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INTRODUCTION.
October 7, 8, 9, 1886—these three exciting days of the great tragedy, when 

the Chicago martyrs addressed Judge Gary’s court in support of their demand 
for a new 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 im­
passive 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 distin­
guishing 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 
speech is strong, defiant; replete with historical references and philosophical 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 
his absence from the scene of the bomb throwing and of his innocence of 
crime. His speech makes a visible impression upon all present. Oscar 
Neebe’s speech is broken, but not with emotion. He proudly tells the listen­
ing court and spectators of the “crimes” he has committed in organizing the 
bakers and brewers; in shortening their hours of toil and increasing their 
daily wages. He boldly pleads that he may share the terrible death which 
is to be meted out to his comrades so that his children may kneel on his grave 
and honor his memory.

Comrade Fischer comes next, and he is as I have always known him— 
calm, powerful, even majestic in his look and bearing. His tall form is 
stretched to its full height, and he looks down upon the cringing crowd with 
an expression of pity in his steady grey eyes. The close confinement and the 
excitement of the trial have apparently made no impression upon him ; a little 
paler than his wont, perhaps, but that is all. Fischer’s speech is not long. 
He is not an orator, but is, in every fiber of his being, the man of action.

Lingg’s fiery address 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? His manner is that of 
a caged tiger; his bearing supremely defiant. His words, even as translated 
by the interpreter, burn into the very souls of his auditors. 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 won­
drous power in the easy delivery and flowing language of our German com­
rade. 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 undoubtedly the greatest of 
his life. His honest, straightforward manner, his moderate language, bis 
telling criticisms of the testimony of the purchased witnesses who testified 
against him, make a deep and lasting impression upon all. Even the bloody- 
minded Grinnell afterwards condescends to remark that if Fielden’s speech 
could have been made to the jury it would have 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, like the true agitator that he is, make 
the greatest agitation speech of his life. Like Fielden he feels that this is the 
supreme 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 im­
pression upon him, so anxious is he that not 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 mercurial, excitable, intense. At times 
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 unjust 
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 
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 their escape; it was a distressing thing that Parsons, who was in a place 
of security, should have given himself up to certain death ; it was unfortunate 
that Spies, Fischer, Parsons, Engel and Lingg did not appeal to the governor 
for a commutation 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 regard 
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 souls were bound up in their chosen work. They gloried in it, and in the 
possibilities, favorable or otherwise, which it might entail upon them. They 
loved life as well as any vigorous, strong full-lifed men could, but they felt 
that a sacrifice was necessary and they were ready to make it. Especially 
was this feeling paramount as the close of their long suffering drew near. 
Fischer 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 as­
sured of clemency if they would but ask for it. Parsons, from the moment of 
surrendering himself, never expected anything but death. Lingg was proud 
that he was exalted as one among the elect. He feared not death; he only 
feared a cell in a lunatic asylum with which he had been threatened. If 
Lingg took his own life (which I doubt) it was solely to escape this horror 
which alone he dreaded. Even Neebe begged that he might be given the 
death sentence. One and all felt the necessity of the great sacrifice, that the 
movement might be accelerated and its influence extended to the furthermost 
regions of the earth.

Viewed in this light, the whole tragedy, from the hurling of the bomb by 
unknown parties to the final great climax which swept from our sight our 
loved comrades, was not a calamity but an event which was a great benefit to 
humanity. It marked an epoch in the progress of the race upward from slav­
ery and darkness toward freedom and light. The followers of liberty’s cause 
have been increased a hundredfold since the great tragedy. The whole world 
has heard of the cause for which men were willing to die; whereas before, 
only one or two in ten thousand had ever heard of the principles of perfect 
freedom and justice to working people. The people will yet 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 
devotion, they knew that a silent acquiescence in their legal murder would Ui 
time to come be far more potent for good than any reprisal could possibly be.

Should we not rather rejoice than grieve that our cause has had such 
martyrs? 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 
strengthened and spread broadcast over the land by the martyrdom of the 
Chicago Anarchists. Wm. Holmes.

Denver, Colo.



“Come not to my grave 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 more are the hardships, 
The bitterness, heartaches, and strife, 
The sadness and sorrows of life,

But the glory divine— 
This is mine.

Poor creatures! Afraid, of the darkness, 
Who groan at the anguish to come. 
How silent I go to my home!

Cease your sorrowful bell—



Address of August Spies.

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 even 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 tes­
timony of 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 them­
selves with a similar excuse. For they themselves have fabricated most of 
the testimony which was used as 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 Praetorian Guards of the Citizens’ Association, 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 accompa­
nied me, and never left me on that evening until I jumped from the wagon, 
a few seconds before the explosion occurred. He knew that I had not seen 
Schwab that evening. He knew that I had no such conversation with any­
body 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 !—that he had himself been searching for the 
young man, but 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 Buf­
falo, 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 1 And let the public sit in judgment upon the would- 
be assassins!

No, I repeat, the prosecution has not established our legal guilt, notwith­
standing the purchased and perjured testimony of some, and notwithstanding 
the originality of the proceedings of this trial. And as long as this has not 
been done, and you pronounce upon us the sentence of an appointed vigilance 
committee, acting as a jury, I say, you, the alleged representatives and high 
priests of “law and order,” are the real and only law breakers, and in this 
case to the extent of murder. It is well that the people know this. And 
when I speak 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 
drones may constitute the State, they may control the State, they may have 
their Grinnells, their Bonfields and other hirelings! No, when I speak of the 
people I speak of the great mass of human bees, the working people, who 
unfortunately are not yet conscious of the rascalities that are perpetrated in 
the “name of the people,”—in their name.

The contemplated murder of eight men, whose only crime is that they 
have dared to speak the truth, may open the eyes of these suffering millions • 
may wake them up. Indeed, I have noticed that our conviction has worked 
miracles in this direction already. The class that clamors for our lives, the 
good, devout Christians, have attempted in every way, through their news­
papers 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 stories 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 the evening of May 4, 200 armed 
men, under the command of a notorious ruffian, attacked a meeting of peace­
able citizens I With what intention? With the intention of murdering them 
or as many of them 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 forth—well, some very modest 
demands. They thought eight hours hard toil a day for scarcely two hours’ 
pay was enough. This “lawless rabble” had to be silenced 1 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” had to be taught a lesson e0 
that they might never again interfere with the high-handed exploitation of 
their benevolent and Christian masters. Bonfield, the man who would bring 
a blush of shame to the managers of the St. Bartholomew night—Bonfield 
the illustrious gentleman with a visage that would have done excellent service 
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to Dore in portraying Dante’s fiends of hell—Bonfield was the man best fitted 
to consummate the conspiracy of the Citizens’ Association, of our Patricians. 
If I had thrown that bomb, or had caused it to be thrown, or had known of 
it, I would not hesitate a moment to say so. It is true that a number of lives 
were lost—many were wounded. But hundreds of lives were thereby saved! 
But for that bomb, there would have been a hundred widows and hundreds 
of orphans where now there are a few. These facts have been carefully sup­
pressed, and we were accused and convicted of conspiracy by the real conspir­
ators and their agents. This, your honor, is one reason why sentence should 
not be passed by a court of justice—if that name has any significance at all.

“But,” says the State, 1 you have published articles on the manufacture 
of dynamite and bombs.” Show me a daily paper in this city that has not 
published similar articles 1 1 remember very distinctly a long 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 
this one especially, because I bought the paper on a railroad train, and had 
ample time to read it. But since that time the Times has often published 
similar articles on the subject, and some of the dynamite articles found in the 
Arbeiter-Zeitung were translated articles from the Times, written by Generals 
Molineux and Fitz John Porter, in which the use of dynamite bombs against 
striking workingmen is advocated as the most effective weapon against them. 
May I learn why the editors of these papers have not been indicted and con­
victed for murder? Is it because they have advocated the use of this destruc­
tive agent only against the “common rabble”? I seek information. Why was 
Mr. Stone of the News not made a defendant in this case ? In his 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 use at the expense of 
not more than ten'cents. The News probably has ten times the circulation of 
the Arbeiter-Zeitung. Is it not likely 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 honor, that such discrimination in favor 
of capital is incompatible with justice, and sentence should therefore not be 
passed.

Grinnell’s main argument against the defendants was—“They were for­
eigners ; they were not citizens.” I cannot speak for the others. I will only 
speak for myself. I have been a resident of this State fully as long as Grinnell, 
and probably have been as good a citizen—at least, I should not wish to be 
compared with him. Grinnell has incessantly appealed to the patriotism of 
the jury. To that I”reply in the language of Johnson, the English literateur, 
“an appeal to patriotism is the last resort 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 here wisely substituted 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 slave 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 offense against the State? For the 
same reason! The State, however, wisely avoided this point in the prosecu­
tion of this case. From their testimony one is forced to conclude that we 
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 well versed in history. In all historical cases of this 
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 relatione in soci­

ety. 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 knowl­
edge that the system of wages is the root of the present social iniquities— 
iniquities so monstrous that they cry to heaven. We have further said that the 
wage system, as a specific form of social development, would, by the necessity 
of logic, have to give way to higher forms of civilization; that the wage system 
must furnish the foundation for a social system of co-operation that is So­
cialism. That whether this or that theory, this or that scheme regarding fut­
ure arrangements were accepted was not a matter of choice, but one of histor­
ical 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 equi­
librium 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?”

Grinnell 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 meetin» 
the very popular theme of reducing the hours of toil was discussed. But 
“Anarchism is on trial!” foams Mr. Grinnell. If that is the case, your honor’ 
very well; you may sentence me, for I am an Anarchist. I believe with 
Buckle, with Paine, Jefferson, Emerson, and Spencer, and many other »re it 
thinkers of this century, that the state of castes and classes—the state where 
one class dominates over and lives upon the labor of another class, and calls 
this order—yea, I believe that this barbaric form of social organization with 
its legalized plunder and murder, is doomed to die, and make room for a free 
society, voluntary association, or universal brotherhood, if you like. You 
may pronounce the sentence upon me, honorable judge, but 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!
“ You have taught the destruction of society and civilization,” says the 

tool and agent of the Bankers’ and Citizens’ Association, Grinnell. That man 
has yet to learn what civilization is. It is the old, old argument against 
human progress. Read the history of Greece, of Rome ; read that of Venice; 
look over the dark pages of the church, and follow the thorny path of science. 
“ No change! No change! You would destroy society and civilization! ” has 
ever been the cry of the ruling classes. They are so comfortably situated un­
der 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 monu­
ments of such changes! 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 vEsop’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 de­
vours 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 judge, the demons of hell 
will join in the laughter this irony provokes!

“We have preached dynamite!” 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 surveillance of the police, the detectives, the military and the sheriffs— 
and is this return to militancy not developing from day to day? American 
sovereigns—think of it—working like galley convicts under military guards ! 
We have predicted this, and predict that soon these conditions will grow un­
bearable. What then? The mandate of the feudal lords of our time is slav­
ery, starvation, and death ! This has been their program for years. We have 
said to the toilers, that science had penetrated 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 events 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 Grand 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 be. 
I said that those men, if they lived today, would clean the Augean stables with 
iron brooms, and that they, too, would undoubtedly be characterized 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 re­
remark” his main arrow against me. Why? Because he intended to inveigh 
the know-nothing spirit against us. But who will deny the correctness of the 
statement? That I should have compared myself with Washington, is a base 
lie. But if I bad, would that 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 ultima ratio; 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: Revolutions 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 years, and I could not have given vent to such nonsense I 
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 any one is to be blamed for the 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 respon­
sible for the police riot on May 4. Four or five years ago I eat 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 fourteenth ward. But the street car company 
did.’not like the man. And two of the three election judges of one precinct, 
knowing this, took the ballot box to their home and “corrected” the election 
returns, so as to cheat the constituents of the elected candidate of their right­
ful representative and give the representation to the benevolent street car mo­
nopoly. The workingmen spent $1,500 in the prosecution of the perpetrators of 
this crime. The proof against them w'as so overwhelming that they confessed 
to having falsified the returns and forged the ofiicial documents. Judge Gard­
ner, who was presiding in this court, acquitted them, stating that “ that act 
had apparently not been prompted by criminal intent.” I will make no com­
ment.^. But when we approach the field of moral responsibility, it has an 
immense scope! Every man who has in the past assisted in thwarting the 
efforts of those seeking reform is responsible for the existence of the revolu­
tionists in this city today I Those, however, who have sought to bring about 
reforms must be exempted from the responsibility—and to these I belong

If the verdict is based upon the assumption of moral responsibility, your 
honor, I give 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 laws you have read, there is no person in this court room now 
who could not be “ fairly, impartially and lawfully ” hanged 1 Fouche, Napo­
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leon’s right bower, once said to his master; “Give me a line that any one 
man has ever written, and I will bring him to the 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 case may be, for murder. Every 
member of a trade union, of the Knights of Labor, or 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 peace­
able way into open rebellion 1 You thereby shut off the last safety valve— 
and the blood which will be shed, the blood of the innocent—it will come 
upon your heads!

“ Seven policemen have died,” said Grinnell, suggestively winking at the 
jury. Лои want a life for a life, and have convicted an equal number of men, 
of whom it cannot be truthfully said that they had anything whatever to do 
with the killing of Bonfield’s victims. The very same principle of jurispru­
dence we find among various savage tribes. Injuries among them are equal­
ized, so to speak. The Chinooks and the Arabs, for instance, would demand 
the life of an enemy for every death that they had suffered at their enemy’s 
hands. They w’ere not particular in regard to the persons, just so long as they 
had a life for a life. This principle also prevails today among the natives of 
the Sandwich Islands. If we 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 would not have these people 
believe this; if you would not have them believe that we have once more 
arrived at the Spartan Senate, the Athenian Areopagus, the Venetian Council 
ef Ten, etc., then sentence should not be pronounced. 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 subterra­
nean 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 con­
spiracies; you believe that all these occurrences of late are the work of con­
spirators 1 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 land­
lord 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 tele­
phone, steam and yourselves—for everything breathes the revolutionary spirit.

You, gentlemen, are the revolutionists! You rebel against the effects of 
social conditions which have tossed you, by the fair hand of Fortune, into a 
magnificent paradis». Without inquiring, you imagine that no one else has a 
right in that place. You insist that you are the chosen ones, the sole propri­
etors. The forces that tos-ed 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 hu­
manity 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 galling guns, and some regiments of militia on 
the shore vou think you can frighten the rising waves back into the unfath­
omable 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 demonstra­
tion : “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 thou­
sand 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 sack 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! Theft 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 we 
have attempted, and are now trying, and will try as long as we live to do away 
with. Look upon the economic battle fields ! 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 min­
ing 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 eay 
that the preservation of such an order is criminal—is murderous. It means 
the preservation of the systematic destruction of children and women in fac­
tories. It means the preservation of enforced idleness of large armies of men, 
and their degradation. It means the preservation of intemperance, and sex­
ual as well as intellectual prostitution. It means the preservation of misery, 
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want, and servility on the one hand, and the dangerous accumulation of 
spoils, idleness, voluptuousness and tyranny on the other. It means the pres­
ervation of vice in every form. And last but not least, it means the preserva­
tion of the class struggle, of strikes, riots and bloodshed. That is your 
“order,” gentlemen. Yes, and it is worthy of you to be the champions of such 
an order. Yuu are eminently fitted for that role. You have my compliments!

Grinnell spoke of Victor Hugo. I need not repeat what he said,* but will 
answer him in the language of one of our German philosophers: “ Our bour­
geoisie 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 the Arbeitei-Zeitung, put in evidence by the State, by which they intend 
to convince the jury of the dangerous character of the accused Anarchists, is 
an extract from Goethe’s Faust,

“Es erben sich Gesetz und Rechte, 
Wie eine ew’ge Krankheit fort,” etc.

(Laws and class privileges are transmitted like an hereditary disease.) And 
Mr. Ingham in his speech told the Christian jurors that our comrades, the 
Paris Communists, had in 1871, dethroned God, the Almighty, and had put 
up in his place a low prostitute. The effect was marvelous! The good Chris­
tians were shocked. I wish your honor would inform the learned gentlemen 
that the episode related occurred in Paris nearly a century ago, and that the 
sacrilegious perpetrators were the cotemporaries of the founders of this Repub­
lic—and among them was Thomas Paine. Nor was the woman a prostitute, 
but a good citoyenne de Paris, who served on that occasion simply as an alle­
gory of the goddess of reason.

Referring to Most’s letter, read here, Mr. Ingham said: “They,” meaning 
Most and myself, “ they might have destroyed thousands of innocent lives in 
the Hocking Valley with that dynamite.” I have said all I know about the 
letter on the witness stand, but will add that two years ago I went through 
the Hocking Valley as a correspondent. While there I saw hundreds of lives 
in 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 party of highly respectable monopolists, law-abiding citizens, if you 
please. It is needless to say the murderers 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 
some of those respectable cut throats to atoms! When, in East St. Louis, Jay 
Gould’s hirelings, “ the men of grit,” shot down in cold blood and killed six 
inoffensive workingmen and women, there was very little said, and the grand 
jury refused to indict the gentlemen. It was the same way in Chicago, Mil­
waukee, and other places. A Chicago furniture manufacturer shot down and 
seriously wounded two striking workingmen 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 murderous 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 

* He asserted that Vlcror Hugo’s writings (of which be knows no more than the average Chicago 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 said about the 
public clamor. Why, it is a fact, that no citizen dared express another opin­
ion 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 Alarm to show the dangerous characters of the 
defendants. The files of the Arbeiter-Zeitung and Alarm have been searched 
for the past years. Those articles which generally commented upon some 
atrocity committed by the authorities upon striking workingmen were picked 
out and read to you. Other articles were not read to the court. Other articles 
were not what was wanted. The State’s attorney (who well knows that he 
tells a falsehsod when he says it), upon those articles asserts that “these men 
have no principles.”

A few weeks before I was arrested and charged with the crime for which 
I have been convicted, I was invited by the clergyman of the Congregational 
Church 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 have been indicted, and after I have been 
convicted, I have put together some principles to justify my action, I will 
read what I said then—

Capt. Black: Give the date of the paper.
Mr. Spies: January 9, 1886.
Capt. Black: What paper, the Alarm?
Mr. Spies: The Alarm. When I was asked upon that occasion what So­

cialism was, I said this:
“ 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 rests upon the established fact that the eco­
nomic 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 which 
professes acquaintance with things as they actually exist, but which presumes 
a thorough understanding of matters which to ordinary mortals are entirely 
incomprehensible. It is for this reason that you cannot become Socialists 
(Cries of “Oh! oh 1”) 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 century there have appeared an infi­
nite 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 concentra­
tion of the means of labor and of the operations of laborers, while the old sys­
tem of distribution was (and is) retained, arose those improper conditions 
which ail society today.

“ The means of production thus came into the handsof an ever decreasing 
number, while the actual producers, 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 so- 
called crime and prostitution—all these evils which you gentlemen would like 
to exorcise with your little prayer book.

“The So.ialists award your efforts a jocular rather than a serious atten­
tion—[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, ex­
claiming, ‘We have done a great deal in some directions P) Aye, in some cases 
you have perhaps given a few alms; but what influence has this, if I may ask, 
had upon societary conditions, or in affecting any change in the same? Noth­
ing; absolutely nothing. You may as well admit it, gentlemen, for you can­
not 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 mis­
erable pittance, will suffer peacefully and with Christian resignation their de­
struction at the hands of their thievish and murderous, albeit very Christian 
wage masters? They will defend themselves. It will come to a fight.

“ The necessity of common ownership in the means of toil will be real­
ized, and the era of Socialism, of universal co-operation, begins. The dispos­
sessing 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 out­
lines, is Socialism. This is not, however, as you might suppose, a mere 
1 beautifully conceived plan,’ the realization of which would be well worth 
striving for if it could only be brought about. No; this socialization of the 
means of production, of the machinery of commerce, of the land and earth, 
etc., is not only something 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 neces­
sity by the supplying of the logical want.
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“Our large ffaclories and mines, and the machinery of exchange and 
transportation, apart from every other consideration, have become too vast 
for private control. Individuals can no longer monopolize them.

“^Everywhere, wherever we cast our eyes, we find forced upon our atten­
tion the unnatural and injurious effects of unregulated private production. 
We see how one man, or a number of men, have not only brought into the 
embrace of their private ownership a few inventions in technical lines, but 
have also confiscated for their exclusive advantage all natural powers, such as 
water, steam, and electricity. Every fresh invention, every discovery belongs 
to them. The world exists for them only. That they destroy their fellow be­
ings right and left they little care. That, by their machinery, they even work 
the bodies of little children into gold pieces, they hold to be an especially good 
work and a genuine Christian act. They murder, as we have said, little chil­
dren and women by hard labor, while they let strong men go hungry for lack 
of work.

“People ask themselves how such things are possible, and the answer is 
that the competitive system is the cause of it. The thought of a co-operative, 
social, rational, and well regulated system of management irresistibly im­
presses the observer. The advantages of such a system are of such a convinc­
ing kind, so patent to observation—and where could there be any other way 
out of it? According to physical laws a body always moves itself, consciously 
or unconsciously, along the line of least resistance. So does society as a whole. 
The path of co-operative labor and distribution is leveled by the concentration 
of the means of labor under the private capitalistic 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 going to carry out 
the expropriation of the possessing classes?’ asked Rev. Dr. Scudder.

“ ‘ The answer is the thing itself. The key is furnished by the storms 
raging through the industrial life of the present. You see how penuriously 
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 without vio­

lence, but you, gentlemen, and the class you represent, take care that it can­
not be accomplished otherwise. Let us suppose that the workingmen of today 
go to their employers, and say to them : “ Listen! Your administration of 
affairs doesn’t suit us any more; it leads to disastrous consequences. While one 
part of us are worked to death, the others, out of employment, are starved to 
death; little children are ground to death in the factories, while strong, vig­
orous men remain idle; the masses live in misery while a small class of re­
spectables enjoy luxury and wealth; all this is the result of your maladminis­
tration, which will bring misfortune even to yourselves ; step down and out 
now ; let us have your property, which is nothing but unpaid labor; we shall 
take this thing in our own bands ; we shall administrate matters satisfactor­
ily, and regulate the institutions of society; voluntarily we shall pay you a 
life-long pension.” Now, do you think the ‘ bosses’ would accept this propo­
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sition? 'У ou certainly don’t believe it. Therefore force will have to decide— 
or do you know of any other way ? *

“ ‘ Sb 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 easier 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 directed by the circumstances and conditions of the time, 
and these are beyond our horizon. 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?’

‘The 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 be 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 your 
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! About 
their individuality 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 or 
about the 1st of May to establish Anarchy in place of our present “ ideal 
order?” I guess not.

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 school 
of economics which teaches how one can live upon the labor (i. e., property) 
of others; Socialism teaches how all may possess property, and further teaches 
that every man must work honestly for his own living, and not be playing the 
61 respectable board of trade man,” or any other highly (?) respectable busi­
ness man or banker, such as appeared here as talesmen in the jurors’ box, 
with the fixed opinion that we ought to be hanged. Indeed, I believe the)' 
have that opinion! Socialism, in short, seeks to establish a universal system 
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of co-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, have 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 predestina­
tion, will perform its work as the art works of Dfedalus did, which moved by 
themselves, or like the three feet of Hephseatos, 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.” Socialisn^ says this time 
has come, and can you deny it? You say: “Oh, 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-eman- 
cipating 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 parvenues might become “eminent man­
ufacturers,” “ 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 and pres­
ent, 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 has reached such a degree that the expropriation 
of the expropriators has become an imperative necessity, an act of social self- 
preservation. 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-operative 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 "mas­
ters 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 he telegraphed to 
the Czar after he had massacred half of Warsaw, “ Peace reigns in Warsaw ! ”

Anarchism does not mean bloodshed; does not mean robbery, arson, etc. 
These monstrosities are, on the contrary, the characteristc features of capi­
talism. Anarchism means peace and tranquillity to all. Anarchism, or So­
cialism, means the re-organization of society upon scientific principles and the 
abolition of causes 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 of
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the articles read from the Arbeiter-Zeitimg. Let me read to you an editorial 
which appeared in the Fon du Lac Commonwealth, in October, 1886, a Repub­
lican paper. If I am not mistaken the court is Republican, too.

“To 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 the Republican party is the one which is 
bound to rule, and the one which they should vote for, or keep their vile car­
casses away from the polls. If they still persist in going to the polls, and per­
sist in voting for Jenkins, meet them on the road, in the bush, on the hill, or 
anywhere, and shoot every one of these base cowards and agitators. И 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 discord­
breathing ballots. Burn them. This is the time for effective work. Yellow 
fever will not catch among Morrison Democrats; so we must use lees 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 
south will make a solid north!”

What does your honor say to these utterances of a “ law and order” organ 
—a Republican organ? How does the Arbeiter-Zeitung compare with this?

The book of John Most, which 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 call your attention 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 represent­
atives 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 had seen but twice at meetings of 
the Central Labor Union, where I went as a reporter, before I was arrested. 
1 ha<l never spoken to him. With 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 honor 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 would certainly have the court indicted for some remarks made during this 
trial. I will say that if I had not been an Anarchist at the beginning of this 
trial I would be one now. I quote the exact language of the court on one 
occasion. “ It does not necessarily follow that all laws are foolish and bad be­
cause a good many of them are so.” That is treason, sir! if we are to believe 
the court and the State’s attorney. But, aside from that, 1 cannot see how 
we shall distinguish the good from the bad laws. Am I to judge 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 the Arbeitei-Zeituny, also read this morning, the 
report of the 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 it in the paper, and the man who wrote it, wrote it 
rather as a reply to some slurs in the morning papers.* He was discharged. 
The language used in that article would 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 shall 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. Ami 
if half of the population of Chicago is not hanged, then show me the law that 
says, “ eight men shall be 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 true there is no precedent in juris­
prudence in this case! It is true we have called upon the people to arm them­
selves. It is true that we told them time and again that the great dav of 
change was coming. It was not our desire to have bloodshed. We are not 
beasts. We would 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 oppressed 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 be 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 ami provide new 
guards for their future safety.” This is a quotation from the Declaration of 
Independence. Have we broken any laws by showing to the people how these 
abuses, that have occurred for the last twenty years, are invariably pursuiim 
one object, viz: to establish an oligarchy in this country so strong and powe^ 
ful and monstrous as never before has existed in any country? " I ечи w< 11 
understand why that man Grinnell did not urge upon the grand jury to charge 
us with treason. I can well understand it. You cannot try and convict ч ma 
for treason who has upheld the constitution against those who trample it und П 
their feet. It would not have been as easy a job to do that, Mr. Grinnell ‘ 
to charge these men with murder.

Now, these are my ideas. They constitute a part of mvRelf i 
divest myself of them, nor would 1, if I could. And if you think that 1^ПП°1 
crush out these ideas that are gaining ground more and more everv-a Ca?t 
you think you can crush them out by sending us to the gallows- if vm, У ’i . 
once more have people suffer the penalty of death because they hav» a 
tell the truth-and I defy you to show us where we have told a lie-T aed 
death is the penalty for proclaiming the truth, then I will proudly «ni ir 
antly pay the costly price! Call your hangman ! Truth crucified in 
in Christ, in Giordano Bruno, in Huss, Gallileo, still lives- -thev nn i 5,es’ 
whose number is legion have preceded us on this path Wo ,‘ers 
f,.|]ow! 1 rea,,.v to
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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. Justice 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. Anarchy 
was on trial, as the State’s attorney put it in his closing speech; a doctrine, 
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 
Mr. 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 
labor 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 great 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 immense 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 Arbeiter-Zeitu.uy and the Alarm, and so the prosecution must have known 
very well what we understood when we talked about 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 news­
papers used in general against us and their enemies. Even against the police 
and their practices they used words of the same kind as we did.

The president of the Citizens’ Association, Edwin Lee Brown, after the 
last election of Mayor Harrison, made a speech in North Side Turner Hall, in 
which he called on all good citizens to take possession of the court house by 
force, even if they had to wade in blood. It seems to me that the most vio­
lent speakers are not to be found in the ranks of the 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 these 
crimes are never punished by law. The great principle underlying the pres­
ent 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. Tie 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 thev 
could not earn enough wages for their living. I saw females sick from over­
work ; 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 able- 
bodied men worked to death. That was in Europe. When I came to the 
United States, I found that there were classes of workingmen who were better 
paid than the European workmen, hut I perceived that the state of things in 
a great number of industries were even worse, and that the so-called better 
paid skilled laborers were degenerating rapidly into mere automatic parts 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 morale of these unfortunate sufferers, it is need­
less to say. And how do they live? From the ash barrels they gather half- 
rotten 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 
The dilapidated houses in which this class of laborers live need repairs verv 
badly, but the greedy landlord waits in most cases till lie is compelled by the 
city to have them done. Is it a wonder that diseases of all kinds kill men 
women 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 
went with them.

What these common laborers are today, the skilled laborers will be to­
morrow. Improved machinery that ought to be a blessing for the work in 
man, under the existing conditions becomes for him a curse. Machin- 
mnl'iplies the army of unskilled laborers, makes the laborer more dependent 
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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 indus­
trial workingmen are native Americans. There are Socialistic papers in a 
great many states edited by Americans for Americans. The capitalistic news­
papers conceal that fact very carefully.

Socialism, as we understand it, means that land and machinery shall be 
held in common 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 everv day would suffice 
to produce all, according to statistics, that is necessary for a comfortable liv­
ing. Time would be left to cultivate the mind, and to further science and art.

That is what the Socialists propose. Some say, it is un-American! W ell, 
then, is it American to let people starve and die in ignorance? Is exploitation 
and robbery of the poor, American? What have the great political parties 
done for the 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
ists.”

What is Anarchy?
Is it not strange that when Anarchy was trieil nobody ever told what An­

archy 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 their 
speeches he and his associates spoke very frequently about Anarchy, and it 
appeared that they understood it to be something horrible—arson, rapine, 
murder. In so speaking, Mr. Grinnell and his associates did riot speak the 
truth. They searched the Alariii. and the Arbeitei-Zeituny, and hunted up 
articles written years before the month of May, 18Sfi. In the columns of these 
papers it is very often stated what we, the Anarchists, understood by toe 
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 mean­
ing which we, the Anarchists, saw fit to give to it. “Anarchy ’ is Greek, and 
means, verbatim: without rulership; not being ruled. According to our 
vocabulary, Anarchy is a state of society, in which the only government is 
reason ; a state cf society in which all human beings do right for the simple 
reason that it is right, and hate 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 present 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 idle dream, 
but that dream was dreamed by Gotthold Ephraim Lessing, one oi the tin ее 
great German poets and the most celebrated German criticof the last century. 
If Anarchy were the thing the State’s attorney makes it out to be, 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 Anarch­
istic newspapers? Anarchy is a 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 cul­
minating 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 the 
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, what of it? I am an agnostic, but I like 
to read the Bible nevertheless. I have not the slightest idea who threw the 
bomb on the Haymarket, and had no knowledge of any conspiracy to use vio­
lence on that or any other night.
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Your Honor : I have found out during the last few days what law is. 
Before I didn't know. I did not know before that I was convicted because I 
knew Spies and Fielden and Parsons. I have met these gentlemen. I have 
presided in a mass meeting, as the evidence against me shows, held in the 
Turner Hall, at which meeting your honor was invited to appear. The judges, 
the preachers, the newspaper men, and everybody, in fact, were invited to ap­
pear at that meeting for the purpose of discussing Anarchism and Socialism. 
I was at that hall. I am well known among the workingmen of this city, and 
I was elected chairman of that meeting. None of the representatives of the 
capitalistic system came forward to speak, to discuss the questions of labor 
and Anarchism or Socialism with laboring men. No; they couldn’t stand it. 
I was chairman of that meeting. 1 don’t deny it.

I also on one occasion had the honor to be marshal of a labor demonstra­
tion in this city, and I never saw a more respectable lot of men than on that 
day. They marched like soldiers, ami I am proud that I was marshal of those 
men. They were the toilers and the workingmen of this city. The men 
marched through the streets to protest against the wrongs of society, and I 
was marshal of them. If that is a crime, then I have found out, as a native, 
free-born American, of what I have been guilty. I always supposed I had a 
right to express my opinion as the chairman of a peaceable meeting, and to 
be marshal of a labor demonstration. Was it a crime to be marshal of that 
demonstration? 1 am convicted for that.

On the morning of the 5th of May, your honor, on the road to my busi­
ness, I heard that August Spies and Michael Schwab were arrested. I was in 
the yeast business. 1 peddled my yeast through the southern part of the city. 
I was informed that they were arrested. That was the first time 1 learned 
that there had been a mass-meeting held at the Haymarket the day before. 
After 1 was done with my business and drove home, 1 stopped at theArbeiter- 
Zeihiiuj to see what was going on, and I met there Mrs. Parsons and Mis. 
Holmes and a couple of boys of the Ai-beiter-Zciliing. They explained to me 
that the men were arrested. Just as 1 was going to speak ft) Mrs. Parsons 
about it, up rushed a lot of pirates, called detectives of Chicago; men—you 
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. Well, I don’t 
wish to make any further remarks about these honorable pirates. Mayor Har­
rison was with 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 Har­
rison, so 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 I: “Mr. Harrison, I will sit here and read the articles, 
and see that there won’t be anything inflammatory in this day’s issue.’’ Our 
compositors were not arrested at that time. So Harrison said to me, “ I will 
go to the house and send Mr. Hand over here.” I knew him, and both of us 
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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 she 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 I will knock you down.” I repeat the same 
words here, and I have a right to, as the noble officers of Chicago have used 
this language. That is one of your men, Mr. Grinnell-just like vou You 
have insulted ladies when you have not dared to insult gentlemen " Mrs Par­
sons 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. We are a stock company, a company chartered by the State of 
Illinois for the publication ot a labor paper and labor literature Our charter 
states it When I heard they wanted to destroy the property of the laboring 
men of the c,ty of Chicago, who had paid their money to have the paper 
published, I said: “As long as 1 stand I shall publish that paper ” ami took 
charge of it. I suppose Grinnell thought after Oscar Neebe was indicted for 
murder the Arbnler-Zedu,..) would go down. But it didn’t happen that wav 
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 Mr. Ingham ; but you three have not Inside of 
two weeks I had enough money from the toilers, from hired girls' and from 
men who would take their last cent out of their pockets to re-establish the 
paper and to buy a press of our own. I could not publish the paper sooner 
because the honorable detectives and Mr. Grinnell followed us up and no 
printing house would print our paper, because of the threats of these mei 
and we had to have our own press. We published our own paper after wè 
had a press purchased with the money contributed by the workingmen of th

That is the crime I have committed, getting men to try and establish 
workingman’s paper that stands today; and I am proud of it. Thev bay 
got one press simply—they have two presses today, and they belom-■ о T 
workingmen of this city. From the date of the first’issue to the present da 
your honor, we have gained four thousand subscribers to our daily 
There are the gentlemen sitting over there from the Freie Presse and чл,1'' ""' 
Zeitun.j— they know it. The Germans of this city are condemning u " f" 
actions. I say that it is a verdict against Germans, and I, as an Aine/iè- 
must say that I never saw anything like that. ' a"’

These are the crimes I have committed after the 4th of May. Befor.- 
4th of May I committed some other crimes. My business brought me 'in'' • 
nection with the bakers. I saw that the bakers in this city were treated' rT" 
dogs. The baker fosses treated their dogs better than 'they treated th'- 
men. I said to myself: “These men have to be organized ; in organiz't^^ 
there is strength and I helped to organize them. That is a great cF ’ T 
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The men are now working ten hours a day instead 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. Yon can help to make 
good citizens 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 1 or May 2,1 was conferring with the beer brewer bosses of Chi­
cago 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 the whole day. In the 
evening I took my supper and went to the North Side Turner Hall, where the 
Union men, over eight hundred strong, were, and I don’t know anything 
about McCormick’s, or what Spies had 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 $ß5 wages— 
$15 more wages per 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 go to church.

After the meeting I left the hall, and stepped into the front saloon, and 
there were circulars 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 chance 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 circu­
lars. 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 counter.

That is my statement. You can believe it or not; but Heine didn’t testify 
any other way. Mr. Grinnell indicted me for murder. That is the whole 
story in short of what I had to do with this Haymarket affair. So you see I 
had nothing to do with it, and didn’t know anything about it. The next day 
I read in the paper that Attorney Walker—certainly an honorable man—was in 
the saloon. It was kind of dangerous for him evidently, for he subsequently 
denied being there. However that may have been, I was there.

And, your honor, I committed another crime. I saw that the grocery 
clerks and other clerks of this city worked until 10 and 11 o’clock in the even­
ing. I issued a call and 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.
1 saved for the men from four to five hours a day. I have saved the bakers 
from six to eight hours work a day, and that gives them time for education. 
We Socialists aie great, believers that the laboring men should educate them­
selves, not to be ignoramuses, as some people express themselves, “as the 
ignorant Anarchists are.” We are great friends of education and a reduction 
of the hours of labor. A reduction of the hours of labor was my principal aim, 
and I have done some good work to bring it about.

I have been in the labor movement since 1865. 1 have seen how the 
police have trodden on the Constitution of this country, and crushed the labor 
organizations. 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 said 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 again; we do everything 
in our power to prevent it, such as reducing the hours of labor and increasing 
wages. But you 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 base­
ments, where men pay five and ten cents for lodgings. I have seen the mis­
erable 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 get 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 he educated. You want to keep them down in the mud so 
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 no­
body appeared. They didn’t want to discuss the question; they didn’t care 
for it. What is the next question? No discussion, more galling guns, more 
militia, and 300 more police. For what? To catch the thieves? 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 twelve 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 with 
twenty-five police, came to search my house. I must be a very dangerous
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man to require au many police. They searched the whole liouee and they 
found a revolver. That is a deadly weapon and a dangerous weapon. I don’t 
think anybody have revolvers but Anarchists and Socialists and labor agita­
tors. They found a red flag, too—a Hag 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 Hag 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 
reduction of the hours of labor, and the education of the laboring men, and 
the re-establishment of the Arbeitet-Zeitang—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 bv 
inches. I have a family and children; and if they know their father 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 con­
victed for a crime that he hadn’t anything to do with. That is all 1 have got 
to say. Your honor, I am sorry I am not to be bung with the rest of the men.



Address of* Adolph Fischer.

Yolk Honor: You ask me why sentence of death should not be passed 
upon me. I will not talk much. I will only say that I protest against my 
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 protest 
against being sentenced to death, because I have not been found guilty of 
murder. However, if I am to die on account of being 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 say 
openly I have forfeited my life; but a murderer I am not. Although being 
one of the parties who arranged the Haymarket meeting, I had no more to do 
with the throwing of that bomb, I had no more connection with it than State’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 am talking about. Now, that 
Haymarket meeting was not called for the purpose of committing violence 
and crime. No; but the meeting was called for the purpose of protesting 
against the outrages and crimes committed by the police on the previous day, 
out at McCormick’s. The State’s witness, Waller, and others have testified 
here, and I only need to repeat it, that we had a meeting on Monday night, 
and at this meeting—the affair at McCormick’s taking place just a few hours 
previous—took action and called a mass-meeting for the purpose of protesting 
against the brutal outrages of the police. Waller was chairman of this meet­
ing, and he himself made the motion to hold the meeting at the Haymarket. 
It was also he who appointed me as a committe to have handbills printed and 
to provide for speakers; that I did, and nothing else. The next day I went 
to Wehrer & Klein, and had 25,000 handbills printed, and I invited Spies to 
speak at the Haymarket meeting. In the original of the “ copy ” I had the 
line “ Workingmen, appear armed ! ” and my reason for putting those words 
in was because I didn’t want the workingmen to be shot down in that meeting 
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 Arbeiter-Zeitung office, my 
Comrade Spies saw one of them. I had invited him to speak before that. He 
showed me the circular, and said: “ Well, Fischer, if those circulars are dis­
tributed, I won’t speak.” I admitted it would be better to take the objec­
tionable words out, and Mr. Spies spoke. And that is all I had to do with 
that meeting. Well, 1 went to the Haymarket about 8:15 o’clock, and stayed 
there until Parsons interrupted 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 better adjourn to Zepf’s Hall. At that moment a friend of mine who tes­
tified 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, and after I was sitting there 
about five minutes the explosion occurred. I had no idea that anything 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 
this 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 An­
archist, and not because I am a murderer. I have never been a murderer. 
1 have never yet committed a crime in my life; but I know a certain man 
who is on the way to becoming a murderer, an assassin, and that man is 

rinnell—the State’s Attorney Grinnell—because he brought men on the wit­
ness 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 
class 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 always 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. The more the believers in 
just causes are persecuted, the quicker will their ideas be realized. For in­
stance, in rendering such an unjust and barbarous verdict, the twelve "hon­
orable” men in the jury box have done more for the furtherance of Anarchism 
than the 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.



Addros* _ of Louis .

Court of Justice ! With the same irony with which you have regarded 
my effortslto win, in this “free land of America/’ a livelihood such as human­
kind is worthy to enjoy, do you now, after condemning me to death, concede 
me the liberty of making a final speech.

I accept your concession; but 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 Seliger to testify against 
me. Him I have helped to make bombs, and you have further proven that 
with the assistance of another, I took those bombs to No. 58 Clybourne Ave 
but what you have not proven-even with the assistance of vour bought 
“squealer,” Seliger, who would appear to have acted such a prominent partin 
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 Haymarket 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 suppressed 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 iudae 
has stated that much only this morning in his resume of the case and Grin­
nell 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 clear­

ness, and it is unnecessary for me to go over it again. They have told 
plainly enough what our aim, are. The State-, 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 practical effect and 
even here he has maintained a discreet silence as to the fact that н * ? 
od, were forced upon us by the brutality of the police. Grinnell's ownTof" 
fered remedy for our grievances is the ballot and combination of Trades 
ions, and Ingham has even avowed the desirability of a six bon.. .
But the fact is, that at every attempt to wield the ballot at eveiv endT6“ 
combine the efforts of workingmen, you have displayed the brutal viffien^ ‘J 
the police club, and this is why I have recommended rude force to I 
the ruder force of the police. to Cotubat

You have charged me with despising “ law and order ” What a» 
“law and order” amount to? Its representatives are the police and ^ЦГ 
have thieves in their ranks. Mere sits Captain Schaäck. He has himself ‘7 
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milted to me that my hat and books have been stolen from him in his office- 
stolen by policemen. These are your defenders of property rights!

I'be detectives again, who arrested me, forced their way into my room 
like 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 pei junng themselves. You have not subpcenaed this lady, Mrs. Klein, 
who was present, and could have sworn that the aforesaid detectives broke 
into my room under false pretences, and that their testimonies are perjured.

But let us go further. In Schaack we have a captain of the police, and 
he 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 
that L was at a carpenter’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 step higher among these representatives of “law and 
ordei. Grinnell and his associates have permitted perjury, and I say that 
they have done it knowingly. 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 
for myself and fellow workmen a livelihood such as men ought to have, Grin­
nell, 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 
not 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 gal­
lows. Why? For no earthly reason save a contemptible selfishness—a desire 
to “ rike in the world ”—to “ make money,” forsooth !

This wretch—who, by means of the perjuries of other wretches is going 
to murder seven men—is the fellow who calls me “ coward! ” And yet you 
blame me for despising such “defenders of the law’’—such unspeakable 
hypocrites!

Anarchy means no domination 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 able to connect me with the bomb throwing. The latter knows how to 
get around it, however. He charges me with being a “conspirator.” How 
does he prove it? Simply by declaring the International Workingmen’s As­
sociation to be a “ conspiracy.” I was a member of that body, so he has the 
charge securely fastened on me. Excellent! Nothing is too difficult for the 
genius of a State’s attorney!

It is hardly incumbent upon me to review the relations which I occupy to 
my companions in misfortune. My friend Spies has already explained how 
we became acquainted with each other. I can say truly and openly that I am 
not as intimate with my fellow prisoners as I am with Captain Schaack.

Fhe universal misery, the ravages of the capitalistic hyena have brought 
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us togeJidr in our agitation, 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, jumbled 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 new 
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 under such a law, a 
law that a schoolboy must despise, not even by such methods 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 use dynamite against 
them.”

I repeat that I am the enemy of the “order” of today, and I repeat that, 
with all my powers, so long 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 shall 
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 
my 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.<l<lress of Georye Enyel.

When, in the year 1872,1 left 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 fu­
ture I would live among free men, and 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 in 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 rea­
sons 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 hunger.

1 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 bi ought 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 political institutions more attention than formerly. My discoveries 
brought to me the knowledge that the same societary evils 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 con­
dition, 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, 1 found myself disappointed. I began to understand that it made 
no difference to 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. He explained 
to me, by the logic of scientific Socialism, how mistaken I was in believing 
that I could make an independent living by the toil of my hands, so long as 
machinery, raw material, etc., were guaranteed to the capitalists as private 
property by 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 them those of LaSalle, Marx, and Henry George. After the 
study of these books, it became clear to me why a workingman could not de­
cently exist in this rich country. I now began to think of ways and means to 
remedy this. I hit upon the ballot box; for it had been told me so often that 
this was the means by which workingmen could better their condition.

I took part in politics with the earnestness of a good citizen ; but I was 
soon to find that the teachings 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 enslaved they cannot be politically free. It became clear to 
me that the working classes would never bring about a form of society guar­
anteeing work, bread, and a happy life by means of the ballot.

Before I had lost my faith in the ballot box the following occurrences 
transpired which proved to me that the politicians of this country were thor­
oughly 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, the latter 
forthwith united and took stand against the Social Democrats This of 
course, was natural; for are not their interests identical? And as the Social 
Democrats nevertheless elected their candidates, they were beaten out of the 
fruits of their victory by the corrupt schemes of the old political parties The 
ballot box was stolen and the votes so - corrected ” that it became possible for 
the opposition 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 dollars, but their rights thev never obtained

Soon enough I found that political corruption had burrowed through the 
ranks of the Social Democrats. I left thia party and joined the International 
Working People’s Association that was just being organized. The members 
of that body have the firm conviction, that the workingman can free himself 
from the tyranny of capitalism only through force, just as all advances of 
which history speaks, have been brought about through force alone We spa 
from the history of this country that the first colonists won their liberty only 
through force; that through force slavery was abolished, and just as the man 
who agitated against slavery in this country had to ascend the gallows so 
also must we. He who speaks for the workingman today must hang. And 
why? Because this republic is not governed by people who have obtained 
their offices honestly. «uvaiueu

Who are the leaders at Washington that are to guard the interests nf th; 
nation? Have they been elected by the people, or by the aid of money? Thev 
have no right to make laws for us, because they were not elected hv н ‘ 1Ь У 
pie. These are the reasons why I have lost all respect for American Iaw8Pe°"

The fact that through the improvement of machinery so many men are 
thrown out of employment, or at best, working but half the time brin ‘ X 
to reflection. They have leisure, and they consider how their conditions 
be changed. Reading matter that has been written in their interest T 
their hands, and, faulty though their education may be they can n н ? ° cull the truths contained in those writings. This' of course i noVnl 688 
for the capitalistic class, but they cannot prevent it. And it is ;my firm ^оГ
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a“ t c°mparatively short time the great mass of proletarians will 
nn ers an< ia iey can be freed from their bonds only through Socialism. 
One must consider what Carl Schurz said scarcely eight years ago: That, “in 

18 conn ry t icie is no room for Socialismand yet today Socialism stands 
e ore ie iai8 ° ie court, b or this reason it is my firm conviciton that if 
eee < w } eais su iced to make Socialism one of the burning questions of the 

day,Aii"?i I€?Uure bUt a Sh°rt time more t0 put ifc in Practical operation.
All that 1 have to say in regard to my conviction is, that I was not at all 

surpneed ; for it has ever been that the men who have endeavored to enlighten 
their fellow men have been thrown into prison or put to death, as was the 
case wi i o n rown. I found, long ago, that the workingman has no more 
rights here than anywhere else in the world. The State’s attorney has stated 
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 as 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?
1 .hat I have labored to bring about a system of society by which it is im­

possible for one to hoard millions, through the improvements in machinery, 
while the great masses sink to degradation and misery. As water and air are 
free to all, so should inventions of scientific men be applied for the benefit of 
all. fhe 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 the pursuit of 
happiness.”

I am too much a man of feeling not to battle against the eocietary condi­
tions of today, b.very considerate person must combat a system which makes 
it possible for the individual to rake and hoard millions in a few years, while, 
on the other side, thousands become tramps and beggars.

Is it to be wondered at that under such circumstances men arise who 
strive and struggle to create other conditions, where humanity shall take pre­
cedence 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 one egg is 

like another. They differ only in their tactics. The Anarchists have aban­
doned the way of liberating humanity which Socialists would take to accomp­
lish this. I say : Believe no more in the ballot, and use all other means at 
your command. Because we have done eo we stand arraigned here today— 
because 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 ie gai ning more and more adherents, and if you cut off our 
opportunities of open agitation, then will the work be done secretly. If the 
State’s attorney thinks he can root out Socialism by hanging seven of our men 
and condemning the other to fifteen years’ servitude, he is laboring under a 
very wrong 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 knowledge he possesses. I do not wish for State’s Attorney 
Grinnell and bis assistant, Furthman, the fate of the chief of police Rumpff.

If Anarchism could be rooted out, it would have been accomplished long 
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 con­
spiracy which the State’s attorney pretends to have discovered.

It is true I am acquainted with several of my fellow-defendants; with 
most of them, 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 his pocket, capitalistic rule 
would soon come to an end.

That is my opinion, and my wish; it became my conviction, when I dis­
covered the wickedness of the capitalistic conditions of the 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 satis­
faction and cruelty they make their report, when here and there workingmen 
have been fired upon, while striking for a few cents’ increase in their 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 militia 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 its 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 recog­
nize who are their friends and who are their enemies.

As to my conviction, brought about as it was, through capitalistic in­
fluence, I have not one word to say.
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and tho' ye caught your noble prey witbin your hangman’s sordid thrall;
And tho' your captive was lead forth beneath your city’s rampart wall; 
And tho’ the grass lies o’er her green where at the morning’s early red 
The peasant girl brings funeral wreaths—I tell you still—she is not dead!
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 hunt her down thro’ endless lands;
And tho’ she seeks a foreign hearth, and silent ’mid its ashes stands;
And tho’ she bathes her wounded feet where foreign streams seek foreign seas;
Vet—yet—she never more will hang her harp on Babel’s willow trees!
Ah, no! she strikes it very strong, and bids their loud deliance swell, 
And as she marked your scaffold 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—your traitor heart—with terror beats!
No song of plaint, no song of sighs for those who perished unsubdued. 
Nor yet a song of irony at wrongs fantastic interlude—
The beggar’s opera that ye try to drag out thro’ its lingering scenes.
Tho’ moth-eaten the purple be that decks your tinsel kings and queens.
Oh, no! the song those waters hear is not of sorrow, nor dismay—
’Tis triumph song—victorious song—the paeans of the future’s day— 
The 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 revivifies 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 wave—
Ye 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 pride— 
Does 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 decrees— 
The day grows hot, oh, Babylon! 'Tis cool beneath thy willow trees!

That is a piece of poetry written by Freiligrath, called “Revolution.” 
Freiligrath is a German writer, and every intelligent German in the civilized 
world has that piece of poetry upon his book-shelves.

Revolution—it is a crime in what is sometimes called the foremost civil­
ized country in the world, to be a Revolutionist, and yet all those who can 
read the works of Freiligrath have read that poem with rapture. It makes a 
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great 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 question 
on the witness stand if they were Revolutionists. It is not generally consid­
ered 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 this 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 evening 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 this court. My attorneys in my behalf 
met that charge; we brought evidence which we thought was competent to 
rebut and meet the charge of murder. After all our evidence was put in, 
after all the speeches had been made on 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 his closing argument, an acknowledgment that the 
charge of murder had not been proven—when all the witnesses had been 
heard, I am suddenly told that I am being tried for Anarchy. If I had 
known that I was being tried for Anarchy 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, but I had no opportunity to show why I was an Anarchist. I was 
told that I was to be hung for being an Anarchist, after I got through defend­
ing 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 born 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, as a child, inquired, and I began there to 
hate kings, and I tell you that when your cotton ports on the southern sea­



ADDRESS OF SAMUEL FIELDEN. 37

board were blockaded—and this fact has gone into the literature of both coun­
tries—the patience of the starving operatives of Lancashire was remarkable, 
and the noble Lincoln, acknowledging that, sent two ship-loads of provisions 
to keep them from starving. The propertied class of England, in sympathy 
with the slaveholders of 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 intelligent 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 grew 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 has 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 for­
tune off other people’s labor; and I tell you that a man is of no use to this 
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 recog­
nized this fact—and it is a philosophical fact, a logical fact that no man can 
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 hap­
piness of those around you. You have no security for your fortunes. You 
can have no security for your comforts as long as there is around you a 
dissatisfied, 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 irrita­
tion, 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 chips 
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 
bad become a member of the Methodist church, and to show that I was a 
perambulating talking machine then, I will say here that I visited different 
towns in Lancashire and spoke in the open air to audiences because my thor­
oughness of character compelled me to do it. I felt that that religion which I 
thought I 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 anything of that kind, but I was not of that 
character and that is the reason that I am here today. So intense and earnest 
was I at that time that I was at one and the 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 I nited States in 1868. I have 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 pro­
duced by the labor of my hands. And just here let me tell you that when the 
indictment had been procured against me and my comrades here it was 
accompanied by the statement that these 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 question as to whether we had made 
money out of our agitation was Zeller, the secretary of the Central L ibor 
Union, and when he was asked the question whether we ever received any 
money for speaking and organizing unions in that organization, the gentle­
man who had been instrumental in attaching that to the indictment in order 
to prejudice the people against us before the trial should come on against us- 
for there is nothing in the world that can prejudice a man so much as to be 
charged with having imposed 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 was 
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 have been fried 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 meet- 
ings of workingmen and compared what they said with my own observation 
I knew there was something wrong. 

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 about 
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 some other person. That is the open sesame that carries 
conviction. The ground may have all been prepared. The evidence mav 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 w ,» 
but discussing the condition of things and the different remedies one dav 
person said to me that Socialism meant equal opportunities—and t) У’ a 
the touch. From that time I became a Socialist; 1 learned more and mnr! 
what it was. I knew that I had found the right thing: and I had toun i th
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medicine that wag calculated to cure the Шь of oouiely. Having found it I 
had a right to advocate it, and I did. The constitution of the United States, 
when it says: “The right of free speech shall 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. VVhat 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 but will ack­
nowledge 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 low 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 these 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 civiliza­
tion 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 for 
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 Socialism 
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 Tri­
bune, in its New Year’s issue of 1885, I believe, drew attention to the produc­
tion of the means of human use and necessity in the city of Chicago during 
the previous 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 over­
production, 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? J^t 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 ot 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 aristocrat. 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. You see the 
change, and there is this comparative change in the working classes of that 
city and in every large city m the union. It is a noted fact that within the 
last twenty or thirty years the farms of this country have been gradually go^ 
ing 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 a e 
renters; and within twenty years in thestatesof Iowa and Illinois the mortgages 
on farms have increased thirty-three per cent, of the actual value of the 
arms. Is it not enough to make any thinking man ask if there is not some­

thing wrong somewhere? Possibly it would be answered “ Yes a b 
right to inquire whether there is something wrong or not but for i® &don't think that S=ci.H=m will do it any gjod, or if you do™ ° ,,L 8“ke; 
It 1« ad right to think, bat we win punish yori for yoT^duston,! ”g У0П'

Parsons, in his testimony, repeated what he had said at the Ио„ i t 
on the night of May 4, when he stated that this was an Vmerm ayinarket 
because the patriotic tricksters who have been telling the people ^ь"’ 
the American flag, while they quietly put their hands in tbf- to worship 
robbed them-they have eaid that thie i, merely a European queston'^It'V1 
an Лшенсап queetion and the cloee contact ot natione cemented by the faci 
ities of civilization, is bnngmg all the question, that affect one пеоы . « 
all people equally all over the world. What affects the European lab 8 
his employer affects the American laborer and his American .borer and 
the relationship is the same between the two classes employer, and

In the winter of 1884-5 one hundred and twenty American »irU f f 
teen and sixteen years of age were driven from their hr. i 8/i f°Ur' 
down of the Merrimac mills in Connecticut, and they were'^mne ‘Vt Utting 
through the bleak New England hills and find refuge in out ) ? Ы tO Walk 
stacks, and numbers of them undoubtedly found their way to Hve, o^hame" 



ADDRESS OF SAMUEL FFELDEN. 41

And I say here and now that the man who can look upon such conditions as 
these and not know that society is bringing itself to the verge of a crisis which 
is terrible 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 
got anything in his heart but the feelings of the tiger, hungry for prey. In 
this city of Chicago children are working at very tender ages. Going home 
one very cold night in the winter of 1884, two little girls ran up to me and 
begged of me to go home with them. Tasked them why. They said: “A 
man down there has been offering us money.” It was 7 o’clock at night and 
snowing; I asked them where they had been so late. They said: “ We have 
been working in such a store.” Children, babies turned out from their 
mother в hearth to make a living, their fathers perhaps dead—in this case they 
were. Hie civilization that will not and cannot support a widow so that she 
will not have to turn her children out to such temptations as that is not worth 
respet ting,, and the man who will not try to change it is no man. Talking 
with those children ан I went home with them—for they lived not far from 
me * could notice the comparative boldness in the two children, they being 
of the same age. One of them told me she had been working three years and 
the other a 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 one 
that had only been away from the hearth-side one year; but in the other one, 
that had been away three 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 Harrison noticed the degraded condition of a class of persons in 
this community, and he 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-walk­
ers, who were so numerous that it was a disgrace to the city. It was very 
laudable in Harrison and the justices of the peace to get rid of them if they 
could. The remedy proposed was to arrest them, and the first time fine them 
lightly, and the next time fine them more, and they would keep on fining 
them more and more until they got rid of them. It is a known fact that there 
is no possibility of a young, unmarried woman, who has not a brother or father 
to assist her, getting a living in the city of Chicago, with a few exceptions. A 
friend of mine, a labor agitator, was asked by a young lady to procure her a 
position. 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 
neatly, 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 compelled 
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.

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 been referred to. To show the character of that meeting, and that of the 
organization to which I belong, I have only to say that that meeting was 
called 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 they were wrong. Those 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 any­
thing very inflammatory 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 oppor­
tunity before we began 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, in­
stead 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 (?) 
class of men. I do not know any class of people among whom I have found 
so many stupid people, and 1 have a very extensive acquaintance with them. 
With regard to what was stated about me at one time, when I was charged 
with making inflammatory 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 re­
porters have been depended upon to produce the conviction in this case. It 
is well known in this and every reading community that reports in the news­
papers cannot be depended upon. There is not a public speaker in this coun­
try but what has had cause to complain of the reports of his speeches in the 
newspapers. So intolerable has this become that the chief magistrate of this 
country, 1 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 never 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 quota­
tions 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 life is placed in jeop­
ardy on the bare report of a newspaper reporter, is as liable to be murdered 
as not. At Twelfth street Turner Hall I made a speech concerning the riot in 
London. On that occasion I stated that the same causes in Chicago would 
produce the same results that we had seen in London, and that the privileged 
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classes of this city who had read of the homeless and down-trodden and des­
perately poor of London creating the havoc and consternation that they had 
in the east end of London by throwing bricks through the Carleton Club win­
dows, 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 
the window of the Calumet Club. I said that the same causes existing here 
would produce the same results. A reporter of one of the morning papers 
came into the hall after I had got through, and was sitting down in the hall, 
and the next morning he stated that Samuel Fielden had said that he would 
lead a mob down Michigan avenue and he himself would throw a brick 
through the window of the Calumet Club. And it is on such testim< ny 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 to 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 gentle­
men 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 anil 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 the Board of Trade of this city had received considerable 
eulogy from the press of this country for the grand structure 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 of architectural beauty had cost 
nearly $2,000,000. I repeat this now, because any of you who read the papers 
that morning will remember 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 disapproved 
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, 
lie had studied the labor question. He listened 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 claim ng that they 
were. Since this trial has been in progress that gentleman has written a let­
ter to us informing us that be 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 bad been, I 
could have brought a good deal of this evidence in. Twenty men were in 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 thought 
we were being tried for murder. We found out afterwards we were being 
tried for Anarchy, and that was the reason we did not think it necessary to 
bring those men upon the stand. There was a separate indictment for incit­
ing 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 spoke from the window. I told the 
people on that occasion that they had shown that they disapproved of Boards 
of Trade; that they had possibly put a bee in the bonnet of the Board of 
Trade men. 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 clear why there should have been so 
much testimony brought in here regarding Marshall Field. The foreman 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 brought 
in here who testified before the coroner’s jury to hearing a conversation in 
C ane’s alley previous to the Haymarket meeting, between Spies and Schwab, 
and got them held to the grand jury, and Marshall Field has given that man 
a job. This is brought in before the man on the jury, who is dependent on 
Marshall Field (or his living. He has given a job to the man who gave such 
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 Mar­
shall Field lugged in here? When it was shown to the employee of Marshall 
Field, who is on the jury, that his employer has given a job to the principal 
witness against the prisoners, since giving his evidence against them at the 
coroner’s inquest, was it not a hint to the juror as to what kind of a verdict 
his employer wanted? On no occasion, except as illustrating a point has 
anybody, at any Socialistic meeting that I ever attended, advised anybody to 
go to Marshall Field’s and taking anything. We have pointed, perhaps to 
Marshall Field. I, on the lake front, have pointed to-Pullman’s building 
there to illustrate a point; and the English language might as well be changed 
to the Patagonian language if illustrations are not to 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 any­
thing of that kind. I have told them so many a time.

All the meetings of the American Group were for the purpose of discus­
ing things. Of course, in the discussion the persons on the different sides 
always advocate their own views; therefore they were for the advocacy of 
anything, and the discussion of anything, and many men of different shades 
of opinion have been at those meetings, and know that there were no meet 
ings of the American Group held for the purpose of treason or inciting to riot 
You may have satisfied these twelve jurymen that there was, but these men 
outside know it was not so. ' e
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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 necessary that I should go there, for I was treasurer of the 
organization, otherwise I should not have been at the Haymarket meeting. 
°n / 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 
speak 1 uesday night at Workingmen’s Hall, No. 376 West Twelfth street. I 
think 1 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. 1 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 
I was out of town all that day, and could not peisonally have known of any 
arrangements for the meeting at the Haymarket until I got to No. 107 Fifth 
avenue, about 8 o’clock. I should have gone to the other meeting, but what 
little things change so much the current of a man’s life 1 Just the fact of my 
seeing an advertisement in the Neius will cause my death, for if I had not seen 
it 1 should not have gone. I have committed no more crime, and have no 
more knowledge or intention of committing 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 that they went, 
there in pursuance of a conspiracy. The 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 working­
women to organize, and it was for that reason that 1 was called to No. 107 
Fifth avenue, on the night of the 4th of May; and after Bau came back from 
the Haymarket, he said there was nobody there but Spies and a large audi­
ence. That is enough to show that Spies should know I was at No. 107.

Your honor has repeated my Haymarket speech very frequently here, 
and it would seem 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. Foran’s speech was pub­
lished in Chicago. In discussing the Arbitration Bill he said that it was use­
less for the workingmen of this country to expect a remedy for their griev­
ances 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 ques­
tion be solved.” There is nothing in the speeches of the Haymarket that is 
as 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? Would it have been justified any­
where?
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It was claimed here that it was because of the violence of Fielden’s speech 
that the police were 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 said; 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 the 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 my 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 tes­
tify 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 that 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: “Here come the bloodhounds; you do your duty and I 
will domme.” He has sworn here-and I think the fact that a policeman 
could be made to swear to such an apparent lie as this, must, to any intelli­
gent person, be disgusting-that when they got to the wagon, and Captain 
AA ard told the meeting to disperse, I deliberately, on that wagon pulled a 
revolver and shot at Bonfield and Ward. Bonfield said he could have touched 
me with his hands when I stepped from the waszon, and Ward said the same 
thing, and they didn’t see it. Lieutenant Steele, in a very significant man­
ner, when asked if he saw me shoot, or heard me say, “Here come the blood­
hounds; 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.” AVessler 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 un 
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 thev 
came back, and that he shot me as I stood behind the wheel, on the sidewalk 
He says : “ Fielden rolled under the wagon after he was shot.” Folev si vs 
the man that AVessler shot at the wagon was lying under the wagon between 
the two fore wheels, one on each side. И 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 »na 
that he shot me as I ran into the alley. And yet I was shooting there a 
these men came back from up the street, and was shot by AVessler as thcv 
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 5 h
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and'h^ UP again8t tbe Wal1 Where Fielden could not 6ee him>

Zrters Hp ° a (:°nver6atlon between Fielden and Knox and Graham, 
Fielden ran fc° corroborate the statement of Krueger that
reporters that ) the aIIey; IIe cIaims he overheard Fielden admit to these 
nXn tl e stand tT th6 alley- The State bri^s the reP°rter Knox
Knox Knnx L f bring Graham after they got through with 
allev9 ” “ N Si aekedi' Dld Fielden 8ay t0 y°u that he went through the 
state that if heb went around the corner.” Now, no man would
alley and he enad gOne into а11еУ, because the wagon was close to the
went’ aronn H 'ner С°ГПеГ °f Randol>h 8treet- 1 did that I
was IvinT Tt ?яГПЧ t 1 had Pa88ed the alley' That Proves somebody 
lask anvrpa«Zy Hd bnngGrabam 0,1 tO substantiate James Bonfield, 
there соЫН ) t П1аИ t0 COn8ider 811 tbi8 te8tim°ny; to consider whether 
all ПП t h Ле bten a 3Ury that waa fair-minded that could have said beyond 
и of doubt’that Belden did tire into that crowd of police. That is

all I have to say on that question. But even the worst newspaper in the city 
of Chicago admitted before the conclusion of this case that it was exceedingly 
dou >tfu whether Fielden had fired a shot there or not, or whether he had 
e\er hallo\ved out, • Ä ou do your duty and I will do mine. Here come the 
bloodhounds. , Let us put a hypothetical question now: If I had said some­
thing 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 sidewalk within three feet of the wheel where if is said I was shooting 
swears positively that there was nobody at that wheel. It is acknowledged 
by Foley and \\ essler 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; you do your duty and I will do mine,” and 
if I, as testified by Bonfield, Steele and Ward, went away peaceably, giving an 
example to the meeting, if someone else goes and commits murder, am I 
responsible for his act? Mr. Ward will corroborate me when I say that I had 
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 woull call Fielden a coward, who would run at the first 
sight of the police. But no. They elevate me to the veTy pinnacle of bravery 
in order to hang me.
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I do not suppose that there ever was a criminal 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 prisoner 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 for­
mer. I claim here now, on a reasonable interpretation of the language which 
I have used at the Haymarket, and which 1 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 I ” 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 
be for the interests of the community—if it is not for their interest, it certainly 
operates against that portion of them whose interests it does not subserve

Legislation cannot be made that will not affect somebody in some partic­
ular way. It must affect them in some way. Then if nothing can be >'ot by 
legislation, and hundreds of men are paid every year to legislate for the com­
munity, it is a foregone fact, and its logic cannot be disputed, that if that por­
tion 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 from 
the English language, you have no language at all. It is not necessary"' vour 
honor, that because a man says “ throttle the law ” he means “ kill the nolice

18 n° В"ь? neCe88a7 c,onnection' « 1 were to adviee a man to 
kill Phil. Armour, would you conclude by that that I advieed somebody to kill 
his servant or somebody employed by him? I wa8 sneakim, nf th/- i 
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 intel­
lectual calibre. They are not men who ought in any civilized community to 
be made the censors of speech or of the press. If I, on that night, had used 
language which could reasonably have been interpreted as bein» how is it that every witness on both sides of this case haiite Med ba^7’ 
meeting was getting on more peaceful during the delivery nf !
Surely that shows that the meeting did not understand it as incithmTn V 
and that it had no such effect upon the meeting. g to riot’

When Harrison left Mr. Bonfield, it is claimed by both of them that H.
rieon said to Bonfield, “ I guess there is no danger. There will be nn t i And Bonfield says, - Well, I will keep the police here aTdlee if t^rewin“^ 
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any trouble. The testimony as to the character of the meeting shows that it 
became more quiet during the delivery of Fielden’s speech. Where was the 
danger then that justified the marching of 200 armed police upon it? If I had 
sail something that should not have been said—something that was an incite­
ment to riot, there was still no necessity of these policemen provoking a riot 
that night, because there was 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 ariested 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 dis­
cussing the coal monopoly, as it is called—perhaps that is incendiary lan­
guage. 1 he constitution of the United States has never clearly defined what 
incendiary language 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.
I pon the reconvening of the court in the afternoon, Mr. Fielden contin­

ued his speech.

\our 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. 
I was speaking to you about the character of that meeting and the unjustifi­
able interruption of it. I was trying to point out to you and show you by the 
evidence that it was a peaceable meeting; that there was no indication in the 
demeanor of the crowd of a desire to commit any act which would make them 
liable to 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 as­
sumption, and, in my opinion was a logical deduction, that if laws are enacted 
for the community, which cannot benefit one class in that community, it is 
the interest of that class that the law's should be abolished and the law-mak­
ing 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 
throttling 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 
sworn to on this stand by witnesses for the State, I say in the definition which 
Parsons gave of the intentions and objects 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 w'as merely the system that made such men pos­
sible that we are aiming at. When we consider that it has been proven by 
witnesses on both sides that that was the object of the organization to which 
Mr. Parsons and I belonged, will not the words, “ throttle the law,” bear an­
other interpretation, and a more plausible one? The law is an institution; 
the policemen are a necessary part of it. It is the doing away with the insti­
tution, not the policeman—and I defy anyone to prove that, on a fair inter­
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pretation of the language used that night, there was anything in that speech 
that could reasonably be called incendiary.

You will bear in mind that I said “ Men in their blind rage attacked Mc­
Cormick’s, and the police shot them down.” Now, certainly a man who 
charges a class of people with doing something “in their blind rage,” cannot 
be said to approve of their acts; cannot be said to be encouraging that blind­
ness, 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 and 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 infer­
ence 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 build­
ing. It is not disputed that I said the words just quoted. Now, if these men 
had understood, as Socialists understand it, this industrial question, they 
would have known that it was foolish and ridiculous to think that they’could 
better their condition by attacking a person’s property. If they had under­
stood this social question as Socialists understand it, they would have under­
stood 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. 
A anderbilt 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 lees 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 was carrying out that idea, which was intended to be conveyed to 
these people, that it was the system which protected McCormick’s interests 
But, as I went on, I said: “ When McCormick attacked their interests the 
police did not attack McCormick.” I bad 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 pleaee-his means of getting a living And cer 
tainly when the rioters attack his factory they attack his means o’f 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 policemen who have traveled 
that beat. And I do not say that policemen go to attack rioters because itTs 
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 
society. They must necessarily come into contact with each other under the 
present regulations. And there are times when McCormick, in his blind con­
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 pres­
ent 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 who 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 
not, 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. McCor­
mick 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. McCor­
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 not 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 make any difference whether he had a right to do it. 1 am not speaking 
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 women cried perhaps for a sewing machine. 
These hundred men were turned out, and then McCormick said: “ Now I am 
master of the situation. I will take back all the conditions that I have made 
with my men when I needed 125 of them.”

The rate of wages is regulated by the number of men who are out of em­
ployment. When four men out of five are turned out of employment, there is 
nothing in the world for these four 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 reduction of wages. And the introduction of machinery in that 
way is a direct attack upon the interests of those who have no means and can­
not have any. Maxwell Brothers introduced some box-making machines 
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about a year ago. I'bere was quite a lively quarrel between them and the 
box-nailers. I understand that after the introduction of those box-making 
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 intro­
duction of the box machines did not understand the real question at issue. 
Improved machinery—I claim now what I have claimed all along in the dis­
cussion of this industrial problem—is calculated to benefit all classes of hu­
manity 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 rt quires men to make machines and it makes work 
in that way. If it required as much labor to make them and as much expen­
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 mine will bear the interpretation which I 
have given, when you take everything into consideration, and I think it is 
the more plausible interpretation—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—my 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 inconect. I do net think that it is in the inter­
est of justice that such testimony should be given. Mr. English admits that 
before he left the Tribune 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 his 
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 bad 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 
aiong, and then in the last few minutes of the speech they will show exactly 
what they mean. There will be some language used there that modifies your 
conception of their meaning, and opens it all up, and you see the beauty of 
the whole argument. Maybe 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 speak 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 Foran’s speech, and 
the word ” stab ” is not necessarily a threat of violence upon any person Here 
at your primary elections you frequently hear the adherents of different can­
didates state before the primaries are called that they will “knife” so and so 
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Do they шеап that they are going to kill him, stab him, take his life away 
from him . hey are forcible expressions—very emphatic expressions. They 
are ai jec ives \\ nch aie used in different ways to carry conviction and per­
haps 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 Eng­
land as to the extention of the franchise in 1866 and 1867, when such large 
meetings were called all through England to dispute the assertion of Disraeli, 
afterward Lord Beaconsfield, that the working classes did not want the fran­
chise, that John Bright replied to the letter of Beaconsfield, saying that there 
might be some excuse for Beaconsfield if he had said this in the heat of a 
speech, but having eat down and coolly written it out, there was no excuse 
for it, showing that such a parliamentarian as John Bright is, wilh perhaps 
no superior in his time, thought there was an excuse for men dropping into 
language in the heat of speeches which afterward they might have thought it 
would have been better not to have used, as their speech might have looked 
better without it. 1 say this language does not necessarily mean an incite­
ment to violence. I have used the word “ rebellion.” Now, you know the 
word “rebellion” is not necessarily 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 was, brought up the question of the death 
of 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 Commons, 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. ’ fhat language could be used on the floor of the House 
of Commons a hundred years ago, 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 output. 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 
not need a very great logician to know that when a man is turned out of em­
ployment 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 the working 
classes, but makes laws—and it must necessarily make them in the interests of 
the other class if it does not for them—then it does turn men out upon the 
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wayside! I have reference to the introduction of machinery—twenty out of 
twenty-five turned out of employment. Are they not turned out upon the 
wayside? Any question about it? If they were laws that did not turn men 
out upon the wayside, and I knew that they did not, I would not tell any­
body that they did.

Thomas Cooper, a chartist in England, was once visited in his old age 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:

“Love truth, my child, love truth;
It will gladden thy morn of youth,
And in the noon of life,
Though 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 mother 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 senti­
ment—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 
every one of your school houses were reduced to the ground and not one stone 
left upon another. If you teach your children to read, they will acquire curi­
osity from what they read. They will think, and they will search for the 
meaning of this and that. They 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 the represent­
atives of labor at Richmond, Va., eaid 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 sent.ment. Mturally it cannot. So you ought not to have mercy 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 right, 
because he happened to be born here. And they have such a prejudice againsti 
any one who attacks those systems. Now, I say they ought not to have anv 
mercy upon a system that does not maintain their interests They ought 
not to have that respect for them that would interfere with their abolishing
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racked wrth the thought of what would occur on the morrow, and I йиГпу 
resolved, as any mnocent man would have done, if they wanted me to expla n 
my connection with this catastrophe, let them come and ask me to do so Mr 
Xom e that- ”henh=«™«‘" my house, I was sitting in

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 l,mi. 
dreds of m.tes away. When he came there I opened the door to him He 
satd he wanted me I knew him by sight and I knew what was his occupa­
tion. I said: “All right, I will go with you.” I have said here that I thought 
when the represent»byes of the State had inquired by means of their police­
men 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 law and 
regarding 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 о 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 -d and 3d of May. When 1 was told that Captain Schaack had got con­
fessions 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 testi­
mony I have a right to tell it now. I do not do it with any vindictive feel- 
mg 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 until he was proven guilty. I have received a great deal more con­
sideration since I have been proven guilty in this court than before I was so
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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, “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 is the language of the
officers of the law. It makes no difference whether they are Democratic or 
Republican officers, I speak of them as a whole. And this is a prominent offi­
cial 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 dra^r. A man who is mean enough and con­
temptible 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 1 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 n)t 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 
aud 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 head
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 dressed 
in the afternoon following), I was told by a detective 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 criminal 
who are charged with crime to turn around and charge indiscriminately 
everything they can possibly imagine against those who arrest them. I can 
only mal^a the statement. Your honor may not believe me. Mr. 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 la.v 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 have been quoted here to find out what the law 
is, in ten lifetimes. But we are required to answer to the charge of being 
lawless individuals who violated the law, who advised the abolition of the
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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 
any particular question, is because of the impossibility of any oue 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, 
be must have the authority of the law, and show that he is an officer of the 
law and in pursuit of a lawful purpose. If any man calling himself a police­
man may go and search a house and say, “ I am an officer of the law. 1 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 been searched in the prosecution of this case, there has been 
no search warrant presented. Now, if men can violate the law who are its 
sworn 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 could 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 it is the 
natural tendency to beget disrespect for the law when those who are its repre­
sentatives show so little respect for it. And I wish to say that I was arrested 
without a warrant. Another violation of law ; I was taken out upon the side­
walk, 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 wife tells me that about ten men went back there 
again, and, without presenting any search warrant, went through the house— 
her 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 ones who throw 
discredit upon it. Any one could have gone there at any time, searched that 
house, and robbed it of everything there was in it, and have just as much 
justification in going in as any of these men had. I wish to call your atten­
tion for a little while—it is going back to the question I spoke of.before, but 
I think it is necessary in my own defense—one of this class of persons who 
have 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 
said in the coroner’s jury room that he had heard me say, “Here come the 
bloodhounds; you do your duty and I will do mine.” I would submit to 
your honor that it would be a very good thing for you to ask one of the coun­
sel 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 
the papers of this city since his return from his vacation, in which Mr. Grin­
nell is reported to have said—but perhaps the reporter lied; I should not 
wonder if he had, they have done it before, and it would not be surprising— 
“Why, these men have no principles. 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 were 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 general 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 
that 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 particular avocation 
depends upon their gaining suits. And I am afraid there are lawyers to be 
found who care little as to 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 
tlrtit view of his position. And when 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 coroner’s room, in which synop­
sis 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 slums 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 
next 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-hour 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 suc­
ceeded to the extent that he has told you, our lives will not have been spent 
in vain..
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And whatever may be our fate—and there seems to be but one conclusion 
on that question we feel satisfied that we have not lived in this world for 
nothing; that we liave done some good to our fellowmen, and done what we 
believe to be in the interest of humanity and for the furtherance of justice. 
It is a satisfaction to know that. I repeat the language, as near as I can 
remember it, of Lady Cavendish, after the murder of her husband, in Phoenix 
Park. She said : “ If the death of my darling has tended in any way to bring 
about a better understanding and a better condition of things between these 
two elements, I willingly give him up.” If my life is to be taken for advoca­
ting the principles of Socialism and Anarchy, as I have understood them and 
honestly believe them in the interest of humanity, I say to you that I gladly 
give it up ; and the price is very small for the result that is gained.

\ our honor, with due respect to your years, I wish to say this: That it is 
quite possible you cannot understand, having lived in a different atmosphere 
from what we have lived in, how men can hold such ridiculous ideas. I have 
no doubt you felt that way. Yet it is well known that persons who have lived 
to a ripe old age seldom change their opinions. I impute no wrong motive 
in that. It is a natural result. But we do claim that our principles will bear 
discussion, investigation, and criticism. We claim that so far as we have 
been able to find out in trying to find a cure for the ills of society we have not 
found out anything that has seemed to fit the particular disease which soci­
ety, in our opinion, is afflicted with today better than the principles of Social­
ism, and, your honor, Socialism, when it is as thoroughly understood in this 
community and in the world as it is by us, I believe that the world, which is 
generally honest, prejudiced though it may be, will not be slow to adept its 
principles. And it will be a good time, a grand day for the world ; it will be 
a grand day for humanity; it will never have taken a step so far onward 
towards perfection, if it can ever reach that goal, as it will when it adopts the 
principles of Socialism. They are principles that ignore no man. They are 
the principles that consider the interest of everyone. They are the principles 
which will do away with wrong, and injustice and suffering will be reduced at 
least to a minimum under such an organization of society. As compaied to 
the present struggle for existence, which is degrading society and making 
men, as I have said in the Haymarket speech, merely things and animals, 
Socialism will give them opportunities of developing the possibilities of their 
nature. But under our present existing economic relations, there can be 
nothing. .And, your honor, it is only, in my opinion, a short time before this 
system will have outlived itself, so as to compel the adoption of the Socialistic 
system. The existence of the vast army of unemployed men ; the existence 
of crime which is becoming an almost intolerable burden upon the different 
communities in this country and in Europe to keep in check, is showing us 
that there is something radically wrong. These conditions will force us to ask 
what that wrong is, and force us to adopt some antidote for the evil.

I have read somewhere of a historical character who in ancient times is 
reported to have killed his comrade. Spartacus was a gladiator who lived to 
pander to the amusement of the Roman nobles of old. He is reported as 
having on one occasion spoken to his fellow slaves in some such words as 
these—or, rather, these are his sentiments. In speaking of his home, before



60 ADDRESS OF SAMUEL FIELDEN

be 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 satisfy its hunger upon them, “ Yesterday I met in the arena a gladiator, 
and I killed him. I thought of the time when I was a child on the hills of 
Thrace, of a little boy that belonged to a neighbor, and who shared with me 
my humble meal as we tended our separate flocks on the hillsides, and 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 among the class that has 
no money or property, that it is a struggle for the amusement of the property 
nobles. The children that play together in the streets of Chicago and the vil­
lages that dot this continent from the Atlantic 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, my 
friends, as you draw the line tighter and tighter, the conflicts that are going 
on and will go on between these men, will array them against their masters. 
If I can say anything in the interests of humanity, in the interests of liberty, 
equality, and fraternity, I would say it now. Take heed, take heed! The 
time, my friends, is not far off. The swift process of reduction of the masses 
into a condition of depravity and degradation, as is evinced by the number 
of men out of employment, shows us clearly where we are going. We cannot 
deny it. No thinking man, no reasoning man, no friend of his kind, can 
ignore the fact that we are going rapidly on to a precipice. If I call a halt, I 
consider that in the interest of humanity. 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 liable to the 
law or to punishment; but I say to those who have the means of existence in 
their possession, that there may come a time when the people will no longer 
be crowded together, when the rate, 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, 
and at the time of the French Revolution of 1789. They knew nothing. They 
.only knew the blind rage of an enraged tiger to kill something—to destroy 
’something, when their condition had become so desparate that life 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 under the sun, until the time has come 
when the people can no longer live. They will never do it until then. It is 
for society to think; it is for them to compare. It will not do for a man to 
look around at his little home, his own hearthstone, and imagine howr com­
fortable he is, and think because of that, that everything is lovely and every­
thing is safe. It is not. Outside are the men who are suffering; 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 most 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 t le people s means of existence have gradually been concentrated into 
the hands of the smaller quantity and number of the community, it is an indi­
cation 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 contem­
plate anything of the kind. It is not a pleasant thing, but in the interest of 
peace, as I told these people.

Aour honor, there is one thing I wish to say about my own particular 
case, and then 1 have done. Dynamite has been spoken of here, and it has 
been < barged l>\ Mr. Ingham that all of us knew that violence was to be used 
at the Haymarket. If he didn’t say as much, it was indicated as much in 
that assertion that we were all equally guilty. That may be so. I don’t 
know the extent to which any of the 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, but quite a while before the 
Haymaiket affair, and I know at one time he did not belong to our organiza­
tion—had left it, and so had Fischer, and I didn’t know they belonged to it. 
I could not have been then conspiring with them to do anything in the Hay­
market square on the 4th of May. I hadn’t seen these other gentlemen since 
the Sunday previous. I believe I didn’t see Mr. Parsons on that Sunday at 
all and 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 knew— 
and I only know now, if I may believe the testimony of the detectives in this 
case—that there was dynamite kept in the Arbeitei-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 appar­
ent sincerity as I say it today, that he was innocent, and yet was guilty—but 
I wish to say this, that if the State’s attorney or the authorities of this city 
should arrest у our honor tomorrow for any crime they choose to charge you 
with, they could prove you guilty if they wanted to. That is an advantage 
that they have. Whether it is intentional—and I am not going to charge 
anything of the kind against any man—I know that intentional 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 
been the evidence brought in here against me which has been, and which I 
know to be false—therefore, I will not charge that it was intentional to 
convict me on his part, but I have suggested here that he can find out many 
things if he will look up certain records that I have referred to which will con­
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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 mv 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 con­
nection 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 com­
munities, 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 mv 
agitation out of the little money I might have in my possession.

Today as the beautiful autumn sdn kisses with balmy breeze the cheek of 
every free man, I stand here never to bathe my head in its rave again r I have 
loved my fellowmen as I have loved myself. I have hated trickery, dishon­
esty, 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 ' SI 
thank your honor for your attention. '1 •
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FREEDOM.

Toil and pray! 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’s! and thou hew’st, 
A ad thou rivet’st and sewest, 
And thou’harvestest in vain;
Speak! O, 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 hath thy meal prepared, 
Festive garments with thee shared; 
And where is thy cheerful hearth, 
Thy good shield in battle dearth?

Thy creations round thee see
Ali thy work, but naught for thee!
Yea, of all the chains alone thy hand forged,
These are thine own:

Chains that round the body cling, 
Chains that lame the spirit’s wing, 
Chains that infants’ feet, indeed, 
Clog! O, workman! Lol 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, 
And by haughty ones are trod— 
Ye, whose toil their feet hath shod.

Human bees! Has nature’s thrift 
Given thee naught hut honey’s gift? 
See! the drones are on the wing. 
Have you lost the will to sting?

Man of labor, up, arise!
Know the might that in thee lies, 
Wheel and 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- 
Break thy want’s enslaving chain; 
Break thy slavery’s want and dread; 
Bread is freedom, freedom 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, ttie heat, 
and the anger, the violence both to sentiment and to person, 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 inno­
cence 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 hope to present before I conclude. 
Now, what is passion? Passion 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 throw 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 hold 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 scaffold 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 capitalistic 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 order 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 that there are in th'e United 
States 16 200,000 wage workers. These are the persons 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. Wage workers are those who work 
for wages and who have no other means of subsistence than the selling of 
their daily toil from hour to hour, day to day, week to 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 nothing bat their 
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empty hands. They live only whpn j л
opportunity must be procured from аП opportunity to work> and thia 
—capital—before their richt tn i; - po®8e88ora °r the means of subsistence 
eeesed. Now, there are 16 200 GOO^ 0rtheopportunitytodosoisPos' 
according to the census of is’sx) а 'Д86 people in the United States, 
reckoning five persons to each famib°t)g ^18 nUmber are 9>000.°00 men, and 
tion. It is claimed chat Д ‘ У represent 45,000,000 of our popula- 
in the Unitf d States Now ,elween eleven and twelve million voters
wo. ke,,. The remainder the 16 200 <^000'lXI0 ’i'”00'000
children employed in the faetnripti’"tl ' ■18 COmP°8ed ot the women and
this country. This class of people tl various avO(:ations of
useful and productive labor of thi/ T ,g aS8-Wh° al°ne do a11 the 
of the propertied class. 8 COUntry are the hirelings and dependants

just claims of the workhig^ass-'^ИауПаП/ ®9p^U8ed wkat I conceive to be the 
insisted upon their right to control tt • * Ь. Г * ieil ri8l*t to liberty and 
in the statement that I «. ' ien’ own l»bor and the fruits thereof, and^H^boTn^be^n1»:^ "лТпТ8 court Tn the 4aeStiOn 
trial you will also be ma i. t ’ , - 1 Bhould be permitted to have a new
country who come to vn t Under8tand why there is a class of men in this 
I believe sir that ZT ГaPPeal tO you not to ^rant 118 a new trial,
cage, known as the (' repire8®nt.atlve8 of that millionaire organization of Chi- 
of vour honor our in Лци ltlzens’ Association stand to a man demanding 
death. Now I stand8llPP-eei- by an ignominious 
man, one of the masses, and I as^yo^r ho & С°ттОП “T & WOrking" 
0Ov You Rton.l 1= I > k J h nor to glve ear to what I have to 
Ire' h -re as the bulwark - У°и are as a brake between them and us. You 
Ian< Yon arLrePre8ei tatiVe °f iU8tice’ holding the poised scales in your 
hv Which inlt" expected.to ,ook Deither to the right nor the left, but to that 
man von! honn f 0Пе’ 8Ы1 be 8ubsei'ved. The conviction of a
h к/л! nt ) adOe8 not nece8eari,y prove that he is guilty. Your law 
books an tilled with instances where men have been carried to the scaffold 
and aftei their death it has been proven that their execution was a judicial 
murder. Now, what end can be subserved in hurrying this 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 death? Why, if your 
honor please, the very method of our extermination, the deep damnation of 
our taking od appeals to your honor’s sense of justice, of rectitude, and of 
honor. A judge may 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 evervone 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 monopoly 
influences, and it is a well known secret that more than one of our chief jus­
tices have been appointed to their seats upon the bench of the United States, 
supreme Court at the instance of the leading railway magnates of America— 
the Huntingtons and Jay Goulds. Therefore the people are beginning to lose 
confidence in some of our courts of law.
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Now, I have 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 us',:the right of a rehearing; and, therefore, if the method of the pre­
sentation of; this matter be somewhat disconnected 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 yqu to look at this thing from the standpoint of reason 
and;1 common sense. There is one peculiarity 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 against capitalists. The prosecution in this case through­
out 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 anything to say to these 
men, by that) class of persons who think that working people have but one 
right andone duty to perform, viz., obedience. They conducted this trial 
from that^etandpoint throughout, and, as was very truthfully stated by my 
comrade Fielden, we were prosecuted ostensibly for murder, until, near 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, and what I do say is said 
for the purpose of refreshing your memory and asking you to look at both 
sides of this 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, have no conception of this labor question • 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- 
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 insiston their hearing this question (' m 
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 Sociahsm, or Anarchism? Briefly stated, it is the right of the toiler to the 
free and equal use of the tools of production, 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 h«s 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 
revolutton separating thia continent from the dominion of George III. and 
loundtng tins republic here in which we, their descendants, live today? Evo­
lution and revolution are synonymous. Evolution is the incubatory state of 
revolution, fhe birth is the revolution-its process the evolution.

What is the history of man with regard to the laboring classes ? Origin­
ally 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, but 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 hved. 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 
Kurope tins precious meta), 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; 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 
birtb, rather, in the French Revolutions of 1789 and 1793. It was then 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 fol­
lows on in the line of progress and in the logic of events, is the industrial prob­
lem, 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 America 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 
system of industry is now up for consideration; it presses for a hearing; 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 “ honorable ” 
gentlemen 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 
some feeling. I have sat here for two months, and these men have poured 
their vituperations out upon my head and I have not been permitted to utter 
a single word in my own defense. For two months they have 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 succeeded here now, for we have been villified, misrepresented, held in 
loathsome contempt, without a chance to speak or contradict a word. Therefore, 
If I show emotion, it is because of this, and if my comrades and colleagues' 
with me here have spoken in such strains as these, it is because of this. Par­
don us. Look at it from the right standpoint. What is this labor question? 
It is not a question of emotion; the labor question is not a question of senti­
ment; it is not a religious matter; 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 ques­
tion 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 bul­
warks of statute law and government. Capital could not exist unless there 
also existed a majority class who were propertyless, that is, without capital a 
class whose only mode of existence is the selling of their labor to capitalists 
Capitalism is maintained, fostered, and 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’per­
son 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 activitv 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 
edging house. In other words, his wages represent the bare necessities of 

bis existence, and the unpaid-for or “surplus” portion of his labor product 
constitutes the vast superabundant wealth of the non-producing or capitalist 
class.

That is the capitalist system defined in a few words. It is this system 
that creates these classes, and it is these classes that produce this conflict.
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118 col ic in cneiiiea as the power of the privileged classes over the non- 
poeeessing or property leas classes increases and intensifies, and this power 
increases as ie к e tew become richer and the producing many become poor­
er, an< ns Pro uces what is called the labor movement. This is the labor 
question W ealth is power; poverty is weakness.

in time I might stop here to answer some suggestions that probably 
arise in e min so some persons, or perhaps of your honor, not being famil- 
i^r 1 “■ <l'ies ion. I imagine I hear your honor say, “Why, labor is free,

ns k a ret country . \ow, we had in the southern states for nearly a cen-
игУ a orm 0 a 101 vno"и asI chattel slave labor. That has been abolished, 

ant lear you sax t tat labor is free; that the war has resulted in establishing 
ree a oi a o\ei merica. Is this true? Look at it. The chattel slave of 

the past—the wage slave of today; what is the difference? The master 
ее ec e unt er < lattel slavery his own slaves. Under the wage slavery system 
the wage s axe ее ects his master, and he has got to find one or else he is car­
net oxxn ere to my fiiend, the jailer, and occupies a cell along side of my- 
8e ' e 18 <,,niPe to lind one. So the change of the industrial system, in
the language ot . efterson Davis, ex-president of the Southern Confederacy, in 
an interx iexx xxit i the bexx \ork Herald upon the question of the chattel slave 
system of the south and that of the so-called “ free laborer,” and their wages 

. e erson axis stated positively that the change was a decided benefit to 
the ormer c iaUe slave owners who would not exchange the new system of 
wage labor at all for chattel labor, because now the dead had to bury them­
selves am the sick take care of themselves, and noxv they don’t have to 
employ overseers to look after them. They give them a task to do-а certain 
amount to do. , 1 hey say : “ Now, here, perform this piece of work in a cer­
tain length 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, Jefferson Davis admitted in 
his 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, 
constitute more than nine-tenths of our entire population.

but you say the wage slave had advantages over the chattel slave. The 
chattel slave couldn’t get away from it. Well, if we had the statistics, I 
believe it could be shown that as many chattel 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 
from their bondage under that system as can and do escape today from wage 
bondage into capitalistic liberty.

I am a Socialist, I am one of those, although myself a wage slave, who 
holds that it ie wrong, wrong to myself, wrong to my neighbor, and unjust to 
my fellowmen for me, wage slave that I am, to undertake to make my escape 
from wage elax-ery by becoming a master and an owner of slaves myself. I 
refuse to do it; I refuse equally to be a slave or the owner of slaves. Had I 
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chosen another path in life,II might be проз the avenue of the city of Chicago 
today, surrounded in my beautiful home with luxury and ease, with slaves to 

о my bidding. But I chose the other road, anl instead I stani here today 
upon the scaffold. This is my crime.^Before high heaven this and this alone 
ie my crime. IJiave beenlalse and.a traitor to the infamies that exist today 
in capitalistic society. , If this is> crime in your opinion I plead guilty to it.

Now, be patient with me; 'I 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 mv comrade Fiel- 
den, this morning, every newjnachine 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’to sell their labor in order to earn their 
areeartvnbHe ?Ut and Wh°le оссиР^опз and pursuits
are revolutionized and completely destroyed by the introduction of machinery, 
m a day, in an hour as it were. I have known it to be the case in the history 
of my own hfe-and l am yet a youn^ man-that whole pursuits and occupa­
tions have been wiped out by the invention of machinery
titn Whfat becomes of these people? Where are they? They become compe- 
hnnr« M Г i /ьеГ6 аГе made tO reduCe Wagee and increa8e the work 
hours. Many of them are candidates for the gibbet, they are candidates for 
your prison cells Build more penitentiaries; erect new' scaffolds, for these 
men aie 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 fruH Sodal­
ists aie not those who blindly close their eyes and refuse to look, and who 
hear e Ton? яЛП1 V1D! i-T having eare to hear, they
hear. Look at this capitalistic system ; look at its operation upon the small 
businessmen: the small dealers, the middle class. Bradstreet 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? 
Mhere are hey, and why have they been wiped out? Has there been any 
less wea th? No; that which they possessed has simply been 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 HkÂ 
dead flies from the table into his monopolistic basket. The middle classes 
destroyed in this manner join the ranks of the proletariat TBav i 
what? They seek out the factory gate, they seek in the tarinn ‘l0“6 
of wage labor employment. What is the result? Then there art ^nor^110'18 
upon the market. This increases the number of those who
employment What then? This intensifies the competition, width^in turn 
creates greater monopolists, and with it wages go down until the L ? 
point is reached, and then what? Your honor "sociahtm come to TT 
and asks them to look into this thing, to discuss it to m . P60?^
to investigate it, to know the facts, because it is by this and'this еУт1Пе. 
violence will be prevented and bloodshed will be.avoided - b‘7 
friend here has said, men in their blind rage, in their ignorance notT ** 
what ails them, knowing that they are hungry, that they are miserable^nd 
destitute, strike blindly, and do as they did with Maxwell here, and fight the 
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labor saving machinery. Imagine such an absurd,.thing, and yet the capital­
istic 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 
is ridiculous; it is preposterous. No man ever heard an utterance from the 
mouth of a Socialist to advise anything of the kind.... They know to the con­
trary. \\ e don t fight machinery; we don’^oppose^the thing. It is only the 
manner and methode of employing them^that we object to. That is all. It 
is the manipulations of these things in the interests of a few; it is the monop- 
ohzatmn of them that we object 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 agesZof the past shall be turned over 
to man, ami made his servant, hie obedient slave forever.„ This is the object 
of Socia ism. It asks no one to give up anything.^ It seeks no harm to any- 
bo< y. lit, when we witness this condition of things, when we see little chil­
dren huddling around the factory gates, the poor little things whose bones 
are not yet hard; when «e see them clutched^ from the hearthstone, taken 
from the family altar carried to the bastilesZof labor and their little bones 
ground up into gold dust to bedeck thelform of some aristocratic Jezebel, then 
it stirs us and we speak out. We pleadjfor thejittle ones; we plead for the 
helpless, ue plead for the oppressed^we seek redress for those who are 
wronged; we seek knowledge and intelligence for the ignorant; we seek 
liberty foi the slave. Socialism secures the welfare of every human being.

Your honor, if you will permit it, Г would like to stop now and resume 
tomorrow morning.

The court here adjourned untiflO o’clock the following dav, when Mr. 
Parsons resumed his address.

1 conc,uded last evening; at that portion of my statement 
which had for its purpose a showing of the operations and effects of our exist­
ing social system, the evils which naturally flow from the established social 
relations, which are founded upon thelecononaic subjection of dependence of 
the man of labor to the monopolizer of theTmeans of labor and the resources 
of life. sought in this connection to show.'that all the ills that afflict society 

social miseries, mental degradations, political dependence-all resulted from 
the economic subjection and dependence of the man of labor upon the monon- 
ohzer ot the means of existence; and as long as the cause remains the effect 
must certainly tol ow. 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 years ago owned the soil that he worked, 
is today a tenant and a mortgage is placed upon his soil, and when he, the 
armer 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, 
the interest upon his.mortgage continues. It grows and it increases, render­
ing it more and more difficult for him to get along or make his living. In the 
meantime the railway corporations place upon the traffic all that it will bear. 
The Board of Trade sharks run their corners until—what? Until it occurs as 
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stated in the Chicago Tribune 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 he 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 Lord Lietrim’s rackrenters, or landlords who evict their ten­
ants. 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! 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 extortions 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 the conclu­
sion of this trial we, the defendants, supposed that we were indicted and 
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 char-e upon 
them a willful, a malicious, a purposed violation of every law which guaran­
tees a right to American 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 -reat 
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 Thev 
say that I am an Anarchist and refuse to respect the law. “ By their" works 
ye ehall know them,” and out of their own mouths they eland condemned. 
They are the real Anarchists in this case, while we stand upon the eonstihi 
tion of the L mted States. I have violated no law of this country. Neither I 
nor my colleagues here have violated any legal right of American citizens 
We stand upon the right of free speech, of free press, of public assemblaJ 
unmolested and undisturbed. We stand upon the constitutional right of self! 
defense, and we defy the prosecution to rob the neonle of r »u
dearly bought rights. But the prosecution imagines that they have triumphed 
because they propose to put to death seven mtn. Seven men tn u .ф ■ 
naled in violation of the law, because they insist upon the inaFenahT 
granted them by the constitution. Seven men are to be extermin«! / h they demand the right of free speech and ех^Г^Тп то^^” 

court of law are to he put to death, because they claim their right of self 
defense Do you think, gentlemen of the prosecution, that you will have 
settled the case when you are carry,ng my lifeless bones to the potter's fleW 
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my toUesgue,? l'Tell ‘v™ tb^ н “ Ье 6ettled Ьу my atrM8ulation and that of 
The AmTrican neonl t, ia.a greater verdict Уе* to h= beard front, 

their righto, which they hold sacto eay as to whether or nnf н American people will have something
under foot at the dictation of тоиТТ““^11 °‘ СОап“7 can be trampled

Your honor read yéXrdar vour ,Aa C°rP°™,io™ ilnd their hir«d 
want to call your attention to it ifeaS”a or refMII1S м » new trial, and I 
think you are laboring und т mi«« ’ I11™«', on some pointe on which I
can be no question in the mi^j^ o^ oT“?- J0” h,™OT =аУ= tha‘ ‘here 
ring to the Л1..™ and Arbeit«™Т= read the=e articlea <refer" 
written and spoken long before the ei ’1 J 8peeche8’ which were 
this movement which we advocated was bn 1OUr m0Vem<mt WaS talked of> that 
the ends which we sought and the 1 Я ШеаП8 ,П °Ur eatimatlon toward 
consideration at all. Now vonr honorT^ V °f any
ment not alone upon my acts but яТ BU “ iat У°и аГ6 8itting in iudg" 
thing for any man to do; any man to so ИаЫ^ '"“T™' " daDger°UB
of that kind. I claim that it would not he tor to /
mv motives were in the eicht hnnr ь Г y°U t0 a8sume to 8tate what
another purpose. How do you knowТьГгГ e ’ T
my actions? If von h» t) > lat? ^an Уои read my heart and order 
because it is a coXture' reC°rd' “ WiU diSPr°Ve У°"

Enjrt, №Ti;x:7fthT?xehon‘dthbie triai done ргесму w"at №- 
prietor of the Tribune, when he attendÂäl b’ WaS 1”.etrncted ‘° do ЬУ tbe Pro­
of the chief editors of the lar»« d а.Ь°Г meetlnge- 11 was the custom 
meetings to report only the indan ± " ° ,М,Г"С‘ “10вв Wh° Wmt t0 labor 
That is precisely the scheme мТиГ Ьс ВРеакеГ’8 ГеШаГк8'
sented you here copies of th? 1/ Ü pr°8ecufclon- The? have pre- 
speeches covering three yeLs back ^8’ and Шу
those articles, and such articles mar haV\8e,ected 8uch Portions of 
as they supposed would be calculated to infl1’ SU 8еГХ^ purpose.: 8uch 
and the jury against us. You ought to be earful of üüsUdn"’1 ^t^not fak 
we'XrlÄ "Vd^t^ SethhTing made ЬУ tLe

Wh,, T J cienaeu to be in this labor movement. Take the rec- 
years pa^andmiW1±“0Wn üni*ed State, for years and

and heard me ° Ьу hundreds and thousands who have seen

Possibly I had better stop a moment, and explain how this was These 
labor organizahons sent for me. Sometimes it was the Kn ghts of Labo 
sometimes it was tbe Trades Unions; sometimes the Socialistic organizations ’ 
but always as an organizer of workingmen, always as a labor speaker at abm 
meetings. Now, it 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 
But because 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 social system places all power in 
the hands of the capitalist class? They can and do refuse to make any con­
cessions, 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 tyr­
anny 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 starva­
tion 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 
hour rule. What have I said in this connection? I have said to the employ­
ers, 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 ■ vou 
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 liable 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 s’ay that we had 
ether 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 delib 
erately and fairly and honestly, leaving you to judge whether or not I ain 
telling lhe truth. You say that “ the different papers and the speeches fur­
nish 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-а copy of which 
1 haVeK,n?1’ tbhUfc Whieh IfWOuld like to aee’ calling the American Group to 
assemble for the purpose of considering military matters and military onrani 
zation, states specifically that the purpose and object is to take into consider’ 
ation 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 observation; and I defy any one 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 rieht? 
Does not the constitution say that I, as an American, have a right to keep and
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rne^HL™67 1 8tand UPOn 'hat rlght- Let ™e “ ‘Ы= ™»-t -И! deprive 

.rtie^tb“kX»Xbe“T “П°‘ЬеГ Р“П1 F" eome of tbeee 

of any other paper. And I did not™ “ч ‘П°Ге reapon8ible than iB the c'1,tor 
might be possible th« H 1 6 еуегУ1Ь‘пй in the Alarm, and it
ready to endorse I r t ' ere 80me things in that paper which I am not 
could scarcely find an '■ ° a' mit tllat 8uch is the case. I suppose you 
tionelv «a the earn« tht \ “ РаРеГ ‘П the WOrld' but what «ould conecien- 
the utterances and tt 8" Г °w’am 1 to be dragged up here and executed for 
г T,h I <" wrlt,n8= of other men, even though they were pub- 
hahed in the eolumne of a paper of which I was the editor? Your honor you 
tto“nair Working РеооП XAfa"" Wae a labor paper’ pabli«hed by the Interna- 
L ed tor bv the or„Ze L “0П’ be'0“Eing tO that b0dy' 1 e,ected 
omelv naM “11е.О^аП,2а‘,0п. tod, as labor editors generally are, I was hand­

somely paid. I had sawdust pudding as a genera! thing for dinner My 
thé’ÄJ“ for’ovor t “ ““L and 1 haVe ,eCeived that 8а1агУ aa editor °f 
dation I stand u„„ У гГ’ь 6 WCek! 1 wa8 paid ЬУ
ciation. it stands upon the books. Godown to the office and consult the 
business manager. Look over the record in the book and it will show you

s and' a haM18 ^his® $8 6 edit°r °f the Л1атт for over tw0
Sev sent in i ягН ^1Onged tO the ог8ап^а«оп. It was theirs.

У , . * 1 T CS lom’ Dick and Harry; everybody wanted to have
something to say, and I had no right to shut off anybody’s complaint The 
A arm «as a laboi paper, and it was specifically published for the purpose of 
allowmg every human being who bad a wrong to ventilate it; to give every 
human being who wore the chains of monopoly an opportunity to dank Tose 
ebam, m the columns of the ,11«™. It was a free press organ It war a free 
speech newspaper. B ee

But your honor says ; - Ob, well, Parsons, your own language, your own 
words, your own statement, at these meetinge-wbat you said/ We" pLs 
sibly I have said some foolish things. Who has not? Ля« , nhr i probably n.ave utfered some wil/and ^iÜt’^X 

as a public speaker, has not done so? Now, consider for a moment. Sup- 
pose, as is now the case with me, here 1 see little children suffering, men and 
»omen starving. There I see others rolling in luxury and wealth and opu-

e tlm street of7h ‘11В 1аЬ0Гега' 1 COn8ci°™ ”f ftis fact.
1 see the streets of Chicago, as was the case last winter, filled with 30,000 men 
ш compulsory .dienes,; destitution, misery and want upon every hand. I 
see this thing. Then on the other hand I see the First Regiment out in a 
street-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 
Kegunent i. 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 
ат“ь1Ьеяе‘ПаЬ.'18С.аве; that the wortinS People are to be slaughtered in 
cold blood, and the men are drilling upon the streets of the cities of America 
to butcher their fellowmen when they demand the right to work and partake 
of the fruits of their labor, heeing these things, overwhelmed as it were with 
mdlgnation and pity, my heart speaks. May 1 not say ,ome thing, 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 reasons which I 
propose here today to offer in justification of the words and utterances, and 
the acts, 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 
employers and manufacturers and monopolists in this country. I will give 
you a few samples. This, mark you, is published in the Alarm of November 
8, 1884, but the same extracts have been kept standing in the labor papers, 
published by the Knights of Labor, the Trades 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 rail­
road 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 pr creatures can understand 
no other meaning than that of force, and ought to have enough of it to be re­
membered among them for many generations.” “ Hand grenades should be 
thrown among these Union sailors who are striving to obtain higher wages 
and less hours. 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 contented 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 senti­
ment. 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 follows? It is the experience nowadays and has been 
since that time, when workingmen strike, to call out the militia. That has 
been the practice since these utterances and declarations in 1878, growing out 
of the great railroad 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 yesterday the packing 
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house bosses, who employ 25,000 men, called for an army of Pinkerton men 
to go down there, and advertised for them to come. That was before there 
was a strike—in mere contemplation of it, your honor. This in America—the 
I United States! Why, is it surprising that the working people should feel 
indignant 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 swallow it, where is the constitu­
tional right of resistance to these outrages?” If I am to be deprived of my 
rights of defense against the administration of a rifle diet, and strychnine put 
upon 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 
keep out of the neighborhood ; if I am to be deprived of my right, what shall 
Ido? 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 language? Did they 
not originate it? Were they not the first to say : “ Throw dynamite bombs 
among the strikers, and thereby make a warning to others?” 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 strych­
nine. They have thrown hand grenades, and the hand grenade upon the 
Haymarket on the night of the 4th of May was thrown by the hand of a monop­
olist conspirator sent 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. Your honor, we are the victims of the foulest and blackest conspiracy 
that ever disgraced the annals of time. If these men will preach these things; 
if the Tribune thinks that strychnine is good enough for us; if the Times 
thinks that hand grenades are good enough for us, why have we not got a 
right to say they will use it? They say they believe in it. They say they 
think it. What right have we to say that they will not hire some mercenary 
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 
following: “ Pinkerton’s Army. They issue a Secret Circular Offering Their 
Services to Capitalists for the Suppression of Strikers. The secretary of the 
Minneapolis, Minn, Trades and Labor Assembly sends us the following note: 
Minneapolis, Minn., 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 the government of your city do away with its metropolitan police 
and employ Pinkerton protectors.” (Of course this is sarcastic.) “The inclosed 
circular fell into the hands of the Minneapolis Trades Assembly, which 
thought it not out of place to pass it around. Please insert it in your paper. 
Yours fraternally, T. W. Brosnan.” That letter is under the seal of the 
Trade and Labor Assembly of the city of Minneapolis, Minn. Then follows 
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the circular. Then, after referring to the services rendered the capitalists, 
corporations, and monopolists during the strikes in all parts of the country 
during the past year, the circular closes with the following paragraphs, which 
we give in full as illustrative of the designs of these secret enemies upon 
organized labor. Let every workingman ponder over the avowed purposes of 
these armies of thugs. It says: “The Pinkerton Protective Patrol is connected 
with Pinkerton’s National Detective Agency, and is under the same manage­
ment. Corporations or individuals desirous of ascertaining the feelings of 
their employees, whether they are likely to engage in strikes or are joining any 
secret labor organizations, such as the Knights of Labor, with a view of com­
pelling terms from corporations or employers, can obtain upon application to 
the superintendent of either of the offices a detective suitable to associate 
with their employees and obtain this information.” This circular continues: 
“At this time, when there is so much dissatisfaction among the labor classes, 
and secret labor societies are organizing throughout the United States, we 
suggest whether it would not be well for railroad companies and other corpo­
rations, as well as individuals who are extensive employers, to keep a close 
watch for designing men among their own employees, who, in the interest of 
secret labor societies,are influencing their employees to join these organizations 
and eventually cause a strike. It is frequently the case that’, by taking a 
matter of this kind in time, and discovering the ring-leaders, and dealing 
promptly with them” — “discovering the ringleaders,” mark you, “and 
dealing promptly with them, serious trouble may be avoided in the future. 
Yours respectfully, William A. Pinkerton, General Superintendent Western 
Agency, Chicago; Robert A. Pinkerton, General Superintendent Eastern 
Division, New York.”

Now, here is a concern, an institution which organizes a private army. 
This private army is at the command and control of those who grind the faces 
of the poor, who keep wages down to the starvation point. This private 
army can be shipped to the place where they are wanted. Now it goes to the 
Hocking Valley to subjugate the starving miners; then it is carried across 
the plains to Nebraska to shoot the striking miners in that region. Then it is 
carried to the east to stop the strike of the factory operatives and put them 
down. The army moves about to and fro all over the country, sneaks into the 
labor organizations, worms itself into these labor societies, finds out as it 
says, who the ring-leaders are and deals promptly with them. “ Promptly,” 
your honor, “ with them.” Now, what does that mean? It means this: that 
some workingman who has got the spirit of a man in his organization, who 
gets up and speaks out his sentiments, protests, you know, objects, won’t 
have it, don’t like these indignities and says so, is set down as a ring­
leader, and these spies go to work and put up a job on him. If' they cannot 
aggravate him and make him, as the New York ТпЬгте says, violate the law 
so they can get hold of him, they go to work and put up a scheme on him, 
and concoct a conspiracy that will bring him into court. When he is brought 
into court he is a wage slave; he has no friends, he has got no money—who is 
he? Why, he stands here at the bar like a culprit. He has neither position 
wealth, honor, nor friends to defend him. What is the result? Why, sixty 
days at the Bridewell or a year in the county jail. The matter is dismissed 
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with a wave of the hand. The bailiff carries the ring-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
ment 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 object to it 
and resent it? Now, to illustrate what we did, I will read to you from the 
Л1аг)п, 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 show­
ing what our attitude was upon the question of force and of arms and of dyna­
mite. 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 Wednes­
day evening at their hall, 106 East Randolph street. The subject under dis­
cussion was the street-riot drill of the First Regiment on Thanksgiving day. 
William Holmes presided. The principal speaker of the evening was Mrs. 
Lucy E. Parsons. She began by saying that the founders of this republic, 
whose motto was that every human being was by nature entitled to life, lib­
erty, 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 happy 
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 peace­
ful 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^i 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.’ 
The speaker then read an extract from a capitalistic account of the street-riot 
drill on Thanksgiving day.”

Your honor, this meeting was held the week following Thanksgiving day, 
and the drill took place on Thanksgiving day. This article, which is a 
description of the drill copied from a capitalistic paper, reads as follows: “ As 
a conclusion the divisions were drawn up in line of battle and there was more 
firing by companies, by file and by batallion. The drill was creditable to the 
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regiment, and the First will do excellent service in the streets in case of 
necessity. Opportunities, however, are needed for rifle practice, 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 take 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 its service at 
no distant day.” That article appeared either in the Times or Tribune of the 
next day. 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 the 
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 all 
lands would find, a refuge and a haven and protection against the despotism 
of all lands. Is this the case today when the counter-tramp of two millions 
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 them­
selves and their families food; when the cry of discontent is heard from the 
working classes everywhere, and they refuse longer to starve, and peaceably 
accept a rifle diet and die in misery according to law, and order is enforced by 
this military drill? Is this military drill for the purpose of sweeping them 
down as a mob with grape and canister upon the street?” This is the lan­
guage of the speaker at the meeting: “ We working people hear these omi­
nous rumblings, which create inquiry as to their origin. A few years ago we 
heard nothing of this kind; but great changes have taken place during the 
past generation. Charles Dickens, who visited America forty years ago, said 
that what surprised him most was the general prosperity and equality 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 Tribune, writing from that city, 
30,000 persons were destitute, and there were whole streets of tenement houses 
where the possession of a cooking stove was regarded as a badge of aristocracy, 
the holes of which were rented to other less wealthy neighbors for a few pen­
nies per hour.

“So, too, with New York, Chicago and every other industrial center in 
this broad land. Why is this? Have we had a famine? Has nature refused 
to yield her harvest? These are grave and serious questions for us, the pro­
ducers and sufferers, to consider, at least. Take a glance at the w’ealth of this 
country. In the past twenty years it has increased over twenty billions of 
dollars. Into whose hands has this wealth found its way? Certainly not the 
hands of the producers, for if it had there would be no need for street-riot 
drills. This country has a population of 55,000,000, and a statistical compila­
tion shows that there are in the cities of New York, Philadelphia and Boston 
twenty men who own as their private property over $750,000,000, or about 
one-twenty-sixth of the entire increase which was produced by the labor of 
the working class, these twenty individuals being as one in three millions. 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 plundering 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 
the 8 Ove^ 1 ’ ” *ie|her it be a republic or a monarchy, or an empire/’ said 
■ nv лн d. l.*ie Amer*can flag protects as much economic despotism as 
I On lace the earth today to the ratio of population. This
eing e (ase, of what does the boasted freedom of the American working­

men 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 alarmed— 
Uncle Sam is rich enough to give us all a farm.’

The ytai?. and stripes in those days floated upon every water as the emblem 
о ie ree, »ut today it obeys only the command, and has become the ensign 
о monopo у and of corporations, of those who grind the faces of the poor and 
г о ) an ens ate the laborer. Could Russia do more than drill in its streets to

1 ie people? But alas! Americans creep and crawl at the foot of wealth 
an< a ore t ie golden calf. Can a man amass millions without despoiling the 
a or oi others. We all know he cannot. American workingmen seem to be 

(egenerating. Fhey do not seem to understand w’hat liberty and freedom 
rea у consist of. They shout themselves hoarse on election day—for what?

or t ie miserable privilege of choosing their master; which man shall be 
t eu >oss and rule over them ; for the privilege of choosing just who are the 
bosses and who shall govern them. Great privilege! These Americans— 
so\ eieigus—millions of them do not know where they could get a bed or a 
supper. \our ballot—what is it good for? Can a man vote himself bread, or 
c ot tee, 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 bal­
lot is worthless to the industrial slave under these conditions. The palaces of 
the rich overshadow the homes or huts of the poor, and we say with Victor 
Hugo, that the paradise of the rich is ma'de out of the 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! Prepare to make and determine successfully 
to establish the right to live and partake of the bounties to which all are 
equally e.ntitled. Agitate, organize, prepare to defend your life, your liberty, 
your happiness against the murderers who are practicing the street-riot drill 
on Thanksgiving day.

“ ’Tie the shame of the land that the earnings of toil, 
Should gorge the god Mammon, the tyrant, the spoiler, 
Every foot has a logical right to the soil,
And the product of toil is the meed of the toiler.
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The hands that disdain 
Honest industry’s stain

Have no share in its honor, no right to its gain, 
And the falsehood of Wealth over Worth shall not be 
In • the home of the brave and the land of the free.’ ”

“ Short addresses were made by comrades Fielden, Dr. Taylor, William 
Snyder, William Holmes, and others. This concluded the meeting, after 
criticisms.”

Now, I 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 Regiment—I challenge you to find a single word or utterance 
there that is unlawful, that is contrary to the constitution, or that is in viola­
tion of free speech, 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 prac­
ticing 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 
mob.” Who are the mob? Why, dissatisfied people, dissatisfied working­
men and women; people who are working for starvation wages, people who 
are on 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 Win­
chester 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 much 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 rifle 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 destroved 
for this? What have 1 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 I. 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 wnat did he say? In this report 
he says that dynamite was a lately discovered 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 thev could 
destroy whole cities and whole armies. This was General Sheridan. That is 
what he said. We quoted 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 ami 
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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mail armor 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 
safe 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 equi­
librium 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 impa­
tience.] Bear with me now. Dynamite is the diffusion of power. It is dem­
ocratic ; it makes everybody equal. General Sheridan says “ arms are worth­
less.” They are worthless in the presence of this instrument. Nothing can 
meet it. The Pinkertons, the police, the militia, are absolutely worthless in 
the piesence 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 some­
body 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; 
it emancipates the world from the domineering of the few over the many, 
because ail government, in the last resort, is violence; all law, in the last 
resort, is force. Everything is based upon force. Force is the law of the uni­
verse ; 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 
that power. It is proposed by the prosecution here to take me by force and 
strangle 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 destroy 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 upon 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. Dur­
ing the discussion of the question of the extension of chattel slavery into the 
new 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 occa­
sion and reprimanded by a friend, who said to him : “ Sumner, you are not 
expedient; you must have more policy about what you say, you should not 
express yourself in this manner; you should not be so denunciatory and fan­
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ciful against this slavery, 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.”

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 
courts, 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 the monument that the American peeple have erected 
to bis honor, and erect thereon some emblem of your contempt! X

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.” Another 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 during the last two or three years at least one-half of the large indus­
trial establishments of the United States, the larger 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 America, 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 con­
flict 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 of the law, they must render a cheerful obe­
dience 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 Americans 
to defend themselves against the rifle diet, and to protest against these outra­
geous 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-defense is denied to the workingman; if that 
is 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, “ Why, 
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 
conclusion, inevitably.

There was no evidence produced to implicate me with the Haymarket 
bomb. Why, the evidence that was produced only touched two of us, only 
implicated two of us, and that evidence, as your honor must know, was paid 
for. Everybody knows it. Your honor knows it. Your honor does not credit 
that testimony of Gilmer. You cannot do it. It was overwhelmingly 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 Hay­
market affair? On Tuesday evening, May 4, several thousand persons, work­
ing 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. Those citizens, thus assembled in the peaceable 
exercise of free speech, free press, and public assembly under their constitu­
tional rights, were upon the eve of adjourning, it being after 10 o’clock, when 
they were charged upon by 200 armed 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 that a violation of all those principles for which our forefathers struggled 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 
say 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 theory, and that 
theory 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 Pink­
erton man, or a member of the Chicago police force itself, had as much 
inducement to throw’ that bomb as I had, and why? Because it would dem­
onstrate 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 of their numerous massacres of the people before. Who 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 person with the fear of death in his eyes threw 
that bomb in self-defense? And if they did, am I responsible for that? Am 
I to be executed for that? Is it law to put me to death for that? And 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 mo­
nopoly against the American people, which I believe culminated in the Hay­
market there. I will give you now a brief outline or history of this great crime; 
of the principles of the long antecedent conspiracy on the part of the Chicago 
Times and Tribune to use hand grenades, recommending the rifle diet for strik­
ers, and arsenic and strychnine for the unemployed, as the outcome of Gould’s 
admonition in the New York Tribune that it 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 
ot money in order to enhance its purchasing power and usurious value and 
enable them to dictate the price of labor and its products; but the greatest 
crime of all: congress framed a bill by which, when bankrupted, the middle 
classes are brought to the verge 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 was reached when organized labor struck against long hours on the 1st 
of May, 1886 following the protest in April of the 15,000 employees of Gould’s 
Missouri railway system of the southwest against the wages of fifty-five and 
seventy cents a day to which Gould’s corporation and Manager Hoxie had 
reduced the army of skilled railroad operatives; but these events were nrecin- 
itated on the first by the massed labor unions, and the latter by the distriet 
assemblies of the Knights of Labor of the southwest. What was the issi ? 
On railroad stocks alone ön all the roads within the United States at a cost of 
two billion dollars, there was a capitalization of six billions •
the effect of this false and fictitious value of labor, for skill and labor Г™ 
give any value to the stocks and bonds and enable these monopoly inflation6 
ists to build UP vast incomes on that which has merely cost the nan», on 
which these false calculations were issued. The employees of these* public 
institutions and their patrons cannot understand why these holders owners 
and issuers of fictitious stocks and bonds regard it as a crime to strike T1 t 
was an issue in 1877, and it is an issue now in 1886 between the mononii 
inflationirts who hold that a strike lor higher wages, which also aims to pre­
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vent other labor avocations from accepting the meager wage doled out to 
labor, is a blow struck at the liberty of contract, which is the only means left 
t lem to realize dividends and interest on their fictitious wealth. Noble and 
sacrificing! Fhese monopolists care nothing for liberty, but everything for 
the. power to contract with competing starving laborers.

Now, your honor, the victims of these wrongs are numbered by the mil­
ions in the I nited states, one million of whom it is officially reported by the 

Labor Bureau are out of employment.
fhe ( hicago THbune, about this time, published the following sentiment: 

Fhe simplest plan probably when one is not a member of the Humane Soci­
ety is to put arsenic in the supplies of food furnished the unemployed or the 
tramp. 1 his 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 
now to take the place of strikers. They don’t want to kill them off with 
strychnine now. The Chicago rimes.used the same advice with reference to 
the 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 congress. They 
bad 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 
which 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 pro­
duction 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 be­
tween gold and silver, between gold and greenbacks ; between the man who 
wanted to make money dear and the man who borrowed the money; and un­
less 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 vol­
umes 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 
demise of some business man who has been destroyed by these conspiracies 
spoken of by Senator Vest, Senator Teller, and Senator Jones, of the United 
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States senate. These organized, legalized conspiracies that are bringing about 
wholesale bankruptcies; conspiracies that inflate the railway stock of the 
country from two billion dollars to six billion dollars; which compel the peo­
ple of this country to pay interest upon four billion dollars of watered stock 
upon railroads alone, compelling the workingmen of America to pay in wages 
for this inflation, for labor in the end must foot the bill. ■ Now7, 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 labor movement, furnishes indisputable proof that 
we, the eight hour men, here at this bar, are the victims of that foul conspir­
acy to rob and enslave the American people.

What are the real facts of that Haypiarket tragedy? Mayor Harrison, of 
Chicago, has caused to be published his opinion, because, mark 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 the 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 in­
tended to throw bombs that night, the leaders w’ould 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 Hay­
market 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—1 suspect that the mayor knows—of some of the 
methods by which most of this so-called evidence and testimony was manu­
factured. I don’t charge it, but possibly he has had some intimation 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 1 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 Har­
rison was based upon his personal observation on the ground at the Haymarket
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character o^tiie st0П’I1*6 Wa9ithere’ and this ie hia °Pinion, both аз to the 
audience, on the nigM of the ^h ^°ГЬтеп1 both of the 8Peakers and of fche 
himself concurred with the ml° Ш WhlCh Opinion InsPactor Bonfield 
no interference to within . У°ГJ that lfc was a Peaceable meeting, calling for 
вате by the guardians of 11 minuLes of the unlawful order to disperse the 
two witnesses for the . the Peace and the preservers of order. Now, the 
Those were the Чн ,pros®cutlon’ who are they? Waller and Schroeder, 
attempted to base the Lo Called “ 84uealers,” upon whom the State
they made out я ' 1 of and charged the conspiracy against us. Have 

• denceTor a moment т.2 °f ^86 ШвП? Let U8 take the
absolutelv and ‘ i тбП Were the fir8t witnesses called, and they 
fact itself that the^ г 6 У negative the idea- and not alone the idea, but the 
meeting mm-h 1 C° 16,1011 of the Waymarket was ever contemplated at that 
stands as a fact P.r°VKled for ЬУ апУ perpetrator whatever. Now, that 
person or hv " П Ahetr8tl1mony here- 11 wa9 nofc brought about by any 
and vour honn У lndl,Vlda.a1’ or by апУ member of the so-called armed group, 
Your honor -n W°t C aim that We haVe nOt a right to have an агте(1 group. 
As I underZ Г iS UnlaWful tO haVe an armed group i£ we "a“t it. 
group we ZI h 1 laW. and the station, if we want an organized 
the government t0 ГП6 con8titution defines that treason against 
indisnutahl • COn8‘8t8 ,n t,ie fact, only in the fact, of an overt act proven, 
underst-n 1 HPIOven’by at least two persons. This is what I, as an American, 
tpn -p ti . ♦ a 16 constltuti°n to mean. You say in your remarks upon the sen- 
Wp1i 11 1еГе СаП Ье n° doubt but what this was an unlawful combination, 
tn hp’ 8ll|)pO8e 1Ь xvas- If I am a member of an unlawful combination, am I

ung or t lat? 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 be cruel. That 
wou <. e 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 
snown, 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 estab- 
is ie } t ns jury whether or not I am now or ever was a member of an un- 
awful combination. Now, for proof of the charge to which I wish to call 

your honor 8 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 wit­
ness 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, Waller 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 fall of the strikers the other men 
should come into conflict with the police, we should aid them. He then told 
us that the northwestern group had resolved to bring aid to these men; that 
if, on account of this work, something should happen to the police, we must 
assemble at the corners. What else did Engel say? He said that if tumults 
occurred in the city, then we should meet in Wicker Park; if the word should 
appear in the paper, that the northwestern group and the Lehr and Wehr-
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Verein should assemble in the park with arms. After Engel said this, a 
committee was appointed to watch the movements in the city and report to us 
if a riot should occur.

Now then, take into consideration this language. Just consider the situ­
ation. 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 Mc­
Cormick’s the day before. Look at the condition of affairs, and I ask you if 
these men were not justified in making some preparation by which they could 
defend themselves, because there is no proposition here to assault anybody. 
There is no proposition here to make war upon anybody, either their persons 
or their property:

Q. “Now, was anything said about having a meeting of workingmen 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 even­
ing, 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 resolved 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 should 

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 intrusted to 
Fischer, but he did not say where they should be printed. It was decided 
that as a 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 group to do so; if necessary, in addi­
tion to the police, we would attack the militia and fire department.”

Now, then, in the first part of this it says that in the case of the police 
coming upon the strikers, shooting the strikers down, destroying then), inter­
fering with the people, interfering unlawfully, interfering 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 trans­
lated 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 de­
fense. 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 could they take? Wouldn’t 
it be ridiculous for them to undertake to attack the city of Chicago, to attack 
the authorities, to undertake to seize the city? Why, that would be none- 
sense. It would be ridiculous. Upon the very face of it, it is an absurdity
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was for defense. They said that it was for defense, and for no other pur­
pose, in ie e\ent that the police invaded the meetings of workingmen and 
un aw u }— as Judge McAllister had told the workingmen of the city, that 
the police of Chicago could not unlawfully invade their meetings, and" break 

iem up , u< ^e McAllister had told us this in his decision. We believed 
that that was what the law was. We believed that we had the constitutional 
ng i о assemble. Now, why shouldn’t we protect ourselves in such a con­
tingency r

In this connection right here [Judge Gary indicated his impatience]- 
lease, 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 
en ered the hall at West Twelfth street Turner Hall, where the Furniture 

огкегн nion 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 Me­

ns er, upon the trial afterward declared that that was an outrageous 
assail t, that it was cruel, bloody murder, and that if every single policeman— 
and there were about twenty-five or thirty who went into that establishment— 
. u ge i IcAllieter said that if every policeman, if every single one of them had 

een 1 ed on the spot, no one could have been harmed for doing it. This 
was the decision of the judge; that has stood as the law. These things had 
een c one in Chicago. The police swept down through the lumber yards at 
cUormick 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 
e t us, that we would follow the law laid down by Judge McAllister and use 

our right, our constitutional right, our legal right to defend ourselves?
Well, now, mark you, this Schroeder and this Waller were witnesses 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, and uncontradicted by the prosecution? Aside from that fact, life 
and liberty were given to these men if they would tell a story that would fit a 
theory am! 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 Waller 
were compelled, under intimidation, to sign four different statements in writ­
ing; that is an uncontradictable statement. Consider the condition under 
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, ami had nothing to do with the Haymarket meeting, 
had no connection with the Haymarket meeting. This is the statement of 
the witnesses for the State on the part of the conspirators, so-called. On 
cross-examination the question was asked : “ Well, didn’t Engel say in refer­
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ence to the 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 should interfere 
with your right of free speech and free assemblage?” “ If the police should 
attack us, yes.”

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 got 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 
and 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 the 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 under­
stand, your honor, police can make attacks. Judge McAllister says they can
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“ "W as anything said about bombs? ”
“ No.”
“At any of the. meetings? ”
“No; not while I was present.”

Well, while you were present at the Monday night meeting they 
a out 10. they would help the workmen defend themselves?”

I es, sir.”
And nothing was said about throwing bombs on Monday night, or 

her time?”
“No.”

W as it not talked about throwing bombs at the Haymarket meet-

No ; not while I was there.”
Then it was talked about throwing dynamite to destroy the police

“ There was nothing said about it while I was there.”
“ A ou went to the Haymarket meeting? ”

eS’ 8*r’ wa9 a 8aloon when the bomb exploded.”
Did you go there with any dynamite in your pocket?” 

“ I don’t know what dynamite is ; don’t know dynamite.” 
“ iJid you know there would be trouble at that meeting? ”

M ell, I know that much, that when the police should attack the

- time you left the meeting, the meeting was quiet and
“Yes.”

Q.
A.

woikingmen that each one should help themselves as best they could.”Q. «.A* --- -- , .. . . J
peaceable?- “

A.
And this is the testimony, your honor, which was relied upon to prove a 

conspiracy on my part. Now, I did not belong to this meeting; I did not 

Q. ’ 
at any other time?’

A.
. Q-mg?”

A.
Q. 

at the next meeting at the Haymarket? ”

Q.
A.
Q.
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thatu'ie nolicp In? i;.ncoin8titutional attacks. Now, shall it be held by you 
happens to bo’)' 6 klng8.of can do no wrong, because forsooth, there 
men without m UPt°“ tbl8 tlial eighfc poor men’ eight workingmen, eight 
sacrifice upon thTaltar оГм Г? Ье °ffered UP and immolated as a
of the monopolists of* this cityTpor that1 У ¥Ы1сйУе hatred and greed 
to, your honor. У that

Q. — N
dynamite? -----

A.
Q.

is the sum total of what it amounts

s should they defend themselves? Was anything said about

“ R0 ’ И]8 88 anyone cou|d, if anyone had anything with him.”
to the TTevn-^i w®re you &t Greif’s Hall on that Monday night previous
to the Haymarket meeting?” (Thie is Schroeder.)

a. “ 1 hree-quarters of an hour.”
‘‘ WIiat waa discussed there? ”

keen thio Poh< e made an attack upon the workmen”—now, your honor,
meetinv 1 ‘Г prO8ecution lias tried to make out that there was a
resolved noon tn г? 1.^кГе Wa8 a СОП8Р1гасУ entered into, and that it was 
timonv the Po,ice. Their own witnesses here, their own tes-
made Я.П 'qtf8 л-'1 1 iere wa8 not^ing the kind intended—“if the police 
themselves.” a< uPon the workmen they would help the workmen to help

Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.

talked
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know that there was such a meeting. In fact, I was not in Chicago. I was 
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 in my life was 
when I came into this court room and surrendered for trial, and saw him sit­
ting 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 circum­
stances 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 after the adjournment: “This 
man’s testimony is going to convict the prisoners;” that is, Waller. How 
preposterous ! The two informers disclosed no fact that bore the semblance of 
a conspiracy, which 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 
were at the meeting. The only man that I know that is connected with this 
matter, I believe, is Engel; 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 an 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 language 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 Engel and Fischer, these 
noble and brave Germans, offered a resolution at Greif’s Hall on the an­
nouncement 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 work­
man’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, a statement made by Bonfield himself to reporters 
about half an hour after the tragedy occurred, and published in the Tunes on 
May 5, the following morning-Louis Haas, Bonfield’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 
located it fifteen feet even further south than Haas or Bonfield did—still, on 
t ie impeached testimony of Gilmer, who swore the bomb was thrown from 
wi t mi t ie alley, we are convicted, because he was also willing to perjure him- 
se у swearing that Spies lit the fuse of the fatal missile. The idea of a man 
stri -ing a match in an alley to light a bomb in the midst of a crowd, the peo- 
p e an police standing all around him 1 It seems tome that such a statement 
as t mt ought to, among sensible men, on the face of it, carry its own refuta­
tion. 1 erfectly absorb! 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 meet­
ings. In the case of the People vs. Miller the learned Judge McAllister ex­
pounded the law of Illinois under which the people had the right to assemble 
at the I lay market. He said they wrere entitled to be as free from molestation 
as in our castle and our homes. We were not obstructing the traffic 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, in 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 pro­
tection 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 peo­
ple. I or 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 law­
ful 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. Tne meeting, your 
honor, 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 con­
sume time before this court to read it, and I will just submit it to your honor. 
Your honor has read it, of course, and I will not take up your time with the 
reading of it. I offer it, however, as a part of the statement that I wish to 
make in connection with our view of our defense, and our appeal to you for a 
new trial 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 Haymarket. I believe it was instigated by eastern monop­
olists to produce public sentiment against popular movements, especially the 
eight hour movement then pending, and that some of the Pinkertons were 
their tools to execute the plan. To sustain this accusation I submit to you 
the following facts: Just exactly four days before the grand strike for eight 
hours throughout the United States, and only one week before 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 indict for conspiracy every man who 
strikes and summarily lock him up. This method would undoubtedly strike 
a wholesome terror into the hearts of the working classes. Another way sug­
gested is to pick out the leaders and make such an example of them as would 
scare others into submission.” This was the 25th of April, an editorial in 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 human­
ity, but the servile organ of the most oppressive forms of monopoly, said just 
about this time in an editorial: “The best policy would be to drive working- 
men into open mutiny against the law.” The New York Herald,, 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 differ­
ence 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 Ex­
changes was how to preserve the steadiness of the market and maintain the 
fictitious values then and there rapidly falling under the paralyzing influence 
of the 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 and 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 Hay- 
maiket was instigated by the monopolists to break drown the eight hour 
movement. Hear our side. You have heard the Citizens’ Association’s side 
of this question, you have heard the bankers’ side, you have heard the 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 these 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 Labor, a paper printed in 
the city of ( hicago by the Knights of Labor, says: “It would seem that Pink­
erton s I'elective 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 gangs, instead of 
being gangs of peace, are really the agencies of monopolists to trump up 
charges and produce public sentiment against the popular movements of the 
people.’’ Now, on this subject, a paper printed at Marinette, Wis., the Mari­
nette Eagle, says: “ The blowing up of the street cars in St. Louis by dyna­
mite 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 the 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 advertised 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. Those 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; 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 deed 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 given by Bonfield to the 
Times reporter, and also by Lieutenant Haas, Whiting, Allen, the reporter, 
and seven witnesses, all told, for the State, and Burnett, Taylor and Simon­
son, and a number of witnesses, for the defense. It rests solely upon the 
impeached, unsupported, the perjnred, paid-for testimony of the perjured vil­
lain, Gilmer. That is all the thread that connects it. Now, who will believe 
his silly story that one of these men or myself had any knowledge of the party 
who hurled the deadly bomb on its awful mission of death? It rests on Gil­
mer’s testimony alone.

The New York Times of April 27, urged as an easy way to settle the eight 
hour movement to pick out the leaders and make such an example of them as 
to scare the others into submission. The wicked cabal of monopolists, with 
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an organ capable of making such an utterance and giving 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 days 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 
favor 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 scare 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 things; 
it has been proven on them in numerous parallel cases of conspiracy to bring 
odium 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 of 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 prepaied to furnish the information, and they could build up and pro­
vide a conspiracy that would break down any contemplated effort on the part 
of the men to receive better pay or 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 de­
clares 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 story 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 height, came to his place, and setting a 
small 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 satchel 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 
wort hy of the consideration of this court as is the testimony of Marry 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 
1 inkerton to carry them out, do not show that some mercenary in their employ 
performed the deed resulting in the Haymarket tragedy. The Pinkerton force 
ad veruses to carry on this kind of work. Pinkerton advertises in his circular 
that lie is ready to do this kind of a job. The New York Herald, and New 

ork / mies 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 Pinker­
ton says. About this time some one, as testified to by three reputable wit­
nesses, 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 will work. You will 
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 be 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 
was not done by a Pinkerton? 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 noth­
ing to do with it; they were not even to go there; there was no difficulty ex­
pected 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 witnesses on the part of 
the prosecution. I submit that we, for this reason are entitled, and have a 
right to stand here and claim 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 often to bring about certain. results. In police circles 
such persons are known as procurators or provocatives. I don’t know whether 
this is true or not. You are a judge and a court; you are familiar with these 
things. Now, this description of the stranger dressed in dark clothes, and 
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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 remem­
ber 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 sworn to here by John Philip 
DeLuce, the man called for by the New York Times, Herald, and Tribune, 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 these 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 state­
ments 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 description 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 which this stranger boasted in his cups when pointing to the satchel 
and saying, “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 deto­
nation 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 Communist, but a mere idle and curious specta­
tor at the meeting. The Neus said on May 5: “The police have a good 
description of the man who threw the bomb at the Anarchists’ meeting last 
night. The fellow stood in front of John Burnett, a candy maker in the em­
ploy 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 from 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 identify him should he meet him again. Hardly a moment elapsed after 
the bomb was lighted until the 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 realized 
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 bullet struck him in the arm and he fell to 
the sidewalk. When he got up all was confusion. The foregoing is the sub­
stance of the story told the reporter this morning. Detectives were sent out 
to hunt for Burnett, but they were unable to find him.”
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'i our honor, this was the fifth day of May, the day following the Hay- 
market affair. Mr. Burnett was found and repeated the above facte to the 
district attorney, reaffirming the statement to which he subsequently swore 
in court for the defense, that the strange man stood thirty-five feet south of 
the alley ; that be saw him light the fuse and then throw the bomb; that he 
wore dark clothes; and it was proven on trial that Rudolph Schnaubelt, the 
man (dimer implicated, wore light clothes that night, and this Pinkerton 
man had a mustache and no chin or side whiskers, while Schnaubelt, the 
Anarchist, had both; and he was a man of medium size, whereas Schnaubelt 
is noted for his great height ; he is six feet two inches. The district attorney 
had to stultify his own witnesses by the unsupported, manufactured, perjured 
evidence of Gilmer, because for forty pieces 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 
bidden was speaking he was looking for a party he expected to find there, 
“and I went back in the alley between the Crane building and the building 
on the south of it. I stopped in the alley and noticed some parties in conver­
sation across the alley on the south 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 touch­
ed oil something or other, and the man gave a couple of steps forward and 
tossed it over into the street.” Side by side with this, we uive the precise 
words of Mr. Bonfield, as published in the Chicago 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 the explosion is near the center of the street and exactly oppo­
site 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 execu­
tion, and well was the diabolical and nefarious plot executed. Eight men— 
“leaders”—three labor editors and five labor organizers and orators—now 
before you, are here to receive sentence of death in pursuance of that vile plot, 
of which the Haymarket tragedy, in the hands of a Pinkerton detective, was 
the entering wedge; and Gilmer’s testimony is but a part of a scheme to 
divert attention from the evidence of twelve witnesses, exclusive of Bonfield’s, 
to the Times reporter, that the infernal machine was hurled from fifteen to 
thirty-five feet south of the alley, just where the short man in dark clothes 
actually stood when the angel of death was sped on its infernal mission, not 
only to sacrifice purposely the lives of the policemen on the ground, but that 
the labor leaders might be arrested and doomed to death under a charge of 
the commission of the offense, in order, as avowed by the New York Times, 
the agent and representative of the falling stock markets of the east, to scare 
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the other workingmen into submission and frighten them back into the 
acceptance of the ten hour plan.

A our honor, if you please, I would like to take a short recess. I am much 
fatigued. I have a few more words to say, and I will finish them this after­
noon.

The Court—I bad intended not to have but one session of the court today; 
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 
could 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 statement 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 dyna­

mite, 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 kill­
ing 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 Indian­
apolis 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 inflicting 
ugly internal and really infernal wounds.

But, dynamite is an explosive which annihilates its victims. All experi­
ment 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 ; because the absolutely necessary link to connect these defend­
ants with the explosion, (and especially Lingg, whom they charge, and are 
going to hang, for merely its supposed manufacture by him) i0 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 



ADDRESS OF ALBERT R. PARSONS. 103

platoon would have been blown, as we have already said, into unrecognizable 
atoms, 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 
c aractenstic of their death, is the fact of the complete annihilation of matter, 
especia у of the human body. Beside human, the iron frames of wagons, and 
even pon erous nitro glycerine safes, have been removed from human vision 
as eftectually as if they had never been formed.

1 his 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 Hay­
market, Lingg himself being absent some miles distant. It is confirmation 
strong as pi oof 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 occurred. One of them was five miles away at the 
Deer.ng 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 over­
whelmingly 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 facte, 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 
at the so-called conspiracy meeting of Monday night. What then have you 
done with the other six men who were not members—who were not present, 
and did not know of the meeting being held Monday night? These two so- 
called 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, 
unrighteous, and outrageous assaults. That was all that was said or done. 
I\ as 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 com­
posed. There was Juryman Todd; when he was accepted on the jury he de­
scribed himself as a clothing salesman, and a Baptist. As soon as the verdict 
had been rendered he was, of course, interviewed. He said :

“This was a picked jury ; they were all gentleman. You see, Major Cole, 
who was the first juror accepted, and myself took the other jurors in hand as 
soon as they were accepted.” Major Cole, you will remember, described him­
self as a bookkeeper, and an Episcopalian. Todd, in his interview’, went on 
to tell how, notwithstanding their virtuous professions, when they went to 
the jury room they played cards; they also played the fiddle and guitar 
and piano, and sang songs. 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 they had to bring a verdict as becomes gentlemen, of course. What with 
songs, music, carriage drives and high life at a fashionable hotel, parlor theat­
ricals in the evening, these twelve gentlemen managed to kill their time, and 
finally returned a verdict to kill these abominable seven Anarchists, 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 w’orkingmen. 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 lib­
erty, 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.] Ob! 
hide your eyes now; hide them! hide them I It is well that your eyes are 
bandaged and your vision obscured, for could you have witnessed the corrup­
tion and infamy practiced in your name during this trial, you would have fled 
from this temple forever 1 As a fitting climax to this damnable conspiracy 
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 ver­
dict, 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 every one 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 with Communists, Anarchists, and Socialists?” And 
every one 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—I 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 “ gen­
tlemen.” 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 on trial,” said Mr. Ing-
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‘ЧЬеее a2Sl*1?6 eight &nd 8ave our institutions,” shouted Grinnell;
addressing flip a< ’ шаке examples of them,” yelled the prosecution in 
honor we stand eo11.^ ' Ye*. we are Anarchists, and for this, your
opinions? “ Thp " en'.ned‘ Can 11 be that men are to suffer death for their 
“were picked nut г defendants>” said the State’s attorney to the jury, 
than are ü1e thm R?1ln<i11Cte,d Ьу the grand iUry' They are "°
were leaders ” “ r“ 8 ■" 10 follow them- They were picked out because they 
tion. And this • C°“vlct.them and our society is safe,” shouted the prosecu- 
shed their hlnn 1 meriCa’ the land for which our fathers fought and freely ее pre andP°8terity’ mi8hfc е^'°У ^htof free speech^ 
nee press, anti unmolested assemblage.
portraval'i'n *1 hp*al С<?П8р1‘"асу aKain8t man’s inalienable rights, finds its best 
acto sTn his WOrdsofState’e Attorney Grinnell, himself one of the chief 
viewed bv the g'ga.n cnme- At the conclusion of the trial he was inter- 
which I quote as Mow, 6 A88O“ated Preaa’ who 0111» «port, from 

to thp'l™].011?^0110^ tO.gO ahead afc once and bring other leadere of Anarchy 
alone for я tf J i'' Gnnne11 rePlied: “ We intend to leave the Anarchists 
speech mean^3-6’ Ti“-1 whether they bave now learned what the right of free 
thev mTv^nPh11 C°Untry’ and Whether they 8tiil h01d Н t0 mean that 
have had in н t0 m«Urder’ and plunder- But 1 wil1 8ay this:
nr fnn f ‘ men Wh° were calIed ‘ squealers ’ and ‘ informers,’ three
nrinoin ? \ eiUu- F1Om the8e men we have obtained the names of all the 
ists do^l tnarCh;8t8Tiu Chicago. We have them on the list, and the Anarch- 
tho , . U1<^" >1Ь 1 Wanl them t0 kDOW it now; I want them to know that

} aie mar -e men, and if ever a hand is raised to injure a hair of the heads 
oi any juror or person connected with the trial that is now over, every An­
archist might as well consider that his death knell is sounded. We have their 
stsniH.,?’111 brUlg eV0ry °ne of them t0 the gallows. Let them under- 
нъапа tnat.

1 suppose your honor has attended the opera bouffe called “The Mikado.” 
ou wi recollect that the lord high executioner of the mikado of Japan, like 

netrare я /а th)e^T al1 °n the Grinne11 Proposes to continue to per­
petrate acts which Mayor Harrison says could not be done in any monarchical 
country with safety, and which, if done in London, would shake Queen Vic- 
ona s throne itseh. Mr. Grinnell proposes to keep this racket up, to continue 

it ad w.limtum. This man, clothed with a little brief authority, spreads him­
self like a green-bay tree and gasconades with the fulsomeness of an autocrat.

e 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 arsaw. At the behoof of this petty usurper the Alarm, the paper 
ol w Inch I was an editor, was seized and suppressed. This man seized it; he 
destroyed the hies and the documents connected with the office. He did the 
same with the German workingmen’s daily paper, the Arbeiter-Zeitung, and 
for several weeks, yes, several weeks, this man compelled its publishers and 
its editor to submit their editorials to him for his press censorship, he 
running his blue pencil through such articles as his majesty Grinnell saw fit 
to interdict.



106 ADDRESS OF ALBERT R. PARSONS.

In an interview concerning this matter, published in the Chicago papers, 
Grinnell said: “Very rigid measures will be adopted toward the Arbeiter­
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 constitution 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 consummated.

In the effort of the prosecution to hold up our opinions to public execra­
tion 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 a compound of robbery, incen­
diarism 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. Web­
ster. 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 An­
archy, 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 doc­
trine in which I believe. Now, your honor, let me speak of that for a moment. 
What is Anarchy ? What are its doctrines—

General 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 “capi­
talistic Anarchy,” such as is now witnessed in all portions of the world and 
especially in this court room; the former, which means without rulers, is 
what we denominate Communistic 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 this 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 Webster 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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fai t ig s' г t"? Ul-e everytllinK in tlie line of progress, in civilization in 
innvA, ynt'ti' 18 "i 1 l,ere are two distinct phases of Socialism in the labor 
iMilitird ' l'" 1" "”11 ,lie wor|d today. One is know’n as Anarchism, without
паГегпя|Г"1,1 '""" nL °1 autllorit,y> the other is known as State Socialism or 
tn яп ..ii °1 ^"|И Inmenta* control of everything. The State Socialist seeks 
tivH ,.n .t'a ' <an' ^1папс*1,а1е the wage laborers by means of law, by legisla- 
rnlora 'л'"1 n i8' 16 "State Socialists demand the right to choose their own
Th» Al A*1. liave neither rulers nor law makers of any kind.

f nil naU 118 8 8ee ' ^ie,sanie ends by the abrogation of law, by the abolition 
• , ' ni,,ent> leaving the people free to unite or disunite, as fancy or
mterest may d.ctate, coercing no one, driving no party.

- oa , > oiii honor, we are supported in this position by a very distinguished 
man indeed no less a man than Buckle, the author of “ The History of Civi- 

m. e states that there have been two opposing elements to the prog­
ress of civilization of man. The first of these two is the Church ; the Church 

.ic 1 conimani s what a man shall believe. And the other is the State, which 
lommam н uni what to do. Now, sir, Buckle says that the only good laws 
passe in t ie last three or four hundred years have been laws tliat repealed 
other laws. I hat is the view exactly of Anarchists. Our belief is that all 
these aws should be repealed, and that is the only good legislation that could 
possibly take place.

Now, law is license, and consequently despotic. A legal enactment is 
simply something which authorizes somebody to do something to somebody 
e se ui fui 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 
light. 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 guaran­
tees me the right of free speech, a free press, and of unmolested assemblage, 
ami the iight 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 pro­
vide such a safeguard as that: that is inalienable, and it is a natural right, 
inherited by the very fact of my existence, and the mere fact that it is 
embiaced 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 graciously done for us. The more we 
are governd the less we are free. I do not believe your honor will deny that.

1 he 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 was law-abiding, who 
was obedient; what does that mean? That means he did not have any objec­
tion ; 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 makes no objection to any of these enactments, with no protests to make 
at all against these infamous things that are practiced by legislation, that 
workingman is a law abiding, obedient workingman. He is a nice, quiet, 
peaceful, genteel citizen.

Anarchists 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 An­
archist 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 sim­
ply transform itself into tyrants; they become usurpers; they deny the 
natural right of their 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, is a human humbug. Yes, 
sir, just think of these law factories that we have througllbut 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! 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. Colonel 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 prohibiting what is wrong. Very true. Now, Anarchists 
hold that it is wrong for one person to prescribe what is the right action for 
another person, and then compel that person to obey that rule. Therefore, 
right action consists in each person attending to his business and allowing 
everybody else 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 mail 
made statute, and gives men leaders in the place of drivers and bosses. All 
political law, statute and common, gets 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 all the earth, turn them 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 
continued 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 some natural law. (I am reading a few extracts from an 
editorial in the А1атт). A statute is always used to oppose some natural law, 
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or to euetain some other equally vicious statute. The statute is the great sci­
ence о rascality by which some few trample upon and enslave the many.

i> i'- are natural laws provided for every work of man. Natural laws are 
se -opeiating. 1’hey punish all who violate them, and reward all who obey 

lern. 1 hey cannot be repealed, amended, dodged, or bribed, and it costs 
m it ler time, money, nor attention to apply them. It is time to stop legislat­
ing against them. We want to obey laws, not men, not the tricks of men. 
Statutes are human tricks. The law—the statute law—is the coward’s weap­
on , t le tool of the thief, and more: the shield and buckler of every gigantic 
villainy, and frightful parent of all crimes. Every great robbery that was ever 
pei pet rated 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 other natural 
opportunities. In the name of this monster (statute law) large sections of our 
race have been bought and sold as chattels; by it the vast majority of the 
human race are today held in the industrial bondage of wage slavery, and in 
its name our tair earth has been times without number deluged in human 
blood. By the instrumentality of this tool, cowards and thieves, tyrants and 
usurpers are robbing their fellows of their substance, despoiling them of their 
natural rights, and depriving them of liberty. Man’s legal rights are every­
where in collision with man’s natural rights; hence the deep rooted and wide­
spread unrest of modern civilization. The only sacred right of property is the 
natural right of the workingman to the product, which is the creation of his 
labor. l'he 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 pro­
duction is the natural right to labor. Free access to the means of production is 
the natural right of every man able and willing to work. It is the legal right 
of the capitalist to refuse such access to labor, and to take from the laborer all 
the wealth he creates over and above a bare subsistence for allowing him the 
privilege of working.

Alaborer has the natural right, to life, and as life is impossible without 
the means of production the equal right to live involves an equal right to the 
means of production. The legal right of the capitalist is virtually the asser­
tion that one man has a greater right to life than another man, since it denies 
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. 
L’he 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 
has 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- 
enacting is an insult to divine intelligence; and law enforcing is the impeach­
ment of God’s integrity and his power. I make, as an Anarchist, this decla­
ration for the benefit of our Christian ministry, who, while professing loyalty 
to God’s laws, never forget to pray and work for the supremacy of man’s laws 
and man’s government—those pious frauds who profess their faith in the 
“power” of God, while they employ the police, the 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 jewel 1 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 sanc­
timonious masks about their “ love of man and (he power of God.” I hope 
some of them will preach in their pulpits next Sunday morning on this topic.

In the opinion of an Anarchist, the sum total of human life is expressed 
in one word—authority. The economic regulates and controls the social sta­
tus 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 or industrial regulations of society. Every human 
being, consciously or unconsciously, is affected and controllèd by it in what 
they think, or say or do. There is no escape; no evasion from its conse­
quences. It is logic. It is cause and effect." Evil exists on every hand; the 
well disposed, philanthropic, and generous, and the good seek relief from these 
evil influences by moral suasion, by self-denial, by religion, by politics, etc. 
etc., but in vain, in vain! The evilsjemain, 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 execu­
tioners, 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; t1 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, vice, 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 punishes himself. Nature is inexorable. From her penalty there is no 
escape. But in a court of law—of so-called ‘‘justiceif 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 out of anything you 
want to, 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 enu­
merate 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 mgans 
of life are monopolized ; the necessary means for the existence of all have been 
appropriated and monopolized by a few. The land, the implements of pro­
duction and" tommunication, the resources of life are now held as private 
property, and its owners exact tribute from the propertyless. In this way
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is death to whom 1 natu.ra lnhentance, the earth. The denial of that right 
granted hv law ' IS ' еп1е11, 1 he right to live is made a privilege by law, 
eeesed Human’ " i ? ' 18 ,granted or denied by the possessor to the dispos- ^on eat"ZB th±teareforeale. “If thou wilt not work, neither shalt 
for it ThoM> I e< ri|) ure- ihis finds immunity among those who can pay 
have to- thev torL ""I eal nOt; and th08e Who eat work not. They do not 
whom the cat itaf ^U1Ue "1и^гУ> Poor devil to work for them. The hired man 
declare is tl r' *lle88 gloats on the idea of, and whom the pious frauds 
among us is a s' SP<i n®a l0n 01 divine providence, whom we will always have 
regime ' '* ' ungUB> the outgrowth of a rotten, corrupt industrial

their na^nrai'1 ■iOi11. * "i!1 Say’ comPnlsion is slavery, and those disinherited of 
starve T) ‘L B m"Bt hire out and «»ve and obey the oppreeeing claee or 
which is lif ( ’*o other alternative. Some things are priceless, chief among

Inch is hfe ami hberty. A freeman is not for sale or hire.
“Onfo'f aUU ' 11|е Anarchists of using or advising the use of force; it is false, 
of snci^f'0’1’ i°Wn ]n30Uth you 8,and condemned.” The present existing state 
eanitMl-'a? .1S l'1,lon and maintained and perpetuated by force. This 
wpvp not i* 111 1 Uil We liaVe today would not exist twenty-four hours if it • 
N - . И ' ®Set iei by the bayonets and the clubs of the militia and police.

о tn, It would not! Now, sir, we object to this. We protest adjust it.
i ■ att'use ue’ or 1*1е Prosecution here accuses us, of thatveiy thing 

Which they themselves are guilty of. It is the old, old story of ЛЗвор’е fable, 
ie am > staining in the water and the wolf above him; he looks up; the 

wa er ias run down, the wolf stands above him; he looks down there toward
le am >, am says, “ Ho, there! you are making the water muddy.” The

° .)St ,U 'C'’ ^*-v f'dend, 1 am below you, in the stream.” “That doesn’t 
fUI ’• )OU aie n'y meat’ anyhow.” And he goes for him and eats him up.

iat is just the way of the capitalist toward the Anarchist. You are doing the 
very t nng you accuse us of, and against which we protest. Now, any institu­
tion t at is based upon iorce is self-condemned ; it does not need any argu­
ment, in my opinion, to prove it.

I he political economy that prevails was written to justify the taking of 
something for nothing; it was written to hide the blushes of the rich 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 
( espoil the people; they who love power and hate equality; they who domi­
nate, 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 fiis 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.
Q. “ Do you believe in capital punishment, or hanging for murder?”
A. “ I do not.”
Q. “ Do you believe in self-defense? ”
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A. “Yes, sir.”
Q. “Then, don’t yon believe that society has a right to protect itself?” 
A. “Not to take life.”
Challenged for cause by Mr. Ingham.
Now, you see that this is proof positive that the capitalistic system is up­

held by force, is perpetuated by force. Lawyer Ingham calls it in a generic 
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 the fellows 
who run society, to live in, and furnish them with fine clothes and nice wines, 
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 bene­
fits. That is the society to which my friend Ingham refers.

Now, we do not want to obey—we Anarchists; we do not want to obey 
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 be slaves to them, and by 
golly, they are going to take our lives because we do not want to obey them ; 
because we are Anarchists, for Anarchy simply means disobedience. Now is 
that noFmfamous—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 honor, what is government but violence? What is it? Force. 
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 ques­
tions the law, of course nothing is said about the club or 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 force, to drive the workers 
into submission, and “ protect” society. Thus labor is enslaved by law. Oh, 
you sly rogues ! Oh, you sly fellows! Why, it is you who cause the working­
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 hat and cap merchant. He 
took a seat in the box. In reply to the question whether he held any preju­
dice against Anarchists, Communists, and Socialists, he said: “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
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Now, Judge Gary, in his ques- 
Nowr, that is Anarchy, pure

“ Yes, sir.”
A Gorney Poster—“ Do you believe in railroad pools? ” 
A- г es, sir.”

, He was laughed out of the court room.
tions to this man, teaches us individualism.
and simple.

The ( ourt Do you take that from any short-hand report?
Mr. Parsons—Yes, sir.
т/' * ioste,~ I *'at ’8 true, so far as the answer of the witness is concerned. 

ie ( ourt It don’t sound like anything I would say.
Mi. Parsons Do you believe in individualism, every one, whether capi­

ta ist or laboier, acting for himself, do you? Your honor, I took that down 
a t ie time you said it. I did not take it from the short-hand reports.

The Court—I don’t care. Go on.
?dr. Foster —\\ hat I have reference to is what the juror answered.
1 he ( ourt—My own language is cited there. I don’t remember it now, 

but it is of no consequence. Go on.
Mr. Parsons If every one acted for himself, as the judge says, that 

would be liberty, and liberty is the end of authority, of government and of 
statute laws.

July 13. Juryman Reed, a State street music dealer. Attorney Ingham 
says: “ If the prisoners are guilty you want them convicted; and if they are 
innocent yon want them acquitted, do you not?” Then, “ can’t you listen to 

address of albert r. parsons.

Grinnell'though И (Г* An®rchy’ Communism, and Socialism. You see, Mr. 
jury, wouldn’t it l.p 11 оп1У set that man—that kind of a fellow—on the 
the question A f н lne He doesn’t want that kind of a man asked
thing—he knew н . t ti at WaS against a11 thia 8ort of stuff and this kind of 
that held such ideap1 г к1П<1 °f * 1ПаП would be 80,id for hanging a man 
could havp r.h- 1 1 r eu,,Pose that was his idea; I don’t know what else he 
eb.rge Of mardèr Th Mr' <irin"eI' aaid in ,hat connMti™: “ ™= ia a 
her this, gentlemen ^.Ue8tl°" of A»archy is here too much.” You remem- 
because they are An», a/e„her,e t0 try these men for murder, and not 
you. That wa M oh’Sts. This was the second day of the trial, mind 
men if thev ‘ 11 inned : but he was careful to ask every one of the jury­
movement ■ if f)1?' 8ymPathy, to ask them if they were in favor of the labor 
a trades unin i" ‘ members °f a labor union; if they were members of 
case before tl ХвГУ par^cu*ar dnd that out—and in arguing the
on trial *ie аП(1 hi0 a98l0tant8 finally declared that Anarchy was

trial and that was the thing we must he convicted of.
П. r,. braves was a railroad superintendent.

labor O1 g-m i'zaHong0?1^086*1 ^а1)°Г nnions or Prejudiced against members of

descriptions ”IU ’ ' &m Opposed labor organizations of any and all

■I udge Gary inquired of him as follows: #
tnliat n ? ?U bebeve lu individualism—that is, every one, whether a capi- 
Ноп?”Га a >ОГег’ac^ng ^or himself, do you—you are opposed to combina-

A.
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the testimony fairly and impartially and decide whether they are guilty or 
innocent?”

Juryman Reed said:
“ When they do not teach a doctl-ine that undermines the law, that don’t 

break the law, then there is no objection to the labor organizations. There 
could not be any. I have a prejudice against any man w'ho seeks to under­
mine the social and political laws of the country. I am a Freethinker.”.

Now, this man condemned us to death, because we seek to undermine 
the social and political laws of the country. He is a Freethinker; we 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 burn witches 
and condemn religious heretics to death. The right to free thought has been 
acquired after a century of bloodshed 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 you ought to be free, but you have 
no right to be free.” To compel me to work and to suffer for your benefit, 
and then console me with the assurance 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 yon wonder that I am an Anarchie.?

I will read from the .Alarm 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 America—Facts for Fathers and 
Mothers to Consider.” Then follows a two column article in the New York 
Evening Telegram, a capitalistic newspaper, descriptive of the life of the sew­
ing 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. 1 will 
read a short extract as follows:

“ It must be confessed that the outlook for labor in all its branches of 
industry is most discouraging, ami revives the idea of that terrible story in 
Blackwood, where a prison of iron has 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 always increase in greater ratio than the 
amount of employment forthem. These items alone would, if not counter­
acted by some system that is vital, reduce the working class in time to a con­
dition far worse than slavery. In fact, slavery 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 nation­
ality, it stands front to front today with the wonderful problem of civilization. 
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ofwomZn^K 8tri и“8 8i.r18 81 VVaUatik,fl 8hirt faCtory is not ОП1У th« cause 
of womanhood throughout the world; it is also the entering wedge for the 
great problem, ‘ What are rights of labor?’ It must be obvious to every sen- 
not wonrfhTgre88,.nan. an<1 tO.e.Ve,y dabbler hl p0,itical есопотУ that life is 
not worth ivmg when honest girls cannot support themselves bv sixtv hours 
h ti eT f Г;1 18 Klle tO prate ftbOUt the great lawe Of 8ирр1У and demand

1 the face Oi this present fact that an honest girl, who works ceaselessly 
roughout the week, has not enough wages to pay for her board and clothes

In America we change conditions and right wrong by inquiry. In Europe a 
social revolution is brewing, however, before which the great revolution of 
France will pale. ’

1 merely quoted thia article in order to show that class ot people who are 
crying out that our grievances are imaginary-that these grievances are facts- 
not imaginary.
of ’в1г?07 V°me 1°.City o£ OhicaS°- T«k* the management 
of the political aBairs of the city, your honor. They are noted for their politic- 
the nol“P ' • Take l’ohcen,e"-no"". I 'Io not abuse the policemen ; 
the pol,ceman is a workmgman the same as 1 am. X.)w, a man's standing on 
he d«bce force, „. ,, notorious, depends entirely upon his ability and his wilh 

in The “Ud Cl"b °ften-hlt cv«y'lli”S that comes along and drag it 
in. lhe policemen have to get their positions through the aidermen It is 
опте Zth i‘ ' haVe 1О> Uae COnUPt meth°da t0 d° it’ and lvh<!" 11 I« 
once on the force, nnag.ne how subject he is to his higher officials. Whatever

e „Un"0', аП ? T 6 'm'St d°' He mUet Obe-V' 1 ™“=t d<> it =r 
I btamè at al!8 1OT ь "Ot !ame “,С POliCe- “ is not the i-'iividuals that 
Г, “ “ alL, .taay here’ ae 1 aaid at the Haymark,rt-it is not individuals, 
h nes tlT"1 et ma". h-it it is against the system that produces these

tilings 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 this country a good while ago. My friend Neebe 

iere is the descendant of a Pennsylvania Dutchman. He and I are the only 
two who had the fortune, or the misfortune, as some people may look at it-I 
• on t know and 1 don’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 
gieat great grand-uncle with Washington at Braddywine, Monmouth and 

al ey borge. I have been here long enough, I think, to have rights guaran­
teed at least in the constitution of the country. I am an internationalist.

My patriotism covers more than lhe boundary lines of a single State ; the 
world is my country, all mankind my countrymen. That is what the emblem 
of the red Hag signilies; it is the symbol of the free, of emancipated labor. 
The workers are without a country. In all the lands they are disinherited, 
and America is no exception. The wage slaves are the dependent hirelings of 
the rich in every land. They are everywhere social pariahs without home or 
country. As they create all wealth, so also they fight every battle, not for 
themselves but for their masters. There is an end to this self-degradation. 
In the future labor will fight only in self-defense and work for itself and not 
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for another. Every government is a conspiracy to enslave the laborer.
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 of 
commercialism: profit and loss; meum et teum, and this trains every man to 
be a liar 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 
succeed 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 un­
derstood something about this question ; they would have considered the mat­
ter quite differently. They would, at least, have given our side a fair chance.

ГЬе coal monopoly has been touched ujion. Why, the capitalistic papers 
of Chicago say: ‘ Strangle it.” That is what Fielden said on the Haymarket. 
I he trouble is that the moment this thing is touched yon sling 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 her children as much as 
air and fire ami water are; it belongs to the people alone, as Socialism main- 
tains and will consummate, even if this court should carry out and baptize in 
blood an a tempt on the part of the people, peaceablv and lawfully and con­
stitutionally, to do and accomplish this result. I say these coal monopolists 

ra?.e T 6ft:? Centsaton'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 met again and advanced the 
price of 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, ami 
practically put a tax for this prime necessity of life upon the peonle west and 
east, and turned the hundred thousand miners out Unfreeze 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 Mis­
souri, and among the places I visited were the coal mines. I went down into 
the mines. I saw the manner in which this coal >
They dig up the coal out of the ground ■ they briny it / ' а'ГН? ,°П‘
call the screening. There are severa kind о^оа?₽^ к Гн ° i 
the nut, and the screenings. Now the screening? 1UmP’
which falls through a certain sifter’, or selve, and^mong'iMsTe dusTliHle 
lumps of coal an inch and a half to three г Z, '
stitutes, the miners tell me, about „„«-fourth of a ton'toLh'ton WeH The

State,, and when I returned home, I Z hmd nn I th™nghoUt the 
enough to buy a ton of coal at once. I had to buy n v" 1 i "Г'
I paid 10 cents a ecuttle for coal that winter, and the co" thaИ 3 wae 



ADDRESS OF ALBERT R. PARSONS. 117

ton ят>а f ,n"IK . Lua wll*c11 the miners did not get a cent for. It cost me $9 a 
who sav t 'l' i'11." ГЯ not get a cent for it. And yet there are people here 
them. ' Ia " se £r*evance8 are imaginary, and that there is nothing in 
тя.?«е11, П?Ц ’ *iere iS a niee thing to be read in this country", in this age. A 
I or 1 41^ 'У I ' «Ie"e<1. fche other day by the Chicago papers. His name was 
health '° ’ 1“inister of the Russian navy, traveling in America for his 
Hep-1- ■ “ r9 ni'nister, this master of the czar’s council, met the reporters. 
An a>|8-\ axe you hanged your Nihilists?” referring to the condemned 

a" 118 e- * hi being told that all were condemned and in prison, but they
У\е nO hanged, he expressed the hope that the execution would take 
p ace a an t aily day, and strongly discountenanced any delay in the matter.

a on ioieigners you fellows that are talking about foreigners; I think 
ia is a pretty good one. You are going to hang these men on this theory, 

recauee t iey are foreigners. Actually it was made a point to the jury—urged 
upon le juiy by the State’s attorney—that we were foreigners, and that we 
were losti e to the great and glorious institutions of our America. “They were 
no orn iere ; and they actually tried to make the jury believe that none of 
"f8 Г t >Oni lie,'e tliat °f 118 were imported ; and it did sway that jury ; 
1 1 iaxe its effect upon that jury. Now, here comes this fellow from the 
czar s dominions.

He says, Gentlemen, that has been a good job ; carrv it out; don’t give 
them any show 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.

lam only a “ kicker.” I object, I say “No! take your yoke off my neck, 
take it oft, 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 oft 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 expect to have any of their “imaginary” grievances, as it were, 
remedied or rectified.

Now, your honor, 1 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. 1 believe you used language something like that. I have gone 
into this matter as extensively as I have for the purpose 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 say 
outside of the matter or mere record of the trial. Now, before I conclude on 
this point of extenuation, I want to read an editorial in the Chicago Daily 
News of September 25 What is this? Is it October? *

* [Note—I was greatly exhausted from physical and meatal exertions, having spoken 
two hours the day before and over four hours consecutively that day, tt-e judge denying 
me a short respite at noon. At many times during the speech the judge 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 Yoik has also a meaning 
for the so-called capitalistic class of this community. A brief summary of the 
inception and progress of the Anarchists’ movement, which terminated at the 
Haymarket on the 4th of May last, will make this clear.

“Following the great railroad strikes of 1877 came the failures of savings 
banks; the unpunished defalcations of the trustees of the poor, and the enor­
mous immigration, increasing competition for work and bringing with it a 
large element of the victims of Bismarck and of Bismarck’s servility, soured 
with hfe and ready for desperate deeds. Under such inauspicious circum­
stances 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 which elected Frank Stauber to the city coun­
cil from the fourteenth ward.” I was a prominent actor, your honor, in all of 
this matter that has been related here in the Netos.

“Stauber was subsequently re-enforced by the election of Alpeter in the 
sixth ward and another one in the fourteenth and Chris Mayer in the fif­
teenth, while the Socialistic labor candidates for the fifth and seventh wards 
were only defeated by a small majority. Alpeter and Stauber and his col­
leagues refused all overtures from the ring which then as now controlled these 
politics I hey 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 the city election following a Ha- 
giant violation of the ballot box was perpetrated in the sixth ward by ‘Cab­
bage Ryan, through which Alpeter was defrauded of a seat, and the offender 
was sheltered from pumshment, his case being dismissed without a hearing in 
some manner. This was followed the next year by the breaking open of Hie 
bv'w1/-, 8e<;Ond P’47,,,C; °f thre fourteenth ward and the fraud and perjury 
by winch Stauber was kept out of his seat for twenty three months fraud and 
perjury which were condoned by the courts. It was upon the same Z and 
at the same election that Cullerton succeeded by a suspicious maj iritv <.f not 
over twenty votes over a Soc.alist by the name of Bauman, and the council 
practically denied the contestant an opportunity to present his rights One 
о these rauds was Perpetrated in the interest of the Republican party the 
other in the interest of the Democratic. The i ecord need« . . „ ,
it is no small wonder that the party was driven from th ■ f I i <'ОП‘1,"еП ’ but 
with the rascals of both the other parties ' ПП‘Ые ‘° C°pe

Then he goes on to show that it was such things as thi« thar к rt 
about ДоагеЬу and produced the Haymarket affair; brought that at air »boo 
—that is, he is assuming, your honor that wa ti,Q 7, L,,ai ai,air aDoul 
victed by the jury, are goilty of that t'hing „hiéh w,“p'ètdЙ 
deny. But even U true, the «.liter of the Ve„, allege, tha,7b ? and
hating circumstances: that there was someone else conn ■ '"'V" ' Xte"' 
responsibility, even though we were personally guilty of the off7„7' X "'“Г“1 
the idea of extenuation, Mayor Harrison, about three week« “7
“How do you like iheverdietinthe Anarchist <a™? we?,’ ?7 7 
to taik about it. We have punished these pe„ple who vioiat^d 7.7
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Why^thaTwe8^ an effecT M 6 ‘’’"n What t“®811’y0Ur bonor? 
a funny doctor tha| ° ’MayorHarr,soneay=weareaneffect. Now it is 
would never get rid of (17 г g° Ь° tO CUre the effect of a ,lisea8e- You 
cause. The mavor J нd,8eatie',wouId У««? You never would touch the 
this here as an extenn^;116 C У °f Chlcago aay9 we a,e thti efft;ct. I submit 
trial. The mayor said • C1'cuuistan,:e« and aa a P»rt of my plea for a new 
ple-there is no doubt about* that*8 V d*6^ontent among 'he working peo- 
тец’в clubs We havl 7 ’ СаПЦ°1 be CUred with bulletB or Police-
the thinking men the8 la:"0?-6 "7' th® U6k tbat 18 beforo 
working people have eas m t “I ^®1"® 18 П° d°Ubt but that tho
tion in the interest of the I dlSeOntented a11 over the country. Legisla- 
no law making for the lah^-8 cor|poratlone and lhe monopolies is the fact, and 
discontented v 'abonng classes. That is what makes the laboring man

ChaDge 611 that’ and legi81at0ra mil8t be eI-ted who 
rise up in Lobs some darP7at77’ °Г ? The peoplti
that would be the ®7^ and wdl have to be 8ubdued with the bullet, and 
cisely what I have Ja4 l T g10venlmeut•,, W, your honor, that is pre- 
I have ever said-7,' ’ perhapa a thousand times. That is all
legally guiltv on fl g° ,mdi tefcCh Harn80n—brin8 him here. He is as much 
that there »re extennL7 1 ЯШ aftern0°n- 1 °ffer tbat ati 
which we den v' Mavn^H rCUn,stance8’'9ven though we be guilty as charged,
workiib, neonip' k* 1 5 Harr,80n says there is “wide discontent among the 
No> Van^ and Piemen’s clubs.”
hangingT? C°Urt 11 think8 that that di8content can be cured by

not lonLaL)1<>ngüVeniO1iOf и1’8 State—Governor Oglesby. He made a speech 
did he Lean? ' г7П0}Р° Г И® baid tbat We 8lood upon a 80cial volcano. What 
this box here t i '7 made lhat remark at the Haymarket he would be in 
at he И 7У’ tUrned °Ver t0 tbe H be happened to be
iunc ion nV1“8 L meeting and made that remark-if there had been a con- 
such would hraCUU: T6 7LiCh W°Uld haVe br°Ught Ыт to tbe Haymarket, sucn would have been his fate.
UaoNOne7f, 1Ьг® теП Were ever arrested before, not one of us; and I never 
« as 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 
»"sno a hl’ ,nt“1Ugent' aprigbt' b^o^ble, decent workingmen; there is not 
a spot, a blemish, nor a single stain against any one of the eight.
wishingaV° tbl 1 Gilmer and Bl,rnett matter- Г> a8 a man here on trial 

hing to know what your decision is to be with reference to my having a 
C'da<e O prove my innocence, being convicted upon the testimony of a man 
hke ,ilmer offered the man Burnett as an offset to Gilmer. He was unim- 
I cached No onequestioned his veracity. He stood here as an honest man. 
j- liner did not. lhe State’s attorney, in his eagerness to produce this result 

m , 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
dure were reversed on this trial. Instead of being considered innocent until 
our guilt Was established, we have been held guilty unless we could establish 
our innocence. 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 clearly demonstrated 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 inter­
views with him for the express purpose of having him identify Schnaubelt’s 
picture and fasten the deed upon tichnaubelt. 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 alley.” Now, Burnett’s testimony contra­
dicted 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 man, 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 subornation 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 had been in Gilmer’s company the night of May 
4, at another place, and that Gilmer was not at the 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 intimidation, or by some 
other means, I don’t know what, he induces them to retract their sworn state­
ment. Wasn’t that a scaly transaction, worthy of the villainy and corruption 
of the detective department?

Your honor, I have got what would take me an hour and a half, possibly 
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 2 o’clock—it 
is now 1 o’clock—I don’t think I could get through under two hours. Still, if 
your honor insists, I am ready to proceed.

The Court-I do not think 1 am under any obligation to have repeated 
adjournments of the court for the purpose of listening to the reading of news­
papers or disquisitions upon political economy, the question only being in this 
case, whether the defendants killed Mathias Began. 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.
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a new trial, by8а виеоепя^пп 1 T proPO8in8 to show you here that by 
establish our innocence- th. ■ i6 Jni ^ment ап^ sentence of death, we can 
I am offering this. Ym?i' W at * am ProP°8iuë here to do; that is why 
labor papers to prove that w . epeeches and read many articles from our 
an’s) death.” Now sir Л 801 Cau®e8 at work which did end in his (Deg- 
mony taken from the speeches ind ,°Wlng y°U the УвГУ 8ame k‘nd °f te8ti" 
not we “set causes at work «1 ."^^P61?0 0f monopolists that they and 
the world to judge if our tPHf 'U ' l.ld end iu his death.” And, sir, I leave 
than is your testimony against u2' a^m8t them is uot a8 strong or stronger 
I cannot get witnesses in l 7 cour8e lfc is not sworn to; it cannot be. 
that is the purpose I Ья™ • tO SWear them- 1 cannot 8wear to it myself; 
newspaper articles sworn t" ' v' Bul you did not have our speeches and 
these I put the utteran ■<>« / °П t0°k them £°r Sranted- Now. 8ir> against
my long review of the labor n|ew8paper articles of the monopolists. Now, 
having your honor и 1Ui8 f°r the expre8S PurP08e of
labor movement- that vm‘ m°tlVeS were actuating us in this 
reasons for ’n h / grievances; that it had
as we are charged by some üntl & °f mere peeviöh di6content,
workingmen are h™ • . llnlxlnS People, or that the grievances of the
interest in this matter a8 a leged by those PeoPle who do not feel any 

“ WhetheTtbe^Vf16 “о£’°П for a new trial> Уоиг honor used this language: 
thrown* o;th! tmb n °ra,:y °f them’ did participate or the 
1 need to consider I . °П - T ing В of the 4th of May is not a question which 
jury were not inÂf ■ n]lfctruction8 did not go upon that ground. The
cipated in the tl ,Ucted to find them guilty if they believed that they parti- 
ofTat omb оУГТк \ ' b°U,b- °r entioura^d or advised the throwing 
sort ThTconviT kT ge that И WaS t0 be thr0Wn’ or aaylhinS of that 
actual narti • . а,оп has not gone upon the ground that they did have any 
! Td und!r th!" TTCt WhiCh CaU6ed the death °f Degan’ but upon the 
adTed atarJe О 1Па£гисВоп8> that they had generally, by speech and print, 
Place to t m !na i ,СОт^11 тПП1еГ’ and had left the occasion, time and 
tmUhat n T T ’ Whim and Caprice o£ the iodividualB so advised; 
t.v i someb.TUe!1C3e °f ™ pUr8uanC8 of and ^uenced
Now’iHhaHan ! ” did й1го^ ,he bomb that caused Degan’s death,
to a new tHa T & С°ГГеС1 РПИС1р1е °f laW’ tbeu the defendants are entitled 
law booksof « с« fa86 18 "1,bout Precedent. There is no example in the 
!n th h stL V Of > . No 8UCh occurrence has eve,- happened before
admit th-it 5 i ‘e '17 1 ’ N0W’ y0Ur honor’ you’ by these words, frankly 
a Imit that we have not been convicted for any act done, but simplv because 
that uTh T e ando£ opinio118 expressed. I am, therefore, showing you 
tl a that bomb was hurled by labor’s enemies at the instigation of the monop- 
!npri1’v d n° i 7 U8‘ The,r sPeeches> their utterances, their newspapers 
thP !?Umkled аП advi8ed by “8peech and Print” just such things Did 

iey not. then are they not the guilty perpetrators? The question, to use 
your honor s language, is ” uot whether they did it with their own bands, but 
whether they (the monopolists) set causes at work which did end in the Hay­
market tragedy.” 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 carry on production and consumption by means of a sys­
tem 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 de­
prived, 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, “ Social­
ism 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 indefinitely. 
Socialism is simple justice, because wealth is a social, not an individual prod­
uct, and its appropriation by a few members of society creates a privileged 
class—a class who monopolize all the benefits of society by enslaving the pro­
ducing 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 1 did, but it is for what 1 be­
lieve. It is what I say that these men object to. The verdict was against 
Socialism, as said by the Chicago Tinies the day after the verdict.

“In the opinion of many thoughtful men the labor question has reached 
a point where blood-letting has become necessary,” says the Chicago tron- 
Monger.

“ 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 So­
cialistic 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 more familiar words, as used heretofore by the Times, “other working­
men 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 sailor?,” 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 Social­
ists,” 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. Socialism aims at the death of no 
man nor the destruction of property, and the capitalistic press lies, and they 
know it, when they make such chargee against Socialists. They lie about us 
in order to deceive the people; but the people will not be deceived much 
longer. No, they will not. The monopolist organs of our cities have advised 
hand grenades, strychnine, arsenic and lead instead of bread, for the unem­
ployed and those seeking to better their condition, long enough. It is time
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for this to etop. When will it sfnn? r
“ What man is there of vnn < i т •the 8ermon on mount Christ said: 
him a stone, or if he shsli « i 7 °o “ 1118 8on eha11 ask him for bread, will give 
therefore, whatsoever J« м WiU give him a 8er₽eDt? AI1 things, 
unto them.” It was, howAVAr , that ™en ehould do unto you, do ye even so 
of the Christian era in tho f°r the cIo8e of tbe ninefceenth century,
of the Chicago Tnbune, to permit tn Ьк the ed'tOr and ProPrietor
a tramp ”-an unemployed and Ь ■£aK ’ ,nnrebuked’in hi8 PaPer: “ When 
put strychnine or arsenic on it V, 8tarvmg laborinS man-“asks you for bread 
others will keep out of the no' W*' nOt trouble Уоп апУ more, and 
said by a law-and-order ul- ••• ‘g iboihood-” 1 suppose, your honor, this was

I* . - ^***006#
a bomb and kills a scorl 8t.an<i8’ Proc!aims to the world that he who throws 
works to organize labor and , T 18 While he who BPeaks or writes or 
any organization to attack anvlX 7h e,"°Ve~becauee 1 deny the charge of 
nor maintain it—to neaceahl ‘ У ’ Pr0°f d°e8 not 8how nor SU9tain it, 
in danger of dungeons and of thTsca^fold6 ^P'6’8 di8COntent is
to theV<laboTmovementPOwtO U|'i°n ^1ГУ’ SW°re that he was an епетУ 
labor. Not satisfied with P'?JUt ic< tl aëainet the idea of Socialism or free 
perjury and otheHnhuman °f re8°rted *°
in an interview in the New Yoi I-' & Convictlon- A lew days ago,
Mayor Harrison said • “ Pi i Л ' тЖ°ГМ and C°pied 111 the Chi(,ago papers, 
heartiest сХХп ba " Hke to 8ay there ba8 been tlm
without me he would never'have be t0 laSt’ f°r
which I did that which if it had 1 Г" e ° get Certam evidence t0 obtain 
the throne of Victoria- ha i Г ™ the City°f L°ndon’ would uPset 
with safety was done here • be ^L1C?-T ? Ь® d°Ue Ш П° monarchical country 
ant of the people I did nreei taU8f in 111 sympathy with the people as a serv- 
would sustainP somethin f 1 Pe°ple Wanted done and
your honor th’prp g which, if wrong, they could easily rectify.” Now, 
ы“ them Su nendeJrOn8S .d°ne he™' The '"“ум «°-
here is the officer lid’' T” fceintence- Glve ua a chance in a new trial. Now, 
unlawful means in theClty’ Wh° frankIy admits that he employed
Has this court has гГ аЛ1?!8*1 П8’ because the People wanted him to do it. 
in order to convict i-is? h® S 6 а«огпеу and the police done the same thing
m oraer to convict us? Mayor Harrison refers to the arrest of persons the 
r™d inÄTd6earChd8 f h0me8 aDd PlaCea °£ bU8ine88 =,war- 
sonal liberty and ri J ^ie^aK. of con8tlfcutlonal and legal guarantees of per- 
thrmeetin7of 1 ««eWhlC:h d°ne by the police immediately after 
nielit in tliis nit У ’ 188/‘ A8proof of what he said> there followed that 
ing to Mayor II an e,a °f OffiiAial lawleeene88 in theRe respects, which accord- 
rnuntr? a Har3r:son* would not have been tolerated in any other civilized 
counh) m the world, and which if done in the city of London would have 
upset the throne of Victoria, and which the mayor said could not have been 
inalv frat? mo”archlcal C0UQtry with safety. The mayor’s confession is charm-

its ihertv 8 81gmdcanL Ie itlhen true that in this land, which boasts 
of its liberty, private right can be more safely disregarded in obedience to pub-

clamoi than in any other civilized country? Is it true that the ruling, the
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moneyed class can set aside the law with impunity? Is it true that we are 
in an era 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 that the processes which resulted in this verdict were as illegal as those 
original proceedings against us were high-handed, unauthorized, and uncon­
stitutional, as confessed by the mayor? Is it true that the verdict itself is the 
result of the same public sentiment which sustained the unauthorized, unlaw­
ful conduct 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 Au­
gust, 1886, the day following the verdict, at the conclusion of the trial, Captain 
Michael Schaack, who is credited with manipulating the evidence against us, 
made a statement which was sent out by the Associated Press as follows: He 
was asked if the 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.” “Will 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 
the verdict of yesterday? No, sir, a thousand times, no I Every prisoner 
would have gone free. Every reporter who came to me got nothin-' I was 
making up the evidence, piece by piece, little by little, putting it where it be­
longed. 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 attor­
ney claimed throughout 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 
attention to the declaration of Schaack: -No, sir, a thousand times no 1 Every 
prisoner would have gone free bad 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 thal 
,f the accused persons had known what evidence was to be brought a-ainst 
them they would have brought evidence that would have been snincient to 
acquit them a thousand tunes "over. Here, then, is an explicit confession 
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 his case, said 
that he had nothing to conceal; he was going to be fair, and square and
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the middle of the triaM'' t g.°ing to tel1 us what he wa8 going to prove, and in 
thing to us, and that ' UP this man Gilmer, a wholly unexpected 
nected us with MathiasV?- 1 16 Up.°n whiuh hun8 the thread which con- 
was brought about Th, aDd the in8trumentality by which the verdict 
anything „„d then co™ealed 2 ““"T “° WM to ю™=а1

Now, your hon *■ 1 6 V®ry t^mg that was material.
us at the trial this ru '18 confe88ion that certain testimony was sprung upon 
wa. given n, to Шае„Тг‘T. ™а‘аП™' Whm earthl>'

"been acquitted a tlmn ’ ‘ i r aptain Schaack’s admission, that we would have 
been perm tied n . OVer’ “ Te had k“»w“ evidence and then L».rtL =ommentiogOupr:n thi^ Ш еХР’а‘П r“ СОП'еВЗ*°П' М°П

would have aconift а'Пе ,tlling’ tIiat lle knew that there was evidence that 
Zee it but S U8 8 th°USand timea over if had been allowed to pro- 
ing this evident01*168 faCt that he was to° smart for 118 ; that by keep- 
into the tran • "• 8ecre f,om us aud the public he was enabled to bring us 
pose he refers ^tZ^’ <?U1 ll0n0r’ a traP which he and one other man—I sup- 
our conviction ate’8 attorney—had prepared for us, and thus secured

an conle8sion that Captain Schaack and one other man,
murder nf « C ’ 1 iem8elvea deliberately to work to procure the judicial
nocent in,?e'T lnnuc^nt men' men whom they declare themselves to be in- 
it? PUir i“’ чП04П bim and hie accomPlice to be innocent, then what is 
Ruch that *4 ’ ' IS по,Ь’пё else. Schaack’s confession that our evidence was 
ti *1 .peiImtted to be introduced it would have acquitted us a thousand 
ennviot?er’i le eqmxa]lent to a confession that it is true, and that to procure our 
mnra.-'e enp,)res8ion 01 this evidence was to procure the judicial 
until h< 1111101 ent men-, And this work, says Captain Schaack, is to go on 

ias a *e Anarchists in jail, hung, or driven out of the city.
our honor, I would like to make a remark right here. What stronger 

ем ence can be lequired to prove the infamous character of what are called 
our criminal courts? Evidently, the courts are criminal, whether the persons 

ie) (oiiMit ate 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 
le 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 sub­
orned, perjured liar, and the confession of this man Schaack is one that con­
cerns the American people. They are bound to take notice of it. This trial, 
youi lonor, 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 
gentlemen in this prosecution, and the government of the United States itself. 
The oppressions of which we complain are such as the government of the 
L nited States is responsible for, andisuch as many millions of people, in fact, 
nearly 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 tones 
than otheis, but all in tones that it will not do for any government, much lees 
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 
abundant 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 
Schaack. But the government which, in the opinion of the despairing mil­
lions, whose woes and whose miseries we voice here today—the government is 
responsible for their wrongs, but tbe 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 inno­
cent or whether they be guilty. The innocent will answer for examples as 
well as tbe guilty. “Away with them ! Victims are what we want,” say mo­
nopoly and corporations. So, being unable to discover the guilty man, the 
machinery is set 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 flag«.

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 
Unions. You say:

------ is no evi-
You say that our pur-

What 
were to charge us with

Your honor, you say, in overruling our motton lor â ‘neXi™that our 
purpose was •' the demolition oi the building,” to -• sack it ” Where is the 
proof? The article I have just read giving an account of the demonstration 
says .t was intended as a protest against the practices of these Zo^ists; 
that «as all. It was intended as a manifestation of the working n.-o, le’e dis­
content with the existing order of things; a protest avain-tt »Г ₽ f
the class whi9h the Board of Trade represents Now .*■ 1
testimony upon which you intend to deprive us o'f ou^ rv^Vn'liWM 
this the great crime for which we must suffer death ? Because we have held 

“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 
movement. There is evidence that he marched in the Board of Trade proces­
sion, 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 “rifle diet, police clubs, strychnine,” 
e c or to preside at mass meetings of workingmen? You say that the object 
^the Board of Trade demonstration was «‘th^ demolition of the building.” 
Who told you so? Where did you get your information? There is no evi­
dence before this court to that effect. Not a particle "
pose was “to sack the Board of Trade.” Ridiculous! Where did your honor 
get such an ide. from? There is no testimony he.e to that effect
right has your honor to assume what our motives 
intentions contrary to the proof? Now, sir, I deny it.
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such meetings, and made i
the action of the person whn'1'|Speec*,e8> У°« claim that we are responsible for 
law, then every dissatisfied wnrl^ Ь°тЬ &t the НаУгаагке1. If this is 
victed for the same reason KinSman and woman in America could be con- 

the jury were to’a largZ exu-n t "h Verdl,cL 1 wil1 admit one thing: I believe 
comes in and brings the .mr Up09ed upon- Now> when the State’s attorney 
filled with holes, and exhil>iL\garmentS °f the police- cl°tted with blood and 
these men were killed—what U garments to the jury—nobody denies that 
bad been killed? Nobodv \ d°ne f°r? To prove that the Policemen 
prejudice that jury, to н What WaS U done for? Ifc was done to 
when he closed his speech I '31 ]ПГу’and-in tbe 1апёиаёе of M>'-Grinnell 
»gainst these miserable wretches6 and'scoundrels^86 У°иГ

threw the bomb, and'^he“?6 П,аП’ SeUt by rnonoP°liet8, came here and 
the court room before the inrvT^ifarmentS ЗГе t0 be thrown around here in 
about the conviction of eiJt "" 1,1 1 16 purpo8eof steeling their hearts to bring 
another trial. ,Un°Ceut men‘ 1 aek У<>иг honor-I ask you for
claimed to tbe^urv • --The6^116^ nr’ 8™ПеП ПвСк and blood-8hot еУе8 ex- 
of these Anarchists ! ” Well l Г°18 iS 8tr°ng enOUgh tO bang еуегУ one 
mean enough to do so inst i- ’ ' '° 9аП 11 W38 n°t? But who would believe it 
victim simply because he^CaU8e The burly brUte rapee hia helples8 
bourgeoisie society is not itself hove ^0“8 en°Ugh t0 d° 6°- Th®
upon the proletariat in<1 ft ’ ;ev®r’ unle8a lfc commits wholesale outrages

The 1 Un v afterwards gloats over its victims.
in these United States" Hh0^’?011 °f thiS LaW 3nd °rder League
servators’ league nr 1 J organized in Chicago and called a con- 
have heard ofit and thUa °U' H 18 311 organization of big tax-payers, if you 
tend to permit H a 'r C°me °Ut 3nd ореп1У declare that they do not in- 
through the ballot Vbox Tl Labor and the workingmen to come into power 
here at the r n* , 18 their own declaration, made in the papers
furth:^  ̂ their reporte- Of C0Ur- 1 don’t know anything
a man who is n'nt m 1 tO ask.you thls Question, viz.: Don’t you think 
that—has an .1 a e tO COntro1 h18 bread—and you know what I mean by 
his vote? In nil C iance,t0 control his vote; not a very good chance to control 
ufthecounLveAГТ?®’ йопЧ У0« think those who control the industries 
that a man x > d nC.°ntr01 thö VOtes of that c°untry? Don’t you think
IhernatZ n° mU:V9e11 bi8 labor or ^rve will sell his vote when the same 
the econ< mi preeented 1 Doee Pohtics control wealth or wealth politics? Are 
out eco от f У Г aVed P°litiCally free? Y0Ur ho"01-’ ^ütical liberty with- 
rnan vpO f.re®dom 18 an empty Phrase. The wage slave is a political free- 
ai o'/ ‘ I8’ le .1S ree to сЬоо8е from among his economic masters the one who 
shad rule „and govern him. A choice of masters, that is all. So this “ Law 
ana order League proposes to control the ballots of their wage slaves.

1NOW, then, the Haymarket, what of it? I had been awav to Cincinnati. 
1 Tnt tO^1°c,nnatl Saturday night, May 1. I spoke there Sunday morning 
or ( mmg the day, at a great labor demonstration, an eight hour demonstra­
tion, a picnic ot the workingmen at Cincinnati. They sent for me to come 
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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, May 
4, and went home about 8 o’clock and saw my wife. I took a nap on the 
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. 1 spoke to them, addressed the meeting; they 
were anxious to organize, and I think we ought to do something to help those 
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 hav­
ing 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 so 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 Neuis about 12 o’clock, I believe, and it was in the Neus in the after­
noon of that day, not stating what the meeting was for, only it w’as 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 Haleted 
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 Hay­
market. 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 Times man and the Tribune man ; I forget their names.

“ Hello, Parsons, what is the news? ” says one.
“ I don’t know anything.”
“Going to be a meeting here tonight? ”
“ Yes, I guess so.”
“ Going to speak?”
“ No.”
“ 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 and 
there with my wife and two children, in company with Mrs. Holmes 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 
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I met 
we came up here together. I stood

men. It was about 8-30 ’ 1
there about half an hour?' \уСк When W® °Pened—1 guess it was. We stayed 
through with it a committe 6 8ettlet^ the business. About the time we were 
over there but Spies T1 came ^r°ni the Haymarket, saying : “ Nobody is 
God’s sake send somebod'v^6-18 an ®wful bi8 crowd> 3,000 or 4,000 people. For 
Well, we went there. Tl' UU r‘. over, Parsons; come over, Fielden.” 
together—all of us; my w? “‘Vi Wa8 adiourned and we ad went over there 
children, went over to" thé H. ^0*0368»lwo other ladies, and my two little 
behind the wagon from wliich tneet’ng* ^ud these ladies sat ten feet 

business under those comTr^*6 tI at a ПЗаП would g0 ^nto the dynamite-bomb 
It is beyond human nqint* !°nt8 ?nd th°Se circumstances? It is incredible.

Well, the next day-— ° ’eve 6ucb a thing possible, absolutely.
next day I saw that thev -. le ated on the witness stand all that I saw—the 
a shameful manner I i ' lagg*ng these men to prison, treating them in 
days; stayed there with . r 1 Went to Geneva- I11-, for a couple of
there a couple of days. Then Holmes- Then 1 went to Elgin, Ill.; stayed
I obtained emnlovmpnt 1 iere and went to Waukesha, Wis., where
mained for over seven wp8i,a carPenter and afterward as a painter, and re- 
I went to the snrimrR wh ^‘r’8 m Wauke8ha- My health was debilitated, and 
only a half a block from tT thlrety" The house I was working on was 
the pure air and th» e springs, and I needed the recreation and the rest, 
ing =f thlB; ™dea- When 1 saw the day flxed ,or the °pen-
mv duty to come for« Л ? 8 аП 1ппосеп1 nian, and also feeling that it was 
rades, and[ also8hare whatever fate had in store for my com- 
of labor the can«P rif г к ’? Ueed 011 tbe 8caffol<I> and vindicate the rights 
did I reiurnV IMr еГ1У’ and the r6,ief Of the oppressed, I returned. Sow 
state it I ran thp but will take time to relate it, and I will not
the St. Paul train 1 ™ent fr°m Wauke8ha to Milwaukee. I took
cago; arrived here at S •?) “°rning at.the Milwaukee depot and came to Chi- 
mv friend Mm л ° ’ 1 ®uppo8e»ln the morning. Went to the house of 
with her ’ T R . t me?t01^ "Ior^an street. Sent for my wife and had a talk 
render Ha r . t "0Г<1 i° ^aptain Black that I was here and prepared to sur- 
him ai th >aOk tO me “,at he ™ read3- to receive me. 
him at the threshold of this building and г • -
in the presence of this court. I have nothing, not even now, to regret.



Theiv Jbawt Woixlse on tlio Seaffold.

There -will Come a time When Our Silence will be More Power­

ful than the Voices You Strangle Today.—AUGUST SPIES.

Hurrah/or Anarchy !—GEORGE ENGEL.

Hurrah for Anarchy! This is the Happiest Moment oj My 

Life.—ADOLPH FISCHER.

Let me Speak, oh Men of America! Will you Let me Speak, 

Sheriff Matson! Let the Voice of the People be Heard! 

Oh--- —ALBERT R. PARSONS.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE.
On the night of Mav 4 irrr n ч-

Square in Chicago- there w. f meetlnK wae held on Haymarket 
being iaboring m^n ThZ bT.800 tO 11000 pe°pIe preeent’ пеаг,У a11 
tne^fUCwhiche^eral lab^’ the 'police' in

M a protest against allege”'polkTbrutllity^'116’1’ аП<1 ‘Ы5 тввйП8 Wa8 

until the crowdDbegan to dis' аП<1 attended by the таУог, who remained 
John Bonfield of th v ' Pe,se’and then went away. As soon as Capt. 
took a detachment efPO lePartment, learned that the mavor had gone, he 
d^persing the^ t. tPO11Ce and hUnied to the meeting for the purpose of 
meeting a bomb . *a leiuained’and ae the police approached the place of 
wounded many and killedееуе^аГ'“]6 Unkn°Wn per8on’ which exPloded and 
Mathias Т)а<уяп a . aexera* P°hcemen, among the latter being one 
Spie« Albert T> p ППтЬег of PeoPJe were arrested, and after a time August 
George En™ Lingg' Michael Schwab- Samuel Fielden,
of Mathias Degan° 't'i 18Cher and Oecar Neebe were indicted for the murder 
bomb and could ‘ i 'e proseculion could not discover who had thrown the 
men indicted ■ ° ling tbe really §uhty man to justice, and, as some of the 
it the пгпяр1101 tlie Haynmrket meeting and had nothing to do with 
were ffniltv f'1 1On xxas ^orced <o proceed on the theory that the men indicted 
vast utt гр?.т"1,еГ- ecauae wae daimed they had at various times in the 
advisin» ti ’ 1Л?г pn.nted mcendiary and seditious language, practically 
еяпяеи я I g. policemeD' of Pinkerton men and others acting in that 
D o-an " ’ 'V|U ‘‘У1 ^Ьеу were therefore responsible for the murder of Mathias 
. ’■ . , ‘e publ,c was. greatly excited, and after a prolonged trial all the

. 1 a" "ere ound guilty; Oscar Neebe was sentenced to fifteen years 
prisonmen and all of the other defendants were sentenced to be hanged.

mo»-8® aaS cafried to the Supreme Court and was there affirmed in the fall 
of 18</ Soon thereafter Lingg committed suicide. The sentence of Fielden 
and . clidal) was commuted to imprisonment for life, and Parsons, Fischer,

n.-' an< Spies were hanged, and the petitioners now ask to have Neebe, 
Fielden and Schwab set at liberty.

These\eral thousand 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 ground that, 
assuming the prisoners to be guilty, they have been punished enough; but a 
number of them who have examined the case more carefully, and are more 

AltgeZd s Reasons Jor Pardoning Fielden, 

Neebe and Sch/wab.
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familiar with the record and with the facts disclosed by the papers on file, 
base their appeal on entirely different grounds. They assert:

First—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 Court, 
both prior 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 defend­
ants, or else so determined to win the applause of a certain class in the com­
munity, 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 trial, and nothing has developed since to show 
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 laws could 
then be too severe. Government must defend itself; life and property must 
be protected, and law and order must be maintained ; murder must be pun­
ished, and if the defendants are guilty of murder, either committed by their 
own bands 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?
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 num­
ber of names drawn out of a box that contained many hundred names, as the 
law contemplates shall be done in order to injure 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 dangerous 
practice, for it gives the bailiff absolute power to select a jury that will be 
favorable to one side or the other. Counsel for the State, in their printed 
brief, say that Ryce was appointed on motion of defendants. While it appears 
that counsel 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 special bailiff, 
and he was 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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defendantsVou^d'lrivP tn Ataiu death ; that he was calliug 8Uch men aS th® 

on, and that when thpi, ,‘a enge PeremPtor*ly and waste their challenges 
such men яя thQ rchallenges were exhausted they would have to take 
that the defandaa, 6eCUtiOn Wan,ed- 11 “PP^rs from the record of the trial 
and they had to' V ^6'-6 Ol>1'ged to exhaustall of their peremptory challenges, 
that he wn« \ j'ny’ a'm°8t every member of which stated frankly
it appears that У-/101 .again8t ttiem- On page 133, of volume I, of the record, 
ants called aft» J **" -1 Panel was about two-thirds full, counsel for defend- 
preiudYced Ten O.ftheCOUrttothe fact that Ryce was summoning only 
2nin him! /Л8 1OWn by their examinations. Further: That he was 
etc / •, ,1'., *° Particular classes, i. e., clerks, merchants, manufacturers,
Rvce to anm °1 ' ' *‘n^ants then moved the court to stop this and direct 
commnnitv .ll»1|"n ' Ie ^lrors ^rom the body of the people; that is, from the 
take anv n f аП^ nOt frOm Particular classes; but the court refused to гаке any notice of the matter.
rpfprom.Qtl e pnrP°ee of still further showing the misconduct of Bailiff Ryce, 
most ren nade the affidavit of Otis S. Favor. Mr. Favor is one of the 
mone 1 1 U p ! and b?nora^le business men in Chicago; he was himself sum- 
he ha 1 ‘ 06 Я iuror’ but was so prejudiced against the defendants that
tcnr-p 1 ° 'e 1 U8ed’ and be abstained from making any affidavit before sen­
ke st )^eaU8® 1 e state’s attorney had requested him not to make it, although 

ос rea у to go into court and tell what he knew if the court wished him
( O so, and he naturally supposed he would be sent for. But after the Su- 

I reme ourt had passed on the case, and some of the defendants were about 
о e anged, he felt that an injustice was being done, and he made the fol­

lowing affidavit:
State of Illinois, )

Cook County. ) 881
, Olis S. Favor, being duly sworn, on oath says that he is a citizen of the 

mtt'i States and of the State of Illinois, residing in Chicago, and a merchant 
' oing business at Nos. 6 and 8 Wabash avenue, in the city of Chicago, in said 
county, that he is very well acquainted with Henry L. Ryce,of Cook county, 

inois, who acted as special bailiff in summoning jurors in the case of The 
^eop e, etc. vs. Spies et al., indictment for murder, tried in the Criminal 
Court of Cook county, in the summer of 1886. That affiant was himself sum­
moned by said Ryce for a juror in said cause, but was challenged and excused 
t lerein because of his prejudice. That on several occasions in conversation 
between affiant and said Ryce touching the summoning of the jurors by said 
Ryce, and while said Ryce was so acting as special bailiff as aforesaid, said 
Ryce said to this affiant and to other persons in affiant’s presence, in sub­
stance and effect as follows, to-wit: “I (meaning said Ryce) am managing 
this case (meaning this case against Spies et al.) and know what I am about. 
Those fellows (meaning the defendants, Spies et al ) are going to be hanged as 
certain as death. I am calling such men as the defendants will have to chal­
lenge peremptorily and waste their time and challenges. Then they will have 
to take such men as the prosecution wants.” That affiant has been very 
reluctant to make any affidavit in this case, having no sympathy with Anarchy 
nor relationship 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 jurois 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 
w'hen, as he was informed, application was made before Judge Gary for leave 
to examine affiant in open court, touching the matters above stated, this affi­
ant 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 
tor him, the record of the trial is against him, for it shows conclusively that 
he summoned only the class of men mentioned in Mr. Favor’s affidavit. Ac­
cording to the record, 981 men were examined as to their qualifications 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.

EXAMINATION OF JURORS.
William Neil, a manufacturer, was examined at length; stated that he 

had heard and read about the Haymarket trouble, and believed enough of 
what he had so heard and read to form an opinion as to the guilt of the de­
fendants, which he still entertained; that he had expressed said opinion, and 
then he added : “ It would take pretty strong evidence to remove the impres­
sion that 1 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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Q.
A.

hard or not.

Then the courttook Hm 1the^efeildante on the ground of being prejudiced, 
him to state that l i i- П 11аП^ and examine(1 him at some length, and got 
was overrnied C°Uld try the Case fairlr- Then the challenge

expressed anophnon “auufactu,er- Am prejudiced and have formed and 
He was ehail л . ’i ‘ opinion would influence me in rendering a verdict. 
О Ar» - n^et ■ °r c.ause’ ^ut was then examined by the court.

should be evidpn COnbClous 111 Уоиг °wn mind of any wish or desire that there
Р-e some of these

A. Well, I think I have.
against the dpfp’ аГ Pre8Sed by the conrt> he said that the only feeling he had 
he read чЪпп/н &П S Wa8 ba8ed U?°n having taken U for granfced that what 
juror the pffp t Wa8’ ln the main’ true 1 tllat he believed that sitting as a 
increased (ir H f.the, e^ldence either for or against the defendants would be 
on beimr «tin ’mi‘118hed by what he had heard or read about the case. Then 
I hone f"rther preesed by the court, he finally said: “ Well, I feel that 
these men ” gU1 ty °ne wil1 be discovered or punished—not necessarily 

fhat^tho A\e ‘V?U con8cious of апУ other wish or desire about the matter than 
that the actual truth may be discovered?

A. I don’t think I am.
lhereupon the challenge was overruled.

, George N. Porter, grocer, testified that he had formed and expressed an 
opinion as to the guilt of the defendants, and that this opinion he thought, 

on c ias ns judgement; he would try to go by the evidence, but what he 
nau 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 
cnange it. He was challenged for cause by the defendants; was examined by 
the court and said :

an opinion as to the guilt 
statements he had read and heard. 

It i^^dectdedoUion; yes8, Tir.^ defendant8?

Yes, sir D1 i8 l>letty weli made up now as to their guilt or innocence? 

It mivld h*6 к ai? tO chanSe your opinion?
ip. ап , I cannot say. I don’t know whether it would be

FIELDEN, neebe and SCHWAB.

would influence me in dpfprr»;«-
He was challenged bv n > a^8 getting at a verdict.” 

but the court then got him 6 ei,danta on ^be ground of being prejudiced, 
on whatever evidence he ok ° 1 'at be believed he could give a fair verdict
ruled. 1011 ( bear, and thereupon the challenge was over-
“ I was pointed out ,tnnthpea8tall°nary Ьи^пе88 with Skeen, Stuart & Co., said: 
a juror.” He then stated*-7^'1 f sberiff ЬУ my employer to be summoned as 
trouble, and had formp i 16 bad read and talked about the Haymarket

Q.
A.
Q.



136 altgeld’s reasons for pardoning

“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 case 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 defend­
ants’ counsel, 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 had 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 
hate very much to have it dissolved?

A. I would.
Q. Under these circumstances do you think that you could render a fair 

and 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 opin­

ion, 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 impar­
tial 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 don’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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A.

-------- ™,d case in court?lee.
l>o v)n believe that you can render a verdict in accordance with

Well, I don’t know that I could.
von Л - ------ -- you don’t know of any reason whyyou cannot, do you believe that you can’t?

A. I cannot answer that question.
Not yOU a bel.ief one Wfty or other as to whether you can or cannot?
the nnlxr и 1 yOU going to do but do У0’1 believe you cannot? That is 
week nr w iDU аГе nOt re(luired to 8tate what is going to happen next

, ee a ter’ but what do you believe about yourself, whether you can Ur Lail L.
A. I am about where I was when I started.
some more questious were asked and Mr. Gould answered :

e ’ Relieve I have gone just as far as I can in reply to that question.
f ' 1!9j que8tlon’ naked and simple in itself is, do you believe that you

can lairiy and impartially render a verdict in the case in accordance with the 
law and evidence?

A. I believe I could.
IT‘ning 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 you now have?
A. lou 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 II. 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 

} ou can—that you have sufficiently reflected 
■ you can fairly and impartially 

A. That is a difficult question for me to answer.
—J as to whether you can render, fairly and 
in accordance with the law and the evidence. 

-- г gone through a metaphysical examina- 
answer a question of this kind.

О Сйп~х,гхм ------JVe 1 can an8wer that question.
’ M T 1 a ,a'Ter Whether you believe you know?

"O Th/ ? that 1 6h0ald do the best 1 could.
—1л .. 1Ues 1011 ih whether you believe you could or not. I suppose, 

is that no man is to be convicted of any 
a reasonable doubt? provea that he is ёа1иУ
That is true.

HELDEN, NEEBE AND SCHWAB.

.Q. Now, do you believe that you can-that '

A. Tliat и a difficult
2-, n ell, make up your mind

render, a verdict iu accorc 
hnn ?en ?n bu8,ne8S possibly have not 
tion so as to be prepared to ■<

A- Judge, I don’t belie
A Tf г JV,,A u«ueve you Know
/) m, ‘ * °. ° tdat I should do the best I could.
У- The question is whether у ’ -

Mr. Gould that you know the law is tnat no man is 
beyord a re?1“ и charged’ unless the evidence 
neyonu a reasonable doubt9

A.
Q. The evidence heard in this
A. 4r
Q.

the law?
A.

1)0 y°u believe that ynu can’t—if

IjCannot answer that question.
Nnt o-i ‘ СП6 Wiiy ur ui,ber as to wnetner you can о
the ' Tr 111 JOU ai® ^oing to do it, but do you believe you cannot?



138 altgeld’s reasons for pardoning

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 believe the defend­
ants guilty, would yon believe your present opinion would warrant you in 
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:
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 handicapped 
in my judgment, sir.

Thereupon the court, in the presence of the jurors not yet examined, 
remarked:

Well, that is a sufficient qualification for a juror in the case; of course, 
the more a man feels that he.is handicapped the more he will be guarded 
against it.

W. B. Allen, wholesale rubber business, stated among other things:
Q. I will ask you whether what you have formed from what you have 

read and heard is a slight impression, or an opinion, or a conviction.
A. It is a decided conviction.
Q. You have made up your mind as to whether these 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.
He 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 prejudiced, but that he could lay 
aside his prejudices and grant a fair trial upon the evidence. On being fur­
ther examined, he said that some of the policemen injured were friends of hie 
and he had talked with them fully. He had formed an unqualified opinion aa 
to the guilt or innocence of the defendants, which he regarded as deep-seated, 
a firm conviction that these defendants, or some of them, were guilty. He wae 
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 
Haymarket 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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»Ithougb1 'l№OrXt^XfflX8dki.tedfaVhe was a relative of hie, 

. *g8 Were Perhapg different fr^ 6’bufc 0,1 account of this relationship his
s af,ef ? Verj atrong °Pinion 43 to Th W a i they W°Uld Jlave been’ and occa- 

ated to others that he believed h" T °f tHe defendanta. and that he had 
ter. He was challenged on th- ?6 had heard and read about tbe mat-
to a question from the prose -utfo T °t1prejudice> and then stated, in answer 
and impartial verdict, when the eh il*beheved that he could give a fair

Rush Harrison ;n tbAno n j leDge was overr»led.
iued at length ; stated tha" he h^^T6^ °f Ed6On Keith & Co ’ wae exam- 
mnoeence of the defendant- ,ad a deeP-r°oted conviction as to the guilt or

4 It would hav * * said 2
pretty deep-rooted, that opinion ’iV'1 Wlth me if selected as a juror. It is 
° evidence to remove it • it i ^П' would take a la,ge preponderance 
remove the opinion I now’possZ irt PreP°nderance of evidence to 
1 feel that these men are »ni]t„ 1 T ‘ke every other 8ood citizen doe8- 
opinion by general reports frn ’ dOn fc kn°W ууЬ’сЬ; we have formed this 
would take some very positivTT. newsPaPera- Now, with that feeling, it 
not guilty, if I 8houldyaPe - evidence to make me think these men were 
upon the testimonv I w.miT^ that 18 what I mean. I should act entirely 
me to do. Probably i wonl(1 ,„L aS the main evidence would permit

Q- But you sav hat T he te8timony alone.”
before you could consent to retn ' T’6 P08‘tive evidence of their innocence 

A- Yes I should « /eturn them not guilty.
Q. Well if tl ^anfc 8ome strong evidence.

then you want to convicVtb? evidence of their innocence was not introduced, 
A. Certainly. °f C0Ur8e-

judge proceeded to interrTTt^ T the,gJound of being prejudiced, when the 
he could try the case fairlvon th" ,gOt Ыю. to say that he believedoverruled. " a8e fairly on the evidence alone; then the challenge was 

expressed ор^опГап^^^П^ЬеТ^^ prehjudiced: had formed and 
when the court proceeded to LTT' WaS chalIenged 011 this ground, 
this question : mine him at length, and finally asked him

or failed to prove wHl ьТаЛТ <:Onvi<‘ty)n8 as to what the evidence proved, 
about the matter before? ‘ 8 fected by what anybody at all said or wrote

A. I believe they would.

“It is incomprehensible^oTe0’’0^3-1^ examined) exclaimed :
B. L. Ames <1^1 ? Th JUrOr waa reused.

formed and expressed opinions8 ТТТт that he WaS preiadiced; had 
grounds. Then the court exam’inei h" ( LT“1, Ыв WaS challen8ed on these 
that he could try the case fairlv T" T engtb; fcned 10 force him to say 
sisted in saying, in answer to tl ’ ’ tT rega^d to hie Prejudice, but he per- 
that he could sit as a iuror li t C°^rt 8 <lUe8tions, that he did not believe 
up his mind as о the Tilt° ’ tO eVideDCe and from that alone ™ak« 

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 was prejudiced; that 
this prejudice would ceitainly 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 hand, 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.”

Then 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 opin­
ion. I would stand by my opinion, however, and I think that the preponder­
ance of proof would have to be strong to change my 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’ inno­
cence with me.”

Then the challenge for cause was renewed, when the court remarked, in 
the presence of jurors not yet examined: “ Every fairly intelligent and honest 
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 he heard before.”

The court then proceeded to again examine 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 conclu­
sively 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 тацу said they had been pointed out to the bailifi" by their em­
ployers, to be summoned 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 almost every one, after having made these 
statements, was examined by the court in a manner to force him to say that 
he would try the case fairly upon the evidence produced in court, and when­
ever he was brought to this point he was held to be a competent juror, and
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ineo^e”dantt!lWere ObHged t0 exhaust their challenge, 
guilty °Urt that they Were Preiadiced and believed

on men who declared 
the defendants to be

THE TWELVE WHO TRIED THE CASE.
the '"°Г8 W1.,Om the "«re finally forced to accept, after
others я 1 g6S WtLre exhausted’ were of the same general character as the 
that thAv ]aUm?erOf1them 8tated Candidly that they were 80 Prejudiced 
was fl "nLOU ' iI1Ot 1ГУ the Ca8e fairly’ but each> when examined by the court, 
was finally mduced to say that he believed he could try the case fairly upon 
the evidence that was produced in court alone. For example:

lhke0d0re^nker*oneof the twelve: “ Am shipping clerk for Henry W. 
mg & 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 oi the crime charged in the indictment. I believe what I read and heard, 
and still entertain that opinion.”
verdict in8fhbat OPiniOn 8UCh a8 t0 Prevent У011 from rendering an impartial 

diet in the case, sitting as a juror, under the testimony and the law?
A. I think it is.
He was cha lenged for cause on the ground of prejudice. Then the State’s 

beblvci 1аП<1 ^е.С°и^ examined him and finally got him to say that he 
leved 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 defend­
ants’ counsel, and said:

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 ex­
pressed my opinion there; expressed my opinion quite frequently. My mind 
was made up from what I read and I did not hestitate to speak about it.” 
th t ‘ • Would y0U feel your8elf in апУ way governed or bound in listening to 
tne testimony and determining it upon the pre-judgment of the case that you 
had expressed to others before?

A. Well, that is a pretty hard question to answer.
He then stated to the court that he had not expressed an opinion as to 

>e 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 clerk for the North­
western railroad. I have heard and read about the killing of Degan, at the 
Haymarket, on May 4, last, and have formed an opinion as to the 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 it con­

nected them or they would not be here.
Q. So, then, the opinion that you now have has reference to the guilt or 

innocence of some of these men, or all of them?
A. Certainly.
Q. Now, is that opinion one that would influence your verdict if you 

should 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: “Ama 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 con­
nected 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 have.
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 opinion 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 facts 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
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ter, but permitted LT linfc refu8ed to Pa? апУ attention to the mat-
before this jury. " °n’ and then forced the defendants to go to trial

it is clearly show’n^ha'f8 ’’гГ,between the iudge and the State’s attorney, 
was pending, a charge woo hi ',/• 6 verd*ct and while a motion for a new trial 
that the attorney for the Sd*<0П’Ь that Ryce had packed the jury, and 
bearing on this point whmh\. Мг* FaVOr t0 refu8e to make an affidavit 
refused to take anv nnti. г•! defendants could use, and then the court 
was informed that Mr к'*- ° * nn'ese t,be affidavit was obtained, although it 
come into court and п>аь А'°г not make an affidavit, but stood readv to 
„ Tbeee facts alone ™ Г'6”6”1 ” ‘Ье C°Urt de8ired him t0 do в0' 
Favor’s affidavit was not i г (?Г executlve interference, especially as Mr. 
the case. e ore * ie Supreme Court at the time it considered

cent DECISION OF THE SUPREME COURT AS TO com­

petency OF JURORS.

case of the 1° me tO Ье е(1иаПУ conclusive. In the
the Supreme Court in « ' Ughhn’ known as the Cronin case, recently decided, 
law on this subject* sax-« аЬ1е and comPrehen8ive review of the

“ The holdin У6’ amOng °ther thing8:
where it is once сСя^х "i“8 otlier court8 is substantially uniform, that 
the tim, h" “ c‘Ik^to “ ““ 1ЬвГв ‘П ““ тМ °' ,he i=ror’ at 
merits of the case nr яя t a JUI? ,OX’ & ßxed and P081tlve opinion as to the 
to try, his statement ti ? the gu\It or lnnocence of the defendant he is called 
and impartial verdiet * ’ “.otwithetandin8 such opinion, he can render a fair 
tendency to Ltab^habCO ngtOthe IaW and evideTOe> haa li№. « 
sworn to have in his mind ‘ ThlS 19 80 beCaU8e the jnrOr wbo has
cence of the accused Ts nnt i P°SltiVe ОР,’П1°П Я8 t0 tbe guilt or inno'

“ it ia am i* 1 lmPartial, as a matter of fact. * * * 
opinion as to tlVn0ieeeh0'W’aoera 3Ur°r ha8 avowed a fixed and settled 
of his answer that he0“^ 8 gU\ ’ & Cf°Urt С$1П Ьв legaUy 8atiefied of the truth 
from that he ha« the render a fair and ’“Partial verdict, or find there- 
tion. * * * Qualification of impartiality, as required by the constitu- 

can reUmn ®lr.Cumstance8» ifc is idle to inquire of the jurors whether they
their Jmml d’mPa,itial Verdicte- The more a“’ positive were
impartial^ in con g"‘ т°Ге Certain they may be that they can act of imi nd t^1 at is Th 'I ln.g thr gUilty Party- Tbey gO int0 the box ™ a «täte 
the e sed eV ',eulated to give a color of guilt to all evidence, and if 
estabhshed m Г jt wiU be because the evidence has not
condemned Tn d У°nd a Г^80ПаЬ1е doubt’ but bet;ause an »ceused party 
Ted tribmia? h аПСе’ T Called UP°n tO eXCulPate him8elf before a Preju- 
O’ced tribunal, has succeeded in doing so. * * *
will leln :1,'У,Леан8д-Ьу 8UCh a ]Ury is to anthorize men> who state that they 
rights f ft 1еП fil.ldlUg again8t one of the Parties, unjustly to determine the 
rights 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. * * *

“ 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 accord­
ance with the law and the evidence, but that result was reached only after a 
singularly argumentative and persuasive cross-examination by the court, in 
which the right of every person accused of crime to an impartial tri^l 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 juror 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 abil­
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 that he 
could sit as an impartial juror, that declaration of itself rendered him compe­
tent. 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 honest the 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, though 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 his case is not a fair trial. Nor should a defend­
ant 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 is 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 here laid down in the Cronin case to the answers of 
the jurors above given in the present 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 prejudiced 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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allowed 1|ГП< case was before the Supreme Court, and that court
mainrit fl/61' ‘Ct tO Rtan^> an<l it is also true that in the opinion of the 
case fro C°Urt ’П the Cronin ea8e> an effort made to distinguish that 
this еаяГ"1 r™ °°e’ ^>Ut *8 ev'dent that the court did not have the record of 
the nijnoi>TOle wlien tr*ed to make the distinction, and the opinion of 
bein ° e cour*' i*1 the Cronin case expressly refers to this case as
The at^a< V t^a^' °ne’ B° ^ar 3,8 re*ates 10 the competency of the jurors, 
the s'1 * ''' tlie ^urors were almost identical and the examinations were
in tl an(ie‘ . *le very things which the Supreme Court held to be fatal errors 
t< H16 • rOnin ea8e> constituted the entire fabric of this case, so far as relates 
eui |IP|IO"l|*l'lf‘ni‘-v °t the jury. In fact, the trial judge in the Cronin case was 
К ' <’< )y the rule laid down in this case, yet the Supreme Court reversed the 

r^nin e^se because two of the jurors were held to be incompetent, each hav- 
Ь es I к f that he had read and talked about the case, and had formed and 

^xuiessi ( an opinion as to the guilt of the defendants; that he was preju- 
te< ’ at he believed what he had read, and that his prejudice might in- 
uem.e is verdict; that his prejudice amounted to a conviction on the subject 

0 к gui t or innocence of the defendants; but each finally said that he could 
an won d try the case fairly on the evidence alone, etc.

< ‘ire.ul comparison of the examination of these two jurors with that of 
™any 0 the jurors in this case shows that a number of the jurors expressed 

lemse ves, if anything, more strongly against the defendants than these two 
1 , and what is still more, one of those summoned, Mr. M. D. Flavin, in 
us case, testified not only that he had read and talked about the case, and 
a< formed and expressed an opinion as to the guilt or innocence of the 
t endants, that he was bitterly prejudiced, but further, that he was related 
о one of the men who were killed, and that for that reason he felt more 

strongly against the defendants than he otherwise might, yet he was held to 
e competent on his mere statement that he believed he could try the case 

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 institutions 
t lan to have the courts of justice run wild or give way to popular clamor; and 
V len the trial judge in this case ruled that a relative of one of the men 
w io 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 defend­
ants 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.

DOES THE PROOF SHOW GUILT?
III.

The 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 
overruling 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 the particular act which caused the death of 
Degan, but the conviction proceeds upon the ground that they had generally, 
by speech and print, advised large classes of the people, not particular indi­
viduals, 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 their advice, and 
that in consequence of that advice, 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 a 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 with­
out a precedent, and that no example could be found in the law books to sus­
tain the law as above laid down. For, in all the centuries during which gov­
ernment 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 peti­
tioners claim that it was laid down in this case simply because the prosecu­
tion, not having discovered the real criminal, would otherwise not have been 
able to convict anybody; that this 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 neces­
sary under it to prove, and that 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 beard 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 hie efforts in defending his course since the 
trial, the judge, speaking on this point in his magazine article, makes this 
statement: “It is probably true that Rudolph Schnaubelt threw the 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 show any connection 
between the man who threw it and these defendants.

It is further shown that the mass of matter contained 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 years, were 
obscure little sheets, having scarcely any circulation, and the articles them­
selves were written at times of great public excitement, when an element in 
the community claimed to have been outraged ; and the same is true of the 
speeches made by the defendants and others; the apparently seditious utter­
ances were such as are always heard when men imagine that they have been 
wronged, or are excited or partially intoxicated; and the talk of a gigantic 
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ehown { С®П8Р1гасУ is n°t believed by the then chief of police, as will be 
that whil^Cl1^’ an<* it 'S nOfc ent*t*e<^ to aeriou8 notice, in view' of the fact 
the lak . f- 'hlta^°i nearly a million inhabitants, the meetings held on 
fifty пет I rOnt °n Sun^aye during the summer, by these agitators, rarely had 
the m<- e |)resen1’ an<* tlle m°8t of these went from mere curiosity, while 
meet in h^ia ‘П^ООГ8, during the winter, were still smaller. The 
not b^s f * r°m ^me to time by the masses of the laboring people, must 
excit e t0If °UI1^e^ with the meetings above named, although in times of 
nartio"4 П| а*11 tl0u^lle much violent talk was indulged in bj' irresponsible

e, w m was forgotten when the excitement w’as over.
Kain’ ’8 shown here that the bomb was, in all probability, thrown by 

anti O1r 8ee *ng Per8°nal revenge; that a course had been pursued by the 
t ti°riT^8 " 1'C*1 would naturally cause this; that for a number of years prior

Г f' ‘lia'^et adair there had been labor troubles, and in several cases a 
blo< 1*1» ■°i>' t O1'ne PeoPle, guilty of no offense, had been shot down in cold 
Th -4 ln ertOn men’ an(i none of the murderers were brought to justice. 
le^f6'/( еП<е la^en at coroners’ inquests and presented here, shows that in at 

It)"0 Ca8e8 men were fired on and killed when they were running away, 
that Con8e<luently no occasion to shoot, yet nobody was punished;
nof • In иса8° there had been a number of strikes in which some of the 

ice not only took sides against the men, but without any authority of law in- 
< e< an rcke up peaceable meetings, and in scores of cases brutally clubbed 
op e w ю were guilty of no offense whatever. Reference is made to the 

opinion о the late Judge McAllister, in the case of the Harmonia Association 
0 oiners against Brenan, et ah, reported in the Chicago Legal News. Among 
other things, Judge McAllister says:

The facts established by a large number of witnesses, and without any 
opposing evidence, are, that this society, having leased Turner Hall, on West 

'4 1 * 11 8ta ee^’ ^0Г ^ie PurP08e> held a meeting in the forenoon of said day, in 
sai ia , composed of from 200 to 300 individuals, most of whom were jour- 

e) men < a miet-makers engaged in the several branches of the manufacture 
о umiture in Chicago, but some of those in attendance were the proprietors 
in t iat lusiness, or the delegates sent by them. The object of the meeting 
was 10 obtain a conference of the journeymen with such proprietors, or their 
an lonze delegates, with the view of endeavoring to secure an increase of 
the price or diminution of the hours of labor. The attendants were wholly 
unaimed, and the meeting was perfectly peaceable and orderly, and while the 
peop e were sitting quietly, with their backs toward the entrance hall, with a 
ew persons on the stage in front of them, and all engaged merely in the busi­

ness ioi w hich they had assembled, a force of from fifteen to twenty policemen 
came suddenly into the hall, having a policeman’s club in one band and a 
rex о ver 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 ol 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 fiom the assembly room, they found policemen stationed on either side 
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of the stairway leading from the hall down to the street, 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 testi­
mony, and for the purpose of the questions in the case, it is needless to go far­
ther into detail.

“ The chief 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 guar­

anteed by our constitution. Section 17, article 2, of the bill of rights, declares: 
1 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 not regard these declarations of 
the bill of rights as creating or conferring the rights, but as a guarantee against 
their deprivation or infringement by any of the powers or agencies of the gov­
ernment. 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 the very nature of a system of free government.

“The right of the people to assemble in a peaceable manner to consult 
for the common good, being a constitutional right, it can be exercised and 
enjoyed within the scope and the spirit of that provision of the constitution, 
independently of every other power of the State government.

“Judge Cooley, in his excellent work on ‘Torts,’ speaking (p. 296) of 
remedies for the invasion of political rights, says: * When a meeting for any 
lawful purpose is actually called and held, one who goes there with the pur­
pose 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 of the place 
of meeting. If several unite in the disorder it may be a criminal riot? ”

So much for Judge McAllister.
Now, it is shown that no attention was paid to the judge’s decision; that 

peaceable meetings were invaded and broken up, and inoffensive people were 
clubbed; that in 1885 there was a strike at the McCormick Reaper Factory, 
on account of a reduction of wages, and some Pinkerton men, while on their 
way there, were hooted at by some people on the street, when they fired into 
the crowd and fatally wounded several people who had taken no part in any 
disturbance; that four of the Pinkerton 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 the witnesses 
were sworn out, and in the end the murderers went free; that after this there 
was a strike on the West Division Street railway, and that some of the police, 
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>in<^n *ea^er8*1’P Capt. John Bonfield, indulged in a brutality never 
qua e . e ore; that even small merchants, standing on their own doorsteps 

an< ia\ mg no interest in the strike, were clubbed, then hustled into patrol 
vN.igons, and thrown into prison, on no charge and not even booked; that a 
M \:ОП S!gnei* by ab°ut 1,000 of the leading citizens living on and near West 

a< ison street, was sent to the mayor and city council, praying for the dis- 
missa о onfield from the force, but that, on account of his political influence, 
ie was letained. Let me say here, that the charge of brutality does not apply 
о a о the policemen of Chicago. There are many able, honest and consci­

entious officers who do their duty quietly, thoroughly and humanely.
'' 9 a specimen of the many papers filed in this connection, I will give the 

о owing, the first being from the officers of a corporation that is one of the 
largest employers in Chicago :

Office People’s Gas Light and Coke Co.,
Chicago, Nov. 21, 1885.

° 1 ® Chairman of the Committee, Chicago Trades and Labor Assembly:
Sir: In response to the request of your committee for information as to 

t le treatment received by certain employees of 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 
arresting of persons who happened to be up on Madison street, whether con­
nected with the disturbance of the peace or engaged in legitimate business, a 
number of employees of this company were at work upon said street, near 
Hoyne avenue, opening a trench for the laying of gas pipe.

fhe 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 
trench preparatory to going to work when the hour 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 seizing 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 this 
time Captain Bonfield and his force appeared upon the scene, and began ap­
parently 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 ob­
structing 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 preparatory to going to work, when he was arrested while standing by 
the 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 employ­
ees, Edward Kane, was also arrested by the tool box, two of the police seizing 
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him, one by each arm, and as he was being put upon the car, a third man, 
said by Kane and others to be Bonfield, struck him with a club upon the head, 
severely cutting his head. Both of these men were seriously injured, and for a 
time disabled from attending to their business. Both of these men, with blood 
streaming from cuts upon their heads, respectively, as also were all of the 
others above named, were hustled off to the 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 kept in con­
finement 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 testimony it 
appeared that all these men had been arrested under the circumstances afore­
said, 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 men, 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 974 West Madison street. I was in my place of busi­
ness waiting on customers, and stepped to the door to get a measure of vege­
tables. 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 there. I had my back to the person who 
struck me, but on regaining my feet I saw that it was Bonfield 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 a 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 I was taken from my place of business. Robert Ellis.

W. W. Wyman, 1004 West Madison 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 all. Bonfield came up to him, and without a word being said by either,
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Bonfield hit him over the head with his club and knocked him down. He also 
nt him twice after he had fallen. I was standing about six feet from them 

w en , the assault occurred. I don’t know the man that was clubbed—never 
saw him before nor since. w w WymaNi
Jesse Cloud, 998 Monroe street:

Пп , T , „ Chicago, Nov. 20, 1885.
On the morning of July 3, 1885, about 7 o’clock, as I was standing on 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 
«rug store on the corner where I was standing. His face was covered with 
Mood from the wound on his head, made by Bonfield’s club, and he appeared 
to be badly hurt. A few moments later, as I was standing in the same place 
almost 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 
from Bonfield ThhUrt frOm the effectoftheblow or blows he had received 
from Bonfield. There was no riot or disorderly conduct there at that time 
except what Bonfield made himself by clubbing innocent people, who werd 
taking no part in the strike. If they had been there for the purpose of rioting 
they would surely have resisted Bonfield’s brutality.

1 affirm that the above statement is a true and correct statement of facts.
Jesse Cloud.

H. J. Nichols, 47 Flournoy street:
n .. . , , , 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 care coming over the bridge. On look­
ing out of my wagon I saw Bonfield by the side of a car. He snatched 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 all 
of which were stolen, except a few loaves of bread. I was taken to the Des- 
plaines street station and locked up for about ten hours. I was then bound 
over for not, 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 him I had dope nothing, and Bonfield said, “scratch his name off,” and 
I was released. I swear to the truth of the above. Signed,

H. J. Nichöls.
ГЬе following is from Capt. Schaack, a very prominent police official :

Department of Police, 
City of Chicago.

Mr. G. E. Detwiler, Editor Kight. „/ Labor: ^™80' ™ПО‘а’ May 4' 1ЮЗ- 
Dear Sir: In reply to your communication of April 13,1 will say that in
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July, 1885, in the street car strike on the west side, I held the office of lieuten­
ant on the force. I was detailed with a company of officers, early in the 
morning, in the vicinity of the car barns, I believe on Western avenue and a 
little north 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. I ran 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. Bonfield 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 
any time.

Many people were arrested, all appearing. From what I saw in the after­
noon and the next day, no officer could state what they were arrested for. The 
officers professed ignorance of having any evidence, but “some 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 some of you goody-goody fellows had used your clubs freely in the fore­
noon, 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 one, 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 all 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 
officers 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 
Capt. 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 some of the police fired on the 
men while they wrere 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 also 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 the 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 have been nobody left there, but as soon as 
Bonfield had learned that the mayor had left, he could not resist the tempta­
tion to have some more people clubbed, and went up with a detachment of 
police to disperse the meeting; 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 many 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 threaten­
ing 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.

i?SQVieW With Capt- EberB01d> Published in the Chicago 1.1CUI6, inay io, looV.

CHIEF OF POLICE EBERSOLD’S STATEMENT.
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 after 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, all 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 would 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 sat down on that; I didn’t believe in such work, 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. I 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 so 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 been any such extensive conspiracy as the prosecution 
claims, the police would have soon discovered it. No chief of police could dis­
cover a determination on the part of an individual, or even a number of sepa­
rate 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 beaiing on the question of creating evidence, reference is made 
to the following affidavits:
State of Illinois, )

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 he was conducting him­
self 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 was 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 pro­
tection 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 his 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, )

County of Cook, j 88'
Vaclav Djmek, being first duly sworn, on oath states that he knows of no 

cause for his arrest on the 7th day of May, A. P. 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 they entered, the police heaped abuse upon this affiant and 
bis 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 
wentat 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 protestations 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 ever 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.
At the trial a number of deteetives 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 up; and one policeman swears that Fielden drew a revolver and 
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fired at the police while he was standing on the wagon and before the bomb 
was thrown, while some of the others testified that he first climbed down off 
the wagon and fired while standing by a wheel. On the other hand, it was 
proven by a number of witnesses, and by facts and circumstances, that this 
evidence must be absolutely untrue. A number of newspaper reporters, who 
testified on the part of the State, said that they were standing near Fielden— 
much nearer than the police were—and beard all that was said and saw what 
was done; that they had been sent there for that purpose, and that Fielden 
did not make any such threats as the police swore to, and that he did 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 himself 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 Judge 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 1’ielden, 
he, among other things, says: “There is in the nature and private 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 respectful and deco­
rous. Mis 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 ieaeon of that advice. * * * In short, he was more a misguided 
enthusiast than a criminal conscious of the horrible nature and effect of his 
teachings and of his responsibility therefor.”

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 * * * 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. Schwab 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 peace­
able laboring man,” then Fielden’s testimony is entitled to credit, and when he 
says that he did not do the things the police charge him with doing, and that 
be never had 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 teachings; and if either 
Judge Gary or State’s Attorney Grinnell had placed any reliance on the evi­
dence of the police on this point, they would have written a different kind of 
a letter to the then executive.



FIELDEN, NEEBE AND SCHWAB. 157

lu the fall of 1887, a number of the most prominent business men of Chi­
cago met to consult whether or not to ask executive clemency for any of the 
condemned men. Mr. Grinnell was present and made a speech, in which, in 
referring to this evidence, he said that he had serious doubts whether Fielden 
had a revolver on that occasion, or whether indeed Fielden ever had one.

Yet, in arguing the case before the Supreme Court the previous spring, 
much stress Was placed by the State on the evidence relating to what Fielden 
did at the Haymarket meeting, and that court was misled into attaching great 
importance to it.

It is now clear that there is no case made out against Fielden for anything 
he did on that night, and, as heretofore shown, in order to hold him and the 
other defendants for the consequences and effects of having given pernicious 
and criminal advice to large masses to commit violence, whether orally, in 
speeches, or in print, it must be shown that the person committing the vio­
lence had read or heard the advice: for, until he had heard or read it, he did 
not receive it, and if he never received the advice, it cannot be said that he 
acted on it.

STATE’S ATTORNEY ON NEEBE’S INNOCENCE.
IV.

At the conclusion of the evidence for the State, the Hon. Carter H. Har­
rison, then mayor of Chicago, and F. S. Winston, then corporation counsel for 
Chicago, were in the court room and had a conversation with Mr. Grinnell, 
the State’s attorney, in regard to the evidence against Neebe, in which con­
versation, according to Mr. Harrison and Mr. Wineton, the State’s attorney 
said that he did not think he had a case against Neebe, and that he wanted 
to dismiss him, but was dissuaded from doing so by his associate attorneys, 
who feared that such a step might influence the jury in favor of the other 
defendants.

Mr. Harrison, in a letter among other things, said : “ I was present in the 
court room when the State closed its case. The attorney for Neebe moved his 
discharge on the ground that there was no evidence to hold him on. The 
State's attorney, Mr. Julius S. Grinnell, and Mr. Fred S. Winston, corporation 
counsel for the city, and myself, were in earnest conversation when the 
motion was made. Mr. Grinnell stated to us that he did not think there was 
sufficient testimony to convict Neebe. I thereupon earnestly advised him, as 
the representative of the State, to dismiss the case as to Neebe, and, if I 
remember rightly, he was seriously thinking of doing so, but, on consultation 
with his assistants, and on their advice, he determined not to do so, lest it 
would have an injurious effect on the case as againt the other prisoners. * * 
* I took the position that such discharge, being clearly justified by the testi­
mony, would not prejudice the case as to the others.”

Mr. Winston adds the following to Mr. Harrison’s letter:
March 21, 1889.

I concur in the statement of Mr. Harrison ; I never believed there was 
sufficient evidence to convict Mr. Neebe, and so stated during the trial.

F. S. Winston.
In January, 1890, Mr. Grinnell wrote a letter to Gov. Fifer, denying t1 t 
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he had ever made any such statement as tliat mentioned by Mr. Harrison and 
Mr. Winston ; also that he did believe Neebe guilty; that Mr. Harrison sug­
gested 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 
othe/s, and then he says: “I said to Mr.Harrison at that time, substantially, 
that I was afraid that the jury might not think the testimony presented in 
the case sufficient to convict Neebe, but 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 seemed very weak to him. If, with a jury prejudiced to 
start with, a judge pressing for conviction, and amid the almost irresistible 
fury with which the trial was conducted, he still was afraid the jury might 
not think the testimony in the case was sufficient to convict Neebe, then the 
testimony must have seemed very weak to him, no matter what he may now 
prdtest about it.

When the motion to dismiss the case as to Neebe was made, defendants’ 
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 could hear all that the court had to say; then when the 
argument on the motion was begun by defendants’ counsel, the court 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 attor­
neys 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 there, although he took no part in the management until 
after the Haymarket troubles, it appearing that the Arbeiter-Zeitung had pub­
lished 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 trouble, you will excuse me if I reply briefly to the suggestions 
you have made.” Some other remarks were made by the court, 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.” Finally the motion was overruled. Now, with all the eagerness shown 
by 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 the question as 
to whether he was actually guilty ; this being so, the verdict should not have 
been allowed to stand, because the law requires that a man shall be proven 



FIELDEN, NEEBE AND SCHWAB. 159

to be guilty beyond a reasonable doubt before he can be convicted of criminal 
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 the 
other defendants were guilty of using seditious language, but even this can­
not be said of Neebe.

PREJUDICE OR SUBSERVIENCY OF JUDGE.
V.

It is further charged, with much bitterness, by those who speak for the 
prisoners, that the record of this case shows that the judge conducted the trial 
with malicious ferocity, and forced eight men to be tried together; that in 
cross-examining the State’s witnesses, he confined counsel to the specific 
points touched on by the State, while in the cross-examination of the defend­
ants’ witnesses he permitted the State’s Attorney to go into all manner of 
subjects entirely foreign to the matters on which the witnesses were examined 
in chief; also, that every ruling throughout the long trial on any contested 
point, was in favor of the State; and further, that page after page of the rec­
ord contains insinuating remarks of the judge, made in the hearing of the 
jury, and with the evident intent of bringing the jury to his way of thinking; 
that these speeches, coming from the court, were much more damaging than 
any speeches from the State’s Attorney could possibly have been; that the 
State’s Attorney often took his cue from the judge’s remarks; that the judge’s 
magazine article recently published, although written nearly six years after 
the trial, is yet full of venom ; that, pretending to simply review the case, he 
had to drag into his article a letter written by an excited woman to a news­
paper after the trial was over, and which therefore had nothing to do with 
the case, and was put into the article simply to create a prejudice against the 
woman, as well as against the dead and the living; and that, not content 
with this, he, in the same article, makes an insinuating attack on one of the 
lawyers tor the defense, not for anything done at the trial, but because more 
than a year after the trial, when some of the defendants had been hung, he 
ventured to express a few kind, if erroneous, sentiments over the graves of 
his dead clients, whom he at least believed to he innocent. It is urged that 
such ferocity of subserviency is without a parallel in all history; that even 
Jellries in England, contented himself with hanging his victims, and did not 
stoop to berate them after death.

1 hese charges are of a personal character, and while they seem to be sus­
tained 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 far­
ther, because it is not necessary. I am convinced that it is clearly my duty 
to act in this case 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 Illinois.
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