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T
h

e tria
l o

f th
e C

h
ica

g
o
 _

E
ig

h
t 

B
y Jon R

. W
altz 

A
s lon

g as I live, I sh
all n

ever forget th
e trial of th

e 
"

C
h

icago E
igh

t,"
 m

u
ch

 of w
h

ich
 I ob

served
. It w

as, 
fitfu

lly, a su
p

rem
e d

ram
a an

d
, d

esp
ite th

e h
op

es of 
w

atch
ers h

arb
orin

g th
e m

ost d
iverse m

otivation
s, a 

suprem
e disappointm

ent. It w
as dram

atic, now
 and then, 

b
ecau

se alm
ost everyon

e in
volved

 in
 it w

an
ted

 it to b
e 

an
d

 k
n

ew
 h

ow
 to m

ak
e it so.. It w

as d
isap

p
oin

tin
g to 

those of us w
ho w

ant our burlesques in theaters and our 
ju

stice in
 cou

rtroom
s (n

ot th
e oth

er w
ay arou

n
d

) b
e- 

/on
 R

. W
altz, a professor of law

 at N
orth

w
estern

 U
n

i-
versity, took part in

 pretrial efforts to test the con
sti-

tu
tion

ality of th
e statu

te u
n

der w
h

ich
 th

e C
h

icago E
igh

t 
w

ere prosecu
ted. 

cause it contributed nothing to the law
 and not m

uch to 
politics. A

nd, hearsay to the contrary notw
ithstanding, 

it w
as n

ot really good
 en

tertain
m

en
t, eith

er seriou
s or 

ab
su

rd
, even

 for th
e m

ost p
erverse of on

look
ers. Its 

dram
a w

as repulsive. 	
. 

f

If th
is trial (w

h
ich

 h
as com

e to b
e called

 th
e C

on
-

p
iracy T

rial----as th
ou

gh
 w

e h
ad

 n
ever in

vok
ed

 th
at 

w
retch

ed
 con

cep
t b

efore, for w
an

t of som
eth

in
g solid

, 
and never w

ould again) w
as not good theater it nonethe-

less had its passages of alm
ost unbelievable dram

a. T
hey 

w
ere im

bedded in a litigation in w
hich the evidence w

as 
for th

e m
ost p

art ted
iou

s, esp
ecially th

e govern
m

en
t's 

p
art. T

o coin
 an

 A
gn

ew
 ism

, if you
've seen

 on
e u

n
d

er-
cover agen

t, you
've seen

 th
em

 all. A
s th

e p
rosecu

tion
 

called
 to th

e stan
d

 on
e in

form
er after an

oth
er to offer 

u
p

 th
e sm

all p
rod

u
ct of h

is d
eceit, a b

ored
 p

ress corp
s 

fell to speculating about w
h

at sort of m
an

 w
ou

ld
 b

e at-
tracted

 to th
at lin

e of w
ork

. T
h

en
 su

d
d

en
ly th

e B
lack

 
P

anther defendant, B
obby Seale, w

ould hurl som
e shock-

in
g ep

ith
et at th

e ou
traged

 ju
d

ge, or A
b

b
ie H

offm
an

 
w

ould act out w
hatever clow

nish role he had devised for 
the day, and the picture of A

m
erican justice w

ould shat-
ter into fragm

ents. A
t these m

om
ents I, a m

an of law
 in 

th
e aw

k
w

ard
 p

osition
 of k

n
ow

in
g an

d
 resp

ectin
g th

e 
trial ju

d
ge, th

e U
.S

. A
ttorn

ey an
d

 th
e ch

ief d
efen

se 
cou

n
sel, cou

ld
 on

ly crin
ge an

d
, on

 on
e occasion

, d
is- 

cover that a grow
n m

an can care'enough about such an 
abstraction as the law

 to w
eep at seeing it tortured. 

If th
e b

izarre is th
eatric an

d
 if p

rosecu
tion

s of m
en

 
for foolish thoughts are the raw

 m
aterials of stagecraft, 

then there w
as dram

a enough in the trial of D
avis, D

el- 
lin

ger, F
roin

es, H
ayd

en
, H

offm
an

, R
u

b
in

, S
eale an

d
 

W
ein

er, an
d

 w
h

en
 it b

u
rst th

rou
gh

 th
e artificial calm

 
of th

e cou
rtroom

 it d
id

 so w
ith

 a w
ith

erin
g in

ten
sity. 

T
here w

as sufficient dram
a, certainly, to inspire a rash 

of books about their trial, if only because half the court- 
room

 w
as packed by som

e of the best journalists in the 
n

ation
. T

h
e b

ook
s are com

in
g alon

g n
ow

, b
u

t th
ey are 

in
 th

eir w
ays as d

isap
p

oin
tin

g as th
e trial w

as in
 its 

sp
ecial w

ays. I th
in

k
 th

e b
ook

s, lik
e th

e trial itself, w
ill 

L
eave p

eop
le w

ith
 an

 u
n

easy feelin
g, n

oth
in

g m
ore. 	

• 
 

T
h

e d
ifficu

lty is th
at th

e d
ram

a of th
is trial, w

h
en

 it 44 
cam

e, w
as so searing (a gagged and shackled defendant 

in a free speech case? ) that carefully w
ritten narrations 

can
 n

ever ad
eq

u
ately con

vey it to th
ose w

h
o w

ere n
ot 

m
em

b
ers of its au

d
ien

ce. S
in

ce th
e trial of th

e E
igh

t 
could not be video-taped so that m

ore than a handful of 
p

eop
le cou

ld
 k

n
ow

 w
h

at actu
ally w

en
t on

 d
u

rin
g th

is 
grotesq

u
e exercise, I b

elieve th
at th

ose w
h

o w
an

t to 
k

n
ow

 th
e case, an

d
 

feel it, m
ay h

ave to w
ait for som

e 
yet unw

ritten poem
 or play. 

So far the m
ost am

bitious 	
(C

on
tin

u
ed on

 page 3) 
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(C
o

n
tin

u
ed

 fro
m

 p
a

g
e 1

) 	
effort is editor Jason E

p- 
stein

's. In
 T

h
e G

rea
t C

o
n

sp
ira

cy T
ria

l he em
ploys the 

m
ethod constructed by John K

aplan and m
e in our dis-

sectio
n

 o
f th

e Jack
 R

u
b

y
 trial: H

e is at p
ain

s to
 p

lace 
th

e trial in
 h

isto
rical p

ersp
ectiv

e, an
d
 h

e in
terru

p
ts th

e 
factu

al n
arratio

n
 n

o
w

 an
d

 ag
ain

 to
 ex

p
lain

 in
 d

etail 
so

m
e ap

p
licab

le leg
al p

rin
cip

le. E
p
stein

 h
as d

o
n
e h

is 
hom

ew
ork w

ell. H
e has detected the discouraging paral-

lel w
ith th

e 1
8
8
6
 trial o

f th
e H

ay
m

ark
et S

q
u
are an

ar-
chists. H

e has gotten good legal advice; his discussions 
of the law

 are uncom
m

only accurate. H
e has dug out all 

th
e little u

seless d
etails th

at sig
n

al a first-rate rep
o

rter: 
H

e know
s w

here Judge Julius J. H
offm

an got the green-
sh

ad
ed

 lam
p
s o

n
 h

is b
en

ch
, h

e k
n
o
w

s th
at W

illiam
 

K
u
n
stlees W

h
o
's W

h
o
 b

io
g
rap

h
y
 is a few

 lin
es lo

n
g
er 

than the judge's. 
E

pstein has a nasty knack for description, too. C
hief 

Judge W
illiam

 C
am

pbell, w
ho oversaw

 the indictm
ent 

o
f th

e E
ig

h
t, lo

o
k
s "as if b

e h
ad

 b
een

 to
o
 lo

o
sely

 as-
sem

bled, like a m
oose in judicial robes" and Julius H

off-
m

an
 w

as "at o
n
ce rig

id
 an

d
 d

ain
ty

, lik
e a m

ask
ed

 Jap
-

an
ese acto

r." G
o
in

g
 d

eep
er, E

p
stein

 h
as p

erceiv
ed

 th
e 

strengths and w
eaknesses of the trial's participants. F

or 
ex

am
p
le, h

e so
o
n
 saw

, as o
th

ers d
id

, th
at in

 h
is co

u
rt-

room
 representation of his clients W

illiam
 K

unstler did 
v

ery
 little, n

o
t v

ery
 w

ell. E
p

stein
's acco

u
n

t is sm
o

o
th

 
and slick. It catalogs the evidence, it counts everyone's 
w

arts—
but it illum

inates the m
otives of alm

ost no one. 
T

h
at is its fatal flaw

, b
ecau

se th
e trial o

f th
e C

h
icag

o
 

E
ight w

as m
ore than anything else a bew

ildering dram
a 

of m
otives. 

A
s its' title su

g
g

ests, J. A
n

th
o

n
y

 L
u

k
as's b

o
o

k
 is a 

co
llectio

n
 o

f im
p

ressio
n

s. It is reg
rettab

le th
at h

e d
id

 
not undertake som

ething m
ore. L

ukas, covering his first 
im

p
o
rtan

t trial fo
r T

h
e N

ew
 Y

o
rk T

im
es, has a superla-

tive ear; he is at least part poet, part playw
right. In one-

quarter the num
ber of printed pages he cuts closer than 

E
pstein to the nuances of aim

 and m
otive that slithered 

through this case. 
L

ukas know
s, for instance, that A

bbie H
offm

an is not 
a real p

erso
n

, th
at h

e is in
stead

 a m
y

th
 p

ack
ag

ed
 an

d
 

sold to television by A
bbott H

. H
offm

an, a psychologist 
from

 W
orcester, M

assachusetts. A
nd so L

ukas preserves 
H

offm
an's lines as carefully as he w

ould M
ae W

est's or 
C

h
arlie C

h
ap

lin
's o

r S
p
iro

 T
. A

g
n
ew

's. T
h
u
s it w

as 
L

ukas w
ho overheard the defendant's m

ock-serious corn 
m

ent that one of Judge H
offm

an's rulings w
as the w

orst 
he'd heard "in all m

y years on the w
itness stand." A

nd 
it is L

ukas w
ho reports defendant H

offm
an's adm

onition 
to his w

ife as he w
as being taken off to prison: "W

ater 
the plant." B

ut not even T
ony L

ukas know
s how

 long it 
took H

offm
an to com

pose his last one-liner. 
L

ukas draw
s good portraits of all the defendants, and 

he is not easily conned—
even by such artists as these. 

H
is book show

s how
 he know

s that m
en like S

eale m
ay 

h
av

e "ch
arism

a," as p
ro

secu
to

r T
h

o
m

as F
o

ran
 said

 
after th

e trial, b
u
t th

at th
ey

 also
 m

ean
 it w

h
en

 th
ey

 
sh

o
u
t, "... tan

g
le w

ith
 th

e b
lu

e-h
elm

eted
 	

 an
d

 
k
ill th

em
 an

d
 sen

d
 th

em
 to

 th
e m

o
rg

u
e slab

." In
d
eed

, 

L
u

k
as is ad

ep
t at sep

aratin
g

 th
e h

ard
 fact o

f a B
o

b
b

y
 

S
eale's rad

icalism
 fro

m
 "th

e em
p
ty

 clan
g
" o

f so
m

e o
f 

th
e o

th
er d

efen
d
an

ts' rh
eto

ric. A
n
d
 if E

p
stein

 u
n
d
er-

stands that K
unstler w

as not a very good defense law
yer 

in this case, L
ukas com

prehends that Julius J. H
offm

an 
w

as a consum
m

ate prosecutor. 
It is q

u
ite am

azin
g

 h
o

w
 m

u
ch

 L
u

k
as can

 co
n

v
ey

 in
 

brief com
pass. It takes him

 only tw
o sentences to identify 

th
e reaso

n
 w

h
y
 th

e C
h
icag

o
 E

ig
h
t, d

esp
ite th

eir p
er-

sisten
t effo

rts to
 g

ig
g
le at th

eir o
w

n
 fu

n
eral, seem

ed
 

sim
ultaneously pathetic and desperate. L

ukas says: 

A
fter all, they w

ere an older generation—
m

ost hover-
in

g
 ab

o
u

t th
irty

, o
n

e fifty
-fo

u
r.... P

recisely
 b

ecau
se 

th
ey

 w
ere n

o
w

 alm
o
st eld

er statesm
en

 o
f th

e N
ew

 
L

eft—
regarded as irrelevant by som

e young radicals—
they could not afford to be left behind. 

T
o
m

 H
ay

d
en

's fran
tic b

o
o
k
 p

ro
v
es th

e accu
racy

 o
f 

L
ukas's rem

ark. It is not about his trial at all. It is sim
ply 

a printed tantrum
. Its exaggerated rage, its w

ild general-
izatio

n
s can

n
o
t h

o
ld

 a p
lace fo

r H
ay

d
en

. T
h
e n

atio
n
's 

young people, unlike the nervous old m
en w

ho designed 
the C

hicago trial as a sort of F
inal S

olution to the prob-
lem

 of dissent, have a genius for isolating those w
hose 

resp
o
n
se to

 ad
v
ersity

 is to
 g

o
 b

erserk
. T

h
ey

 can
n
o
t b

e 
d
eflected

 fro
m

 th
is p

ro
cess b

y
 H

ay
d
en

's in
v
itatio

n
 to

 
join "the politics of dope, sex, and spontaneous expres-
sion." T

his is so because m
ost of our young people, like 

J. A
nthony L

ukas, know
 self-serving nonsense w

hen they 
h
ear it. 

B
O

O
K

 W
O

R
L

D
 O
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P
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