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We refute the prosecution's arguments
now bursting with vindictiveness, when our venerable comrade James Hallbeck should testify. Our one
regret was that we should have to call the poor soul into the stuffy court-room on such a scorching July
day.
He came, a simple and unassuming little man, with a large heart and brave spirit. He recited his story on
the witness-stand exactly as he had told it to us when he had brought his generous gift. "But why did you
give Emma Goldman three thousand dollars?" Content demanded in a rage. "Nobody just throws away so
much money."
"No, I did not throw it away," he answered with dignity. Emma Goldman and Alexander Berkman were
his comrades, he explained. They were doing the work he believed in, but was too old to do. That was
why he gave them the money. The German-money fuse fizzled out.
The next card was not original. It had been played in my first round with the State of New York in 1893.
A detective, who in this case claimed also to be a stenographer, produced notes purporting to be a
verbatim report of my speech at the Harlem River Casino. He quoted me as having said on that occasion:
"We believe in violence, and we will use violence."
On cross-examination we brought out the fact that the detective had made his notes while standing on a
shaky table, and that the highest number he could take was one hundred a minute. We confronted him
with the champion stenographer, Paul Munter. The latter testified that it was difficult even for him to take
Emma Goldman, especially in any intense speech, and yet his record was one hundred and eighty words a
minute. Munter was followed by the proprietor of the Harlem River Casino. Though called by the
prosecution, he told the Court that he had not heard me use the expression imputed to me, and he had
listened very attentively to my talk. The meeting had been perfectly orderly in spite of a group of soldiers
who had tried to cause trouble, he stated, "and it was Emma Goldman who saved the situation on that
occasion." A sergeant of the Coast Guard corroborated his testimony.
The uninitiated wondered why the prosecution should stress what I had said on the 18th of May,
before conscription had become a law, while no reference was made to my speeches after the bill had
1

been passed. We knew the reason. At our last meetings we had had stenographers who sat on the platform
in everybody's view. But we had been
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