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Bolam, shortly after he was lodged in the zgaol of Newcastle,
wrote a note to his housekeeper, of which the following is a
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THE SCENE OF THE MURDER.

PLAN OF THE SAVINGS' BANK, BY MR. BELL, OF GATES-
HEAD, SURVEYOR, &o.,
ON A SCALE OF SIXTEEN FEET TO AN INCH.
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A. The Directors’ Room, }Used as ““Inquiry Rooms,” at the las
B. The Waiting Room, Meeting of the British Association.

C. C, C. Entrances.

D. The Safe, in which the books and papers were kept.

E. Safe, used as a common closet.

F. The Mahogany Desk.

I{i g]antélgilace at which Millie's body was found.

J. Where Bolam was found.

L. Directors’ Table, at which Bolam and Millie were last seen writing.
L. L. L. Treasurer's Table. L

The distance from the opening of the door of the large room, at M, to

the head of Millie's body at H, is 17 feet, f
The distance to the head of Millie's body from the corner of the table

G . round which Bolam must pass to his desk, is 10 feet. :

The distance from the corner of the table G, to the wall at O, is 7 feet
61 S.

'I;.‘[i:l?aediat.anna from the head of Millie's body at H, to that of Bolam at

J, is 14 feet.

: 'flfl'mr:;&i.’f.i!E= ht of stairs at the left side of the (Eaasaga into the Bank from
the Arcade, leads to the offices of Messrs. Green, the architects, and to
the rooms of Mr. Robson, who, with his family, had to escape by the
roof on the morning of Friday, the 7tb of December.
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THE TRIAL OF ARCHIBALD BOLAM,

FOR THE

MURDER OF JOSEPH MILLIE.

TaE violent death of Joseph Millie, a clerk in the Neweastle
Savings’ Bank, havigg, from the peculiarity of the attendant
circumstances, excited great interest, not only in our own im-
mediate locality, but throughout the whole country, and on the
continent of Europe, we think it due to our extended circle of
subscribers to present them, in one number, with a complete
report, not only of the trial, but of the proceedings by which it
was preceded. *
The deed, it will be recollected, was perpetrated on the 6th
of December, 1838, in the evening, and was discovered at an
early hour in the following morning, after the extinction of the
fire communieated to the building by the perpetrator. Archibald
Bolam was found lying upon the floor in a state ot apparent in-
sensibility, with his throat slightly cut, and his apparel marked
with blood; and the body of the deceased was lying on the
hearthrug. '

S S

THE CORONER’'S INQUEST.
On the day that the murder was discovered, a jury was as-
sembled by William Stoker, Esq., the coroner ot Newcastle, at

the Blue Posts inn, consisting of the following gentlemen :—
Mr. Brown, bookselier, Arcade, (now Mosley-street.)
Mr. J. Gardiner, tailor, Westgate-street.
Mr. H. Potts, innkeeper, Grey-street
Mr. J. Rucastle, chemist, Side
Mr. Milner, ironmonger, Mosley-street
Mr. Fenton, carpet-merchant, &ec., Mosley-street
Mr. M. Snowdon, toll-collector, Carliol-street
Mr. W. Cowan, draper, Dean-street
Mr. J. Stirling, shoemaker, Mosley-street
Mr. 1saac Hamilton, haberdasher, Pilgrim.street
Mr, T. R. Trotter, pawnbroker, Side.
Joseph Millie, the son of the deceased, Mr. James Robson,
Policeman Nathaniel Goulding, and Mr, Archibald Bolam,
the actuary of the bank, were examined. We give the state-

ment of Bolam. The evidence of the other persons will occur
in the trial.

Having been cautioned by the Coroner that whatever he said
might bhe afterwards given in evidence against him,

Archibald Bolam stated—1 am actuary in the Savings' Bank. The de-
ceased, Joseph Millie, was a clerk in the bank. I was at the bank yes-
terday. 1 went a little after nine o'clock in the morning,and stayed there
until a hittle after five in the afternoon, when I went home to Sedgwick-
place, Gateshead. I am a single-man, and have a housekeeper. I got tea
at the bank before I went home. I only stayed at home a few minutes,
and returned to the bank immediately. I did not call at any place on
my way thither. I went home in consequence of an anonymous letter
which I received yesterday afternoon. It was put in below the bank-
door before dark, and I was in the bank at the time. I did not see the
letter put under the door, but I found it there myself. When I found it,
deceased was in the bank, and I showed him the letter. I left it on my
desk after showing it to Millie—on the writing desk next the window in
the large room. I have not seen the letter since. The letter stated that
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** something serious would happen at home,'’ and ‘ recommended me to
go home.” That is the substance of the letter. I have no suspicion as
to whence the letter came. When I got home, 1 did not tell my house-
keeper that I had received such a letter, for fear of alarming her, but I
cautioned her to shut the window-shutters in before dark, as I found
them open. That is the principal part of what I said. She asked me
the reason why I had come home, and I said I had come for the hey
which I had forgot:—it was the key of one of the large boxes in the
bank. I gotthe key, and said mothing more to her. I did not want
the key for any purpose, but it was merely an excuse for going home.
I have the key in my pocket now. [Here the key was produced, and
the witness said it belonged to a box in the large room.,] After I
brought it over the water, I meant to count my pefty cash, which I keep
in this box, There is cash in the box now, but 1 do not exactly know
the amount. The box stood near one of the end windows, fronting Sir
M. W. Ridley's bank. When I went to Gateshead, the deceased had
gone to tea, I think he went about half-past four. When I returned
from Gateshead, Millie was at the bank. It was about seven, or a little
after, when 1 returned, and I had been at no place except home from the
time I left. When I left to go to Gateshead, I locked the door of the
large room of the bank, out of which I went, and expected the door
of the other room was locked in the inside. I put the key of the
door I locked in my pocket, and took it with me to Gateshead. Mil-
lie had aslo a key, and could get into the bank at any time the same
as me. When 1 came back from Gateshead, I found the door of the
large room locked, and I opened it with my key. After opening the
door, I took the key out, and put it in my pocket. I have haditin
my possession ever since. [ Here the key was produced.] 1 did not
then go into the other office, but 1 know the door was locked ; for before
I tried the door of the large room, I ascertained, by trying to open it
on the outside, that it was locked. The key I had would only open the
door of the large room. When I went into the large room, there was no
key in the lock in the inside. The first thing 1 saw after goinginto the
room and closing the door, was the deceased lying upon the hearthrug
before the fire. There was a little fire in the grate, and there were three
candles burning into the sockets at Mr. Millie's desk, which is opposite
the fire. Thewindow-shutterswere closed when I wentaway to @-uteshe&d,
and the candles also had been lighted, but were put out again. They
had been lighted about an hour before I leftto go to Gateshead. They
were fresh candles when they were lighted at 4 o'clock, When I left for
Grateshead, I left the candles in their usual place, on & table. I had been
sitting at that place where the candles were left. 1 had never seen
Millie lying on the hearthrug before. I could not exactly see the mauner
in which he was lying, {from the little light in the room. I could not
tell whether he was Iying on his back or his face. I did not see the
poker by his side, nor did I see any blood about him, or in any part of the
room. I went to the desk first, in order to put in my plaid. Not the desk
where the candles were on, but the one in the window, fronting the Manor-
chare. In going from the door to the desk, I was within 5or 6 yards from
the deceased. On opening the desk, I heard a noise behind, and turning
round, I received a blow on my right temple, which knocked me down
upon the floor. I thought the blow was from a man's fist. The blow
almost deprived me of my senses. I saw nobody before receiving the
blow. I rose again almostimmediately, and on looking round towards
the door, which was shut, I saw a man between me and the door in dis-
guise. His face was blacked, but with what 1 cannot tell. He was
about the middle size. I eannot tell what dress he had on: 1 was so
much agitated that I did not observe it. The door between the rooms
was open at the time. I cannot say whether the man came oat of the
small room, from the position in which I was placed. In going to my
desk from the door where I entered, I had to pass the door between the
rooms. The desk where I went to put my plaid is nearly close to the
wall. As I stood at my desk, my face was (o the window. When 1 got
up, I immediately ran to the window, looking into Pilgrim-street, and
got as far as the cross-table at the head of the room, calling out : Mu_r-
der” as loud as I could. The man in disguise followed me, and again
knocked me down by a blow on the right side of the head. I think it
was before he knocked me down the second time that the man said—
“If you make the least noise, I'll serve you as 1 served the other man."”’
I think it was something harder than his fist that he struck me with the
second time. 1 cannot tell whether he had any thing in his hand when
1 saw him first. I did not notice any thing he had. Beforel was struck
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the second time, I did not exchange a word with him, and 1 did not at-
tempt to defend myself, because 1 expected to reach the window to give
an alarm. Neither of the blows cut my head. After I fell the second
time, he lifted my head up, and almost immediately began to cut my
neck with some sharp instrument. When 1 fell the second time, 1
think I fell on my face. I did not see him then, but he lifted my head
up, and cut me under the left ear He took hold of my coat collar, and
so lifted my head. I hadona black silk collar, and a piece of flanne]
about my neck, and also a coloured silk handkerchief above my collar.
I think I put my hands up to save my neck when 1 felt him cutting, but
1 have reeeived no cuts upon my fingers. 1 did not struggle with him,
nor dié I then cry out. He had not then told me what he had done to
the deceased, nor did I know what he had done. 1 am told the cut in
my neck is a slight one,and I do not suffer much inconvenience fromit:
I have more pain in my head. He did not take my stock and handker-
chief off, but 1 understand they are cut: some gentleman got them
away. 1 was scarcely sensible during the time the man was cutting
my throat. I was lying with my head towards the window fronting
Pilgrim-street at the time the cutting took place. 1 am not aware
whether 1 saw the handkerchief after it was cut, or whether, Mr.
Glenton told me about it. [On being asked by the Coroner whether
he lost much blood in consequence of the cut, the witness opened
his shirt breast, and showed the blood.] After working on at my
neck a little while, he left off, and then gave ine two severe blows
‘on both my right side and left, and 1 lost my senses altowether. I
was then lying on my face to the best of my recollection. 1thinkthose
blows were not with a sharp instrument. My sides are discoloured in
consequence. 1 have no recollection of any thing that took place after I
received the blows on my side, until I felt the smell of burning, but 1
cannot tell at what hour that was. My right temple is swelled in con-
sequence of the blow I received, Up to the time 1 got the blows in my
side I was sensible. After I felt the smell of smoke, 1 continued to lie
where I was, on my face; and, as I lay, I heard some person walking
about in the small office making a noise. I think the door betwegn the
two offices was not then open: there was no glass in that door. After I
came to my senses, and felt the smell of smoke, 1 raised myself on my
side, and tarned sick, and then feltmore inclined to lie. I think 1ceuld
not have got up at that time. I do not know how loug I lay after I was
sick : it was a long time. I did not vomit. 1 did not get up at all.
I saw the flames coming through the door which connects the two
offices before any body camg in to my assistance, and I did not
then make any effort to get up, for still 1 thought I heard some
person walking about, and I was partly afraid and partly unable.—
I don't know exactly what time the persons broke in and came to 12y as-
sistance, but it was sometime this moring. I do not know who they
were. 1 was very sick at the time. 1 was taken to Mr Glenton's house,
and on examining my clothes, found my coat and waistcoat very much
cut. The cuts in my coat and waistcoat must have been made after 1
was knocked down the second time; they appear to have been done with
a sharp instrument ; I feel sore, but I received no wounds from any of
the cuts, except one, and that is abouf the bottom of my right ribs.—
[The Coroner requested to see the wound, and the witness unbuttoned
his waistcoat, and exposed several scratch s on the skin.] I have had
no dressing applied to it. 1 have now examined it, and find it has
the appearance ot a few scratches. I have not seen Millie's body
since he was murdered. 1 do not know any person that had any
ill.will towards him, or with whoin he had ever any quarrel. I had re-
ceived two or three anonymous letters before I received that of yester-
day—all of them within the last three weeks ; they were all put in be-
low the door of the bank—there were three of them; I think they were
all of the same handwriting. I amn not sure wbether that received yes-
terday was the same handwriting. These letters contained threats to take
my life. I have none of those letters—I burntthem all—I did not show
any of the letters to anybody, nor didI tell anybody about them. When I
went home yesterday aftermoon to get the key, I saw nobody 1 knew, or
to speak to, except my housekeeper. I did not know the man’s voice
who came into the bank—he spoke in an under tone. I can give no
other description of him than 1 have given. I think from what I did see
of him I never saw him before. _ -

Mr. Ald. Dunn: When yvou returned from Gateshead, how did you
know it was the body of Millie you saw lying on the hearthrug? Wit
ness : 1 did not get to examine him, but 1 knew it could be no other
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person. I thought it was was he from no otherreason. I merely looked:
in passing to my desk. I intended to stir the fire, and see what was the
matter; for I thought itstrange to see him lying there. The person did
not strike me when I was down, but allowed me to get up again, 1
called out ““ Murder’’ several times. After being knocked down the se-
cond time, I did not shoutagain. I did not give any alarm when I saw
the fire coming through the door. I was very sick at the time. 1 be-
came sensible towards the end thatI had lost my voice. 1 cannot tell
when the cuts were made in my coat. The person was disguised only by
having his face blacked. After being knocked down the second time
the person began to cut my throat.

By a Juror: Used mould and dip candles ; used dips last night; I
think they were fresh lighted candles at four o'clock ; they were put out
when 1 left for Gatesbead ; it was Mr. Millie's candles that were burnt
into the socket when I returned.

On the evidence of Bolam being read over by the Coroner, the wit-
ness, with reference to the candles burning into the sockets, remarked,
that he meant by that expression that the candles “ had been burning
for a considerable time, without being snuffed.” :

On Wednesday, Dec. 12, (to which day the inquest was ad-
journed,) Mary Walker, the housekeeper of Bolam, was ex-

amined, and, among other things, deposed as follows :—

She was the housekeeper of Mr. Bolam, and bhad lived with him in
that capacity three years and a quarter. On Thursday morning, he left
home at nine o’clock, to go to the bank ; he did not return for dinner :
it was only sometimes that he returned home to dine; witness took his
dinner at two o'clock, according to her usual habit ; she left him some
tea in & wine bottle ; after leaving the bank, witness did not go home
direct ; went to the house ot her sister, Mrs. Mould, Swan-street, Gates-
head; saw her mother and sister there; did not remain long; it might
be an bour, at the most; went home from her sister’s ; it might be about
four o'clock; remained at home all night ; locked the deor when she
left home with Mr, Bolam’s dinner, and found it locked on her return;
in about two hours, Mr. Bolam came in at the back-door ; witness was
in the kitchen; he came to her immediately he entered the house ; he
could not have gone to any other part of the house before he came to
her; she asked him why he had come home ; he replied, that he had
come for a key which he had forgot, and told her that she must take the
window-shutters in, and make all safe; he said, that he was only
cautioning her, lest any one should make an attempt to break in; he
did not tell her that he had got an anonymous letter; the window-
shutters were open when her master came home ; the house was one of
eight or nine which stood close together in a row, in the neighbourhood
of other streets ; after telling her about the shutters, he went out imme-
diately ; he did not say when he would again be at home ; witness sat
up till two o'clock, and then went to bed ; he was never at home after he
went away, about a quarter past six; there was a pane of glass broken
in the kitchen window; witness broke it herself, on Wednesday night ;
no one saw her break it, and knew of no one who saw it on Thursday ;
witness broke it in putting up the window:; Mr. Bolam was about 40
years of age; Bolam had no key to let himself in when she was out;
had never said, that when she went home on Thursday, she found him
in the house ; never said that he broke a pane to let himself in; did
not tell her sister so on Friday; witness saw Mr. Bolam on Friday
morning, between nine and ten, at Mr. Glenton's; he came out of a
room into the room where she was ; witness asked him how he was :
he said he had had a narrow escape for his life ; witness said that poor
Millie was gone, and asked him what time of night it happened; he told
her that Millie was on the rug when he went to the bank from his house
in the evening—that he went into the bank, and was followed by a man,
who knocked him down—thet he got up, and ran to the window, and
was knocked down again, and seized by the throat; this was all he told
her; he said that she was to 20 home, and he would be there in the
afternoon; Mr. Bolam was very kind to Millie ; had known him make
presents to Millie of clothes ; he also gave meat to Millie's children ; he
was in the habit of doing this all last winter, and during part of summer.

On Thursday, George Ridley, of Blenheim-street, the prede-
cessor of Millie in the bank, was examined; and as he was not

called on the trial, we give'an outline of his deposition :—
. He was formerly a clerk in the Savings’ Bank, and left his situation
i consequence of a difference with Mr, Bolam ; that differenge related
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to a matter so complicated,that he really thought he should not be called
upon to enter into it; Mr. Bolam, to speak generally, was dissatisfied
with the mode in which witness kept his accounts, and this led to a dif-
ference, which ended in witness's retirement from the bank ; witness was
not conscious of any other reason for the difference between himself and
Mr. Bolam ; never had any words with Mr. Bolam on any other subject
than the bank; Millie was occasionally employed in the bank while
witness was clerk in the concern, and on the 4th inst. received a perma-
nent appointment; it was about Christmas, 1837, that Millie first began
to be occasionally employed; Bolam and Millie always appeared to be
on good terms; witness knew that Bolam interested himself to get
Millie permanently appointed ; heard Millie say, on one occasion—per-
haps twice—that Bolam had not used witness well. On Thursday
evening last, a little after 6 o'clock, Mr. John Spoors, the grocer, sent
his apprentice boy, by desire of Mr. Parsons, to witness's house for him :
witness was then in the house, and had not been out of the house that
day, being very unwell; about 6 or 7 minutes after he received the
message, he went to Mr. Spoors’ shop, and continued there about 3 or &
minutes, and then went to Mr. Parsons' shop, with whom he continued
in conversation 10 minutes or a quarter of an hour, and he then went
straight home; it would want about 20 minutes or a quarter to 7 when
he got home; he did not go out again that night, and went to bed a
little before 10 o'clock; he was not out till the next morning about
11 o'clock ; he was a married man, with two children; the person who
occupied the rooms above bim, named George Thornhill, and his
mother, were in their house that night, and he had no doubt heard hiin
in his own house, and also lock the door a little before 10 o’clock; he
had heard Millie speak of Bolam ; simply heard him say that he did not
think Mr. Bolam had used witness well.

On Friday, the inquest was resumed and closed. The fol-
lowing witnesses were not examined on the trial, and we,

therefore, give their evidence :—

John Blakey said—I am a shoemaker in Newcastle; I knew Millie,
the deceased; I have been well acquainted with him for the last eighteen
months ; on the evening of the 10th October last, Mr. Millie called
upon me to pay a bill; after paying the bill, we entered into conversa-
tion about the Savings' Bank, and I asked him if he was likely to get -
appointed; he stated that the person who was in the bank, or who had
left, was doing every thing in his power to prevent him getting the si-
tuation; and stated that the same person had written letters to his kind
friend, Mr. Bolam, defaming his character; that Mr. Bolam had be-
haved so honourably to himn as to let him see two of the letters that had
been sent. He also stated, that notwithstanding these attempts, he ex-
pected Mr. Bolam would represent him in such a manner to the Direc-
tors as to secure his appointment. He also thought it was very eruel in
the person to endeavour to prevent his getting the place, as he was dis-
tressed. He did not show me the letters Bolam had received.

John Turnbull : I am a cabinet-maker in Newcastle; I knew Maillie,
the deceased ; about six or nine months .ago 1 heard him say that a
letter had been sent to Myr. Bolam about his (Millie's) character ; he
said he was afraid of having some harm done to him, by the person who
was in the situation before he came to it.

Ann Turnbull (wife of the preceding witness): I knew Millie, the de.
ceased; 1 have heard him say that he had been threatened by a person
whose name he did not mention; I understood him that he heard from
Bolam that he was in danger of losing his situation from this person; I
~have heard him say it was strange this person’s wife should have taken

part against him, when she knew nothing about him except what her
busband told her; I never heard Millie say that any person had
threatened himself to do him any harm; I heard him say that the per-
son was malicious, and he ( Millie) was afraid; I have often heard him
speak about it; the last time I heard him say anything about it was
four or five weeks ago.

The inquiry having closed, the jury retired, and, after an
absence of about three quarters of an hour, returned with a
verdict of “ Wilful Murder” against Archibald Bolam, who
was therefore committed for trial at the Assizes.

After the inquest, the police having learned that Mrs, Swan,
of No. 1, Sedgwick-place, Gateshead, had heard a square of

AD
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glass broken in the windowof No. 2, (the house of Bolam,) on
the night of the murder, they mentioned the circumstance to
Mary Walker, who then burst into tears, and confessed that her
former statement was untrue—that when she returned home that
night, she found, for the first time, the pane broken—and her
master was standing beside the kitchen fire. He said, *“ Hush'
hush! Mary! it is me! I have come for a key.” She lighted a

candle, and he went into the parlour, where he continued
several minutes,

On this confession of the untruth of her former story, the
young woman was taken before the magistrates of Newcastle,
and underwent a private examination. The result was, that
she was committed for trial as an accessory.

-

POSTPONEMENT OF THE TRIAL.

On Friday, the 1st of March, 1839, Mr. Baron Parke and
Mr. Baron Alderson arrived from Carlisle, and opened their
commissions in Newcastle and Northumberland.—In Newcas-
tle, in the Guildhall, the following gentlemen were sworn on the
Grand Jury in the afternoon :—

Mr. JOHN ANDERSON, Foreman.
Mr. Robert Boyd Mr. George Currie Mr. C. Liddell
Mr. Benj. Bradshaw | Mr. Joseph Grote Mr, William Lee
Mr. G. Burnett, jun, |} Mr. W. N. Greenwell | Mr. Ralph Naters
Mr. William Bolam Mr. Benj. Johnson Mr. Benj. Thompson
Mr, F. W. Bulman Myr. Joseph Hawks Mr. R. Todd
Mr. George Burdis Mr. Mich. Longridge | Mr, J. D, Weatherley
Mr. Thomas Catton | Mr. N. G. Lambert

His Lordship, in his Charge, referred as follows to the indict-
ments against Archibald Bolam, for the murder of his fellow-
clerk, and Mary Walker, his housekeeper, as an accessory :—

GENTLEMEN OF THE GRAND JURY.—1 have directed you to be
summoned at a much earlier period than is usual at assizes held in this
place ; and 1 have done so, on account of the serious nature of the duties
which you have to perform, and particularly with reference to one case,
which 1t is necessary should be decided at as early a period us possible,
in order to afford the prisoner an opportunity of considering whether he
will submit his case to tne jurisdiction of this Court, or have it removed
to another place. Gentlemen, the case to which 1 allude is one in which
a person of the name of Bolam is charged with wilful murder—a case
which has excited a great deal of interest in this place, and in the neigh-
bourhood, and indeed, I may say, thmughnut the whole kingdom. It
will be necessary, gentlemen, for you to dismiss from your minds every
preconceived notion either for or against the prisoner, and apply your-
selves entirely to the voluminous evidence which will be laid bLefore you,
with a strict determination to act according to the effect produced by
that evidence on your minds, The evidence, gentlemen, is circumstan-
tial ; and upon that it is necessary to observe, that there are cases of cir-
camstantial evidenee which may be satisfactory, in a moral point of
view, but which are liable to serious errors in proof of the facts, and to
errors in the inferences to be drawn from the facts. When an hypothesis
has once been formed in the mind there is an aptitude to warp the tacts
which may be brought before it, in order to suit that hypothesis. Gen-
tlemen, you will weigh well the facts of the case, and be satisfied that
they are distinctly, clearly, and unequivocally proved, before you send
the prisoner to trial upon this charge. If you have reason to believe
that there is no doubt of the facts,and that from these facts the prisoner’s
guilt must be inferred, it will be your duty to find a bill; but if yon can
infer that these facts are not capable of proof, or that they do not prove
his guilt, you will dismiss the case. Gentlemen, I only know the general
nature of the case, and I leave you to decide upon the case as it shall be
presented before you. Thereis another person connected with the case—
a female, who officiated as housekeeper to Bolam, and who is charged
with being an accessary after the fact: that is, gentlemen, with comfort-
ing, relieving, and assisting the prisoner, after the crime was committed.
The assistance given, gentleman, does not appear to have been of &
nature calculated to secure the escape of the prisoner, but merely to make
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away with some of the evidence against him. If you should be satisfied
that such was really the case, it will be sufficient to warrant you in send-
ing her for trial before a petty jury; butif you should be of opinion that
the circumstances are those of susvicion merely, and not such as to con-
vince you that she was acting with a determined purpose to assist the
prisoner Bolam, it will be your duty not to find a bill upon this charge.

On Saturday, March 2, the Grand Jury returned a true bill

against Bolam, but the bill against his housekeeper fell to the
ground.
" On Sunday night, Messrs. Dundas and Knowles, the pri-
soner’s counsel, gave notice to the counsel for the prosecution,
Sir Gregory Lewin, Mr. Granger,and the Hon. Stuart Wortley,
that it was their intention, not only to apply for the removal of
the trial into the county of Northumberf’and, but also to move,
that it be postponed till the Summer Assizes.

Monday morning, at nine o’clock, was fixed by the Judges
as the time at which they would hear the application; and long
before that hour, the people began to gather on the Sandhill.
The prisoner was brought to the Guildbhall, from the gaol of
Newcastle, at about half-past six o’clock, as a measure of pre-
caution, and was lodgec{) in one of the upper rooms of the
building, to await the opening of the Court. When the crowd
in the street was permitted to enter, there was a tremendous
rush, and the hall was instantly cramful of the lieges; but
owing to the excellent arrangements of the local authorities,
and the good conduct of the people, no confusion or dis-
order ensued.—*“ The Reporter’'s Gallery,” erected for the oc-
casion, and calculated to hold upwards of twenty persons, was
occupied from end to end; and there were also reporters in the
customary seats, and in other parts of the Court.

When the Judges had taken their seats, the prisoner was
placed at the bar, and Mr. Dundas moved for a writ of habeas
corpus, to remove him into the county. This motion was in-
stantly acceded to; and it was then arranged, for convenience’
sake, to hear the arguments for and against Mr. Dundas’s
second motion in the Guildhall.

Mr. Dundas therefore proceeded to move, that the trial be
postponed to the Summer Assizes. In support of this motion,
the learned counsel read an affidavit made by Mr. Swinburne,
of Gateshead, the prisoner’s attorney, which was to the follow.
ing effect:—That Mr. Swinburne was present at the inquest
held upon Joseph Millie, which was attended by crowds of
persons from day to day, in a state of great excitement; and
when a verdict of wilful murder was returned against Archibald
Bolam, there was a general expression of satisfaction, in the
form of clapping of hands, which did not cease till it was put
down by the coroner. That the circumstances connected with
the murder caused great irritation and excitement in Newcastle
and in the adjoining counties ; and the accounts inserted in the
papers contributed to produce and keep up the irritation and
~excitement. That in the papers published in Newcastle and
the vicinity, plans and views of the Savings’ Bank, in which
the murder was committed, were given—some of them repre-
senting Bolam and the body of Millie, as they were found in
the morning of the 7th of Decemher. That in the Newcastle
Journal of the 15th of December, a portrait was inserted as
the portrait of Bolam, and a fac-simile of his signature was
given; and after reporting the proceedings at the inquest, the
Editor added these words :—

Though the result of the inquiry fixes guilt on an individual who has

moved in a respectable sphere, and has hitherto born an unblemished

character, no other conclusion could be drawn,in our opinion, from the
evidence adduced,
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That on the 22d inst., the Jowrnal gave plans and views of tie
dwelling-house of Bolam, and a portrait of his housekeeper.,

Mary Walker; and the Editor made use of the following

words :—
Though there can now be little doubt that Bolam has stained his

hands in the blood of Millie, and perpetrated the foul crime of murdes
on his person, the absence of all probable motive, and the kindness with.
which he is known to have regarded his victim, up to the very period
when the horrid deed was committed, almost stagger belief. X s
1t might have been expected, that when Belim. had had time to reflect
upon his situation, immured in prison, and branded by a coroner’s jury
with the foul crime of murder, he would have at once made a fulé
confession of H1S GUILT, and sought to make reparation to the bereaved
orphans whom HE had cast upon the world, This, however, he has

not yet done.
That on the 5th of January there was published in the Journaé

a statement purporting to be-evidence given by a person named
Appleton, in reference to the murder of Joseph Millie, and a
passage professing to be an extract from the examination of
Bolam on the inguest, which passage was not to be found in his
sxamination as recorded by the coroner. 'That the alleged evi-
dence of Appleton, and the passage purporting to be extractéed
from Bolam’s examination, were contrasted and reasoned upon
by the Editor of the Journal, who, among other remarks, ob-

served :—

There is, therefore, a contradiction betwesn Bolam's statement and
that of Appleton, irreconcilable—[Mr. Dundas paused, and said, he
supposed the Editor meant to say *¢ reconcilable’ ]—only on the suppo-
sition that the ‘‘black man’’ put Bolam's hat on, or that Bolam, having
taken it from the peg, replaced it on his head whilst in a state of insen.

sibility. . :
(* Here we have the paper arguing on the evidence,” said Mr.
Dundas, and proceeded with the aflidavit) :—Thaton the 9th of

February the Journal said—
Bolam has a freehold estate in Hexhamshire,and some other property..

all of which, we understand, he has conveyed over to his friends, as, in
the event of a convietion, the whole would fall to the Crown.

That on the 12th of February, the Zyre Mercury stated, that
“Bolam had expressed a wish to see a magistrate, and one
would have been sent to him, but his sclicitor came in the way
in the mean time, and nothing more was said about it.” Also.
“ Bolam, by the advice of his solicitors, has made an assign-
ment of his property to his relatives.” " 'That immediately after
the appearance of these statements in the Tyne Mercury, they
were reprinted (with other matter in that paper) in the shape
ot handbills, which were hawked about the town and neigh-
bourhood by the bill-venders, at the charge of one half penny
each. That among the other matter reprinted from the Zyne
Mercury was this passage : “ From inquiries we have made in
the country, we find a strong feeling in the minds of the yeo-
manry upon this murder.” That besides the newspapers men-
tioned, the papers generally of Newcastle and the county of
Durham, from the inquest to the present time, had contained
almost every week paragraphs concerning the murder; and
placards were exhibited by newspapers announcing that they
would contain intelligence on the subject, thus keeping up the
excitement, and preventing the same from subsiding. That
the papers published in Newcastle and the county of Durham
were the only papers that circulated to any extent in Northum-
berland, there being no paper published in that county. That
the deponent had conversed with many persons in Newcastle
and Northumberland on the subject of the murder, and on the
state of the public mind in reference thereto, and he believed
that a general excitement prevailed respecting it.  He believed
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that a strong and general prejudice, excitement, and irritation
existed in Newcastle and Northumberland, and among persons
likely to serve on juries therein, against Archibald Bolam, in
regard to the murder of Joseph Millie; and that the said
Archibald Bolam could not, at present, have a fair and impar-
tial trial, either in Newcastle or Northumberland. That the
statements in the Mercury, as to Bolam’s assignment of his
property, and as to hlq wish to see a magistrate, and the inter-
vention of his solicitor, were untrue.

Mr. Dundas, after reading this affidavit, stated that he would
ofter no arguments to the Court in its support: it it did not
tell its own story to the hearts and minds of their Lordships,
no words of his could atone for the deficiency.

Sir Gregory Lewin opposed the motion. My learned friend
(said he) has brought before your Lordships, in support of his
motion, the mere twaddle of an Editor. He has not shown
that there 1s any excitement against the individual, but only
that whatever excitement prevails is against the crime itself,
The excitement, too, is not like political excitement. It is not,
calculated to operate on the fears of a jury, and to lead them
not to determine according to their convictions,in apprehension
of the consequences of popular indignation. In fact, it is not,
strictly speaking, to be called excitement, but merely that natu.
ral individual interest which persons take in those murderous
attacks on human life, of which they hear and read. I do not
defend the editorial comments on the case, but only argue that
they were directed against the wmurder, not against the man.
That the occurrence should have made a great sensation, is not
to be wondered at; but the excitement bears no analogy to that
which prevailed in the case of the Luddites, or during the corn
riots in London. Itis absurd to say that twelve men are not
to be found in the county of Northumberland, who would bring
in a fair and impartial verdict in the case under consideration.
Such an assertion is a gross libel on the county, and is totally
unsupported by proof. There always is, and, I hope, always
will be, a strong feeling in the public mind, when deeds of
blood are perpetrated ; and the attacks quoted in the aflidavit
are only attacks on the crime. It cannot be supposed, when
an inquest is held in a case of murder, and the coroner’s court
is adjourned from day to day, that there will be no excitement;
but in the present instance, there has been no overt act on the
part of the public, to operate on the minds of a jury. Of
whomsoever composed, the jury will doubtless have heard of
the murder; but we have no grounds for believing that their
minds have been so operated upon as to preclude them from
determining according to the evidence that will be brought be-
fore them. All that has been shown amounts to little more
than the twaddle of the newspapers, and the opinions given by
persons on the spot, as to the statements brought before them.
[tis not to be supposed that when a man has given an opinion
“on what he has heard and read, he will not change his mind
when he has heard both sides, if sufficient grounds for the
change be presented to him.,

Mr. Dundas: I know my learned friend too well not to be
convinced that he 1s actuated by his zeal for the cause he has
taken in hand, and not by any feeling against the prisoner ;
but it does appear to me, that he has used expressions which in
so solemn a matter as the present he ought not to have em-
ployed. What does Sir Gregory mean by *the twaddle of an
Editor?” Isa man to be “twaddled” out of his life? If]
were charged by an Editor with having imbrued my hands in
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human blood, would that be nothing more than twaddle?
Would it not be language calculated to prejudice the public
mind against me, and to militate against my chance of having
a fair trial on a charge affecting my life? My learned friend
says that the attack is on the crime, not the man. Why, did
Sir Gregory hear the affidavit? Did he hear the extract from
the Journal stating that there could be little doubt that Bolam
had stained his hands in the blood of Millie,and perpetrated the
foul erime of murder on his person? Is that directed merely
against the crime, and not against the individual? It is idle
to say, that the feeling in the public mind is against the crime,
and not against the man. Time will bring about a calmer
feeling, and the public will not be acted upon by the Press; for
I trust that what your Lordships say to-day will stay the hands
of those who have borne hardly on a fellow-creature, and done
all they could to bring him to death without a fair trial. The
prisoner’s sense of innocence induced him to refuse to entertain
the question of delay; but when I find that he is not likely to
have a fair trial,am I to permit him to place his life in jeopardy
—am [ to sanction his being tried, under circumstances which
preclude him from being fairly tried ? Or will you, my Lords,
sit there to see a man placed in peril from. an excited and pre-
judiced jury? God forbid that we should ever see the day in
which you, my Lords, or any other Judges of the land, will con-
sent to place human life in such jeopardy, when, by a few
months’ delay, a fair trial may be had. Forgive me, if I speak
too warmly. [ plead for life. It is an insult, when [ show the
grievous wrong that has been done to the prisoner, to tell me
that it is only the twaddle of an Editor. It appears to me the
nearest thing possible to the stab of an assassin’s tongue.

Mr. Baron Parke decided in favour of the application of Mr.
Dundas,and Mr. Baron Alderson expressed his full concurrence
in his learned brother’s decision.

Mr. Thompson (the governor of the town-gaol) was then
directed to remove the prisoner; and when Bolam turned from
the Bench, and proceeded to descend the steps, with his face to
the people, he was assailed by loud yells and groans, mingled
with hisses.

After quitting the Court the people remained on the Sandhili,
to witness the removal of Bolam ; and the police were afraid to
take this step until the crowd dispersed. They therefore
waited a considerable time, in the hope that popular patience
would be exhausted. But it was found i_m:less to wait, and the
police having set their wits to work, hit upon an “ingenious
device.” They caused a coach to be brought to the door of the
Guildhall, and having enveloped one of their number in a
loak, from the crown of his head downwards, they led him
down the stairs into the street—handed him into the vehicle—
and he was driven off to the gaol in Newcastle, the crowd rush-
ing after him, to see him alight, and greeting his ears with
vociferous execrations. Bolam was then brought from his
room in the Guildhall, and quickly and quietly conveyed to the
Moot Hall—where, in the afternoon, he was brought before
Baron Alderson, and was arraigned. Having pleaded “ Not
guilty,” Mr. Knowles moved, in due form, that the trial be
postponed until the Suminer Assizes; and the application was
of course granted without demur.

It was subsequently considered that the legality of the pro-
ceedings was rendered questionable, through the circumstance
that a town-councillor was a member of the Grand Jury by
whom the bill was found. The bill, therefore, was submitted
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to & Grand Jury of which the said town councillor (Mr. Ander-
son) was not a member; and a true bill having again been
returned, the case was once more removed into the county, and
deferred to the Summer Assizes.

. <

THE TRIAL.

The business of the Summer Assizes for Northumberland
commenced in the Moot Hall, In Newcastle, on Monday morn-
ing last, July 29, before Mr. Baron Maule; and the following
gentlemen were sworn of the Grand Jury :—

’ Lord OssuLsTON, M.P., Foreman,
Sir C. M. L. Monck, Bart. Stamp Brookesbank, Esq.
Sir M. W. Ridley, Bart. W. B. Clark, Esq.
Sir Edward Blackett, Bart. Charles William Bigge, Esq.
Chris. Blackett, Esq. M. P, Robert Lancelot Allgood, Esq.

Matthew Bell, Esq. M.P. William Burrell, Esq.
William Ord, Esq. M.P. Charles Bosanquet, Esq,
B. Osbaldiston Mitford, Esq. | Sanderson Ilderton, Esq.
Dixon Dixon, Esq. George Silvertop, Esq.
W. H. Cadogan, Esq. J. B. Coulson, Esq.
William Orde, Esq. Henry Witham, Esq.

G. T. L. Blenkinsopp, Esq. A.J. Cresswell Baker, Esq.

His Lordship, after proclamation was duly made, delivered
his Charge.

The Learned Judge was very imperfectly heard in the
Reporters’ Gallery, but we understood him to state, that it was
competent to the Grand Jury to take mto consideration a bill
ot indictment against the first prisonerin the calendar (Bolam),
notwithstanding that a bill had already been preferred and
found in another Court. Having made this statemen, this
Lordship proceeded to say, that when there was any well-
grounded doubt of a conviction, arising from the imperfection
of the evidence in support of an indictment, it was better, for
the ends of justice, that the bill should be rejected; because,
if the person charged were put upen his trial, and acquitted, he
could never again be placeg at the bar for the oftfence of which
he was accused, however strong might be the evidence obtained
against him at a future day., He (the Learned Judge) did not
say that these observations applied to any case which awaited
the consideration of the Grand Jury. [It was generally under-
stood, however, that his Lordship referred to the indictment
against Bolam.] It might be (he continued) that some of the
cases in the calendar were better supported by evidence than at
the time the depositions were taken which had been submitted to
his consideration ; and the Grand Juary, as a body of gentlemen
accustomed to the discharge of the duties confided to them,
would, he had no doubt, give every case which came before them
their best attention, and decide with judgment and discretion.

In the course of the day, the Grand Jury came into Court
with “ A true Bill against Archibald Bolam, for Murder.”

On Tuesday morning, at 9 o’clock, Mr. Baron Maule
(attended by the High Sheriff, John Davidson, Esq.,) took his
seat on the Bench in the Crown Court, to proceed with the trial
of Archibald Bolam (aged 41), who had been brought from
Meorpeth gaol on Sunday night, and lodged in a cell at the
Moot Hall.

The seats to the right and left of the Judge, the benches of
the Grand Jurors,and other seated portions of the hall, were
well filled with ladies and gentlemen. The worthy Under
Sheriff, John Adamson, Esq., was beset with friends, and met
their demands upon his attention with much alacrity., The
barristers crowded their “ sanctum ;” less learned folks filled
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the passages of the Court ; and the gallery appropriated to the
general public was pretty well filled, but certainly not crowded,
the excitement on the subject of the trial having greatly sub-
sided since March Assizes. A commodious gallery was erected
for the Reporters above the petty jury-box.

Sir Gregory Lewin, Mr, Granger, and the Hon. Stuart
Wortley, were, as before, the counsel for the Crown ; and Mr.
J. T. Hoyle, of Mosley-street, Newcastle, solicitor. Mr.
Dundas and Mr. Knowles appeared as the prisoner’s counsel ;
and Mr.'T'. Swinburne, of Gateshead, as his solicitor.

When the prisoner was placed at the bar, he was the object
of general observation. Some were of upinion that he was
much shrunken since the last Assizes, but we perceived little
difference in his appearance. His first occupation,aiter bowing
low and respeetfu]{)y to the Court, was stealthily to survey the
crowds collected together to witness his trial, and the Reporters’
Gallery excited his peculiar attention. Having completed his
survey, he assumed an attitude of repose. During the progress
of the trial, he paid the closest attention to the proceedings,
and anxiously looked upon the various blood-stained articles
produced by the police. Whatever anguish of mind he endured,
(and it was evident that a heavy load of trouble weighed upon
his soul,) he controuled his feelings so far as to avoid exposing
them by tears to the observation of the Court, with one or two
exceptions, when the contrast of his present with his past situa.
tion was peculiarly forced upon him by portions of the evidenee,

Mr. Dundas commenced the proceedings, by taking an
objection to the course pursueg by the prosecutor. The
prisoner had already pleaded * Not guilty” to one indictment,
and he disputed the right of the prosecntor to try him uEnn
another, without any mention made of that to which he had

previously been called upon to plead. :
“The discussion of this point was carried on in so low a tone

of voice,that we could not hear the arguments pro and con.
[t appeared, however, that the objection was overruled, for the

Learned Judge directed the trial to proceed. -
Mr. Bell, the Clerk of the Arraigns, then read the indict-

ment, which was made up of four counts, as follows :—

The Jurors for our Lady the Queen, upon their oath present, that
Archibald Bolam, lats of the parish of St. Nicholas, in the town of
Newcastle upon Tyne « nd county of the same, labourer, not having the
fear of G-od before his syes, but being moved and seduced by the instiga.-
tion of the Devil, on the sixth day of December, In the second year of
the reign of our Sovereign Lady. Queen Victoria, with force and arms,
at the parish aforesaid, in the town of Newcastle upon Tyne, and county
of the same, in and upon one Joseph Millie, in thg peace of God and our
said Lady the Queen then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of
his malice aforethought, did make an assault; and that the said
Archibald Bolam, with a certain iron poker, of the value of sixpence,
which he, the said Archibald Bolam, in both his hands, then and there
had and held, the said Joseph Millie in and upon the right side of the
head, and in and upon the left side of the head, and upon and across the
face of him the said Joseph Millie, then and there feloniously, wilfully,
and of his malice aforethought, did beat and strike, giving to the said
Joseph Millie, then and there, with the poker aforesaid, in and upon
the right side of the head, and inand upon the left side of the head, and
upon and across the face of him, the said Joseph Millie, several mortal
blows, bruises, fractures, and wounds, of which said several mortal
blows, bruises, fractures, and wounds, the said Joseph Millie then and
there instantly died. And so the Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath
aforesaid, do say, that the said Archibald Bolam the said Joseph Millie,
in manner and form aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice
aforethought, did kill and murder, against the form of the statutein such
case made and provided, and against the peace of our said Lady the

Queen, her crown and dignity.
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And the Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do further present,
that the said Archibald Bolam, on the said 6th day of December, in the
year aforesaid, with force and arms, at the parish of St. Nicholas afore-
said, in the town of Newcastle upon Tyne, and county of the same, in
and upon the said Joseph Millie, in the peace of God and our said Lady
the Q,IJ.EED then and there being, felumﬂusly, wifu]ly, and of his malice
aforethought, did make an assault; and that the said Archibald Bolam
then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did,
with great force and violence, strike, push, cast, and throw the said
Joseph Millie, against and upon a certam iron fender then and there
being, giving to the said Joseph Millie then and there, by the striking,
pushing, casting, and throwing of the said Joseph Millie, against and
upon the said iron fender, In and upon the right side of the head, and 1n
and upon the left side of the head, and upon and across the face of him
the said Joseph Millie, several mortal bruises, fractures, and wounds, of
which last mentioned bruises, fractures, and wounds, the said Joseph
Millie then and there instantly died. And so the Jurors aforesaid, upon
their oath aforesaid, do say, that the said Archibald Bolam the said
Joseph Millie, in manner and form as last aforesaid, feloniously, wil-
fully, and of his malice aforethought, did kill and murder, against the
form of the statute in such cases made and provided, and againstthe
peace of our said Lady the Queen, her crown and dignity.

And the Jurors aforesaid,upon their oath aforesaid, do further present,
that the said Arehibald Bolam, on the said sixth day of December, in the
year aforesaid, with force and arms, at the parish of St. Nicholas afore-
said,in thetown of Newcastle upon Tyne, and county of the same, afore-
said, in and upon the said Joseph Millie, in the peace of God and our said
Lady the Queen then and there being, feloniously,wilfully, and of his
malice aforethought, did make an assault; and that the said Archibald
Bolam then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afore-
thought, did, with great force and violenee, strike, push, cast, and throw
the said Joseph Millie down unto and upon the ground"there; and that
the said Archibald Bolam, with beth the hands and feet of him the said
Archibald Bolam, then and there, and whilst the said Joseph Millie was
so lying and being on the ground, him the said Joseph Millie, in and
* upon the right side of the head, and in and upon the left side of the
head, and upon and across the face of him the said Joseph Milie, then
and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, divers
times, with great force and violenee, did strike, beat, and kick, giving to
the said Joseph Millie then and there, as well by the striking, pushing,
casting, and throwing of the said Joseph Millie, down unto and upon
the ground as aforesaid, as by the striking, beating, and kicking of the
said Joseph Millie, whilst he was so lying, and being upon the ground
as aforesaid, in and upon the right side of the head, and in and upon the
left side of the head, and upon and across the face of him, the said
Joseph Millie, several mortal bruises, fractares, and wounds, of which
last mentioned bruises, fractures, and wounds, the said Joseph Millie
then and there instantly died. And so the Jurors aforesaid, upen their
oath aforesaid, do say, that the said Archibald Bolam the said Joseph
Millie, in manner and form as last aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and
of his malice aforethought, did kill and murder, against the form of the
statute in such case made and provided, gnd against the peace of our
said Lady the Queen, her crown and dignity.

And the Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do further pre-
sent, that the said Archibald Bolam, on the said 6th day of December,
in the vear aforesaid, with force and arms, at the parish of St. Nicholas
aforesaid, inthe town of Newcastle upon Tyne, and county of the same,
in and upon the said Joseph Millie, in the peace of God and our said
Lady the Queen then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of his
malice aforethought, did make an assault; and that the said Archibald
‘Bolam, with a certain iron poker, of the value of sixpence, which he the
said Archibald Bolam in both his hands then and there had and held,
the said Joseph Millie in and upon the right side of the head, and in
and upon the left sjdg of the head, and upon and across the face of him,
the said Joseph Millie, then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his
malice aforethought, did beat and strike. And that the said Archibald
Bolam also then and there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice afore-
thought, did, with great force and violence, strike, push, cast, and
throw the said Joseph Millie against and upon a certain iron fender,
then and there being ; and that the said Archibald Bolam also then and
there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did, with
great force and violence, strike, push, cast and throw the said Josepk
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Millie down unto and upon the ground there, giving to the said Joseph
Millie then and there, as well by the heating and striking of him the
said Joseph Millie with the last-mentioned poker, as also by the striking,
pushiug, casting, and throwing of the said Joseph Millie against and
upon the last-mentioned fender, and by the striking, pushing, casting,
and throwing of the said Joseph Millie down unto and upon the ground,
as last aforesaid, in and upon the right side of the head, and in and
apon the left side of the head, and upon and across the face of him, the
said Joseph Millie,several mortal blows, bruises, fractures, and wounds,
of which said last-mentioned mortal blows, bruises, fractures, and
wounds, the said Joseph Millie then and there instantly died. And so
the Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath aforesaid, do say, that the said
Az_mhlha_ld Bolam the said Joseph Millie, in manuner and form as last
aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought, did kill
ar_:ld murder, against the form of the statute in such case made and pro-
Egdeqt, and against the peace of our said Lady the Queen, her crown and
1gnity.

To this indietment, in a subdued, but clear and distinct tone,
the prisoner pleaded—* Not guilty.” .

The following gentlemen were then sworn as the jury by

whom he was to be tried :—
Mr. JouN CLARKE, of Allendale Town, yeoman, Foreman
Mvr, John Bell, Blanchland Villa, foreman
Mr. Thomas Hindmarsh, Hawkwell, gentleman
Mr. George Blenkinsopp, Wardrew, yeoman
Mr. John Charlton, Hawksted, yeoman
Mr, Ralph Hutchinson, Great Bavington, farmer
Mr. John Dickinson, East Stonehouse, gentleman
Mr. Stephen Kitchen, Gunnerton, farmer
Mr. Roger Smith, West Matfin, farmer
Mr. Matthew Usher, Williemontswyke, farmer
Mr John Armstrong, Cragshields, farmer"
Mr. Thomas Lawson, West Whelpington, yeoman

Sir Gregory Lewin rose to address the Jury for the prosecu-
tion. Having briefly charged them to banish from their minds
as far as it was practicable, every ramour which had reached
them on the subject of Millie’s death, and to attend only to the
case which would be brought before them in open Court, the
learned counsel proceeded to give a narrative of the circum-
stances of the affair under consideration. The prisoner, for 16
years, had filled the honourable and responsible office of actuary
in the Newcastle Savings’ Bank. I[n November, 1837, he en-
gaged the deceased as an occasional clerk in the establishment,
to assist in the busy season of the year. Millie continued to
give his assistance for a few months; and after his engagement,
the prisoner and George Ridley,a permanent clerk, who had
previously been on good terms, became less friendly. The
prisoner expressed his dissatisfaction with Ridley’s manner of
keeping his accounts; and in May, 1838, at the suggestion of
one of the directors, Mr. David Akenhead, Ridley resigned,
receiving as a gratuity a year’s salary. Millie continued, from
that time, to act as an assistant clerk ; and on Tuesday, the
4th of December, he was permanently appointed as Ridley's
successor. Millie had formerly been in business in Shields,
where he was unsuccessful; and at the time of his a.pc{soint-
ment in the bank, he was about 54 years old, and a widower,
with four children. The prisoner hady alwavs behaved with the
most marked kindness to the deceased and his children; and
in celebration of his entrance upon his office of permanent
clerk, he had bim to dinner on the day of his appointment, in
company with the bank porter, Matthew Cree. The next day
was Wednesday, the 5th of December ; and on Thursday, the
6th, the murder was committed. The bank hours were from
10 to 3; but towards the end of the year, when the accounts
were made up, it was usual for the actuary and his assistant
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to remain till 9 or 10. At this season of the year,the prisoner
(whose residence was upwards of a jnile distant) was in the
habit of having his dinner and his tea in the bank. Millie
lived within five minutes’ walk of the bank, and went home to
his meals. On the day of the murder, Millie, as usual, dined
at home; and at hall-past 3, the porter left the prisoner and
the deceased seated at a table in front of the fire (marked L. in
our plan), as was their custom in cold weather. The entrance
to the bank was from the Arcade in Pilgrim-street, by a door
which was common to the offices of Messrs. Green, architects,
and the dwelling of Mr. Robson,a dealer in lace. "This door led
into a lobby; on the left side of which, a flight of stairs con-
ducted to the apartments of Messrs. Green and Mr. Robson;
and facing you as you entered there were two doors, one (on the
left) leading 1nto the waiting-room of the bank, and the other
into the larger room. In the waiting room, there were two
windows fronting into the Manor-chare. In the larger room
there were five windows, viz., three fronting into the Manor-
chare, and two Into Pilgrim-street, opposite Sir Matthew White
Ridley’s bank. [An excellent model of the bank, prepared by
Messrs. Sopwith, was Elaced upon the table, and explained.]
Matthew Cree, as had already been stated, left the bank at
half-past three; and he was the last person who saw the
prisoner and the deceased together. Millie’s time of going to
tea was about half-past 4, but on the day of the murder he was
never seen at home after dinner: his childrer would tell the
jury that he did not come to tea. 'The prisoner stated that the
deceased did go to tea, and that he himself (having received a
threatening letter) left the bank about 5, when Millie was
absent. A policeman, named Moore, went on duty in the
Arcade at 5 o'clock; and it was his especial task to keep the
entrance of the Arcade free from obstruction, that there might
be no hindrance to the public in the apﬁroach from Pilgrim-
street to the post office, which was at the further end of the
Arcade. The entrance to the bank was within a yard or two
of the entrance to the Arcade; and Moore, who continued on
duty till 10 o’clock, saw no sirange face—perceived no smell of
fire—observed nothing remarkable. This was important, be-
cause the prisoner’s statement was, or rather his statement
suggested, that the fire took place early in the night; whilst,
in fact, it would be shown that at half-past one o’clock on
Friday morning, the fire had no existence. At a quarter
to 11, Policeman Davis, who “succeeded Moore, was in
the Arcade, and the outer door of the bank was then
open. It would appear that immediately after Davis passed,
the door was shut by Mr. Robson, w{o usually closed it
at this time in the night. At 12, Davis saw it shut; and
at one, he and another policeman, named Macpherson, met
at the head of the Manor-chare, and stood under the bank
window there situated—the window near to which the prisoner
was found, and where he must (according to his own account)
have lain several hours. Davis and Macpherson entered into
conversation, and spoke in so loud a tone, that the prisoner
must have heard them. Miss Latimer, who lived in Pilgrim.
street, opposite the head of the Manor-chare, on an upper tloor,
saw these policemen, and heard them talking together,although
she was much further from them than the prisoner was. Being
unwell on the night of the murder, Miss Latimer did not retire
to rest at her uzual hour. A 11 o'clock, she looked out of her
window, and saw nosmoke—no appearance of fire—at the bank,
At one o’clock, when she saw the policemen, there was still no
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indication of fire ; but at twenty minutes or half-past one (the
last time that she looked out), she perceived a dim light through
the windows of the waiting-room, which she conjectured to be
an expiring fire. At 20 minutes to 2, William Dunn, an ap-
prentice in the Courant office, went to the post-office with some
newspapers. In passing and repassing the door of the bank,
he did not observe whether it was closed or open. He left the
printing office a second time, (almost immediately after his
return from the post-office,) to wait the arrival of the mail, that
he might be in readiness to receive letters and papers addressed
to his employers. In passing along Pilgrim-street from the
printing office, he observed a reflection of fire from the Manor-
chare. About the same time, other persons saw flames issuing
from the windows of the waiting-room ; and fire-engines having
been brought, the fire was extinguished. Mr. Armstrong, the
cashier of the bank, was the first person at the outer door of the
bank, in the Arcade, after the alarm of fire; and that door,
which was shut a short time before, was then open. When
the fire in the waiting-room was subdued, several persons
entered the larger room, and the body of Millie was found
on a hearthrug before the fire, stif and cold. His head
was smashed most fearfully, and was lying in a pool of
blood. The door, wainscot, &c., were also bloody, and the
tongs and poker were lying in the middle of the floor—the latter
much bent, and smeared with blood, mingled with hair. The
prisoner was subsequently found in the far corner of the room,
near the window at the head of the Manor-chare. He was upon
the floor, resting upon his elbow. His hat was on his head,and
his plaid wrapped round him. Hiseyes were open,and indicated
consciousness. The room being filled with smoke, a fireman
tried to open one of the windows looking into Pilgrim-street.
He found them both fast. He tried the window nearest to
Bolam, and finding the shutters loose, and the window-fasten.
ings undoue, he was instantly able to throw u the sash. The
prisoner wore a black stock ; and on the outside of that stock, a
silk handkerchief. There was a cut on his neek, from which
blood had flowed, and the inside of the stock was marked with
blood : the handkerchief was free from blood on the outside,
The floor where the prisoner lay was not stained with one drop
ol blood, although the prisoner stated that he had lain there fox
several hours with his face downwards ; and the jury were to be
called upon to believe that the blood flowed so profusely from
his wound as to have soaked the breast of his shirt, and stained
his garments, while he continued in a horizontal position. How
the floor, to which the blood would naturally fall, should be free
from stain, and the prisoner’s shirt should be steeped in blood,
and his clothes spotted, in a manner contrary to the law of
gravity, it was for the prisoner to explain, However, he was
raised, 1 a real or pretended state of faintness, and conveyed
to the house of Mr. Glenton, in Pilgrim-street, (on the same
side as the Arcade, and only a few yards distant, being some-
what nearer than the Courant office, already referred to). Mil

lie, as he (Sir Gregory) had stated, was found dead on the
hearthrug, with his face downwards, His head had been beaten
in, and a blow had been struck betweed the upper lip and the
the nose, which completely separated the latter from the upper
jaw. His arms were bruised, and his clothes were stained with
blood in various places. The room was in confusion, and
spotted and splashed with blood. Three chairs were piled upon
each other, one of them marked with the grasp ofp a bloody
hand ; and on the floor under them, or near them, there was a
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large pool or clot of blood. The room altogether was in such a
state, that if there was the least light in the room, no person
coulti enter it, without his attention being instantly arrested
by the horrible sight. The candles were standing upon
the table, and their condition was important. They were
from four to five inches in length, and snuffed close—so
close, that when a fireman wished to light one of them,
he was obliged to peel off a portion of the tallow. The pri-
soner said, that when he entered, at 7 o’clock, after his re-
turn from his house, the candles were burning in the sockets.
But if Millie had new.lighted the candles when he returned
from tea, they would not have been burnt down into the
sockets at 7. 'The prisoner had detected that this story would
not answer, and he amended it before the coroner, b{ stating
that he meant to say, the wicks of the candles were long, anc{
the light dim, owing to the circumstance that the candles had
not been snuffed for some time. If so, this unknown assassin
must have been very cool and deliberate, for the candles had
all been carefully and closely snuffed out. In either case, the
prisoner’s story was (to say the least of it) a very suspicious
one. The prisoner further stated, that on entering the bank,
he saw Millie lying before the fire, as if he were asleep. He
crossed the room to put his plaid in his desk, according to his
custom ; and while doing so, he heard some person behind him,
and turning his head, was knocked down. He immediately
rose, and why did he not call Millie to his assistance? He
supposed Millie to be asleep—he might easily have roused him
—but he did no such thing: he surveyed his assailant—the
man with his face blacked—and then, instead of awakin

Millie, ran to the windows in Pilgrim-street, crying “ Murder !”
that he might obtain assistance from without. This was at 7
o’clock, when Mr, Robson was in his lace-shop adjoining, and
the streets were thronged with the inhabitants, passing to and
fro on their respective errands. No one heard the outery—
not one, However, the prisoner said that he did ery, and that
the man followed him, and knocked him down by a second blow
on the head. He fell on his face, and the man said, “ If you

make any noise, I'll serve you as I served the other man.” In
other words, this man, who had so often been threatened by his
unknown enemy, is told, when he is in thatenemy’s power, that
he would be spared, if he only refrained from giving an
alarm ; but if he made a noise, then he should be served
like the other man. The assassin, it was pretended, had
murdered a man against whom he bore no malice, and was
willing to spare the man whose life he had threatened. Well,
while the prisoner lay on the floor, the man stood over him,
and proceeded to cut his throat. Such was the prisoner’s tale.
That his neck was cut, was true. There was a wound skin.
deep ; and the jury would judge of its importance when he told
them, that on the Monday after the murder, the gaol-barber
shaved over the cut. The prisoner was asked if he did not
attempt to defend himself. His answer was, that he did not:
he was atraid that if he did so, his assailant would take his
life. Why, it was not in nature that a man should lie passive
on the ground, and allow a ruffian quietly to cut his throat,
without making one effort to push aside the murderous weapon
and escape. For a man to run the risk of having his fingers
cut, was nothing* when the alternative was, to have his throat
cut; and if the Prisoner’s throat had been attempted, he would
inevitably have had his fingers cut in resisting the attempt ;
but his fingers were free from wounds—perfectly free from the
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least stain of blood. The man, he said, wounded him, and left
him. He continued to lie on the floor, his senses coming and
going for several hours. The statement which he made sug-

ested that the fire was lighted at an early hour of the night.

et the man, he said, was moving about in the room that was
on fire, with the door shut. What was there to hinder the
prisoner from rising up, and giving the alarm to the public_in
the street? But no! he lay still, till the fire was seen on the
outside, and persons came in,and found him with the deceased.
The learned gentleman proceeded to refer to the prisoner’s
statement on the subject of the anonymous letters—his having
burnt them, with one exception—his assertion that the last
letter was left on his desk, where no such letter could be found,
&e. &e. Then, again, his suspicious insensibility, and
his speedy recovery; and the strange cuts on his
clothes. On his coat, behind, there were nine cuts,
without any corresponding cuts on his waistcoat. If these
cuts had been received in conflict, would they not have gone
through to the skin. If they were made designedly and de-
liberately, he need not point to the individual who made them.
His clothes, too, were not only cut, but were marked with blood
—his coat, trousers, gaiters, and shoes, were all more or less
bloody. Was it probable—was it possible—that these marks
of blood could proceed from a wound on the prisoner’s neck,
whilst he lay horizontally on the floor—the floor itself being
free from stain? J{ the blood, by possibility, could drop from
his neck to his shoes, whilst he was lying down, it must have
dropped over his handkerchief; yet the outside of the hand-
kerc]?ief was unstained. At Mr. Glenton’s, he sat up till five
o’clock in the morning, conversing composedly and collectedly,
in spite of his having suffered from concussion of the brain and
from a suffocating atmosphere ; and in the morning, he was out
of bed, and below stairs, between 8 and 9 o'clock. When Mr.
Glenton’s girl informed her master that the prisoner had gone
down stairs, and was going away, he was naturally incredulous,
but he was convinced by his eyesight, and called the prisoner
into the breakfast-room,telling him he had got too far down.
Having remarked upon other matters, Sir Gregory said, that
the prisoner had stated that he was only a few minutes at home
on the night of the murder, but Mrs. Swan, his neighbour,
would state, that she repeatedly heard the prisoner’s back-door
open and shut that night, and she heard a knocking at the door
so late as 10 o'clock. It was impossible to suppose but that his
clothes, if he committed the murder, must have been more
blood-stained than they were found to be; and the probability
was, that he went home to get rid, so far as he could, of the
traces of his guilt. It would be proved to the jury, that one
portion of his clothes had been subjected to some process for the
removal of the blood, and the prisoner had no doubt washed away
much blood from other places. To change his clothes alto-
gether, would not have answered, because it would be known
to many how he was dressed during the day ; and a change of
raiment, in connection with the murder, would have been very
suspicious. There was also another reason for bis going home.
By so doing, he gave a colour to the idea that the deed was
done in his absence. If he had remained at the bank, he
could not have affected ignorance of the murder, when he was
found there. It was possible, indeed, that he went home with-
out any intention of returning, but afterwards decided that it
would be the better course to resume his place in the bank, and
adopt some means of diverting suspicion from himself. Sir
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Gregory commented upon the circumstance that no robbery
had been committed, proving that the deed had not been done
by any prowling plunderer; that the prisoner was the last man
seen in Millie’s company, and gave a most improbable account
of himself; that his coat was cut in a most extraordinary man-
ner; that while in danger of his life, he neglected the means of
escape. No other conclusion could rationally be adopted, than
that the prisoner at the bar was the murderer of Joseph
Millie.

At the close of Sir Gregory’s address, the prisoner was accom-
modated with a chair, which he continued to occupy during
nearly the whole of the trial.

John Sopwith, of Grey-street, cabinet-maker, (examined by
Mr. Wortley,) deposed, that the model on the table was made
under his superintendence, and was an accurate representation
of the Savings’ Bank and neighbouring premises.—By Mr.
Dundas : The wall between Mr. Robson’s shop and the bank
was fifteen inches thick. The dcor of the large room was not
« Qush” with the door of the waiting-room : it was three feet in
advance, nearer to the outer door.

Matthew Cree (examined by Mr. Wortley) deposed, that he
had been 16 years in the service of the Savings’ Bank, as
porter, &c. The prisoner was a clerk in the bank before wit-
ness became connected with the establishment. The deceased,
Millie, was occasionally employed in the bank for about a year
previous to the 4th of December, 1838, when he was perma-
nently engaged as clerk., He succeeded George Ridley in the
sitnation. On the day of his appeintment, the deceased and
witness dined with the prisoner at his house, No. 2, Sedgwick-
place, Gateshead. After dinner, the Frisoner brought a bottle
of wine into the room, and drank Millie’s health, wishing him
Iong life to enjoy his situation. When the wine was drunk,
they returned to the bank. It was witness’s duty to attend at
the bank from 10 till 3. Mary Bolam,who cleaned the bank,
brought coals into the room every morning; and if more coals
were required during the day, witness brought them. The
prisoner, witness, deceased, and Mary Bolam, comprised the
whole of the paid servants of the bank. On Thursday,the 6th
of December, witness was at the bank a few minutes before 10
o'clock in the morning. The prisoner and the deceased were
there when witness went. The prisoner dined at the bank that
day, between one and two o’clock. His dinner was brought to
him. Witness left the bank at Italf-past three, after bringing
up coals to serve the prisoner and the deceased during the
evening, When he left them, they were writing at the table
before the fire, side by side, like two brothers. Up to that hour,
witness had never seen anything like ill-will between them :
he had never heard them exchange an angry word. There
were chairs in the room, but none laid one upon the other.
Witness went home, and did not return that day. Left the
bank by the waiting room door, which he pulled-to behind him,
leaving the key in the lock, inside. The inner or partition door
was open. There was a fire in the waiting-room. On each
side of the fireplace was a safe. The one on the left hand side
was used for keeping bOOkS, papers, an_d odd cash: it contained
an iron chest : it was a stone safe, with an iron chest inside.
The outer door was wood. The right-hand safe was used as a
closet. There was in it a wash-hand stand, with other articles.
There was water in the pitcher on the Thursday, and two
towels were hanging up. It was usual to keep clean towels in
the drawer of the wash-stand, but witness was not able to say if
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there were towels in the drawer on that particular day. Witness
had heard of no letter being put under the door of the bank on
the Thursday, nor on any other day. The prisoner never told
witness that he had received threatening letters. The prisoner,
he believed, was right—handed. The windows of the bank were
protected at night by shutters and bars. Witness usually
closed the shutters, but when the clerks were going to stay
later than usual, he left them open. They were all open when
he left the bank on the 6th of December.

Elizabeth Millie (examined by Sir G. Lewin) deposed, that
she was 12 years of age,and could read and write. Her father,
the late Joseph Millie,was a clerk in the savings’ bank, and
lived in Croft-stairs. On the 6th of December, her father came
to his dinner at half-past 12, and left home at half-past one.
He usually came to his tea at 5, but he did not come home that
day. Tea was pregared for him, but he never came. Witness
had no mother, and her father kept no servant. She made the
tea herself, and waited till 2 o’clock in the morning, but her
father did not come, and she went to bed. Witness never again
saw her father alive. She knew Mr. Bolam : had known him
about a year. She had been to his house for meat: he had
sent for her three times, to take home meat for herself and the
rest of the children. Her father knew that she had meat from
Mr. Bolam.—By Mr. Dundas : Had never known her father
to have anla (ﬁuarrel with Mr. Bolam,

Joseph Millie, aged 15, (examined by Mr. Wortley,) deposed,
that he was the son of Joseph Millie, and an apprentice to Mr.
Laidler, grocer. Witness used to board ancr fodge at home.
On the 6th of December, he did not get his dinner till 3 o’clock,
but he met his father in the street between 12 and 1. His
father was then quite well. It was his father’s custom to go
home to tea at 5, and he was generally at home for the night
by 9. On Thursday night, Dec. 6, he did not come home. Wit-
ness saw his father’s body at the bank. Witness had a brother
and two sisters.

William Moore, policeman, (examined by Sir G. Lewin,) de-
posed, that on Thursday, Dec. 6, he went on duty in the
Arcade at five o’clock in the afternoon. He was chiefly at the
entrance in Pilgrim-street, near the savings’ bank, that he
might keep the passage clear to the post office. Remained on
duty till ten, and heard no cry of murder, nor any other noise,
in the bank ; neither did anything particular occur, in connec-
tion with that institution, to excite his attention.

Henry Davis, policeman, (examined by Mr. Wortley,) was
on duty in and near the Arcade at a quarter to ten on the Gth
of December. At a quarter to 11, the outer door of the bank
was open : theinner doors shut. At half-past twelve the outer
door also was shut. There was nothing about the bank to
attract attention. About one o’clock, witness saw Policeman
Macpherson in the Manor-chare, at the Pilgrim-street end, and
accosted him from a distance. They exchanged several words
in a loud voice. Macpherson crossed over to witness, and they
stood nearly a quarter of an hour together, under the first win-
dow of the savings’ bank, as you turn out of Pilgrim-street
into the manor-chare. 'T'hey talked pretty loud that they
might understand each other, for Macpherson was a Scotch-
man. (A laugh.) The window was only about two feet above
witness's head. Any person lying in the bank, near that win-
dow, might hear him and Macpherson in conversation. When
they parted, witness went into the Arcade. Neither there, nor
in the Manor-chare, was there the slightest appearance of fire,
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James Macpherson, policeman, (examined by Sir Gregory
Lewin,) gave similar evidence to that of Davis, When he
stated, that any person in the bank, near the corner window in
the Manor-chare, might have heard him and Davis in conver-
sation, Mr. Dundas observed, “ That is, if they were sensible.”

Mary Ann Latimer,dress- mgl.kEI_‘; (examined by Mr. Wortley,)
deposed, that she lived in Pilgrim-street, nearly opposite the
head of the Manor chare. On the 6th of December, she was
indisposed, and was late in reuring to rest. The five windows
of the bank, looking into the Manor-chare, were visible from
her room. At 1l o'clock, hearing a quarrel in the street, she
looked out. There was then no light observable in the bank.
At one o'clock, she was again disturbed, by hearing some per-
son knocking at the door. She looked out, and saw a police-
man knocking at the door of a baker in Pilgrim-street, who
lived nearly opposite to her. There was also a policeman at
the mouth of the Arcade, who walked to the head of Manor-
chare, and there the two policemen met, and talked together.
Witness heard their voices quite plain, though the window was
shut. Saw no light in the bank at that time. In about a quar-
ter of an hour, she again looked out, and observed a light in
the waiting-room, through the window. The blinds were down,
but there were no shutters. The light was dim, as if it were
thatof an expiring fire. Witness afterwards went to bed, and
saw nor heard no more of the matter.~By Mr. Dundas: It was

perhaps !6 minutes after one when she saw the light. The
sounds which she heard in the street were pretty loud.

Mr. Dundas: Then you heard better than the police, for they
heard nothing of these noises?

Witness (re-examined by Mr. Wortley): There were no po-
licemen near my house at 11 o'clock; and it was one of the
policemen whom [ heard making a noise at one.

Macpherson recalled : Did not knock at a baker’s door in
Pilgrim-street that night, nor any other door.

" Davis : Knew the baker’s in Pilgrim-street, near the Manor-
chare. Did not knock at his door. The baker’s house was in
Goulding’s beat.

William Dunn (examined by Sir Gregory Lewin) deposed,
that he was an apprentice in the Courant office. The paper
was published every Friday. On Friday, Dec.7, witness went
to the post-office in the Arcade with newspapers. The Courant-
office being in Pilgrim-street, and the post office at the far end
of the Arcade, witness had to pass the outer door of the Savings’
Bank, but did not notice if it were open or shut. It was exactly 20
minutes to 2 o’clock by the Arcade clock, when witness was at
the post-office. In passing and repassing, witness observed no
appearance of fire at the bank. After returning to the print-
ing-office, witness had again to go to the post office, to watch
the arrival of the mail, and obtain letters and papers. As he
left the Courant.office’ for this purpose, he nEserved a glare
of light reflecting out of the Manor-chare, and returned to
give an alarm. The Courant office was about twenty yards
from the Arcade. Mr. Selkirk followed witness to the
Manor-chare, and there they saw the flames coming out of the
windows of the waiting-room of the bank. This was about
eight minutes after he first went to the post-office. Saw no
blinds in the windows : the fire must have destroyed them, if
there were any. Witness was of opinion there could have
been no shutters to the windows, because, if there had been any,
they could not have been destroyed between his first visit to
the post office and his discovery of the fire. '

Nathaniel Goulding, policeman, (examined by M. Wortley,)
B
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deposed, that he was on duty in and near the lower part of Pil-
grim-street, on the 6th of December. Went on duty at IO
o’clock. Knew the baker’s shop near the Manor.chare : did not
knock at the baker’s door, nor did he hear any person knock.
At 20 minutes to 2, witness was near the Fox and Lamb public
house, and saw smoke issuing from the windows of the waiting
room of the bank. Woitness ran to the head of the chare, and
heard a female cry from the top of the Arcade, * We shall be
scumfished ! Witness then ran to the Manor-station,and gave
the alarm ; and on returning through the Arcade, observed that
the outer door of the bank was open. The inner doors were
closed, and flames were coming through the door of the wait-
ing room. Witness hurried up Pilgrim-street, to call Turncock
Ritchie.~The other facts stated by Goulding will be better
learned from other witnesses.

John Robson, of the corner of the Arcade, lace-dealer, (ex-
amined by Mr. Wortley,) deposed, that his shop adjoined the
bank on the same floor. The entrance to his house was the
outer door of the bank. On the 6th of December, he was in
his shop from dinner-time to 9 at night, with the exception of
one hour from half-past 4 to half-past 5, when he was at tea,
and heard no cry, nor any unusual noise,during the whole time,
nor did he perceive any smell of fire. At 9 o’clock, he went to
the house of Mr. Parsons, and remained till .a quarter to 11.
He then returned home, and found the outer door open, as
usual. Having entered, he closed it. When shut, it required
to be opened with a key from the outside, but from the inside
a key was not necessary, as it opened with a spring. At 12
o’clock, he retired for the night, and up to that time had ob-
served no smell of fire, nor heard any peculiar cries or noises.
Between 1 and 2, he and his wife were awoke by the servant
girl, who stated that the house was on fire. Witness found that
there was so dense a smoke rushing up stairs, that all escape
in that quarter was hopeless. He and his family, therefore, got
out of a bed.room window, and proceeded by the leads of the
Arcade to the windows of u neighbour, by whom they were in-
stantly received. The house in which he lived was occupied
as follows :—He and the Savings’ Bank occupied the ground
floor ; Mr. Green occupied the second and third floors, except
one or two rooms in which Mary Bolam lived ; and the fourth
floor was occupied by witness as a dwelling-house. Witness,
Mr. Green, and Mary Bolam, had each a key to the outer
door.—By Mr. Dundas: The outer door, when closed, was
opened inside by drawing a spring: it was very easily done.

William Appleton, foreman of the North British firemen,
(examined by Sir Gregory Lewin,) deposed,that on hearing the
alarm of fire, he had the engines brought to the Manor-chare,
and set them to work to play into the windows of the waiting-
room. He then went oft to the Arcade-entrance to the bank.
There he found Wardle (now dead), with a branch pipe
in his hand, playing into the chief safe in the waiting-room.
Witness requested him to play the water on the partition-
door. Wardle complied, ang witness pressed the door open a
little, but it seemed as if it were pushed back again. Wit-
ness fell back from the smoke for a minute or two, and
then forced the door open to the extent of two or three inches,
but it was again thrust back. Witness placed his foot
against the door, and used so much force, that the parel of the
door fell forward upon his shoulder, and the door flew open.
There appeared to be no resistance. Witness stepped forward,
but there was so much smoke and “ stithe” in the room, that
he was obliged to fall back. He heard no noise in the room,
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but there was so much noise without, that it would have been
quite impossible to hear any movements within, if there had
been any. Witness knew the premises well : he had a deposit
in the bank, and was in the habit of visiting it. He again
entered the large room, and saw a few live cinders in the fire-
lace : otherwise the room was utterly dark. In moving about,
Ee stumbled over something near the fireplace, and stooping
down, felt the leg of a man. Witness erred out, “ Here's a
man!” Was not aware that there were any persons in the
bank at that time. He went for a light, and met two men in
the room, one of whom carried a police-lantern, with a light
inside. In the waiting-room,either from Elgie or Hall, he got
a lantern, and returned to the large room. He then found Mr.
Joseph Armstrong, of the Courart, and Sub-Inspector Bell,
standing near the body. Witness exclaimed, “ Oh, men, there
must be more than this!” and turning towards the windows
next to Pilgrim-street, the light of his lantern fell on the
head of a man, lying on the floor. He cried, “ Here’s another
man!” This person was resting on his elbow, with his head
towards Pilgrim-street, and was near to the first window
in the Manor-chare. His hat was on, and there was g
plaid on his shoulders. When witness cried, the man turned
round his head, and moved his eyes. Witness exclaimed,
“Oh! it’s Bolam" Other persons had come up by this time.
The prisoner drooped his head, closed his eyes. and fell on
his back. Witness raised his head—took off his hat and
plaid, and laid them on the floor. When the prisoner was
leaning on his elbow, with his face turned round, he could see
the inner door: there was no light, except from that door
Witness mounted a table to open one of the windows facing
Pilgrim-street, but found it fastened. 'Tried the windows
nearest to the corner of Manor-chare, and found the shut.
ters loose, and the fastening of the window undone. Mr. Ald.
Dunn, and several other persons, were now in the room.
Mr. Dunn felt the prisoner’s wrist, and said that there was a
pulsation. The prisoner was lifted upon a table, and a basin
of water was brought. He did not speak, but made his mouth
go. The water was offered to him, and he drank part of it.
He was taken to the house of Mr. Glenton, the surgeon. There
were two candlesticks on the table in the middle of the large
room, each having two branches, In each socket there was
candle, from four to five inches long: the candles (he thought)
were moulds. They were all snuffed so closc, that he was

obliged to break some of the tallow off, before he could get one
of them lighted.

Alexander Nelson Hall, fireman of the North British office,
(examined by Mr. Wortley,) deposed, that he was the first
person to enter the waiting room by the window. On entering
the large room, after Appleton, he saw the prisoner on the foor.
He raised himself on his left elbow, and lifted his head, which
was on the ground when witness first saw him. His eyes were
open, and he looked “ brent” up. Mr. Joseph Armstrong said,
“ Bolam ! Bolam! is that you?" The prisoner lay down in a
fainting position. At four o'clock in the morning, witness
examined the bank. He found a key on the floor in the wait-
ing room, close to the partition-door. The lock was open, but
the spring-lock was shot.

Thomas Gall, fireman, (examined by Mr. Wortley,) assisted
to carry the prisoner to Mr. Glenton’s. He moved his head
about vervy much, and seemed to be sick.

Joseph Armstrong, of the Courant office, (examined by Mr.

Wortley,) deposed,that he was cashier in the bank,and had been
B3
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for seven years. He knew the prisoner well. At 20 minutes o
2 o'clock, he heard of the fire, and hastened to the bank, The
engines had not then arrived. 'I'he outer door, in the Arcade,
was open, and the door of the waiting-room was on fire. Wit
ness had not touched either of the inner doors when the engines
came up. The Newcastle engine came first. After the engines
had played a while, witness, accompanied by Sub-Inspector
Bell, proceeded to enter the large room. Witness took hold of
the “sneck” of the door in the lobby, through which no one
had previously passed, and he found that the door was open.
Witness observed, that it was curious the door should be un-
locked at that time. Bell found a key in the lock, inside,
Near the fireplace, witness stumbled over something ; and when
a light was brought, they found the body of Millie lying on the
hearthrug, with the face downwards. The arms were bent,one
being raised to the head ; and the legs were stretched out, and
laid close together, The body was stiff and eold. Shortl
afterwards, when the candles on the table had been lighted,
witness saw a man lying on the ground, at the far corner of the
room. He was resting on his elbow, and his head did not touch
the floor. His plaid lay across his hips. He was raised by
(witness thought) Inspector Little, He looked up, and when
his eyes met witness's, he drooped his bead. My, Ald. Dunn,
who came up in @ minute or two, felt his pulse, and said that
there was lite. He was removed to Mr. Glenton’s, where wit-
ness saw him about twentv minutes afterwaras, lying on a
kitchen-table. His shirt-breast was bloody and damp. He
kept smacking his lips, as if attempting to swallow. Witness
returned to the C'ourant office, and about 3 o'clock again went
to Mr. Glenton's. The prisoner was sitting in a chair, and
speaking. He stated, that in consequence of the receipt of an
anonymous letter, on Thursday, threatening to do him some
harm, he was induced to go home at about hall-past 5 o’clock
in the aftermoon. Millie had then gone to his tea. On his
hBﬂlam's) return, about 7 o’clock, he found the back-door locked.
e opened it with his key, and returned the key to his pocket.
On going to his desk, he saw Millie lying on the rug, and
thought he had fallen asleep., Millie also had a key, and
sometimes locked himself in. He then went towards his desk :
but while he was about to open "it, he thought he heard some
one coming behind, and was in the act of turning round, when
he received a blow on his right temple from a man in disguise,
with his face blackened. He immediately started up, and ran
shouting towards the window, intending to give an alarm; on
which the man followed him, and said if he stirred, or made the
least noise, he would serve him as he had served the other man.
He knocked him down again when he was near the window ;
and when he was down, he felt a knife at his throat. Shortly
after this he became insensible for a while; but afterwards his
recollection seemed to return, and he heard somebody in the
other office, as he supposed, going out. He dared not make the
least outery. The person who knocked him down was a little
man, who wore a frock coat, and had his face blacked. The
risoner, on being asked about the anonymous letters, said he
ad shown some of them to Mr. Bulman, the secretary of the
bank : and he moved to witness, and said, “ You know about
them.” The one which he had last received, he stated that he
had left lying on his desk. Witness had never before heard a
word of these anonymous letters. About 5 or 6 o'clock the
same morning, he went to the bank, and looked on the prisoner’s
desk, but could find no letter.—~bBy Mr. Dundas: Had known
the prisoner upwards of sixteen years,and never knew anything
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but good of him. Witness knew Millie, too. Never heard of
any disagreement, altercation, or quarrel between the deceased
and the prisoner. There was not the sligtest inaccuracy i the
prisoner’s accounts. :

Sab-Inspector Bell—(examined by Mr. Granger, who had pre-
viously been engaged in another Court)—deposed that the head
and face of the deceased were dreadfully smashed and fractured.
Witness found a poker on the foor,about a yard and a half from
the body of the deceased. It wasmuch bent,and covered at the
square end with blood and hairs. The tongs were lying about
two yards from the poker, and were slightly marked with blood.
The fender was much splashed with blood. I}The poker, tongs,
and fender were produced, and made a painful impression on
the Court—especially the poker, which, by its distortion from
its proper shape, proved with what fearful violence it had been
usef. The production of the hearthrug, black with the blood of
Millie, made the spectators shudder with horror. The prisoner
surveved 1t and the poker auxiously, but without apparent
emotion.] In the four pockets of the deceased, witness found a

uantity of coals, packed up in separate pieces of paper.

These packages also were produced.] The inside of the
door of the large room, leading into the lobby, was splashed
with blood; and also the surbase, or wainscoting, between
that door and the fire-place. A person opening the door, and
putting it to in the usual manner, would be sure to stain his
hand with blood. If, however,he made use of the handle alone
to close the door, he might not stain his fingers. There were
three chairs between the door and the fire-place. One was
turned up on the other, and the third leaned against these two.
One of the chairs had been grasped by a bloody hand ; and
the floor, at the place where they stood, was splashed with
blood. On a table lay a desk-knife, with an ivory handle. The
knife was not stained, but the table where it lay was bloody, as
if the fingers of the person who laid it down had been hlﬂﬂdf‘.
A person lying at the spot where the prisoner was found could
reach the knife. In the pockets of the deceased there was a
purse, containing three sovereigns and a few shillings. Two
or three shillings were lying scattered on the floor. There was
a bunch of keys in one of the locks of the prisoner’s desk. The
desk had two lids: they were both unlocked, but only one of
them (witness thought) was lifted up. Witness saw the iron
safe in the waiting-room opened : it contained about £85.

George Thomas Dunn, Esq., (examined by Sir Gregory
Lewin,) deposed, that when he saw the prisoner in the savings’
bank, he stooped down, and felt his hands, which were warm.,
His pulsation witness could find without difficulty ; and water
being offered to him, he appeared to drink of it. He wore a stock
on his neck, and round it a silk handkerchief, which came above
his chin. When the handkerchief and stock were removed, wit-
ness observed blood on his neck,apparently fresh. The prisoner
was removed to Mr. Glenton’s, and witness followed in 15 or
20 minutes. He was then lying on a table in the kitchen. He
pointed to his throat and side as if he were suffering pain. In
about half an hour, he took some coffee, and afterwards spoke
in a whisper, saying, “ There has been some one in the bank
all night.”—Mr. Dunn proceeded to state what the prisoner sub-
sequently said, and we give from his evidence such parts of the
prisoner’s statements as do not appear in Mr. Armstrong’s de-
positions. The anonymous letter (he said) threatened the
safety of his home, and the deceased, to whom he showed it,
advised him to go to his house, and adopt some measures of
precaution. Accordingly he went, and desired his housekeeper
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to put in the window shutters, and make all safe, but withous
informing her of his reasons. When, on his return to the
bank, he unlocked the door, and saw the deceased on the rug,
he was not much surprised, being aware that the deceased
sometimes locked himself in. At 9 o’clock, Mr, Dunn again
called at Mr. Glenton’s, and found that gentleman and the
prisoner at breakfast. The letter stated, that in his desk there
was a deposit from Mr. Airey, of £4 10s.; and also a sovereign
and twenty shillings in silver. Witness said that no such sums
were there, and the prisoner said that it was very strange.
Subsequently, in the waiting-room, witness saw a towel in the
water of the washstand, which had upon it some brownish-red
stains. The prisoner’s coat-cuff appeared as if an attempt had
been made to wash blood from it. The washing of the cuff’
seemed to have driven the blood through the linen. The

sleeves generally had a fresher appearance than the rest of the
coat.

Ralph Little, Inspector of Police, (examined by Mx. Wortley,)
deposed, that he examined the floor where the prisoner was
found lying. There was no blood on that part of the floor. On
the 7th of December, witness went to the prisener’s house, and
observed that a pane of glass was broken in the Kkitchen
window.. This broken pane would enable a person on the out-
side to undo the fastening of the window, and obtain admission.
The broken glass was lying inside, in the kitchen. When the
Frisoner was taken into custody, a watch and some keys were

ound upon him. He said that one of the keys was the key of
his front door, when, in fact, it was the key of his back door—
the yard-door. Witness, by way of experiment, had placed two
c_andles on the centre table of the savings” bank,.in the night.
time, and allowed them to burn down into the socket. He had
then entered the room from the lobby, and was convinced that
no person could have gone in,and not seen at once the blood
on the door and surbase. Witness had received from John
Smith, the taskmaster of the gaol, the clothes worn by the
prisoner at the time he was found in the savings’ bank. [Clothes.
produced, including stock and handkerchief, coat, waistcoat,
tiousers, and bleody-shirt. The inside of the stock was bloody,
and there was also blood on the handkerchief, but none on the
part which was outermost, when it was tied round the prisoner’s
neck.] The sleeve of the coat was stained with blood, and in an
endeavour to wash it off,.the stain had been communicated to the
lining. Witness had asked the prisoner if he could not give a
better description of the man who knocked him down. The
prisoner replied, that he could only say the man’s face was
black. Witness said they knew most of the bad characters
about the town,and might have identified him, if they had been
furnished with a better description. :

Mr. Dundas: When you made your experiment with the
candles, you looked to see if you eould discern the blood, as you
entered, and you did see it?

Witness : I saw it immediately I entered.

John Smith, taskmaster of the gaol, deposed, that he took off
the prisener’s clothes—the clothes produced—and gave them
to Little. He took off the whole except the flannel shirt.

William Armstrong, policeman, (examined by Sir Gregory
Lewin,) deposed, that he assisted to remove the handkerchief
and stock from the prisoner’s neck. [Produced them.] The
stock was bloody in the inside, and also the handkerchief.
There was no blood—no fresh blood—on the prisoner’s neck

when the stock was removed : the blood was not flowing frons
the wound,
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" John Wigham, policeman, deposed, that when the prisoner
was found in the bank, he (witness) had no difficulty in open-
ing his fingers. He drank eagerly of water at Mr. Glenton’s,
soon after his arrival. . :

John Blackwell, one of the proprietors of the Courant, gave
evidence as to what passed at Mr. Glenton’s.

William Woods, of the North British Fire Oflice, deposed,
that the prisoner, within ten minutes of his removal to Mr.
Glenton’s, said, that when he entered the bank at seven o’clock
on Thursday night, the candles were burning in the socket,
and there was not much light. Witness had had much expe-
rience in hospitals, and was conversant with cases of insensi-
bility from blows, &c. In his opinion, the prisoner was very
slightly injured : there was very little the matter with him.
While Bolam was lying on the table, witness suggested that
he should be raised. This was done accordingly, and when he
was seated on the end of the table, his eye fell upon witness’s,
and he raised his hand to his head, as if to touch his hat. Wit.-
ness said to him, “ You know me?” “ Oh, yes, Mr. Woods,”
he replied. Witness knew the prisoner’s ordinary manner
well, and observed him to be much as usual on this occasion.
His voice was perhaps a little more subdued, but he was
generally cool and deliberate. Witness’s impression was, that
when the prisoner alluded to the candles, he meant to say
what he did say, viz., that they were burning in the sockets.

John Bulman, secretary to the bank, was present when the
safe was broken open on Friday morning, December 7, and up-
wards of £80 taken out. This money, witness supposed, was
the property of the prisoner, but was not aware of the fact, of
his own knowledge. Never remembered to have been shown
any anonymous letters received by the prisoner. The prisoner
once showed him a letter received from a female, relating to the
withdrawal of money from the bank, although no such female
was on the books of the establishment. This letter contained no
threats. By Mr. Dundas: Had known the prisoner 16 years,
and knew of no person that he had a higher opinion of, as a
good-natured, inoffensive, upright man. {Here the prisoner
buried his face in his handkerchief, and wept bitterly ! |

Paul Glenton, surgeon and druggist, (examined by Sir
Gregory Lewin,) deposed, that he kept a drug-shop in
Pilgrim-street, Newcastlee. Was sent for to the bank on the
morning of the fire, about half-past two o’clock, and saw the
body of Millie. Saw also the person of the prisoner. He was
raised to a table, exposed to an open window. The people had
been attempting to restore him. He seemed in a very ex.
hausted state, with a very feeble pulse. Witness desired him
to be removed to his (Glenton’s) house. His first thought was,
to have him removed from a poisonous atmosphere. When he
was taken to witness’s house, he was placed upon a table. Wit-
ness then proceeded to restore him from that state of insensi-
bility in which he conceived him to be, from his prostration,
want of speech, and feebleness of pulse, paleness and coldness.
Stimulants having been applied, in about half an hour he
seemed to revive. Witness thought the pupil of the eye was
not very sensible to light. Passing through the open air, on
his way to witness’s house, had tended to revive him. Prisoner
told witness that he had some recollection of passing through
the air from the bank. Nearly an hour elapsed before he spoke.
fle then gave hisnarrative in a feeble voice : it lasted a quarter
of an hour, or twenty minutes. He might have been able g
speak soon after the half-hour, but witness thought it prudent
te keep him quiet. He spoke feebly when he began his recita}
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of the affair. From his condition when Lie was brought from
the bank, witness could not think, that, a quarter of an hour be-
fore, he would be able to raise himself upon his elbow, and look
ersons in the face. Witness attributed the prisoner’s insensi-
ility to the atmosphere in which he had been placed. He
looked as if he had fainted. On his neck, about half an inch
below the left jaw, there was a wound, an inch and a half in
length. Tt merely passed through the true skin. There was a
iece of flannel round the throat, which was wet with blood.
itness dressed the wound with a piece of plaster: that was all

it required. Next morning, witness examined the prisoner’s
sides, and found some scratches. Was of opinion that they
were inflicted with a sharp-pointed instrument. There was a
redness or abrasion between the scratches. Observed the cuts
on his clothes. On his coat, there were two cuts, which pene-
trated through the coat, waistcoat, and all his coverings.
There were some cuts on his coat which had no corresponding
marks on his other clothes. The cuts on his shirt, he thought,
corresponded with the cuts on the waistcoat. There were two
discoloured surfaces on his right side, and one on his left.
There was a little on the left-hand wrist of his shirt. Prisoner
sat with witness a while up stairs, before he went to bed, and
conversed pretty nearly in his usual tone of voice, and was
quite collected. In the morning, went to his bed.room before
breakfast, about 9 o’clock, to inquire after him. Witness re-
collected—now that he wasreminded of the circumstance—that
before breakfast, one of his servant.girls cried out to him,
“The man is coming down stairs.” This was before witness
went up to prisoner’s bedroom. The prisoner went to bed after
breakfast. Witness was wrong in saying that he went to the
prisoner’s room before breakfast. Was sure that the prisoner
went back to bed after breakfast. When witness saw that the
prisoner had come down stairs of himself, and was in the pas-
sage leading to the front door, he was not surprised at the cir-
cumstance, and expressed none. The prisoner had no hat.
Witness did not breakfast on the ground floor., The prisoner
did not, to witness’s recollection, give any explanation why he
had come down stairs. When told that he had got too far
down, he ascended to the breakfast room. Was not a member
of any college~~By the Judge: Had practised surgery 25
years, to a considerable extent.—By Mr. Dundas : The prisoner
sat on the chair in the usual manner,not sidewise,when he was
removed from the bank. He was lifted on a table, and laid
upon his back. His breathing in the bank was oppressed—
what witness would call laborious. This he attributed partly
to the smoke. There was the mark of a blow on the prisoner’s
right temple—a little swelling. It was possible that a person
might have received a blow—remained insensible for a long
time—and afterwards be in the state in which the prisoner was
found. A person might be struck so as to become insensible—
recover—and again become insensible. A person might become
insensible from a blow—partially recover—become insensible—
again recover—and be afterwards made insensible by smoke.
A person “coming and going” in this manner, might, in the
intervals of sensibility, be able to hear sounds and to distin-
guish objects. When witness first saw the prisoner, he had no
doubt of his insensihi]i?'. A man could not make his pulse
feeble, his face pale, and his body cold, by artifice. Witness
examined the prisoner’s hands after his removal from the bank.
They were free from blood, and had no appearance of having
cen recently washed. They appeared like the hands of a man
who had been occupied in his daily duties—partially soiled.
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Witness examined the prisoner’s clothes. The breast of the
shirt was stained with blood. There were spots of blood on
the waistcoat, trousers, and gaiters—was not certain that there
were any on the coat. The blood which he observed might
all have proceeded from the wound in the prisoner’s neck.
Had been in practice many years, and known cases in which
insensibility proceeded from a blow, of which no external mark
was visible. Had known the intellect impaired for days after in-
sensibility from a blow from a pieceof timber,which left no mark.
Re-examind by Sir Gregory Lewin: Had known insensibility
proceed from a blow on the temple, which left no mark. Was
not aware that any surgeon in witness’s house saw the swelling
on the prisoner’s temple, except himself. Mr. Mackreth, the
artist, he believed, saw the swelling. There were some surgcons
present while the prisoner was in wituess’s house on the Friday
morning, after he was brought from the bank—Mr. Hawthorn
Mr. NCSilﬂ.lll, Mr. Heath, and Mr. Walker. They heard the,
prisoner’s statement, he believed, but did notlook at his temple,
that witness knew of. There were drops of blood on the
prisoner’s waistcoat. These might have rolled over the stock
and handkerchief which were on the prisoner’s neck. If so,
the outside of the handkerchief would be stained with blood.
Should not think that the blood could have dropped upon the

risoner’s waistcoat and trousers from his neck, whilst he lay

orizontally upon the floor. Should certainly expect to find
blood on a person’s hand, if some one had made an attempt to
cut his throat, and partially succeeded.

John Baird (examined by Mr. Granger) deposed, that he was
senior surgeon of the infirmary in Newcastle. He was called
in to see the dody of Millie, as it lay on the hearth-rug, in the
bank. This was on Friday, the day alter the murder. Found
an injury over the right orbit. On the same side, higher up,
the bones were driven in. On the left side of the head, behind
and above the ear, the bone was crushed in. The last wound
was sufficient to cause instant death. A poker, in the hands
of a strong man, would be a likely instrument to produce the
injuries which witness observed. The arm ol the deceased
was much injured. On Saturday, the 8th of December, wit-
ness examined the person of the prisoner atthe gaol. There
was a wound on the left side of the neck, parallel to the base
ofthejaw. It had beenmadewith some sharp-cutting instrument.
4t was merely skin-deep (or nearly skin-deep), we did not catch
which). Thought it was not inflicted with any serious inten-
tion to do mischief. On the right side of the bodly there were
scratches of the cuticle, parallel to each other. They might
have been caused by the point of a penknife. There was no
abrasion. It would require repeated motions of the knife to
effect these marks. Such marks could not proceed from being
struck by some person with a sharp instrument. A knife, in
cutting the clothes, might inflict the scratches. Had compared
the cuts on the clothes with the scratches, and thought the
latter were not inflicted when the clothes were cut. One
reason was, that the flannel shirt, where it was cut, was not
marked with blood; and blood would flow from the scratches.
There were several cuts on the coat without corresponding
wounds on the person. The wound on the neck would not
account for the quantity of blood on the prisoner’s clothes;
neither would the bloody have flowed’ over his person, if he
were lying horizontally. 'T'here were cuts on the neck of the
shirt which did not correspond with the cut under the prisoner’s

aw. :
: Mr. Granger: If the prisoner were lying on his face, and a
AD
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person hud come behind him, and cut his throat, was it pro-
bable—

Mr. Dundas objected to this line of examination. It was
not medical evidence. Mr. Baird was called as a medical
witness, and he must not be asked for his opinion on a point
which the jury were quite as competent to decide for themselves..

The Judge concurred, and the question was not completed.

Mr. Baird: Could discover no appearance of a blow on the
head or temple, the day after the murder. 7The prisoner
pointed out the places on which he was struck. The shoes,
gaiters, and trousers of the prisoner were spotted with blood.

William Nesham (examined by Mr. Wortley) deposed, that
he was a surgeon in Newcastle, and had been 18 years in prac-
tice. Was at Mr. Glenton’s, and saw the prisoner lying on a
table. Saw Mr, Hawthorn, Mr. Walker, and Mr, Heath, at
Mr. Glenton’s. Witness felt the prisoner’s pulse almost imme-
diately he went in. It was about 20 minutes past 2. His
fulse were above 80—rather weak, irregular, and throbbing.

t was not the pulse of a person recovering from. depression of
the brain: it might proceed from bad atmosphere. The
risoner put his hand to his neck, as if he were concerned.
itness examined his neck, and told him the cut was of so
slight a character, that he need not be alarmed. The prisoner
put his right hand to his head, as if he had been hurt there,
but no mark was visible. This was about a quarter of an hour
after witness arrived at Mr. Glenton’s. The prisoner, witness
eonsidered, was perfectly conscious. He was not in the condi-
tion of a man who had been more or less insensible for six or
seven hours, arising, more or less, from concussion of the
brain. If a person were to receive a severe blow, and death
were immediately to ensue, there might be no mark, to any ex-
tent—some slight degree of extravasation. It was very impro-
bable that a person should receive a blow on the head, pro-
ducing insensibility, and yet no mark be visible. Soon after
witness went to Mr. Glenton’s, he observed the prisoner look at
his right hand : he did it hastily. On recovering from concus-
sion, a general state of re.action occurred, which merely con-
sisted in a recovery of warmth, the return of the pulse, and an
improvement of the intellect.

r. Wortley : After seeing the wound on the prisoner’s neck,,
said to have been produced by some person attempting to cut
his throat, would you not expect to see some wounds on his
hands?

Mr. Dundas: That is not a question for a medical witness.
It is a question for the jury.

The question was not pressed.

James Walker, surgeon, (examined by Sir Gregory Lewin,)
deposed, that he was at Mr. Glenton’s, and saw the prisoner.
Heard him complain of his head, but saw no mark of a blow.
From his knowledge as a surgeon, would expect to find a mark
from a blow which caused insensibility for hours. Cases of this
nature had occurred in his experience, and there were always
marks. [By the Judge: Could not say how many such cases
had come under his observation. Certainly more than two.]
The prisoner’s voice was steady, and his manner collected. He
was lying on a table, answering questions, when witness first
saw him. He seemed to be suffering from congestion of the
lungs, arising from suffocation.

Henry Heath, surgeon in the inflrmary, (who was examined
by Mr. Granger,) deposed to what he observed at Mr. Glenton’s,
and then stated :—Witness and Mr. Greenhow saw the prisoner
in gaol, and examined the scratches on his person. The clothes
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which he wore on the nightof the murder were puton him.
The scratches might have been made through the cuts in those
clothes, but, in witness's opinion, the cuts in the clothes and
the scratches on the body were not made at the same time.
Witness examined the sleeve of the prisoner’s coat. The lining
was stained with blood, as if, in washing blood from the sleeve,
the stain had becn sent through to the lining inside. The cloth
on the outside looked like that of a surgeon’s coat, which has
been sponged from blood after a surgical operation. If the
wound on the prisoner’s neck were made at 7 o’clock at night,
witness did not think that it would be bleeding at 2 in the
| wing morning.

f':,lf'b:}a.rygBa.rr«:Jrn gdeposed, that she remembered Mr. Bolam
being brought to the house of her master, Mr. Glenton. He
slept in the house. About 8 o’clock in the morning, he came
down stairs into the passage, and got near the front door. Mr.
Glenton said to him, from the landing-place, * You have gone
too far down,” and he wentup to Mr. Glenton. Cross-examined :
He seemed quite strange in the house.

Mary Swan, of No. 1, Sedgwick-place, Gateshead, deposed,
that the prisonerlived next door to her house. On the night of
the murder, whilst witness was sitting in her back-parlour, she
heard a pane of glass break in the prisoner’s yard. Witness
could hear every noise, even thnugﬁ slight, in Mr. Bolam’s
house, as she sat in her back parlour. During the night of the
murder, she heard the prisoner’s hack-door open and shut
several times, but heard no noise of persons moving about in
the house. About 10 o’clock, she heard some person knock at
the prisoner’s back-door.

Jonathan Drewry, after “ affirming” that he would speak the
truth, stated that his office was in the Side, Newcastle. On the
night of the murder, at a quarter-past 6 o’clock, the prisoner
passed witness’s door. He did not take the direct road to the
bank, by way of Dean street, but went up the Side. Witness
wished to speak to him on business, and ran into the street for
that purpose, but he was walking in so hurried a manner, that
he was already many yards distant; and thinking that he was
perhaps too busy to stop, witness did not call him back.
Cross-examined : By “ walking in a hurried manner,” witness
meant that the prisoner was walking quicker than usual. It
was a fine night. To go round by the Side, instead of Dean-
street, would not make many minutes difference to the prisoner,

in the time which he would occupy in walking from his house
to the bank.

William Armstrong, clerk to the Subscription Water Com.-
pany, deposed, that on the night of the murder, seven or eight
minutes before 7 o’clock, he saw the prisoner in the Side,
coming in the direction from the Sandhill. His head was
hanging down, and his plaid wrapped round his breast. He
was about 150 yards below Mr. Drewry’s office,and on the oppo-
site side of the street, when witness saw him.

Mary Bolam deposed, that she cleaned the savings’ bank.
Was in the bank on the morning of the murder. There was
a wash-stand and bason in the waiting-room. There was
water in the bason, and a towel on the stand. A few days
before, witness put some clean towels in the drawer of the wash.
stand. Was not sure that there were any in the drawer on the
morning of the 6th of December. The prisoner, the deceased,
and witness, had each a key of the large room of the bank.

Inspector Little produced the shees and gaiters worn by the
prisoner on the night of the murder.

John Gilchrist deposed, that he made the model of the
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savings’ bank, under Mr. Sopwith’s superintendance. In
measuring the large room, he lifted a piece of drugget from the
floor, between the door and the fireplace, and near the spot
where the three chairs were piled together, He found the floor
under the drugget soakeda with blood.

Mary Walker was next called, and every eye was turned to
the witness-box, to see “ Bolam’s housekeeper.” The ladies
and gentlemen in front—their curiosity being more strong than
their consideration for the poor girl's feelings—rose from their
seats to catch the best view of her; while the lieges in the back-
ground cried “ Down, down!” being unwilling to lose a sight
of the witness. Her examination, we dare say, was a disap-
pointment to the audience, her deposition being limited to the
statement that she was the prisoner’s housekeeper, and was
committed to prison in connection with the case under investi-
gation, and was discharged after the last assizes.

William Stoker deposed, that he was coroner of Newcastle.
The prisoner appeared before him as a witness in the inquest
on Joseph Millie. Before swearing him, witness stated, that it
was his duty to tell him that he need not answer any questions
to criminate himself. Whatever he stated might be brought
against him at a future day. There was no charge against
him, but it was his (witness’s) duty to give him this eaution.
The prisoner expressed his perfect readiness to state all that he
knew, and witness administered the oath. The prisoner then
made a statement, which was taken down in writing,and which
witness now produced.

Mr. Dundas objected to the produetion of this statement in
evidence, and Sir Gregory Lewin did not press it. It was there-
fore not put in.

George Grey,police-inspector,produced two towels,which were
found in the wash-stand. One of them was stained with blood.

Sir Gregory Lewin: That is my case, my Lord.

The day was now far advanced, and the Learned Judge put
it to the jury to determine whether they would have the inquiry
to preceed, or would adjourn till the following morning. If
they would prefer to sit without adjournment to the close of the
trial, he was ready to acquiesce in their decision. If, on the
contrary, they thought it desirable to adjourn, the High Sherift
would accommodate them threugh the night as comfortably as
he could, but they must not separate, nor could they be allowed
to communicate with any person.

The Jury, through their Foreman, intimated to his Lordship
that they would prefer an adjournment, and an officer of the
Court was sworn to keep them apart from communication
with all persons whatsoever. The Court was then adjourned
till 9 o’clock on Wednesday morning,

At that hour, his Lordship resumed his seat on the Bench ;
and the Jury having taken their places in the box,and the pri-
soner his at the bar,

Mr. Dundas rose, in the presence of a crowded court, to ad-
dress the Jury for the defence. The case for the prosecution

he said) being now closed, he rose to address them as counsel

or the prisoner at the bar; and on his behalf he said—f{reely
and with a good conscience he could say—that the prisoner
welcomed the trial which had at last brought him face £ face
with his accusers—that he welcomed this hour, when now, at
last,it was given him to make his free defence before a jury,
and through him SMP. Dundas,) his_coul}scl,to ask for a verdict
which, on the evidence, he was justified in asking,and by which
self-same evidence, he blessed God; they were justificd—nay,
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were bound, to give, upon his demand. 'The case for the pro-
secution, after aﬁl its tgil and its labour, had come to noth?ng.
They had proved what no living man had ever doubted—that a
most dreadful and wicked murder had been committed upon
Millie in the Savings’ Bank—but who had committed that
murder was Still as grﬂﬂ.t a mj":Stf.‘l‘_Y a.lld a secret as ever. : Clr-
cumstances had thrown suspicion and the show of guilt on
Bolam. and it was right that an inquisition should be made for
blood, wherever law was paramount in the world. It was right
that Bolam should have been put under accusation for this
charge, because, from circumstances which he could not con-
treul, there was cast upon him thatlook and_s_how of guilt which
naturally brought him before the authorities of the law,and
had properly placed him befnre_the bar of justice, in order that
it should be seen if he were guilty or net. That a murder had
been committed, and a very dreadful murder, no man alive
could doubt, and it was right that every inquiry should be
made into it. But in this country of England, unless they
brought home to a man for the most trifling offence that ever
was, for which he was charged—an offence which involved very
small consequences—unless in such case they brought home
clear, absolute, and incontestible guilt, that man, by law, and
vy every reason of humanity and justice, was clear ; and if
th4t were true of little offences, when the consequences might
be very slight, oh ! how true was it of this mighty, this ex-
tremely dreadful offence—when the consequences were so
dreadful, when, if the man charged was found guilty, he died
the death upon the scaffold. There was charged upon the
prisoner a murder of the most cruel and unrelenting sort.—
upon, as far as they knew, an unoffending individual. Was
murder grown so cheap a thing that they should hear of a man
raising his band against his brother without a cause? Were
murders, indeed, of such common occurrence, that they and he
should say, that without any assignable motive a man should
commit it? He had watched, God knew with what anxiety,
his Learned Friend’s opening address to them, to see what mo-
tive he would assign. But he assigned no motive by which
the prisoner could be 1nduced to commit this murder. He lelt
the matter where he found it. He charged the prisoner with
the murder, yet he suggested no motive why he should commit
it! He rested his case, as he said, upon a fabric of facts
which was irresistible and unanswerable. But if it were true
that since the death of Abcl down to the present day no blood
had been shed without a causé, was it likely to be less true of
a man who for many years had been a person of good charac.-
ter, of good credit, and of humanity in all the relations of
social life—a man who was yesterday spoken of in the highest
terms by those who knew him best, and who to-day would be
succeeded by a host of witnesses in behalf of his character—
was it consistent with human probability, that such a man
should be guilty of a murder without any assignable motive?
But let them go a step further with him. Against whom was
he charged wih lifting his hand? In whose blood was he
charged with imbruing his hands? In the blood of an
enemy? of a man with whom he had had some quarrel? or
against whom he harboured some feeling of revenge? No
such thing, They had it in evidence that nothing but the
areatest friendship ever subsisted between the prisoner and the
deceased. They found thra:t Bolam was the friend and patron
of Millie—kind to his family, and living on such terms, that,
as the witness Matthew Cree had stated, he left them sitting at
the table together like twe brothers. Was it against a friend
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that they would suspect the hand of a man of good character
had been raised to shed his blood? Yet 1t might have been
so, if there were some other motive than a thirst for personal
revenge. He (Mr. Dundas) said, supposing that Bolam had
been connected with the bank, and had been wrong in his ac-
counts—had been a defaulter, and Millie had known of it—for
such a reason it might have been convenient to get Millie out
of the way. But what was the evidence? Why, they had it
from Mr. Armstrong, that not one tittle of error was discovered
in the books, and that Bolam, as far as he was concerned, had
conducted the affairs of his employers satisfactorily, and had
carned the character which had been, and would be, given to
him, of a man ot business, integrity, and honour. Thus stood
the charge against the prisoner—a charge unsupported by any
evidence of any weight—a charge of murder made upon a man
of very excellent character—ot murdering a man who was his
friend and companion! What said they, then, so far as they
had gone? Was it probable—was it consistent with their or
any man’s experience—was it consistent with nature, or the
moving springs of human action, that the thing should be so?
He was sure there was not a gentleman whom he had the
honour to address who would not respond to him, No! His
Learned Friend, in opening the case, had told them, that
because a number of small circumstances, not of much
weight in themselves, combined together to produce a cer-
tain conclusion, his case was “irresistible and unanswerable.”
Now, surely, they had lived long enough to know that circum-
stantial evidence was very good, when they were sure it was
right, but very dangerous when it fell into the hands of weak
or wicked people, or of people who wished to take a view of it
which it did not naturally bear. They knew that the natural
propensity of the mind of man was to find some sort of order,
and conformity of things, which did not naturally come to-
gether ; and that nothing was so common with them all, as the
finding of relations and correspondences between things which
ought never to be put together. The human mind was prone
to seek combinations of things that did not naturally exist, for
carrying out its own peculiar theories. Would they take an
example? Why, he could find an instance in what the learned
counsel for the prosecution had opened to them as one of those
circumstantial facts which would go to the destruction of Mr.
Bolam. They would not forget the very solemn manner in
which he gave his word that he should prove that Mr. Bolam,
when he was at Mr. Glenton’s house on the Friday morning,
was found in the act of making his escape; for his learned
friend had said that he was charged by the maid, and charged
by the master, with attempting to get out in that way, and that
Mr. Bolam’s answer was that he thought he was at home. Now
that was a fact which, if true, would, no doubt, be calculated to
make a strong impression on their minds. When they came
to try it independently of his learned friend’s view of the case,
and of those who instructed him in that view, never was therea
more complete and helpless failure in evidence than there was
in this individual instance, which had been so loudly trumpeted
forth by his learned friend as a great and important feature in-
his case. When Mr. Glenton was in the box he was asked
whether he remembered the maid calling out, “ He is going
out;” and Mr. Glenton said he thought he remembered it, but
he had never thought about it before that moment. In reply
to another question, he had said he felt not at all surprised at
Bolam’s conduct in mistaking one room for another ; and Mary
Barron, the maid, had said, that she was in the house, and was
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so emiployed in her duties to her master—-—to_whnse skill and
good conduct the prisoner was u_ldebted for his recovery—that
she had not taken particular notice of the circumstance further
than that she shouted something to her master who was below
her on the stairs; and that Mr. Glenton in consequence called
out to the prisoner,  You have got too low down,” and Bolam
replied, * I beg your pardon, sir, and came back again to Mr.
Glenton, and proceeded with him to the breakfast parlour.
Thus they saw that this notion of theirs existed only in their
own fancies or wishes. It was only a mistake of one room for
another in a house with which he was altogether unacquainted;
and they might learn from this how unsafe it was to rely upon
the statements of counsel, and the forced Enferencps they some-
times drew, for the purpose of establishing their case, from
circumstances which, on 1nquiry, appeared to warrant no such
conclusions. This was the first mouse produced by the moun

tain. But there were others to which he should presently
allude; but he only took this as an example to warn them
against leaning on the views taken by parties who were biassed
in favour of a particular theory. But his learned friend had
oone further. He had stated that the prisoner had been
seen in the streets walking in a hurried manner, and he had
urged that this showed a sense of guilt. His brief had in-
structed him to say that Bolam was seen between six and seven
o’clock 1n the streets ot Newcastle, walking about in a hurried
manner, by which he would have them to infer that he was at
that time walking in the streets in a manner that betokened a

sense of guilt. Why, when they came to inquire into the
point, never was there evidence which fell so miserably short
of the facts alleged. They would remember the old Quaker
who was called, Drewry, who said he saw Bolam—he (Mr.
Dundas) did not believe that he saw him—he believed he was
completely mistaken—but he said he saw Bolam about a quar-
ter past 6, seven or eight yards from him, and he was walking
in a hurried step. Well, the question came from the bench,
“ Do you mean he was walking quick?” and Drewry said,
“ Oh,yves! [ mean that he was walking quick;”’ so that
the hurried walk, indicating guilt, was no other than a
rapid walk in the cold month of December, when people
did not generally saunter in the streets. This was
another instance of what was the force, or rather what
was the weakness, ot some sorts of circumstantial evidence.
He would now tell them what the prisoner’s case was. It was
what he told the gentleman at*Mr. Glenton’s on the morning
after the occurrence, and which he had never varied. It was
the same then that it was now. He had told them that he was
the subject of attack by another man when he went into the
bank about 7 o’clock, and that of the blood of Millie he was as
innocent as the child unborn. He was charged with having
murdered the deceased, and of having afterwards fired the pre-
mises. His answer was, that but for the intervention of
Providence he would have been murdered himself; but against
Millie, or his life, he had never lifted hand. Itit had been
stated to them, or rather proved to them, that any other defence
than that, or defence varying from that, had since that time
been attempted to be set up, he (Mr. Dundas) could understand
that it would weigh against him; and his learned friend had
felt that truth, because on the outset of the cause he charged
on Bolam a falsehood, which he was unable to prove ; for he
said that Bolam would be proved to have said that the fire
which was that night in the bank had taken place early in the
evening. His learned friend had opened by stating that the
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fire took place in the evening.—[Sir Gregory Lewin said he
had stated no such thing. He had only said that it was suggested
by the prisoner’s statement.}—Mr. Dundas denied that there
was a word in the statement which could suggest anything of
the kind. The prisoner never said a word about the fire from
- first to last. He did say that he was in a state of uncon-
sciousness, but was that evidence to suggest that the fire had
been going on from 7 o’clock * The defence of Mr. Bolam was
clear and distinct throughout—that he never, from the first
moment, had any consciousness of what was going on about
the fire. The learned counsel had attempted to answer Mr.
Bolam’s statement, and he had called witnesses to show, that if
Mr. Bolam said so, Mr., Bolam must have stated what was
obviously false ; because at the Savings’ Bank that night, and
during the early part of the evening, there was no fire, no smoke,
no smell of fire, nothing that could suggest to those without
the idea that any fire whatever was going on. But what was
that to the purpose? Mr. Bolam had never said any such
thing. It was a making of giants on purpose to kill them.
But his learned friend, in order to show that Bolam was the
wilful utterer of a lie, had told them that he should prove that
the watchmen were at the outside of that partof the bank where
Bolam was lying, speaking so loud that Bolam must have
beard them, and that he ought to have called for their assist-
ance. Why what kind of argument was that? The presump-
tion and the truth were that Bolam was in a state of insensi-
bility at the time. He (Mr. Dundas) would now show them,
that although a murder had undoubtedly been committed, the
man who did it was still a mystery. There were many mur-
ders on record which had never come to light, and it was not
because circumstances threw strong suspicion of guilt on an
individual,that he must be convicted. They had heard what
were the habits of business at the Savings’ Bank, T'he prisoner
was the actuary, and Millie was the clerk under him. The last
time Millie was seen alive was half-past three o'clock. The
question for the jury to decide was, not who murdered him,
but did the prisoner do it ? Were they satisfied, on their souls,
that he and no man else did it. He wasthe last man seen with
him alive. But at that time they were on the most friendly
relations with each other ; and there was no suspicion that
aught revengeful or spiteful was passing in the prisoner’s mind.
The next important circumstance in the transaction was the
Arcade-door. That was locked by Mr. Robson at a quarter
to 11 ; and he,as far as was known, was the last person by
whom it was shut. The policeman, Davis, had told them that
at half-past 12 that door was still closed. The next fact was
that stated by the lady—ihat at a quarter-past 1 she saw a
light in the waiting rcom. It was clear some person was then
in that room. At 20 minutes or so before 2, the fire was raging
so violently as to alarm the policemen, and to require the
engines to extinguish it; and afterwards the policemen went
into the bank and found the two bodies in the manner described.
Now in the first place let them consider the manner 1n which
Millie’s body was found—Millie’s body was found very savagel

mangled, whoever did it. It was lyingin a deep pool of bloo

The rug on which he was lying was completely saturated: it
showed that, to a great extent, even to this day. The neigh-
bourhood of the place where he was found was all covered with
blood, and gouts were discovered on the wall, the wainscoting,
and the door. The drugget between the rug and the door was
also soaked in blood, and the person who found Millie’s body
had described the position in which it was found. He had
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also said that in his judgment the body had been laid out
by the same person who had done the murder, and had given
as his reason thatthe feet were laid close together. Now, who-
ever had committed that murder, he put it to them as men of
sense, if it was possible that the man who committed such a
murder as that should not have evidence of it on his person.
Let them remember that the ground on which he lay was
soaked with blood. Would not any man have expected,
that if the person who had done that deed were found, he would
have borne on his dress the marks of blood—that his shoes
would have been steeped in blood as a witness of what he had
done? Yet what was the state of Mr. Bolam’s dress ? On
his coat-sleeve there was a solitary mark, which might either
be blood or red ink,or anything else, so far as the evidence
showed. On his waistcoat were two or three small drops,
and the same on his gaiters and trousers. It was
quite ridiculous to pretend that there was no appearance of
blood upon the neckerchief. They (the jury) must have seen
tnat the neckerchief was plainly stained with blood, and it was
seen oozing out of the wound of his neck, occasioned by his
head rolling about while he was being removed in a sickly state
to Mr. Glenton’s, But there were no such marks of blood as
they might have expected to find on the person of the perpe.
trator of such a murder. There was no blood on his hands;
and these, according to Mr. Glenton, had not been washed re-
cently, but had the appearance of being those of a man who
had been for some hours employed in his regular daily business.
What said they to that? Would not the man who had done
all these things have had some soils of blood about him, espe-
cially about his finger nails, which would have taken great
labour to clean? And yet there was not the slightest appear.
ance of blood about him. And this brought him to another
consideration. It had been suggested, on the part of the pro-
secution, that the prisoner had cut his own throat with the
penknife; but it had been proved that there was a mark of
blood on the table near the knife, which showed that the person
who placed it there must have had blood on his hand—a fact
which was irreconcilable with the state in which the prisoner’s
hands were found., Then came the great point in the case—
whether at the time the prisoner was fnuntf lying in the bank
he was in a state of sham, or actually in the state of insensibi.
lity he had described. He (Mr. D.) thought the jury would
have no doubt he was bona fide in a state of insensibility ; and
that though he might have power to open his eyes, raise him-
self up, or throw out his leg, his intellect was in abeyance, and
he was insensible to what was passing around him. The evi-
dence of Mr. Glenton showed the insensibility to have been
produced by smoke as well as violence. He must complain of
the ungenerous manner in which the counsel for the prosecu-
tion had treated Mr, Glenton—their own witness. He would
take that gentleman’s evidence against all the other medical
testimony in the case. Mr. Glenton was as much a man of
science, and as great a lover of truth, as any other witness who
had been putinto the box, Mr. Glenton was in a better position
to give evidence than any other of the medical men. He was at
the bank, which the others were not; and could judge, from first
" to last, of the condition in which the prisoner was found and con-
tinued. Mr. Glenton had been asked in direct and positive terms
if it was sham,and had given unanswerable reasons to show
that it was not. It was singular, too, that the symptoms My,
Nesham had described as those of re-action were precisely the
same that were going on with the prisoner at Mr. Glenton’s,
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That was the main question for the jury to try; for if they
thought the prisoner was really found 1n a state of unconscious-
ness, their verdict must be for the prisoner, for the prosecutors
had rested their case entirely on that point. As to the state-
ment made by the prisoner, in reply to the questions put to
him at Mr. Glenton’s, there was no evidence in the case to
militate against it. It was said, on the part of the prosecu-
tion, that he should have called to Millie and given an alarm ;
but what man could tell what would have been his own conduct
in circumstances of so much peril and terror? The cuts on
his coat might have been wildly done by the murderer, when
he was in his power, without touching his person. And as to
his not offering resistance, he had been so much reduced as to
be incapable of resisting, and so led the man to suppose he
was dead, or he might have shared the fate of Millie. Such
was the prisoner’s account of the transaction. It was not con-
tradicted by anything he had said or done, or by any evidence
in the case; and he would put it to the jury whether it was not
a real and reasonable account of the transaction? It had been
represented, on the other side, as a contradiction to his state-
ment of Millie having gone to tea before the prisoner left the
bank,that no person had seen him. Butwho knew that? Ithad
been seen in the case of the prisoner himself, that as he passed
to and from Gateshead, no more than two persons, in all the
town, even if Mr. Drewry were not mistaken, had seen him in
the streets. If a presumption were to be taken against the
prisoner, it ought also to be taken in his favour. It might
also be asked what motive any other person could have to
murder the deceased? Why, the hope of plunder in a Savings’
Bank, where, ignorant of their mode of business, he might ex-
pect to obtain a rich booty, and where there was money in the
safe, could he have got at it. This man might have murdered
Millie, and have washed his hands preparing to depart when
the prisoner returned. To put him out of the way, he had pro.
ceeded to make short work with him. Afterwards he had raked
together the books and papers, to which he had set fire, in the
hope of destroying the bodies of his victims, and the evidences
of his crime ; and then had escaped, leaving the Arcade door
open as it was found at half-past 12. How could the fact of
the door being open at the time that the fire was discovered, be
accounted for, on any other supposition than that it had been
left open by the murderer when he left the scene of his guilt ?
It was impossible not to believe that that man was still wan-
dering with the mark of Cain upon him; and that having
murdered Millie, he would, but for the intervention of Provi-
dence, have murdered the prisoner too. With respect to the
scratches on the prisoner's person, Mr. Baird had indeed said
that the cuts had been made when his clothes were off'; and he
gave two reasons for entertaining that opinion—the first that
the cut in the flannel shirt was a jagged one, while that on the
linen shirt had been caused by a sharp instrument. But the
appearance of the cut on the flannel shirt would depend very
materially upon the manner in which it was at the time fitted
to the person. If it was drawn tight, the cut would assume a
very different appearance after the shirt was taken off, and the
flannel was relaxed. Mr. Baird had also said, that though he
should have expected blood to flow from the scratches, there
were no corresponding ma.rks_ of it on the flannel shirt; but he
(Mr. Dundas) protested that in his sight there were such traces
to be seen—and this he would leave with confidence to the
jury. As to the stain on the ]u:ung of the coat.sleeve, there
was no evidence to show whether it had been recently received,



43

or that it was blood at all, much less the blood of Millie. Wild,
indeed, would be the conduct which, upon such testimony,
would condemn a man to death; and he would defy any man,
upon such evidence, to believe that that was blood which had
been put on at a very recent eriod, and afterwards washed out.
There was a peculiarity 1n the cloth ; and the jury would have
to say whether that had not caused the appearance. But how-
ever that might be, he was confident no twelve men would
think it their duty to lay any guilt on the prisoner upon such
testimonv. As to the evidence of Mrs. Swan, respecting the
breaking of the pane in the prisoner’s house, there was nothing
to show how or by whom it had been done; it was a matter of
no importance whatever ; and the jury might suppose anything
or nothing, as they pleased. And now, their duty for his client
was well nigh over; but the top and crowning part of all—the
giving their verdict—was yet to come. God grant they might
come to a right conclusion! God grant that they might not
forget that this was a trial for life ; and that they were trying it
on evidence which great and good men in all generations had
taught them to treat with care and anxiety. He left them two
roads to take. Which would they pursue? If they wished to
come to a verdict of guilty, thinking it led to justice, let them
take care that it did not come to vengeance. 'The path was
beset with doubt and mystery—there was no clearness, no
brightness—darkness hung over them at every step they took.
If they went that way,as there was no repentance in the grave,
there would be no return for them. He prayed that if they
went that way they might do so by the light and guidance of a
just direction.  But if they would go the way he wished for, 1t
was a path at least which would lead them toa place where
justice and mercy existed together; and in the name ot thatjus-
tice whose ministers they were, he called upon them to do the
prisoner that justice which by law was required at their hands.

The prisoner wept at the conclusion of his counsel sforcible

address.

Mr. Knowles proceeded to call the following witnesses to the
risoner’s character :—Mr. James Finlay,Mr. Emerson Charn-
ey, Mr. Jonathan Priestman, the Rev. William Turner (Uni-

tarian minister), Mr. Charles Henry Cooke, Mr. James Lunn,
Mr. John Swan, Mr. William Turnbull, the Rev. James Patti-
son (the Presbyterian minister of Harbottle, Northumberland),
Mr. William Robson, Mr. William Knox, Mr. James Rae, Mr.
John Fairweather, Mr. Joseph Thompson, Mr. William Chap-
man, the Rev. Mr. Green (a clergyman in Newcastle), and Mr.
Matthew Plummer. Most of these gentlemen had known the
prisoner during the whole of his long connection with the New-
castle Savings’ Bank, and all of them spoke in the highest
terms of his character for integrity and humanity. The Rev.

Mr. Pattison stated, that he had come nearly 40 miles to bear
his testimony to the character of the prisoner, who was a native
of Harbottle, and whom he had known 27 years. He was aman
distinguished for his kind, humane, and inoffensive disposi-
tion :—in all the relations of life, he was most exemplary.

The Learned Judge proceeded to address the Jury at ten
minutes to 12 o’clock. His Lordship begged of them to bear
in remembrance the exhortations of Sir Gregory Lewin, when
he reminded them that it was their duty to dismiss {rom their
minds whatever they had heard of this case before they took their
seats in the box, and to bring in their verdict solely on the evi-
dence brought before them in this Court. He must also ad-
monish them to disregard every statement made by the learned
counsel for the prosecution, which had not been established by
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sufficient evidence. The learned gentleman, guided by the brief
pleaed in his hand, had male assertions, and drawn inferences,
which he subsequently failed to substantiate ; and these asser-
tions and inferences must be totally thrown aside by the Jury.
For instance, Sir Gregory, in stating his case, had led the Jury
to anticipate that he wonld prove an attempt on the part of the
prisoner to make his escape from Mr. Glenton's house. But
what was the fact? The prisoner, it appeared, on the morning
after the murder, came down stairs from his bedroom; and,
being ignorant of Mr. Glenton's domestic arrangements, passed
the door of the breakfast-room, and was wandering about on
the ground-flsor. Mr. Glenton saw him from the landing-place,
and teld him that he had gone too far down; and he then
ascended the stairs, and entered the apartment pointed out by
Mr. Glenton as the breakfast room. Mr. Glenton saw nething
suspicious in this circumstance, nor did there seem to be any
around for inferring that the prisener meditated escaping. Sir
Gregory had been unable to prove that such was the fact,and
the Jury must, therefore, disregard the learned gentleman’s ob-
servations or the matter. Then, again, an attempt was made
to create a suspicion against the prisoner, on the ground of his
having walked quick en a December night, and proceeded to
the bank by a way which was not the most direct. The first
circumstance would mot warrant the slightest inference un-
favourable to the prisoner; and as for the second, it was by no
means uncommon for persons to choose, either from caprice, or
in transaction of some necessary business, to depart from the
neurest road to the point at which they ultimately intended to
arrive. Much, too, had been said as to a statement made by
the prisoner that the candles were burnt down into the socket,
when he entered the bank on the night of murder. It had not
been shown here to.day that ke had ever made a different
statement. But if he had done so on any occasion, the discre-
pancy was of no great importance. Considering the circum-
stances of the night in question, it need create no unfavourable
impression, if the prisoner’s recollection was a little con-
fused, and his statements in some respects inconsistent.
His Lordship proceeded to advert to the great kindness of
the prisoner tewards the deceased and his family, up to
the wvery time of the murder; and then went through the
facts of the case, which ke laid before the Jury with great
minuteness, and, in general, favourably to the prisoner. At a
guarter before 11 o'clock, it was in evidence that the outer door
of the bank was closed by Mr. Robsen. At a quarter past 1, or
from that time to half-past 1, Miss Latimer, who was favour-
ably situated for observation, saw through the windows of the
waiting -room what she took to be a fire expiring, but which, it
would rather seem, from the circumstances proved in cvidence,
was a fire that had just been lighted. Shortly after half-past
one o'clock, the fire broke out, and was discovered. At twenty
minutes te two, Mr. Joseph Armstrong, the first person at the
entrance of the bank after the alarm was given, found the outer
door open, and the flames bursting through the door of the
waiting-room. The fire was extinguished by means of the fire-
engines, and some of the persons present entered the large
room. Who was the first to enter, was perhaps not very clear;
and there were some diserepancies in the statements of those
who were afterwards iu the room; but these were not greater
aor yeore numerous than might reasonably be expected, con-
sidering the hurry and cenfusion of the oceasion, and the ap-
palling scene that presented itself to their view. The deceased
was found dead on the hearthrng, in a pool of blood, his head
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and face being dreadfully beaten and shattered. The prisoner
was afterwards found in the room, and as to his condition there |
had been various statements, and much inquiry. There could,
however, be no doubt, that, from some cause or other, he was
in something like a fainting or insensible state. His clothes
were cut in several places. Some of these cuts went through
to his skin, which was in some places wounded ; while there
were cuts on the back of his coat, withoat any corresponding
cuts on his waistcoat. He was removed to Mr. Glenton’s, and
there, on his recovery, he made a statement, which it was a
ity had not heen reduced to writing at the time. There was,
Eowever, a greater agreement than could have been expected in
the reports given of his words by the witnesses. But to these
reports the prisoner must not be held strictly bound ; nor even
:f his words had been taken down, would it have been fair to
bind him down to every onc of them, when the attendant cir-
cumstances were considered. He spoke of having received
anonvmous letters, and referred to Mr. Armstrong and Mr.
Bulman as centlemen to whom he had named the circum.
stance. Neither of these gentlemen recollected him to have
done so, except that Mr. Bulman had been shown by the
prisoner a letter from some woman who was not known in the
bank, although she professed to be a depositor. Strictly, this
was not an anonymous letter, but, speaking loosely, a person
micht eail it such. If the prisoner did not think that he
had shown anonymous letters to Mr. Armstrong and Mr.
Bulman, he would hardly have said so, because he must
have known, not only that he was asserting what was
untrue, but what those gentlemen must know to be un-
true, and, therefore, that he was exposing himself to 1mme-
diate contradiction X man would hardy tell a wilful false-
nood, will old not only do him no good, but positive
injury. And thig brought him to what the prisoner had
stated of the dtlzsésed. He bad said that Millie had gone to
tea before he (the prisoner) left the bank. If this were ralse, it
could do him no service, but quite the contrary. He would be
well aware, that if Millie did not go home to tea, his children
! could prove that such was the case; and the falsehood, there-
/ fore, being injurious to him, instead of beiqg_s,ervlceable, 1t
| seemed unlikely that he should tell it. Millie’s key being

found in the door, seemed consistent with the supposition, that
some person had induced him to let him_into the bank €
/” prisoner’s case was, thaf some assassin 1ad gained admittance

during his absence : that this unknowa man had murdered the

deceased—knocked the prisoner down on his entrance—at-
tempted to cut his throat, and afterwards set fire to the pre-

mises. [Here the prisoner wept.] This case laboured under
areat difficulties. If the unknown assassin set the premises on
fire, his object would be, to destroy all traces of the deed he
had committed. But the state ot things at the bank did not
“accord with what would be the actions of a man who had such
an object in view. His care would be to take every precaution
to conceal the fire from the observation of those without, till it
had made so great a progress as to insure the destruction of
the bank and its contents. Yet, the shutters of the waiting
room, in which the fire was kindled, were not closed, and the
outer door of the bank was left open. It certainly seemed very
improbable, that a person who desired the destruction of the
premises should leave them i1n such a state. Then came the
inquiry, how these things accorded with the prosecutor’s case,
His case was, that the prisoner committed the murder ; and he
would lead the jury to the inference, that the prisoner sought
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by the fire to draw attention to the bank. The state of the
bank, it must be admitted, favoured this case. The shutters
/ of the waiting-room windows were closed, so that the fire would
/  almost instantly be seen from the Manor-chare. The outer
[ door of the bank was standing open, so that the fire might be
| discovered from the Arcade. And the fastenings of the window
; near which the prisoner lay, in the large room, were undone,
;’ so that a person might readily get out into the street. The
| prisoner, no doubt, was found lying in a place where, if he had
| lain much longer, he would have perished ; and 1t might be
| that he was willing to commit suicide. This might be said for
} the prisoner: that the unknown ruffian had acted unaccount-
ably—that his eonduct had certainly been inexplicable—but
/ that the prisoner was not bound to account for that person’s
;' conduet. Hitherto, the case had been considered as one of
| murder, and the question raised was merely this—whether the
f prisoner, or some unknown person, was the murderer. But
it might be regarded under another aspect. The prisoner
might not be guiltless of the death of the deceased, but he
might have destroyed his fellow-clerk under circumstances
which did not amount to murder. It was proved that the
prisoner and the deceased were on the most friendly terms up
to half-past 3 o'clock in the afternoon—within two hours of
| the death of Millie—for it seemed almost certain that the deed
was done about 5 o'clock—the time at which Mr. Robson was
at tea. They were last seen together in theamicable discharge
of their joint.duties, and no motive for quarrel had been sug-
gested during the whole of the trial; but the best of friends
might differ—a thousand circumstances might arise, to produce
a rupture. Suppose, for instance, the newly-appointed clerk
were less yielding on some trilling point than his patron, the
actuary, considered that he ought to be. A slight spark of
anger might be blown up, by mutual altercation, to a fiery
quarre', leading to a scuffle. In this encounter, Millie might
snatch up the desk knife, and strike at the prisoner—some of
his blows penetrating through the prisoner’s clothes—others
merely jagging his coat, in the manner so often relerred to.
The prisoner—(not in self defence—tfor the condition of the
deceased forbade the idea that he had suffered from an antago-
nist who merely stood in his defence)—but the prisoncr, in a
mutual attack, might be wrought up to such a pitch of rage
and frenzy as to deprive the deceased of life. If so, his crime
would be, not murder—not the taking of human life with malice
aforethought—but manslaughter. He would even then have a
strong interest in procuring belief fora false account. Toa manin
his situation of life,perpetual banishment wouldappear almost as
severe a penalty as death itself. He musttherefore devise some
plan to elude suspicion. In furtherance of this scheme, he
might go home, and remove some of the traces of the deed
which he had done. Then, having returned to the bank, he
resorted to a plan which he had devised, careless, perhaps,
whether it resulted in success, or in his own death.  The
Learned Judge, after making remarks on several portions of
the evidence, concluded by stating, that it was for the jury to
say, first, whether or not Millie was killed by some person or
other, of which they would doubtless be perfectly persuaded ;
secondly, whether or not it was by the hand of the prisoner
that Millie died; and then, if they decided in the affirmative,
it remained for them to say, whether the prisoner was guilty of
murder or manslaughter.
The Jury retired from the Courtat 2 o'clock ; and after they
had been absent a few minutes, they sent a messenger for the
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blood.stained clothes,&e¢. The persons (Ygesent—(and, without
doubt, the prisoner especially)—remained in great suspense dur-
ing the absence of the Jury ; and it was not till 5 o'clock that this
suspense was terminated. Then, when the Jury had been three
long hours in deliberation, they returned to their box, and deli-
vered a verdict of Manslaughter against Archibald Bolam.

The prisoner, who had been removed from the bhar at the
close of his Lordship’s address, and was brought back to hear
the verdict,re-appeared with an anxious countenance ; but be re-
ceived the decision of the Jury without bett:aylng any emotion.

The sentence of the Court was deferred till the following day.

At two o’clock on Thursday, the prisoner was again placed
at the bar—and, in reply to the usunal question, solemnly
asserted :—* My Lord, before God, and before you, I declare,
that I am innocent of the death of Joseph Millie.”

His Lordship then said:—* Archibald Bolam, you have
been found guilty by a jury of your countrymen, after in.
quiring into all the evidence brought forward by the prose-
cution, and all that you yourself thought proper to offer, of
the offence of manslaughter. The jury, in convicting you
of that offence. have taken certainly a mitigated view of
your guilt; for your conviction shows that they must have
thought you were the person who caused the deatn of
the deceased. They must have been well convinced that
you caused that death, or they would not have returned such
a verdict; but it shows that they also thought you com-
mitted the deed from some sudden excitement, arising from
some guamel between you and the deceased” I am not in-
clined to give the smalleést weight to rotestation of in-
nocence. I am bound to act upon the verdict of the jury,
which verdict I do not see reason to doubt the propriety of.
If finding you guilty of murder had beeun the only alternative
proposed to them, as they were satisfied you had taken Millie’s
life, they would almost to a certainty have found you guilty
of murder. You ought, therefore, to consider yourself for-
tunate in a verdict of manslaughter having been suggested
to the jury. Censidering the nature of the crime of which
you have been found guilty, I must consider only the mode
in which you treated your victim, and the circumstances
under which you were charged. Seme dispute has probably
taken place between you, and thrown you into great excite-
ment; for all the mischief to Millie appears to have been
done between half past three and probably half past five.
Within that short time, there must have been some strange
cause of excitement in your mind to have driven to such a
deed, so very suddenly, a person of your habits and character.
You beat the deceased over the face with a poker-eyou frac-
tured his skull—and you deprived him most awfully of his
life. Altogether it is a case of the utmost aggravation; so
that I should not be doing my duty if I did not pass upon
you the extreme sentence which the law allows. The sen-
tence of the Court is, that you be transported beyond seas
for the term of your natural life.”

“ My Lord!” exclaimed the prisoner, “I regard that sen-
tence as equal to my death!”

In the mids; of the Learned Judge’s address, in passing
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sentence, the prisoner unexpectedly interrupted his Lord-
ship, saying, “ My Lord, T beg your pardon—I don’t hear
you.” This little check, which was made with perfect cool-
ness, surprised the Court.

When the prisoner received sentence, there was a slight
clapping of hands; and as he retired from the bar, he was
partially hissed by the bystanders; but the expression of
feeling was very slight, in comparison with the yells and
execrations of the people, when he quitted the bar in the
Guildhall, in the month of March last.

+

LETTER FROM ARCHIBALD BOLAM.
Newecastle Gaol, 12th February, 1839,

REv. Sir,~— * * ¥ [ thanked my Maker last night for raisingup
friends so kind as you and your correspondent. These are to me
tidings of great joy, which I hail as happy emens towards dissipating a
mysterious plot against me,

I am itprisoned here for no act, for no fault of my own, as the Al-
mighty knows; and I will be obliged to any one to afford me assistance.
Allow me to beg of you to continue to offer up your prayers at the throne
of grace; and allow me, also, to beg of you to exercise your influence
with others to do likewise,

I have endeavoured to do everything in my power through Divine as-
sistance. I have read carefully and ealmly all the evidences—I have
afferded my attorney every information that has occurred to me—I1 have
employed those able solicitors, who have retained able counsel to defend
me at the Assizes, so that the horrid affair may be cleared to my advan-
tage, and so that the public may he fully satisfied of my innocence. I
am doing this at a great expense. Notwithstanding 1 am as innocent
of the horrid charge as you are, I am compelled to be at such trouble
and expense for my life and my character, And, above all, I have been,
and shall continue to be, praying to God to clear me by his Divine in-
terposition, so that in his own good time the actual ruffian who com-
mitted the horrid deeds in the Savings’ Bank may be detected. God in
a moment can bring the most hidden things to light. His ways are all
wise and good.

My hands are pure, and my conscience is clear. Therefore I trust in
God that he will never allow me to suffer for another's sins. My in-
nocence has supported me all along under charges so enormous ; and I
trust that the Lord will continue to perfect his strength in my weakness.

I am, Rev, Sir, yours aflectionately,
Rev. Richard Pengilly. ARCHIBALD BoLAM,

<

The following is the Autograph of the deceased, Joseph Millie,
copied from one of the many religious works which were in his

possession, and in the perusal of which he took a deep in-
terest :—

S,
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