors, or theIr
authorized' delegates, with the view of endeavoring to secure an increase of
the price or diminution of the hours of labor. The attendants were ~holly
unarmed and the meeting was perfectly peaceable and orderly, and whIle the
people w~re sitting quietly, with their backs toward the entrance ~all, with .a
few persons on the stage in front of them, and all engaged merely In th.e bUSiness for which they hall assembled; a force of from fifteen to twenty pohcemen
came suddenly into the hall, having a policeman's club in one hand and a
revolver in the other, and making no pause to determine the actual character
of the meeting, they immediately shouted: 'Get out of here, you damned
sons.of-bitches,' and began' beating the people with their clubs, and some of
them actually firing their revolvers. One young man was shot through the
back of the head and killed. But to complete the atrocity of the affair on the
part of the officers engaged in it, when the people hastened to make their
escape f,om the assembly room, they found policemen stationed on either side
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of the stairway leading from the hall down to the str~et, who applied their
clubs to them as they passed, seemingly with all the violence practicable
under the circumstances.
"Mr. Jacob Beiersdorf, who was a manufacturer of furniture, employing
some 200 men, had been invited to the meeting and came, but as he was about
to enter the place where it was held, an inoffensive old man, doing nothing
unlawful, was stricken down at his feet by a policeman's club.
, "These general facts were established by an overwhelming mass of testimon~, and for the purpose of the questions in the case, it is needless to go farther In to detail.
"The chie! political right of the citizen in our government, based upon
the popular WIll as regulated by law, is the right of suffrage, but to that right
two others are auxiliary and of almost equal importance:
"First: The right of free speech and of a free press.
" Second: The right of the people to assemble in a peaceable manner to
consult for the common good.
"These are among the fundamental principles of government and guaranteed by our constitution. Section 17, article 2, of the bill of rights, declares:
'The people have a right to assemble in a peaceable manner to consult for the
common good, to,make known their opinions to their representatives, and
apply for redress of grievances.' Jurists do 1I0t regard these declarations of
the bill of ri~hts as creating or conferring the rights, but as a guarantee against
their deprivation or infringement by any of the powers or agencies of the government. The rights themselves are regarded as the natural and inalienable
rights belonging to every individual, or as political, and based upon or arising
from principles inherent in tbe very nature of a system of free government.
"The right of tbe people to' assem ble in a peaceable manner to conilult
for the common good, being a constitutional rigbt, it can be exercised and
enjoyed within tbe scope and the spirit of that provieion of the constitution
indepeudently of every other power of the State government.
'
"Judge Cooley, in his excellent work on 'Torts,' speaking (p. 296) of
~emedies for tbe invasion of political rights, says: 'When a meeting for any
lawful purpose is actually called. and held, one who goes there with the purpose to disturb and break it up, and commits disorder to that end, is a
trespasser upon the rights of those who, for a time, have control o'f the place
of meeting. If severalunite in the disorder it may be a criminal riot.' "
So much for Judge McAllister.
Now,' it is shown that no attention was paid to tne judge's decision; that
peaceable meetings were invaded and broken up, and inoffensive people were
clubbed; tbat in 1885 t~ere was a strike at the McCormick Reaper Factory,
on account of a reductlon of wages, and some Pinkerton men, while on their
way there, were hooted at by some people on the street wben tbev fired into
the ~rowd and fatally wounded several people who had 'taken no pa~t in any
disturbance; that four of the Pinkertan men were indicted for this murder by
the grand jury, but that the prosecuting officers apparently took no interest in
the case, and allowed it to be continued a number of times, until tbe witnesses
were sworn out, and in the end the murderers went free; that after this there
was a strike on the West Division Street rail way, and that some of the police,
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under the leadership of Capt. John Bonfield, indulged in a brutality never·
equalled before; that even small merchants, standing on their own doorsteps
and baving no interest in the strike, were clubbed, then hustled into patrol
wagons, and thrown into prison, on no charge and not even booked; that a
petition signed by about 1,000 of the leading citizens living on and near West
Madison street, was sent to the mayor and city council, praying for the dismissal of Bonfield from the force, but that, on account of his political influence,
he was retained. Let me say here, that the charge of brutality does not, apply
to' all of the policemen of Chicago. ' There are many able, honest and consoientious officers who do their duty quietly, thoroughly and humanely.
As a specimen of the many papers filed in this connection, I will give the
following, the first being from the qfficers of a l)orporation that is one of the
largest employers in Chicago:
Office People's Gas Light and Coke Co.,
Ch}cago, Nov. 21, 1885.
To the Chairman of the Committee, Chicago Trades and Labor Assembly:
Sir: In response to the request of your committee for information as to
the treatment received by certain employees af this company at the hands of
Captain Bonfield, and 'by his orders, during the strike of the Western Division
Railway Company's employees in July last, you are advised as follows:
On that day of the strike, in which there was apparently an indiscriminate
arre'sting of persons who happened to be up on Madison street, whether connected with the disturbance of the peace or engaged in legitimate business, a
number of employees of this company were at work upo~ said street, near
Hoyne avenue, opening a trench for the laying of gas pipe.
The tool box of the employees was at the southeast corner of Hoyne and
Madison street: As the men assembled for labor, shortly before 7 a, m., they,
took their shovels and tools from the tool box, arranged themselves along the
trllnch preparatory to going to work wben the bour of seven should arrive.
About this time, and a little before the men began to work, a crowd of men,
not employees of this company, came surging down the street from the west,
and Beizin~ such shovels and other tools of the men as lay upon the ground
and about the box, threw more or less of the loose dirt, which before had been
taken from the trench, upon the track of the railway company. About tbis
time Ca.ptain Bonfield and 'his force appeared upon the scene, and began apparently an indiscriminate arrest'of persons. Among others arrested were the
following employees of this company: Edward Kane, Mike W. Kerwin, Dan
Diamond, Jas., Hussey, Dennis Murray, Patrick Brown and Pat Franey. No
one of these persons had any connection with the strike, or were guilty of obstructing the cars of the railway company, or of any disturbance upon the
street. Mr. Kerwin had just arrived at the tool box and had not yet taken his
shovel prepar.atory to going to work, when he was arrested while standing by
tbe box, and without resistance was put upon a street car as prisoner. When
upon the car he called to a friend among the workmen, saying: "Take care of
my shovel." Thereupon Bonfield struck him a violent blow with a club upon ,
his head, inflicting a serious wound,.laying open his scalp, and saying as he did
so: "I will shovel you," or words to that effect. Another of the said employIles, Edward Kane, was also arreilted by the tool box, two of the police seizing
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him, one by each arq:I, and as he was' being put upon the car, a third man,
said by Kane and others to be Bonfield, strnck him with a clJlb,upon the head,
severely cutting his head. Both of these men were seriously injured, and for a
thne dis~bled from attending to their business. Both of these men, with blood
streaming from cuts upon their heads, respectively, as also were, all of the
Qthers' above named, were hustled off to ttle police station and locked up. The
men were not "booked" as they were locked up, and their friends had great
~ difficulty in finding them, so that bail might be offered and they released.
After they were found communication with them was denied for some time,
by Bonfield's orders it was said, and for several hours they were k"pt in confiuf;lment in the lock-up upon Desplaines street, as criminals, when their
friends were desirous of bailing them out. Subsequently they were all brought
'up for trial before Justice White. Upon the hearing the city was represented
by,its attorney, Bonfield himself being present, and from the testim.ony it
appeared that all these men had been arrested under the circumstances aforesaid, and without the least cause, and that Kane and Kerwin had been cruelly
assaulted and beaten without the least justification therefore, and, of course,
they were all discharged.
The officers of this company, who are cognizant of the outrages perpetrated
upon these me~, feel that the party by whom the same were committed ought
not to remain in a responsible position upon the police force.
PEOPLE'S GAS LIGHT AND COKE Co.,
By C. K. G. Billings, V. P.
ROBERT ELLIS, 974 'West Madison street:
Chicago, Nov. 19, 1885.
I kept a market' at 9Z4 West Madison street. I was in my, place of business waiting on customers",and stepped to the door to get a measure of vegetables. The first thing I knew, as I stood on the step in front of my 'store, I •
received, a blow over 'the shoulders with a club, and was seized and thrown off
the sidewalk into a ditch being dug thE're. I had my back to the person who
,Etruck me, but on regaining my feet I saw that it was Bonneld who had
,assaulted me. ,Two or three officers then came up. I told them not to hit me
again. They said go' and get in the car, and I told them that I couldn't leave
my place of business as I was all alone there. They asked Bonfield ,and he
said, ",Take him right along." They then shoved me into the car and took
me down the street to a patrol wagon, in which I was taken to the Lake street
station. I was locked up there from this time, about 8 o'clock in the morning,
till 8 o'clock in the evening, and then taken to the Desplaines street station.
I was held there Ii short time and then gave bail for my appearance, and got
back to my place of business about 9 o'clock at night. Subsequently, when I
appeared in court, I was discharged. It was about 8 o'clock in the morning,
July 3,1885, when
ELLIS.
- I was taken from my place- of business. ROBERT
/
~

Bonfield hit him over the head with his club and kno'cked him down. He also
- hit him twice after he l;1ad fallen. I was standing ~bout six feet from them
when the assault occurred: I don't know the man that was clubbed-never
saw him before nor since.
'
W. W. WYMAN.
JESSE CLOUD, 998 Monroe street:
Chicago, Nov. 20, 1885.
On .the morning of July 3, 1885, about 7 o'clock, as I was standing 0;' the
southeast corner of Madison street and Western avenue; I saw Bonfield 'walk
up to a man on the opposite corner, who was apparently looking at what was
going,on in the street. Bonfield hit him over the head with his club and
knocked him down. Some men who were near him helped him over to the
drug store on the corner where I was standing. His face was covered with
blood from the wound on his head, made by Bonfield's club, and he appeared
to be badly hurt. A fe'Y moments later, as I was standing in the same place,
al~ost touching elbows with another man, Bonfield came up facing us, and
saId to us, "stand back," at the same time striking the other man over the
head with his club. I stepped back and turned around to 'look for the other
man; saw him a few feet away with the blood running down over his face,
apparently badly hurt from the effect of the blow or blows he had received
from Bonfield. Ther" was no riot or disorderly conduct there at that time,
except what Bonfield made himself by clubbing innocent people, who were
taking no part in the ~trike. If they had been there for the purpose of rioting
they would surely have resisted Bonfield's brutality.
I affirm that the above statement is a true and correct statement of facts.
.TESSE CLOUD.
H. J. NICHOL3, 47 Flournoy street:
,
Chicago, Nov. 19,1885.
On the morning of July 3, 1885, I was driving uP. Madison street, just
coming from Johnson's bakery, on Fifth avenue. When I got to the corner of
Market and Madison streets, I met the cars coming over the bridge. On look-,
ing out of my wagon I saw Bonfield by the side of a car. He Iilllatched me from
my wagon and struck me on the head, cutting it open, and put me in a car
leaving my wagon standing there unprotected, loaded with bakery goods, ali
of which were stolen, except a few loaves of bread. I was taken to the Desplaines street station and locked up for about ten hours. I was then bound
over for riot, in $500 bail, and released. During the time I was there I received
no attention of any kind, though my head was seriously cut. Julius Goldzier,
my lawyer, went to Bonfield with me before the case was called in Court 'and
told !Jim I had done nothing, and Bonf).eld said, .. scratch his name off,'; and
I was released.
I swear to the truth of the above.
Signed,
H. J. NICHOLS.
The following is'from Capt./Schaack, a very prominent police official:
Department of Police,
City of Chicago.
Chicago, Illinois, 'May 4, 1893.

W. W. WYMAN, 1004 West Maaison street:
Chicago, Nov. 19, 1885.
I, was standing in my door about 7 o'clock in the morning of July 3, 1885.
I saw, a man standing on the edge of the sidewalk. He wasn't doing anything
at aU. Bonfield came up ·to him, and without a word being said by either,
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Mr. G. E. Detwiler, 'Editor Ril1hts of Labol':
,Dear Sir: In reply to your' communication of April 13, I will say that in
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July, 1885, in the str\!et car strike on the west side, I held the office of lieutenant o~ the force. I was detailed with a company of officers, early in the
I
morning, in the vicinity of the car barns, I believe on Western avenue and a
little nqrth of Madison street. My orders were to see that the new men on
the cars were not molested when coming out of the barns.
One man came out and passed my lines about fifty feet. I saw one ,of the
men, either driver or conductor, leave the car at a stand-still. Iran up near
the car, when I saw, on the southeast corner of the street, Bonfield 'strike a
man on the head with his club. He hit the man twice and I saw the man
fall to the ground.
Afterwards I was put on a train of cars, protecting the rear. Bonfiel'd had
charge of the front•. I saw many people getting clubbed in front of the train,
but I held my men in the rear and gave orders not to strike anyone except
they were struck first. Not one of my officers hurt a person on that day or at
~yti~
.
Many people were arrested, all appearing. From what I saw in the afternoon and the next day ,no officer could state what they were arrested for. The
officers professed ignc;>rance of havinglany evidence, but" spme one told them
to take him in," meaning to lock him up. On that afternoon, about 4 o'clock,
I met Bonfield and he addressed me in the following words, in great anger:
" If Bome of you goody-goody fellows had used your clubs freely in the forenoon, you would not need to use lead"this afternoon." I told him that I did
not see any use in clubbing people, and that I would club no person to please
any on~, meaning Bonfield; and that if lead had to be used, I thought my
officers could give lead and take it also. I will say that affair was brutal and
uncalled for.
MICHAEL J. SCHAACK,
227 N. State street.
Again, it is shown that various attempts were made to bring to justice
the men who wore the uniform of the law while violating it, but ali to no
avail; that the laboring people found the prisons always open to receive them,
but the courts of justice were practically closed to them; that the prosecuting
offi~ers vied with each other in hunting them down, but were deaf to their
appeals; that in the spring of 1886 there were more labor disturbances in the
city, and particularly at the McCormick factory; that under the' leadership of
<Japt. Bonfield the brutalities of the previous year were even exceeded. Some
affidavit and other evidence is offered on this point, which I cannot give for
want of space. It appears that this was the year of the eight hour agitation,
and'efforts were made to secure an eight hour day about May 1, and that a
number of laboring men standing, not on the street, but on a vacant lot, were
quietly discussing the situation in regard to the movement, when suddenly a
large body of police, under orders from Bonfield, charged on them and began
to club them; that some of the men, angered at the unprovoked assault, at
first resisted, but were soon dispersed; that llome of the police fired on .the
men while they were running and wounded a large number who were already
100 feet or more away and were running as fast as they could; that at least
four of the number so shot down died; that this was wanton and unprovoked
murder, but there was not even so much as an investigation.
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WAS IT AN ACT OF PERSONAL REVENGE?
While some men may tamely submit to being clubbed and seeing their
brothers shot down, there are "some who will resent it, and will nurture a
spirit of hatred and seek revenge for themselves, and the occurrences that pre~
ceded the Haymarket tragedy indicate that the bomb was thrown by some one
who, instead of acting on the advice of anybody, was simply seeking personal
revenge for having been clubbed, and that Capt. Bonfield is the man who is
really responsible for the death of the police officers.
It is aiso shown that the character of the Haymarket meeting sustains
this view. The evidence shows there were only 800 to 1,000 people present,
and that it was a peaceable and orderly meeting; that the mayor of th~ city
was present and saw nothing out of the way, and that he remained until the
crowd began to disperse, the meeting" being practically over, and the crowd
engaged in dispersing when he left.; that had the police remained away for
twenty minutes more there would ha"e been nobody left there, but as soon as
Bonfield had learned that the mayor had left, he could not resist the temptation to have some more people clubbed, and went up with a detachment of
police to disperse the meetin!!:; and that on the appearance of the police the
bomb was thrown by some unknown person, and several innocent and faithful
officers, who were simply obeying an uncalled for order of their superior, were
killed. All of these facts tend to show the improbability of the theory of the
prosecution that the bomb was thrown as a result of a conspiracy on the part
of the defendants to commit murder; if the theory of the prosecution were
correct, there would have been marry more bombs thrown; and the fact that
only one was thrown shows that it was an act of personal revenge.
It is further shown here, that much of the evidence given at the trial was
a pure fabrication; that some of the prominent police officials, in their zeal,
not only terrorized ignorant men by throwing them into prison and threatening them with torture if they refused to swear to anything desired, but that
they offered money and employment to those who would consent to do this.
Further, that they deliberately planned to have fictitious conspiracies formed
in order that they might get the glory of discovering them. In addition to the
evidence in the record of some witnesses who swore that they had been paid
small sums of money, etc., several documents are here referred to.
First, an interview with Capt. Ebersold, published in the Chicago Daily
News, May 10, 1889.
CHIEF OF POLICE EBERSOLD'S STA.TEMENT.
Ebersold was chief of the police of Chicago at the time of the Haymarket
trouble, and for a long time before and thereafter, so that he was in a position
to know what was going on, and his utterances upon this point are therefore
important. Among other things he says:
"It was my policy to quiet matters down as soon as possible alter the 4th
of May. The general unsettled state of things was an injury to "Chicago.
" On the other hand, Capt. Schaack wanted to keep things stirring. He
wanted bombs to be found here, there, !tIl around, everywhere. I thought
people would lie down and sleep better if they were not, afraid that their
homes would be blown to pieces any minute. But this man Schaack, this little
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boy who must have glory or his heart wonld be broken, wanted none of that
policy. Now, here is something the public does not know. After we got the
Anarchist societies broken up, Schaack wanted to send out men to again
organize new societies right away. You see what this would do. He wanted
to keep the thing boiling-keep himself prominent before the public. Well,
I sllot down on th~t; I didn't believe in such wor~ and of course Schaack
didn't like it.
" After I heard all that, I began to think there was, perhaps, not so much
to all this Anarchist business as they claimed; and I believe I-was right.
Schaack thinks he knew all about those Anarchists. Why, I knew more at
that time than he knows today about them. 1 was following them closely. As
soon as Schaack began to get some notoriety, however, he was spoiled."
This is a most important statement, when a chief of police, who has been
watching the Anarchists closely, says that he was convinced that there was
not EO much in all their Anarchist business as was claimed, and that a police
captain wanted to send out men to have other conspiracies formed, in order
to get the credit of discovering them, and keep the public excited; it throws a
flood of light on the whole situation and destroys the force of much of the
testimony introduced at the trial.
For, if there has beeil any such extensive conspiracy as the prosecution
claims, the police would have soon discovered it. No chief of police could discover a determination on the part of an individual, or even a number of separate individuals, to have personal revenge for having been maltreated, nor
could any chief discover a determination by any such individual to kill the
next policeman who might assault him. Consequently, the fact that the police
did not discover any conspiracy before the Haymarket affair, shows almost
conclusively that no such extensive combination could have existed.
As further bearing on the que-stion of creating evidence, reference is made
to the following affidavits:
STATE OF ILLINOIS, L ss
County of Cook. f
.
Jacob Mikolanda, being first duly sworn, on oath, states that he took no
part in the so-called May troubles of 1886; that on or about the 8th day of
May, 1886, two police officers without a warrant, or without assigning any
reason therefor, took this affiant from a saloon, where be was conducting himseli peacefully, and obliged him to accompany them to his house; that the
same officers entered his house without a search warrant, and ransacked the
same, not even permitting the baby's crib, with its sleeping occupant, to
escape their unlawful and fruitless search; that about a month after this
occurrence, this affiant was summoned by Officer Peceny to accompany him to
the police station, as Lieutenant Shepard wished to speak to me; that there,
without a warrant, affiant W8,S thrown into jail; that he was thereupon shown
some photographs, and asked if he knew the persons, and on answering to
the affirmative as to some of the pictures, he was again thrown into prison;
that he was then transferred from one station to another for several days;
that he was importuned by a police captain and assistant State's attorney to
turn State's witness, being promised therefor_ money, the good will and protection of the police, their political influence in securing a position and his
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entire freedom; and on answering that he knew nothing to which he could
testify, he was thrown back into jail; that hia preliminary hearing was
repeatedly continued for want of prosecution, each continuance obliging this
affiant to remain longer in jail; that eventually this affiant was dismissed for
want of prosecution.
JACOB MIKOLANDA.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of April, A. D. 1893.
CHARLES B. PAVLICEK,
Notorary Public.
STATE OF ILLINOIS, L
County_of Cook. f ss.
Vaclav Djmek, beiug first duly sworn, on oath states that he knows of no
cause for his arrest on the 7th day of May, A. D, 1886; that he took no part
in any of the troubles of the preceeding days; that without a warrant for his
arrest, or without a search warrant for his premises, the police entered the
house on the night of the 7th uf May, 1886; that on being requested to show
by what authority tbey entered, the police heaped abuse upon this affiant and
his wife; that the police then proceeded to ransack the house, roused this
affiant's little children out of bed, pulled the same to pieces, carried away the
affiant~s papers and pillow slips, because the same were red; that on the way
to the police station, though this affiant offered no resistance whatever, and
went at the command of the officer, peacefully, this affiant was choked, covered
by revolvers,-and otherwise inhumanly treated by the police officers; that for
many days this affiant was jailed and refused a preliminary hearing; that
during said time he was threatened, and promised immunity by the police, if
he would turn State's witness; that the police clerk and Officer Johnson
repeatedly promised this affiant his freedom and considerable money, if he
would turn State's witness; that on his prote!!.tations that he knew nothing to
which he could testify, this affiant was abused and ill-treated; that while he
was jailed this affiant was kicked, clubbed, beaten and scratched, had curses
• and abuses heaped upon him, and was threatened with hanging by the police;
that this affiant's wife was abused by the police when she sought permission
to see this affiant.
VACLAV DJMEK.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of April, A-. D. 1893,
CHARLES B. PAVLICEK,
Notorary Public.
I will simply say in conclusion, on this branch of the case, that the facts
tend to show that the bomb was thrown as an act of personal revenge, and
that the prosecution has never discovered who threw it, and the evidence
utterly fails to show that the man who did throw it ev~r heard or read a word
coming from the defendants; consequently it fails to show that he acted on
any advice given by them. And if he did not act on or hear any advice coming
from the defendants, either in speeches or through the press, then there was
no case against them, even under the law as laid down by Judge Gary.
FIELDEN AND SCHWAB.
I

At the trial a number of detectives and members of the police swore that
the defendant, Fielden, at the Haymarket meeting, made threats to kill,
urging his hearers to do their duty as he would do his, just as the policemen
were coming np; and one policeman swears that Fielden drew a revolver anti
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fired at the police while he waf! standing on the wag~n and before the. bomb
was thrown, while some of the others testified that be first climbed down off
the wagon and fired while standing by a wheel. On the other hand, it w~s
proven by a number of witnesses, and by facts and circumstances, that thiS
evidence must be ahsolutely untrue. A number of newspaper reporters, who
testified' on the part of the State, said that they were
near Fieldenmuch nearer than the police were-and heard all that was said and saw what
was done; that tlrey had been sent there for that purpose, and that Fielden
did not make any such threats as the police SWore to, and that he
not use
a revolver. A number of other men who were near, too, and some of them on
the wagon on which Fielden stood at the time, swear to the same thing.
Fielden llimself swears that he did not make any such threats as the police
swore to, and further, that he never had or used a.revolver in his life. But if
there were any doubt about the fact that the evidence charging Fielden with
having used a revolver as unworthy of credit, it is removed by
Gary
and State's Attorney Grinnell. On November 8, 1887, when the question of
commuting the death sentence as to Fielden was before the governor, Judge
Gary wrote a long letter in regard to the case in Which; in speaking of Fielden,
he, among other things, says: "There is in the nature and pri vate character
of the man a love of justice, an impatience at undeserved sufferings. * * *
In his own private life he was the honest, industrious and peaceful laboring
man. In what he said in court before sentence he was respe<:tful and decorous. His language and conduct since have been irreproachable. As there is
no evidence that he knew of any preparation to do the specific act of throwing
the bomb that killed Degan, he does not understand even now that general
advice to large masses to do Violence makes him responsible for the violence
done by reason of that advice. * * * In Short, he was more a misguided
enthusiast than a criminal conscious of the hOl'l'ible nature and effect of his
teachings and of his responsibility therefor."

~tanding

d~d

JUdg~

The State's attorney appended the foregoing letter, beginning as follows:
"While endorsing and approving the foregoing statement by JUdge Gary, I
wish to add thereto the suggestion 'C. * * that Schwab's conduct during
the trial, and when addressing the court before sentence, like Fielden's, was
decorous, respectful to the law and commendable. * * * It is further my
desire to say that I believe that Schwab was the pliant, weak tool of a stronger
will and more designing person. ~chwab seems to be friendless."
If what Judge Gary says about Fielden is true; if Fielden has "a natural
love of justice and in his private life was the honest, industrious and peaceable laboring man," then Fielden's testimony is entitled to credit, and Whgn he
says that he did not do the things the Police charge him with doing, and that
he never bad or used a revolver in his life, it is probably true, especially as he
Was corroborated by a number of creditable and disinterested witnesses.
Again, if Fielden did the things the police charged him with doing, if he
' fired on them as they swear, then he was not a mere misguided enthusiast,
who was to be held only for the consequences of his teapLings; and if \'lither
' Judge Gary or State's Attorney drinnell had placed any reliance on the evidence of the police on this point, they would bave written a different kind-of
a letter to the then executive.
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he had ever made any such stat'ement as that mentioned by Mr. Harrison and
Mr. Winston; also that he did believe Neebe guilt.y; that Mr. Harrison suggested the dismissal of the case as to Neebe; and further, that he would not
have been surprised if Mr. Harrison had made a similar suggestion as to
othel s, and then he says: "I said to Mr. Harrison at that time, sub&tantially,
that I was afraid that the jury might not think the testimony presented in
the case sufficient to convict Neebe, bnt that it was in their province to pass
upon it."
Now, if the statement of Messrs. Harrison and Winston is true, then
Grinnell should not have allowed Neebe to be sent to the penitentiary,. and
even if we assume that both Mr. Harrison and Mr. Winston are mistaken,
and that Mr. Grinnell simply used the language he now says he used, then
the ·case must have .eeemed very weak to him. If, with a jury prejudiced to
start with, a judge pressing for co'nvictioll, and amid the almost irresistible
fury with which the trial was conducted, he still was afraid the jury might
not think the testimony i.n the case was sufficient to convict Neebe, then the
testimony must have seemed very weak to him, no matter what he may now
protest about it.
When the motion to dismiss the case as to Neebe was made, defendan'ts'
counsel asked that the jury might be permitted to retire while.the motion
was being argued, but the court refUSed to permit this, and kept the jury
present where it cO)lld hear all that the court had to say; then when the
argument on the motioB was begun by defendants' counsel, the co~rt did not
wait to hear from the attorneys for the State, but at once proceeded to argue
the points itself with the attorneys for the defendants, so that while the attorneys for the State made no argument on the motion, twenty· five pages of the
record are filled with the colloquy or sparring that took place between the
court and the counsel for the defendants, the court in the presence of the jury
making insinuations as to what inference might be drawn by the jury from
the fact that Neebe owned a little stock in a paper called the Arbeiter-Zeitung
and had been seen tllere, although he took no part in the management until
after the Haymarket troubles, it appearing that the ATbeitel'-Zeitung had published some very seditious articles, with which, however, Neebe had nothing
to do. Finally one of the counsel for the defendants said: "I expected that
the representatives of the State might say something, but as your honor saves
them that tronble, you will excuse me if I reply briefly to the suggestions
you have made." Sorile other remarks were made by the r.ourt, seriously
affecting the whole case and prejudicial to the defendants, and then referring
to Neebe, the court said:
" Whether he had anything to do with the dissemination of advice to
commit murder is, I think, a debatable question which the jury ought to pass
on." Fin~lly the motion was overruled. Now, with all the eagerness shown
hy the court to convict Neebe, it must have regarded the evidence against
him as very weak, otherwise it would not have made this admission, for if it
was a debatable question whether the evidence tended to show guilt, then
that evidence must have been far from being conclusive upon ihe question as
to whetHer he was actually guilty; this being so, the'verdict should not bave
been alloVHd to stand, because the law requires that a man shall be proven
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to be guilty beyond a reasonable doubt before he can be convicted of crimin~l
offense. I have examined all of the evidence against Neebe with care, and It
utterly fails to prove even the shadow of a case against him. Some of theother defendants were guilty of Ilsing seditious language, but even tbis cannot be said of Neebe.
PREJUDICE OR SUBSERVIENCY OF JUDGE.

V.
It is further charged, with much bitterness, by those who speak for t~e
prisoners, that the record of this case shows that the judge conducted the tl'1~1
with malicious ferocity, Rnd forced eight men to be tried together; that/n
cross-examining the State's witnesses, he confined counsel to the speCIfic
puints touched on by the State, while in the cross-examinat~onof the defendants' witnesses he permitted the State's Attorney to go mto all manner of
subjects entirely foreign to the-matters on which the witnesses were examined
in chief; also, that el'ery ruling t.hroughout the long trial on any contested
point, was in favor of the State; and further, that pag~ after page?f the record contains insinuating remarks of the judge, made m the heannl! of the
jury, and with the evident intent of bringing the jury to his way of t~inking;
that these speeches, coming from the court, were llluch more damagmg than
any speeches from the State's Attorney could possibly have been; t~at the
State's Attorney often took his cue from the judge's remarks; that the Judge's
magazine Rrticle recently published, although written nearly six years after
the trial, is yet full of venom; that, pretending to simply review th~ case, he
had to drag into his article a letter written by an excited wom~n to a ne~s
paper after the trial was over, and which therefore had n?th~ng to ?O With
the case, and was put into the article simply to create a prejudice agamst the
woman, as well as again~t the dead and the living; and that, not content
with this, he, in the same article, makils an insinuating attack on one of the
lawyers for the defense, 1101. for anything; done ~t the trial, but because more
than a year after the trial, when some of the defendants had be.en hung, he
ventured to express a few kind, if erroneous, sentiments over the graves of
his dead clients, ~hom he at least believed to be innocent. [t is urged that
such ferocity of subserviency is without a parallel in all history; tha~ even
Jeffries in Englanrl, contented himself with hanging his victims, am!. dId not
stoop to berate them after death.
. .
These charges are of a personal character, and while they seem to be sustained by the record of the trial and the papers before me, and tend to show
the trial was not fair, I do not care to discuss this feature of the case any farther, because it is not necessary. I am convinced that it is clearly my duty
to act in this ease for the reasons already given, and I, therefore, grant an
absolute pardon to Samuel Fielden, Oscar Neebe, and Michael Schwab, this
26th day of June, 1893.
JOHN P. ALTGELD,. .
Governor of IllmOls.

