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RAWFOLDS MILL,

Wednesday July 22.—JAMES OLDROYD
was charged with assembling, with divers other per-
sons on the night of the 1 1th April, and there mskinyg
an attack on the Mijl of Mrv. Cariwright, of Rawfolds,
and with beginning to demolish the same;, = -

This Prosccution was founded on an Act passed in
the S.h of Geo, LI, which makes it a capital felony:
for any person riotously to assemble. and demolish
any Mil!, or to begin to demolish any Mill.
~ Mv. Park, Mr.Topping, and Mr. Richardson, were
Couvsisel for the Prosecutor, and Mr. Raine for the
D:-fendant. S L . B

Mr, Park stated. the case to the Jury, in which he
laid it down asthe law of the case, that the violent
breaking ot windows, when evidently done with such
instruments, and under such. circumstapces as ghows
the intent to be to demolish the building, ts such a be-
ginning to demolish 23 comeg within the meaning of
the Act. And that every person so--present with-the
rioters giving them his countepance and sid, is as
giilty in 1aw though no individual act of vivlelice can
be personally proved agammst bim. =~ . |

{ We shall, conformable to our usual custom, state
the ease from the evidence of the Witnesses,]

. My, Cartwright, the proprictor of the Mill, was
called for the purpose of proving the riet and the
natuce of the attack ugon the Mill. A circumstantia!
narrative of this having already appeared before the
public, it may be sufficient merely here to add, that
the attack was made sbout 20 minutes after 12 o’clock
at night on the 11th April, by a considerable number
of persons, but how many the darkness of the night
did not give him the means of forming an .opinion,
the atlack was miade by fire-agms, hammers, mauls,
and hatchets; s!l the windows on the side of the ate
tack were broke in alimost instantaneousty, the Jower
windows: by the instruments before mestioned, and the
upper stories bY discharges of ball and slugs. The
firing continued incessantly for about 20. nrinutes, it
was accompanied by 'eries of ¢ bangeup—~damn yvu are
you in—tn with you—kill them'every one,” The party
ib the inside, of which the witness was one, repelled
the chavge hy keeping up 8 gonstant fire on the assail.
ants, but the darkness of the night was such that the
oniy " gulde’ they "had “jndivecting their re was the
fiash fiom the discharge of the fire-armas of the assail -
dnte. Witness supposes about 120 shots were dia-
charged {rom the building, and about the same number
from without. The attack continued about 20 minuges,
when the assailanty retired. . ‘As socn as the Witness.
thought it prudent to_bp_,t'm the door, he found thattwo
~wounded meu had hedn left behind, {Who alterwards
_dizd) and near the premises, in the diregtion in which
the party had returiied, » sumber of mauls, hatchets,
picklocks, masks, and bullét-moulds, were foupd, and
which were pteduced iv court. . The wood work of
the door, which was partially Ined. with iron, . was
was entirely destroyed. The Witpess said, he-had.no
means of forming judgment whether the Prisoner was
there or not, but he had no réasons to believe he was
there The Prisoner was a a person of good charke-
ter, and had no grounds for avimo-jty against him.

" Mr. Cartledge, of Brow-bvidge, near Elland, siid,
he was retutning from Wakefield, on the 22d June,
accompanted by Mr, Ashworth and Mr, Woodhead,
they called at the Black Bull, at Migfiald, for eefresh-
ment, and sat it the Bar, it was about ¢ight o’clack in
the Evening, the room was separaled from apother
rooin by u thin wood partit'on, in which there was o
.small window, the glass of which was partly broken,
heard a person say in a loud tone of voice, ** | was at
Rawfolds on the night of the attack, | was engaged
theee, 1 was close by the two men that fell,” the same
voice said, that he never was in any sssociatiop but
one, and that waz Ned or General Ludd’s, (believes

he used both expressions) had heen in hisservice three,
years, that he had been tathiul to him and would ever-

remain 80, Witness said he spoke in a loud and
boigterous tone of voice.-. Mr. Ashworth, one of the
parly, went for a Cobstable, and the: Witness went

into the Room and cnquired which of the party had .

used that lanpuage. There were eight or ten persons
in tha room,.he was.pointed out to ‘him by Williaim

Clarkeon, and on the return of ‘Mr. Ashworth, they,
prevailed on him to go'with them iafo apother room,

wheee he denied having used the words imputed to

bim.—On his cr0s3-examinatign he said the inan ap-

peared to have had liquor, but was not drunk; and

‘and one of them said (o him, ** hold thy

puted to him 3 the Witness saitd he had'no resgon lo
believe that the Prisoner did not understand what he
did or said; his spirits Aopeared to be elevated by the
liquor he had taken  Nothiap material occurred in
h:s cross-examination, except that the Witness judg-
ing from the boisterous tone and manner inwhich the
words were used, should have thought them the
words ¢f a crazy person, § |

. Wm, Clarkson{the person referred to by Mr. .Cart~
1:dge) stated-that he was in the Black Bu!l public-
house on the night in question, and heard the con-
versation, heard the prisoner say he was at Rawfolds
Mitl the night it was attacked, that he was engaged in
the attack, and that he was near to his fellow crea-
tures when they fell; he never had entered inlo any
saciety, but he would abide by 1t as tong as he lived,
Witness said he cousidercd the Prisoner as drunk
trom first to ast, | .

Joseply Semior was also present, heard .part of the.
convereation, but did not much attend to it. Remem-
bers the Prisoner saving he was at Rawlolds Mill the
night it was attacked, and was engaged in the sttack;.
did not hear him say any thing more; was not in the
room when the conversation was begun, but the FPri-
soner and another person appeared to be talking one
against the other. The Prisoner appeared to have two
ptriners, ({hat is persons who weredrinking w'th him)
peace, if there’
be a gund trade and meal come down, Ned Ludd will

de)=—(A4 laugh. ] ~

This finished thecaseon the part of the Prosecutéon.’

My, Joseph Savage stated that he was a surgeon at
Dewsbury, and attended the Prisoner, who was very
suhject to attacks of fever; he attended hum up to the
time of Pontefract Sessions, but was then ander the
necessity of bewpg ahsent from the 6th ta the 11th of
April; left him medicines} he was in a debilitated
state, and wot able to endure much fatigue. Judging
from what he aaw of the Prisoner, it would have heen,
dangeraous for him to have been out on the night of the
11th of Apr).- Witness saw him on the morning -of
the 12 &, and, from his appearance, he should have
suppused he had had his usual rest the preceding

Mary Ward sleeps in the house of the Prisoner, who
is married, and has (w0 children. She went to bed at
ten o’clock on the 11th of April, at which time the pri-
sonerwas in bed. He sleeps in the room they usually
live in, Her child being unwell and restless, she got
up again about eleven o'clock, and camedown stairs’
to the fire; the Prisoner was s'ill in bed, and spoke
to her, and complained that he could get no rest.~—
Winess soon after went {0 bed again, but her child
conttguing restless, she was under the necessity of pet-
ting up again. ‘The clock then struck ome. She re-
mained up until near three o’ lock, duting which time
the Prisoner frequently spoke ta her, and, at the re.
quest of his wife, she gave him lis medicine. The
child being quiet, Prisoner advised her to go to bed,
asking her what o'clock it was; she looked at the
rYock, and g2id it wanled a few minutes to three,—
Wilness got up at sit o’clock n the morning, and
went to her father’s liouses Prisoner was still in bed.

#I'he Counsel for the Pyosecution cross-examined
herat considerable length, but she did not vary
her testimony. She accounted for sleepivg at the
Prisoner’s, by stating that her father had six chil-
dren, wnd only two beds, and had not room

~for hey and her child to sleep,

His Lordship summoned up the evidence with
greal particularity, and observed that the riot and

the begipnjng to. demolish the mill had beeqg clear-

}y “proved, but the material question remained,
wltich was, whether the Prisoner was present at
the attuck, If he was present he was guiity,
That he was present there was the evidence of his
own declaration. The Jury would consider, whe.

ther under all the circumstances of the case they

appeared to understand what he said and what was

said to him; he said Mr, Cartwright knew him, apd .
if they disputed his character he would get a lewter.of

recommendation-{rom him.. Witness: ftst hedrd .of
Gen. Ludd about a year ago.
soner spoke 30 laid that he might have been heard

by
every persod in the low. part ot the house, - i+ + .-

Mr. Ashworth stated the conversation at the Black
Bull -in these terms :~1 heard a voice say, as if in -

apswer to some peeson who' had been contradicting
him, ‘S but- I was at Rawfolds Mill that pight, sad
was engaged in the attack, and 1 saw the man (all,” or
the men. . Witness belleves both expressions were
used‘at different times. The same voice further said,
4 3 was never.engaged in any assooistion’ or Snciely
in my lié= but.that ¢f General or :Ned -Ludd, £ have
ever heep true to it, and | havebeenin it three yeaes.?!”
Witness said these words: were not uted unintegupt-
‘edly as he had stated them, it was.an interrupted con-
verzation, and many of the expiressions: were repested
several times. - Aftey:a consiltation asito the course
which it becams theiréharacters to'pliraue, it was dé-
termined to send for:a Conistabl®,: dnd' 'Witisess went
for one, but did niobbuteeed; - on'hip retdtn, the Pii.
soater was pointed ‘ot to him; whd whei Re dpokehe
tecogpized the ganie ‘voice; ‘but lowér aud-sofrened.
Witness proceedes to wtate ¥hat he'heard ofithe con-

va&rbstlof in theiyoom' Yo which they retired, which

ATEE. th%‘liqie‘in-nuboim'ce as stated by Mr. Cartyedge;

the Prisoner denied having used the expressions. im-

W.itness said the Psi-

could befully convinced' that these declaratiuns
were founded in truth § they would examine the
meuner and thie circumstances under which they
were made 3 and from a careful considerition of
them, determine the degree. of creditto which they
were intitlad,  But it was right to state that-these
declarasions, though fully. proved, were not cune
firmed by any corroborating circumstances.. On
the part’ of the delence, there was the evidence of
Mr. Savage, who appeared to be.a respectable nfan,
and the amonnt of whose testimuny -might fairly
be.stated as rendering it ithprobable that the Pri-
soner should be_there. It the evidence of Mary
Ward had full cvedit giveo to it, and there was
nothiog improbable orincousistent in, the account
shé gave, and her evidence had not;been. shaken
by thie cross-examination. - If her testimeny wag
helieved, they must of necessity acquit the priso-
ner, as jt-was impossible he conld have been there.
The Jury would weigh-all the civcumstances of

the cage, and if up‘un the whole, they were con-

vinced that the Prisoner’s declaratian at the pube,
lic-house was true, they would find. him guilty ;
but if they believed it was not true, or bhad a rea.
softable ddubi upon thé-Subject, they would.ace.
quit him,

14

The Jury, without leaving the box, found the
prisoner—NOT GUILTY.

- The verdict was received in perfect silence,

It may. be proper here to add, that the mast pee-
fect ovder and decorum prevailed in the Court
during the whole of the trials for riatiag ; and there
is in the city no military parade, nor any thing (o
indicate that the County is not in a state of the.
mast nrofound tranquility and security.
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