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T edindheir object now; but they will, from time

“at*present to doubt it—it tends to prove, in thé

- Spanish America is superior to that of Old Spain.
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SPANISH AMERICA.—M. DE PRADT.

The latest intelligence which we have received
from South America acquaints us with the fact,
that General Bolivar, with the independent for-
ces under his command, had made himself mas.
ter of the town of Angonstura, on the banks of
the river Oronoco. It is also added, that the pat-
riot admiral Brion had been obliged to depart
from the Island of Margarita, and that his inten.
tion was to steer for a place of rendezvous in the
vicinity of Bolivar’s new position.

If this account be true~and we have no reason

ahacneg f {mu-:ﬂ, pugenlar i:\ﬁhﬁllan, it the
_ndepengent party have beeh compelled o cvaca-
te. the provinces¥gf- Santa Martha, Venezuela
and Cumana, and to take refuge in Spanish Gui-
ana. This would seem to augur ill for the cause
of South Amecrican independence upon the At-
Jantic coast : but the scenc of revolution is so ex-
tensive, that insurrection may -be suppressed in
one quarter and,still prevail iri another.

A writer has recently appeared, who has thrown
‘considerable light upon the question now de-
pending between the Spaniards of ‘America and
thosc of Europe :- He is a Frenchimangsf the name
of Dr Prany, -and he discusses the subject with
unusual boldness and candor ; which every onc
wilt allow whohas read his arguments, and are
informed that he belongs to the order of Priests
and is a Bourbon Royalist. This author reasons
s ' ) o

Spanish America must, sooner or luter, be in-
dependent : it is in the order of nature that she
should be so. The principles of scparatign are
‘tao deeply implanted in the minds of thé Ameri-
cans ever to be eradjgated. They may be defeat-

to 'timpﬁiene\vghe attempt, and finally they must
. EY YV o1 Snaniards of Bure M and
succecd.” he Spaniards of Burepe ar@slnw ane
awkward in {itting out maritimie eapedition:; be.
sides, they want pecuniary means: these means
they can chiefly derive only fronf America, and, in
cousequence of the state’ of revolution there,

they afe »\maiﬁyi‘%'ithhc]d. The population of

1t is as ﬁﬂg:eq are. to eleven. It hias the advan-
tige of heing habituated to the climate, which is
destructive of the Eurdpean Spaniards.. The sol-
diers.of Old Spain, who are sent 8 combat the re-
\:oluﬁanists, will €ither speedily find their graves,
or they Will be won over to the‘t}:ausc of indepen-

which the independents have it in their power to
allure them. The inhabitants of Spanish Ameri- -
ca are no longer were Indians: they are, in a
great measure, of the genuine Iberian blood. It
is not, with that part of the glpbe, at this day, as
it was in the times of Cortes and Pizarro. In
America they inherit the spirit, and are, in a cer-
tain degree, acquainted with the arts and the
sciences of Europe. The flame of insurrectiﬂ;;ﬁ‘
is universal: subdue it in one province, . it will
still exist in another, and in places \\'hcre'jt ig
extinet it will be rekiudled from the fires whith
continue to blaze in other parts. Could Spain re-
congu-e her eolonies, she could not retain’ them
in sub, ution withicat guatding tacm by militn;
force in every quarter: and how can she furnish
troops sufficiently numerous for such a’purpose ?
Should she try the experiment, ste will depopu-

of her first settlements in the westernghemis-
phere* 1t is for the intcrest of the United States
and of Brasil that the whole continent of Ameii-
ca should be independent of Europe : tie pros-

petually excite the Spanish colonies to new ef-

mother country. The desire fordndependence
is strengthened by motives of self-interest; for,
under the dominion of Spain, America is exclu-
‘ded from trading with the rest of the world;-
wherens, in a state of independence, she would
have a free commerciul intercourse with all na-
tions. Ife Spain continues the war ggainst the
Patriots, both royalty and the Catholic religion
will be put in jeopardy. The pricsts are gene-
mally the friends of arbitrary power;, they fyvor
the cause of Old Spain to the detriment of the
colonists, and the Americans will be glad to get
rid of them and to’estublish a more liberal system
of Christian worship.
fw i, fivm the cppvessinm*bjc_h they have e:\‘;‘o'—
rienced under a monarchy, be naturally inclined
to republicanism; -and if they: should prosper
under that form of government, whilst the, sub-
jects of European sovereigns are gppressed and
rendered miscrable under the forms of royalty,

* It 3s 2 remarkatile fact in statistieal hismry., that, wh_im.'
TFrance and England count 150 souis to the square milgy
Spain reckons only 75. Writers who have investigated the
sabjeet have heen” puzzled to aceount for this ditference
sorme have al.h'ﬂ)llh‘li‘it 10 -the expulsion of the Moors: some
to the bigotry and tyranny of the Spanish government ; others

to the terrars inspired 'y the Inquisition; and De Prade
ascribes it to the great numbers of Spaniards drawn ofi’to co-

dence by lhxgcsscs aud the mahy*‘:\gl\';\utugcs with
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lonize America, it nay, perhaps, have been a cnmliunt&sk
of ali these causes drat prodiend A doficiensy in the popil-
tion of Spain, : . o

v

Iate herself once more, as she did at the period .

Hag e

forts to fiberate themsclves from the yoke of théir  ~

The Spanish Americans .

»

perity of those two scctions of America will per: & o
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on their part, in every thing that could intoxicate
their senses, or gratify their vanity.  Succeeding
demagogues followed the example sct by Pericles
—an inundation of luxury was poured in upon
the country, and the capability of maintaining
its freedom and independence vanished. A vi-
CI0US PEOPLE NEVER CAN BE FREE——THEIR PAS-
SIONS FOLGE TUEIR FETTERS.

What a spectacle! A democracy distinguished
for genius, for valor, for power, for the growth of
science, for the cultivation of eloquence and po-
etry, for munificent enconragement of the fine
arts, and above.all for the ardent love of liberty ;
the nurse of soldiers and statesmen—the prolific
mother of heroes—the heroes of Marathon, Sala-
mis, Platea, Mycale—the cradlc of philosophy and
philosophers—of Socrates, Plato, Aristotle, Xen-
ophon—in one comprehensive word, Arueys, re-
duced mevely by the blighting hand of luxury,
to the lowest debasement of which man or na-
tions are susceptible—its citizens at last sunk to
the degradation of being fed at the public expense,
like the modern Lazaroni of Naples; nay worse,
if worse can bé imagined—so utterly depraved
and emasculated, as to accept amusement as an
alms, and to become objects of a fund established
by the influence of their demagogues, for afford-
ing them gratuitous admission to the theatres!!

What was the consequence ? out of this uni-
versal laxity and a duily increasing appetite for
gross debauchery, a more universal proftigacy, and
a more undisguised practice of corraption arose.
To all sensual men, but more particularly to vulga-
rity thoroughly sensualized, the love of country is
nothing when opposcd by present gratification.—
Lvery hand in Athens was open for a bribe, and
nothing was wanting to the complete extinction
of the republic, but an ambitious, bold, and cun-
ning forcign enemy ; and him they soon found in
Philip of Macedon. Each succeeding day they
beeame more devotedly the brutalized tools of
their favorite demagogues, while those dema.
gogues were, all the time, the subservient agents
of Philip. ‘In vain Demosthenes raised his mighty
cloguence to resist the corruption that prevailed,
to rouse the Athenians to a sense of their danger,
und to expose the pernicious machinations of the
Macedonian tyrant—his eloquence, even lis,
was no match for the senswality of that fallen peo-
ple. Vitiated by the practice of luxury, beyond
the possibility of cure ; a dinner was more impor-
tant in their eyes, than Athens—a theatrical spec-
tacle or a song, more precious than liberty ; and,
so far from being able to save his country, De-
mosthenes could only by swallowing poison, save
himself from the ignominy of being betrayed by
Lis ungrateful countrymen to perpetual imprison-
ment or death—in short, from the disgrace of full.
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ing into the hands of Philip, who by the battle
of Charronea, decisively extinguished the libertivs
of Athens, and the independence of all Gx:cccg.
This is a most afflicting picture, but it is a cor-
rect onc. To Americans it presents: an awful
lesson, and ought to be kept continually in their
view. Could the whole be compressed into oné |
short, comprehensive sentencey that sentence
ought to be inscribed in large letters at the en-
trance of every city, town, and village in the Uni-
ted States. Unhappy, ill-fated Grecce, which at
this moment, after a lapse of two thousand yrars,
remains a monnment of the vengeance of Heaven
upon national luxury. For I do believe that if the
whole globe were measured over, step by step,
there could not be found upon it one spot where
civilization had ever prevailed, inhabited by so
miserable, forlorn, and abject arace as that once”
most favored portion of the earth. -
My nest will contain a no less impressive pic-
ture of the fatal effects of luxury upon that stupen:
dous power, the Roman republic.
LUCILIUS:

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE.

FROM TRE FREEMAN’S JOCRNAL. '
Philudelphic, June 16, 1817,
Messrs. M¢Corkle & Son:

Grxriemey.—~Several applications having been
recently made to me to state the errors which |
had obscrved, and ofterr mentioned, in the publi-
catious of the names of the members of the Con-
tinentul  Congress, who declared in favour of*
the Independence of the United States, on the
4th of July, 1776—1 have not, at present, suffici-
ent health and leisure to veply severally to each
application. There can be but one correct state-
ment of facts: one public statement, thercfore,”
through the press will serve the purpose of, the
gentlemen who have made the request, and may
also give satistaction to the minds of others, who
have turned their thoughts upon the subject. st
Lam correct in my statement, it may be of use to
future historians : ifnot, my errors can be readily
corrected. Y wish, therefore, by means of your
paper, tomake the following statement of the
facts, within my knowledge, relative to the sub-
Jject of enquiry :

On Monday, the Ist day of July, 1776, the ar-
guinents in Congress, for and against the Decla-
ration of Independence, having been exhausted,
and the measurce fully considered, the Congress
resolved itsclf into a committee of the whole ;the
question was put by the chairman, and all the
States voted in the affirmative, except Pennsyl-
vania, which was in the negative, and Delaware,
which was equally divided. ~ Pennsylvania, at that
time, had seven members, viz. John Morton,
Benjamin Franklin, James Wilson, John Dickin-
son, Robert Morris, Thomas Willing, and Charles
Humphreys. All werc presant on the st of July,
and the three first named voted for the Declwa-
tion of Independence, the remaining four against
it. The state of Delaware had three members,
Crear Rodney, George Read'and myself. Georye

Read and I were present. I voted for it, George
Itead aguinst it. When the president resynged
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lis chair, the chairman of the committée of the
whole made his report, which was not actedupon
until Thursday, the 4th of July. In the mean
time Ihad written to press the attendance of
Cwrsar Rodney, the third delegate from Dela-
ware, who appeared early on that day at the
state.house, 1n his place.” When the Congress
assembled, the question was put on the report of
the committee of the whole, and approved by
every State.  Of the members from Pennsylvania,
the three first, as before, voted in the aflirmative
and the two last in the negative. John :ickinson
and Robert Motris were not present, and did not
tuke their seats on that day. Casar Rodney, for
the state of Delaware, voted with me in the uffirm-
ative, and George Read in the neguative.

Some months after this, i saw printed publica-
tions of the names of those gentlemen who had,
a3 it was said, voted for the Declaration of lnde-w
pendence, and observed that my own name was
omitted. T wasnot alittle surprised at, nor could
I account for the omission ; because 1 knew that
on;the 24th of June preceding, the deputies from
the committees of Pennsylvania, assembled in
provincial conference, held at the Curpenter’s Hall,
Philadelphia, whichbad met on the 18th, & choscn
me their president, had unanimously declared their
willingness to concur in a vote of the Congress,
declaring the United Colonies free and indepen-
dent states, and had ordered their declaration to
be signed, and their president 1o deliver it into
Congress, which accordingly I did the day fol
lowing : 1 knew also, that a regiment of associa-
tovs, of which T was colonel, had, at the end of
May before, unanimously made the same decla-
1ation.  “I'hese civcumstances were mentioned at
the time to gentlemen of my acquaintauce. The
crror remained uncorrected till the yewr 1781,
when I was appointed to publish the laws of Penn-
sylvania, to which 1 prefixed the Declm-uﬂon‘of
Independence, and inserted my own name, with
the nanres of iy colicagues. Afierwards, in
1797, when the late A. J. Dallas, Esq. then Se.
cretary of the Commonwealth was appointed to
publish an cdition of the laws, on comparing the
names published as subscribed to the Deelaration
of Independence, he observed a variance, and
the omission, in some publications, of the name
of Thomas M‘Kean ; having procured a certificate
from the Secretary of Sute, that the nume of
Thomas M-Kean was affixed in his own hand writ-
ing to the original Decluation of Independence,
though omitted in the journals of Congress, Mr.
Dallas then requesicd an explaration of this cir-
cumstance from me, and from my answer to this
application, the following cxtracts were taken
and published by Mr. Dallas in the appendix to
the first volume of his edition of the laws :

““For several years past 1 have been taught to
think less unfavorably of scepticism than formerly.
So many things have been misreprescuted, missta-
ted, and erroneously printed 8\\"1(1_1 seeming au-
thenticity) under my own eyes, as 1 my opiion
ta render those wha doubt of every thing, not al-
together inexcusable. ‘The publication of the
declaration of independence on the fourth day of
July, 1776, a8 printed in the journals of Congress,
vol. 2, p. 242, &c. and also in the acts of most pub-
lic bodiesy since, so far as respects the names of
the delegates or deputies who made that decla-
ration, has led to the above reflection. By the
printed publications referred to, it Would appear
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there printed, and none other, were on that day
personally present in Congress, and assenting to
the declaration; whereas the truth is otherwise.
The following gentlemen were not members on
the fourth of July 1776, namély, Mathew Thorn-
ton, Benjamin Rush, George Clymer, Jamnes
Smith, George Taylor, and George Ross, Fs-
quires. The five last named were not chosen .
delegates until the twentieth of that month ; the
first, not until the twelfth day of Septemher fol-
lowing, nor did he take his seat in Congress until
the fourth of November, which was four months
after. The journals of Congress, vol. 2, puges
277, 442, as well as those of the assembly of the
state of Pennsylvania, page 53, and of the general
agsembly of New-Hampshire, establish these facts.
Although the six gentlemen named had been ve-
ryactive in the American cause, and some of them,
to my own knowledge warmly in favor of its inde-
pendence, previous to the day on which it was de-
claved, yet I personally know that none of them
were in_Congress on that day. .

¢ Modesty should not rob any man of hiy just
honor, when, by that honor, his modesty cannot
be offended. My name is not in the printed jour.
nals of Congress, as a party to the declaration of
independence, and this, like an error in the first
concoction, has vitiated most of the subsequent
publications, and yet the fact is, that I was then a
member of Congress, from the state of Delaware,
waspersonally present in Congress, and voted in fa-
vor of independence on the fourth duy of July,
1776, and signed the decluration after it had been
cngrossed on parchment, where my name, in my
own hand writing, still appears. Henry Wisner,
of the state of .New York, was also in Congress,
and voted for independence,

<1 do not know how the misstatement in the
printed journals has happened.” The manuscript
public journal, has no names annexed to the de.
claration of independence, nor has the secret jour-
nal; but it appears hy the latter, that on the
nineteenth day of July, 1776, the Congress, di-
rected that it should be engrossed on parchnient,
and signed by every member, and that it was s¢
produced en the second of Auvgust and signed.
This 1s interlined in the secret journal, in the
hand writing of Charles Thompson, Esq. the sc-
cretary. ‘I'he present sccretary of state of the
United States, and myself, have lately inspected
Uie journals, and seen this.  The journal was first
printed by Mr. John Dunlap, in 1778, and, pro-
bably, copies with the namcs then signed toit
were printed in August, 1776, and that” Mr Dun-
lap printed the names from one of them.?

Your most obedient servant,
THOS. MKEAN,

SOUTH AMERICAN ATFAIRS.

We have been politely furnished by a gentle.
man who arrived in the Bay in the Buenos Avrean
brig Patiiota, (says the Baltimore American) with
the following interesting information relative 1o
the affairs in South America:

 On 1st of June inst. a Spanish squadron passed
the Island of Margaretta, consisting of 20 sail and
2390 men, under the Borbon Flyg, and anchored
in Cunung, after plundering several fishing boats
and pressing a number of fishermen and commit-
ting nuinerous other depredations against the ci-
tizens ; by the lust account they had not disem.
barked, as they were in an unhicalthy gtite, and





