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A List of the Ships from Great Britiin, “employed in the Greeiond avid Davis's Straits |. 
Whale * Fisheries, inthe Year 1823. 

GREENLAND. DAVIS'S STRAITS, 
{  — 

- No. | Supposed 0 A No. | Supposed 
Ships® Names. Tonnage | of | quantity Ships’ Names. Tonnage.| of . | quantity 

= | Fish.| of Oil. ! Fish. | of Vil. 

LONDON. ; = wif ROR 
rgare CNSR TEA SL Neptune, Ansley ........| 291 

po tc ? 3 Rookwood, Lawson......| 363 

5 HULL. 
“HULL: Albion, Humphrey ......] 321 16 

Cicero, Lee. ..ocoivuawees.| 325 Abram, Couzens ........| 305 11 
Cyrus, Welbumi,..vveveee.| 546 Andrew Marvel, Orton ..[ 377 | 14 
‘Duncombe, Coldray........| 270 Ariel, Harst ............ 340 ¢ 
Dordon, Thomas..........; 285 Bronswick; Blyth........| 357 35 | Full. 
Everthorp, Ash............| 849 Cato, Kitchingman ......| 305 ) 
Elizabeth, Rhoades. 321 Combrian, Johnson......| 374 8 70 
Eagle, Brewis. ... & 289 Comet, .Brass....... 303 8 

Exmouth, Thompson....,..| 321 Duncombe, Sh RS 14 
Fame, Scoresby, sen. ......| = 377 Ellison, Johnson ........ 357 11 
Jane, Maddison............|. 859 Gilder, :Bruce............ 360 
Kiero, Colquhonn.........| 358 Harmony, Sawyer.......| 300 
Laurel, Donnatt,,.........| 321 Jane, Raat Gl 6 
Mercury, Jackson. .........| 346 -Engriay Matos ........| 316 9 
Manchester, Lankester.a...{ ~ 285 Lee, Forster ....... ...if 563 
Neptune, Muonro..... 356 Mary Fravces, Wilkinson | 385 
North Briton, Allan.,.. 262 Progress, Manger .......; 307 12 
Perseverance, Toroball....| 251 Trafalgar, Lloyd ...... RL 
Rachael-& Ann, Newham.. 298 William, Hawkins .......| 350 12 . 

Swan, Ding... ocecsvences! 330 Zephyr, Unthank...,....| 342 18 | 150 
TIIY, SHOR LL toads 273 an 
Yeaorable, Bennett. over] 398 WHITBY. 
Walker, Harvison..........| 335 James, Quickfall.. 1eesesdd 346 9 
William Torr, Daunatt......|] 281 Phenix, Hallilee........| 324 14 

William & Ann, Terry ...| 362 10 

4% NEWCASTLE. ; 
WHITBY. Cove, Palmer i....:...0 +578 13 

Aimwell, Johnson.........| 268 Grenville Bay, Wareham | 340 200 
Esk, Donbak.... ccacnce.| 356° Lady Jane, Fieming .....[« 390 12 |: 
Harmony, Thompson.......| 364 — 
Lively, Baxter............] 251 ... BERWICK. 
Resolution, Kearsley.......| 291 Norfolk, Cleghern .......{" 310 - 
Valiant, Agar....ce0ees-00 230 Moa 
Volunteer, Craig.......:..} 305 LEITH. 

Home Castle, Wallace...,| 311 16 J Norils Pole, Marr ....... 3:4 14 ? . Rattler, Stoddart, i.....| 349 
BERWICK. Success, Thomson ...... 805 

Lively, Bells, .0ouie.cinens] 238 William & Ann, Wake... 364 10 

FER ~~ KIRKALDY. 
at Caledonia, Oliphant .....} 575 12 

LEITH. Barl Percy, Davidson....| 519 
Jono SL paN . ve vnnsiss] B56 Rambler, Thoms ........| 982 | 14 

' Triad, Liston..ccvac.....| 287 8 

. A * “DUNDEE. 
MONTROSE. Advice, Webster ........| 394 15 130 

Spencer, Keith... ..iiveee| 340 Aclilles, Valentine ......| 367 28 
Dorothy, Deuchars.......{ 369 

nts Estridge, Denchars.......| 319 14 
Fairy, Thoms ...........| 947 10 

ABERDEEN. Friendship, Ireland...... | 304 
Dee, Denisoni..ccoeeeeas| 819 Horn, Jeffers ..........| 368 22 
Hercules, Fairebourne......| 248 Princess Charlotte, Adam- 
JANE, BTC cos asses osaas) S880 BON soodoasvieens]| SHY 12 

- Neptune, Armstrong......., 282 Thomas, Thoms ........| 356 20 
St. Andrew, Newton.......| 313 Three Brothers, Foreman.| 339 10 

—_— MONTROSE. 
3 Eliza Swan, Birnie ......| 306 

PETERHEAD. Loudon, Burn............! 345 
Alert, Pennyeivecceioreess] 314 Monarch, Young ........| 311 
Eclipse, Satter............| 287 —_— 
Gleaner, Shand.......,....| 262 ~ "ABERDEEN, 
Hope Robertson. ..........} 242 Alexander, Picket. ,.....| 282 8 
Jean, Stafford............| 9285 Bon Accord, Paiker. ....! 363 Fall 
Mary, Bho. oon. iooaida) i A5F Dott Bréwhi sd. 5. ..v.| 338 5 
Perseveranec, Simpson.....| 240 Henrietta, Small ........| 251 
Union, Mackie......o.....] 224 Latilia, Clark...........| 318 

; Middleton, Reed ........| 329 
— Middleton, Cargill.......{ 294 

s Princess of Wales, White.| 308 
GREENOCK. Yihan, Craigie ..........| 26 10 | 100 

John, Jackson.......c.....|" 816 \ iE 
: PETERHEAD. 

—_— Alpheus, Duncan.... ...| 260 10 
od Active; GRY is ols seat STH 

LIVERPOOL, Dexterity, Robertson ....| 321 18 
Baffin, Scoresby, jon, .....| 321 Hannibal, Bobertson ....| 315 16 

| Resolution, Philip .......|] 400 15 
Superior, Manson. ....... 306 9 
Traveller, Hatchison.....] 400 5 

KIRKWALL. 
Ellen; Spenc@s. cass cssil 279 

Ships to Greenland 49—Ships to Davis's Straits 68. 
BE 

estimated at from 3,800 to 4,000 Tons, The produce of the Ships to Greenland is the 

Davis’s Straits Ships, perhaps, 10,000 Tons. 

I. MANSFIELD & SON, 
AVE received: from LONDON, LIVER. 
POOL, and GREENOCK, their nsnal supply 

of FALL GOODS ; consisting of superfine, second 
and common Cloths ; Flushings ;—swansdown Ves. 
tings ; rose and point blankets ; Flannels; Bomba. 
zetts ; Camblet for ‘gentlemen's Clokes ; printed 
Cottons ; Homespuns ; Checks, Irish linens’; Cam.’ 
ric, book and jaconet Muslins’; Imitation *Cam- 
bric; Cotton and Linen Bedtick ; Candlewick ; 
Duck, Osnaburgh, Brown Hollands ; a variety of 
Shawls and Hdkfs, good East India INDIGO, &c; 

They have also on hand, 
Boxes Tin, Sheet Iron, ¥lron and brass Wire; a 
variety of SLOP CLOTHING; with many other 
articles wich they offer for sale at a- small ad. 
vance. 
Oct, 3, 

William Foster, 
NFORMS the Public, that.he has removed from 
Messrs. Collins & Allison's Wharf, to that 

central situation, long known as Creighton’s: 
corner, i 

Where he offers for sale, = ? 
Bar, Bolt '& Square IRON, Shear Moulds, 

and Plough Plate, & Rod IRON; Steel, Cast 
Iron Backs, Hinges, &c. 

All kinds of 

~ Blacksmith Work 
at the shortest notice.. 

oi —ALSO— F 3 
A few Kits Salmon Spiced and Soused, 

Jan. , 1824. o 

"not be regarded as criminal. 

LAW INTELLIGENCE. 

LIBEL ON TUE KING, 

COURT OF KING'S BENCH, 
Nov. 8. 

THE KING V. HARVEY AND CHAPMAN, — 
The Common Sergeant, on behalf of the de. 
fendant Chapman, moved for a rule to show 
cause why the verdict of guilty should not be 
set aside, and: a new trial had. This was an 
information filed by his Majesty's Attorney. 
General for a libel on the King, in the Sunday 
Times and was tried before the Lord Chief Jus. 

tice, at Guildhall, when the Jury, after a deli. 
beration of five hours, and after coming into 
Court with a question to the Judge, found the 
defendants guilty, but accompanied their ver. 
dict by a recommendation to mercy. He now 
moved for a new trial, on the ground that the 
Lord Chief Justice had misdirected the Jury in 
point of law, > ! 
The Lord Chief Justice. —Do you mean in 
ny original charge, or in my answer to the 
question put bythe Jury ? : 
The Common Sergeant replied, that, hein. 

tended 10 argue that there was mis direction on 
both occasions. ln Ins original charge, the 
Lord Chief Justice stated, that *“ to publish 
falsely of the King, or of apy other person, that 
he was afflicted with mental derangement was a 
criminal act ;” and that in this case the false. 
hood of the assertion was admitted, Now the 
doctrine contained in this opinion was evidently 
too broad ; because there were many instances 
in which it might be a duty in one person to 

communicate to another bis belief that anindi- 
vidual was itsape; as, if a man knew that a 
friend were about to marry into a family wiiere 
tbe disease was supposed 10 exist ; and even if 
the informant were mistaken in ile fact, sull if 
he made his communication bona fide, he could 

In this mstance, 
no wilnesses were called for (lie defence, but a 
line of argument was presented to the Jury to 
induce them to conclude that ‘the statement in 
the alleged libel was false from commendable 

| inclives, and with. a sincere conviction of its 
truth. After the Jury had been absent from 
Court above two hours, they returned, and 
asked whether a malicious intent was not ne. 
cessary to constitute libel ; to which his Lord- 
ship returned no direct answer, bul replied, 
thal when a man published a paper tending 10 
produce certain resulls, they might infer that 
he mtended to produce those results, unless 
the contrayy were proved, and the onus of prov: 
10g the contrary lay on the defendant. 
The Lord Chief Justice expressed a doubt 

whether his expressions had been accurately 
reported ; as be thought that he began by lay. 
ing downa more general proposition, and 
afterwards made the particular application to 
the case. 

The Common Sergesnt replied, that he 
thought his note was accurate, as it was taken 
immediately after the expressions were used, 
and was confirmed by other accounts which he 
bad seen. Application had been made ai the 
Crown-office for the short-hand writer's notes, 
but ihey had been refused ; and therefore he 
could only'rely on lis own. Now he submitied 
that the Lord Chief Justice was wrong in repre- 
senting a malicious intent as a presumption of 
law necessarily deducible from the tendency of 
a writing, when il was a question of fact for 
the Jury to decide on all the circumstances 
before them. Undoubtedly, it was not neces. 
sary to have extrinsic proof of malice ; the 
intention might be inferred from the tenour of 
the writing itself; but it was clear the Jury did 
not think 1t necessarily deducible from the 
writing, or their question would Lave been 
palpably superfluous. 

Mr, Justice Bayley.—Are you not wrong 
when you assert that malice is not a presamption 
of law? On the contrary, the law often pre. 
sumes it fiom the tendency of a man’s actions. 
Thus, in a prosecution under 43 Geo. 111. for 
setting fire toa mill, where it was shown that 
the prisoner was a man of infirm though not of 
insane mind, the jury found him guilty of ser, 
ling fire to the mill, but expressed a doubt 
whether they ought not to have evidence of a 
malicious iatent beyond that supplied by the 
acl itself, lo satisfy the terms of the statute. 
The ‘point was accordingly reserved for the 
opimion of the Judges ; buttbey thought it too 
plain for argument, and unanimously held the 
conviction right. 

The Common Sergeant said, that he was far 
from disputing the law of that case, because 
there the act was unequivocal in itself, snd 
could only spring from the notive impuled. 

of malice was ever requisite ; but that the ex; 
He did not mean to assert that collateral proof 

No. 2008. 

ve annem. 

istence or non.existence. of that necessary inars. 
dient in guilt was a question in every case for 
the Jury. ; 
Mr. Justice Bayley.—When a man is tricd 

for uttering a forged note, the intent laid isto 
¢ defraud the Governor and Company of the 
Bank of England ;” not because the offender 
intended to defraud the Bank, about which he 
knew aod cared nothing ; but because ike va. 
tural tendency of his act is to defraud the Bank. 
The Common Sergeant replied, that in such 

cases there was almost always a count inserted, 
laying the intent to defraud the party to whoa. 
the note was paid; otherwise he should grearly 
doubt whether a man who had clearly no idea 
of defrauding the Bavk copld be convicted, 

Mr. Justice Best.—If a nran, arrested by a 
police officer, turns on him and shoots hm 
through the head, there is no malice in the 
ordinary sense of the term; no previous ill 
will; and yet he is charged with murder, of 
his malice aforethought,” and executed. 
The Common Sergeant proceeded to object 

lo that part of the answer given fo the jury, 
in which it was said that the “ onus of disprov- 
ingthe inference ofinalice lay onthe defendant,” 
from which he contended they would natarally 
infer that he must call witnesses to prove the 

circumstances under which he published, and 
could not rely on mere observations and reason- 
ing. 

Mr, Justice Bayley asked whether any evi. 
dence was given [0 justify the expression, <* It 
is from authority we speak 7” 
The Common Sergeant replied, that there 

certainly was no evidence given, but that he 
bad argued. that the words were not to be taken 
in any official meaning, but that, fairly coq- 
strued, they implied uo more than that ihe 
Journalist received his intelligence from some 
one on whom he could rely. The existence of 
rumeurs was admitted, though they were also 
admitted to be groundless ; and it was contend, 
ed, that, considering the circumstances, an 
editor had a right bona fide to bring them be. 
fore the public. Here, taen, the Jusy were 
first told that the bare falsely imputivg to a 
mah Insanily was criminal, without any gual. 
cation 28 to malicious design; and when they 
returned and asked if they must not find malice, 
they were not answered in the direct maoner 
which they were enticed to expect, but key 
were told that they must infer malice from the 
act of publication, unless the contrary was 
shown, Thatthey had doubts whetlier malice 
was fairly deducible from the passage iiself, 
was clear from their long deliberations : they 
were misled both by the original cliarge snl 
the reply to their quesiion; and thus the ce. 
fendauts were deprived of their fair chance of 
acquittal, 4 ? 

Mr, Brougham rose to make a similar motion 
on behalf of Mr. Harvey. He considered ihe 
objection 10 the charge and reply of -the Lord 
Chief Justice as resolving themselves into three : 
— first, his use of the word *¢ false” in his 
charges; second, his omission to answer the 
question of the Jury in direct terms; and third, 
the explanation he substituted for such answer. 
His Lordship told the Jury, that ** falsely (0 
assert of any man that he was insane, wascrt. 
minal ;” and then added, that ¢ the counsel for 
the defendant had admitted that the assertion 
was false.” Now the counsel forthe defendant 
hed made no suzh admission ; they had, in. 
deed, admitted that the statement was untrue; 
but their whole reasoning was directed to show 
that it was not false—ihat was, willully false, 
Now there was a wide difference between fafse. 
hood aud uniruth, as every one kuew, incommon 
parlance, the former wight be innocent ; ihe 
latter was always guilly, and usually expressed 
by a shoster term. (A laugh.) A wan unght 
assert what he believed to be irue, and which 
turned out 10 be untrue ; or he might 7ssert 

that of which he had uo knowledge, and yet 
mighc not be guilty of folselivod mn its worst 
legal acceptation, as was proved by the case 
of ¢“ Haycroft v. Creasy,” where an untrue 
representation of matiers: which the party did 
notknow, was holden not to constitu e ground 
of action. ‘I'he use of ‘this equivocal word, 
then was calculated (though not intended) to 
mislead the Jury, especially when accompaused 
by the restof the charge. Again, why was not 
their question met with a dircet answer? Phey 
asked, “Must we noi find a malicious motive 77 
The plain answer to which was, “Yes ;” for 
malice was the gist of the charge ; and yet that 
answer was not given, Instead of that plain 
reply, they were again misled by the direction 
that they might ler alice trom tendency, 
unless the defendants proved its absence ; be. 

cause they would naturally construe the word 
““ prove” as applicable only to evidence, and 
not to comment and reasoning ; and thus they 
wight think the defendants kad deue nothing,


