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THE MECKLENBURG DECILARA-
TION.

Rev. Br. A. W. Miller Replies (o Re-
cemnt Criticisms

To the Kditor of the NEwWS.

I'resident Shearer, of Davidson
Collage, reforsto me the inquiry of
an Alabama Professor: “Cuan the
statement in this clipping be trueas-
serting that the Mecklenburgh Dec-
laration has been proved to bea
myth?”  The clippingis from The
New York Evaogelist, of December
18: 1890, but copied from another [*a-
yer. A disunguished Divine, of
Vashington City, formerly, the cdi -
torof tho Evaupgelist, sends me the
same clipping, “to which”, he says,
“younmay wish tomakeareply”. Hae
adds: “Itis from the Miscollany of
The Evangelist, made up by some
ono for that Paper, copied from an-
other Paper, ofwhich I know noth-
ing; and published in'l'he Kvango-
list, without, | believe, the Knowl-
odge of the cditor,”” The clipping
reads thus: “The charge of plagiar-
ism 18 ofton made without foundu-
tion, and has often needlessly embit-
toered the lhives of celebrated writers,
Among those who have thus suffered
was Tnomas Jeflerson. The lastsev-
en years of his life were troubled
with attacks of various sorts, among
them the charge that he pllifered the
sentiment, and some of the I’assages,
of his drart of The Declaration of In-
dependence, from a similar Declara-
tion made by the citizens of Meck-
lenburgh, North (aroling, fourteen
months before; and that when he
was cenfronted by acopy of these
earlier Declurations, he denied that
he had ever seen or heard of it. This
position he maintained to his dying
day; and after his decease, the dis-
cussion a8 to the genuvineness of
the Macklenburgh Declaration of
May 20: 1775, was kept up by his po-
litieal friends and opponents,  If it
were a genuine document, the resem -
biance batween the two Declarations
wan so marked, that thero appeared
to be no cscape from the Inference
that Jeflorson was chargabile with
both plagiarisim aond untruthfulness.
Historical writers have generally
mantioned wnd passively admitted
thegenuinenessofl TheMeck lenbureh

Declaration, without raising  the
question of it authenticity. The
histerians of North  Cuarolina have

uniformly extolled it aw the most il-
lustriour incident i their State an-
THIES Wheeler, in his Historical

Shetehes of North Carolina, says:
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“Uhis timportant Paper 1s dear tooev-
vry North Carolininu., The 2mh of
May s asucrad festival within its
baorders; and etlorts are being made
to erect in the place, where theevent
occarred, a« Monument to perpetuate
its memory."

Bince the death of Mr. JefTerson!
documents have come tolight, which
prove, beyond a doubt, that The
Mecklenbary  Declaration  of May
D00 170 i aomyth, Ttisas <ingular
fact, however, that in these develop-
ments no avidence appears of anten-
tional  frand on the partofl any per

son, and it evident that the Paper

waxconiposed perhingps ws an exer

cise, o A reverie s after Mr.o Jetler-
sons Daclaration,of Talyv 1 177 had
bewen printed, and that the writer

adopted Mro Jotlerson’ fdeas and
worne of s expressions. That 1t was
notimtendead as adeception, seems
probable fraom the fact thatno pablie
e was made afit daring the Life of
the writer” “S|ince  the death
of M Jdethoasan,  documents  have
come ta licht, whiech prove. heyvond
A donbit thiart Fhe Mecklenbargh Dye-
clarntion of May 20 177505 0 avth
PrRopDycE T EM?

Whiy any subseguent discassionaf
Fone wazon it was “proved a o anvth™s
Hoow “hevond adoubat” af“thieanyth
e not ek pow ledeed . bt dbisowned
Ly those best acquainted with thee
subigect? The statement is false, and
the “oxplanation” exculpating the
Mochlenbureh o writer, ridiculogs
Phetrae cannot be eovonded
Fiather, the Men ot Meckleonbange h
were placiaristscor Uhomas Jotler -
<on wasa plaguanst

And <o, John Adames ad Charle <
Franers Ndamsnchtly judeed. ol
Adins sayv~ Eather these Flesalu
trons area phazpieso from N Dot
forson's Irveclaration of |||||~lnl|
dence. or Mes Jetler<on's Declatation
of Tndependenee s poddagiani<in from
Resalutions. 1 conld a< soan
that theedozen lowe r<al thie
Hiyvdraneed now hetore iy ey <
werc thee war h of ehicvnee as thiat the
Mochlentareh Resodutions cvnd Mo
Joleason™s Declarationwere ot o
rived. the ane from the other ™

The Warksof John Ndanmis,
1550,

Theseo waorks comtaan, alsa I'he
Lafeoof the Author, Naotes and Tus
trattons,. by i< Grandson, Charles
Francis Adams". Th « Litter, treat
e of the Mecklenbureh Deelara
tron sad~ “No historieal factas bt
ter established.”

Wheelor's Remini=scoences atates:

“Awriterin the New York Review.
roviewing The Life of  Jefferson, by
Tuckher, « learly show s that the Jre-
able to The Wil of Richts, Th
Mocklenburg Declaration, aond  tha
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Ivioeversthing of importanee e Thy
Declavation of Independenco of July
oiie o upon which vest<sa el of
Mo JetTerson’s fame. Of thas latter
nstrument, and The Mecklonbury
Declaration, Judge Tueker  savs:
SEvery one omuist o be porsuadod,
at lenst all who have
hen minute obsornvors of
«tyvic that one of these Papers had
Lorrowed froan the other”

That noted Antiguarian of Sonth
Carolinaca Ruling elderin oneof my
Routh - Carolina chuarehos, Danicl
GCireene Stinson, Ksgoo mformed e
that he was well acquainted with
John Melvnitt Alexander, Seerotery
aof the Meeklenburg Convention,w ho
stated to hime that hee had taken o
copy of the Doclaration to Philadel-
phiacand shewed it to members of
'he Congres<: amone  them, to
Thomas Jetferson,  amd Benjamin
Franklingthe latter of whom oxpress-
od his approbation of theaet.,

Many “documents™ present  the
character of Jefferson,—Infidel and
Seollor atChristinnity in nofavorable
liht. Sparks's Lifo of Washingt n,
says: “Fhereacan bo no deubt that
Washington's feelings were wounded
by xome parts of Mr. Jetferson’s con-
duct, a3 well as by conversations
which were roported to him as hav-
ing been held at Montiesllo. He hiad
reposad unlimited confidenco in Mr.

Jefferson, and shown towards him at
all times a sincere and unwavering
attachment; and he was not prepar-
ed o receive the returns of ingrati-
tude and »disrespect, which  these
conversations seemed  to  imply,
The famous letter to Mazzer, how-
ever it may be explained, could not

have been read by Washington with-|

out pain. The  unqualitied censurg
of the Adminpistration, which it con-
tained, neccessary included him as
the head of the Adminstration.  Af-
ter he retired from the Presidoncy,
an insidious letter was sent to him
through the post-otlice, the object of
which was to draw from him politi-
enl ramarks and opinions. 1t was
accidentally discovered, that this
letter was subscribed with a fictiti
tous signature, and thatit came from
a person, who resided near Mr. Jef-
forson, associated iitimately with
him, and participated in his political
sontimeonts. It was not ascertained,
nor perhaps fully belioved, that Mr.
JetTorson was accessory to this pro-
ceading; but circumstances  were
such as to make strong impression
upon the m'nd of Washington. Itis
also remarkable, that, whilo Mr. Jef-
ternon was Vice-President, although
he passed near Mount Vervon, in his
journeys between Monticello and
Phitadelphin, to attend Congress at
two regular sessions, and one  extra
gession hefore Washington's death,
he never paid him a visit, nor saw
him after tlhe time of Mr. Adam's
inauguaration.”

Aftor suggesting some possible pal-
liating circumstances, the historian
adds: “Dut,after all, itis not easy
to be convinead, even by his own
statementi, that he is not, in some
degree, chargeable with delingquency
towards himduring the latter years
of his life."”

Patrick Henry also, as well a8
Washington, was the ohject of  Jef-
ferson’s malice. William Wirt Hen-
ry, esq., in Dawson's Historical Mag-
azine, Docember 1567, vindieates his
illustratious grandfather from the
Wanders of JotTarson. One was that
Mr. Henry was “a very inefliclent
member of deliberative bodics and
had not accuracy enough of idea o
his head to draw a billon the most
stniple subject which would bear (le-
eal eriticism.” This is refuted by
the fact of his being placea, frequent-
Iy, on important committees. The
able George Mason  testifies: “His
eloquence s the smallest part of his
merit. He is in my opinion, the
first mwan upon this continent, as
well tn abilites as publick  virtues;
andhad he lived in Rome about the

titneof the firsgJPuanick War, when
the Roman people had ar-
rived at their  meridian glory,
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and their virtue not tarnished, Mr.
Henry's talents must have pat him
at the head of that glorious  Com
menwenlth,” Jetlerson asserted that
Mr. Henry was, at one time, o bar-
heoper. Thisas denred by MroWirt,
who obtamed s information from
the compantons of Mr. Heuorv's
vouth., Jetlerson lt'l‘hsv'hlml hiim
as “too lazy to acquire or practice
Paw. al<o requiringg large fees for his
services tnsatiable in money,  and
doing ~o ke husinessin the General
Couart other than erimanal, that it
wonld notpay the expenses of his at
tendavca. This falsehood isrefutod by
Mr Henry's Fee Boonks, which shew
that, froon the first of SReptember,
1760, to the last of Decomber, 1763,
Mr Henry was enpaged in 1IN
~uit=: and so far from belog  us<a
trable, his charges were the usaal
moderate ones of the day, such as
have long  been discarded by the
Profession; and many of his fees ap-
pear never to have been  collacted.
s practice was very large, and
continually increasing.

Jetlerson shandered Mr, ”-'llr) |l_\‘
Cconnecting s name with the nfa-
mons  Yazon, Mississippr, specula-
tton.” This <lander s refated by
Mr Henry's Papers, which  <hew
that it was anentirely different com-
pany with which he was connected.
The Virgima Y azoo Company, com
posed of Judi Paal Cuartlngton,
Joel Wathins, Franers Watkins, and
other ventlemen, all of hagh eharae
tor John Randolph, who assatled,
iy Congress, with great hitterness,
the Mississippr Company; on the
death of Colonel Joel Wathins, oae
of the NVirgimba Company, in writing
his  obituary, ~ayvs<: “Under  the
L:Hl!'.llll"‘ of old-fashiloned hn'nﬁ'll'_\
and practieal vood sense, he accumn
lated an ample fortune i wloeh at
I« tirmly  beheved by all who
kuew him, there was not a diry
<Hihng”

Jotierson  represented  that  Mr
Henry wasintloenced by the tinan-
cinl system of Hamalton to change
his polities This lie i disposed  of
by the fact, that “ene of the last acta
of Mr. Heury's publie life was a pro-
test ngainst the very feature of that
system, which, according to Jefler-
won, put money into Mro Henry's
pocket,and made him a politieal
apostate ™ “The Legistature of Vir
winia did not look upon Mr. Henry
ns an apostate. In 174, Mr. Henry
wan elected United Rtates Senator,
and in 179, he was elected Gover-
nor for the sixth time. The State of
\irginia, though abounding in great
men at the time, imposed upon Mr.
Henry her highest oftices during a
a period of more than twenty yeoars,
and continued to proffer them, even
after they had bheen steadfastly re-
. 2w
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after they had bheen steadfastly re-
fused ™

Jotfarson  imputes douplicity  to
Washington dn “otTering Mr. Henry
the {msilinn of Recretary of  State,
to thatter him, kvowing he  wounld
not  aceept, and woas I'llllll"_\'
unguaalified forat™ The statements
contained in Washington's letter, of
foring the position to Mr. Henry, ex-
tinguish the slander.

JetTerson asserted, that “Mr. Henry
expresscd more than any ether man,
his thorough contempt and hatred
of General \Washington” Anummit-
irated malicious falsehood! Chief
Justico Marshalin his Life of Wasxh-
ington, sxtates that Mr. “lHoenry was
truly the personal friend of Gon
oral Wadhington.” o the
“ame otlect ia the teax
timony of Mr. A\ Blair, Seerotary  of
the Council of Virginia. e writes
to Goneral Washington, on the 19th
afgdune, 1790 1 had the honour to
qualify formy present office, whaen
Mr Henry commenced the adminis-
tration of our Revolutionary (lov-
arnment. From that period to the
day of hisdeath, I have been on the
most intimate, and U heliove, friend
ly terms with hinn. With regard to
you Sir, Lmay say, as he said of

Muarshall, that he loved you, and for
the same reason, because you felt
and acted as a Republican, as an
Amerrean.”

Mr. Henry himself, writing to Gen.
Washington, the 17th of October,
1795, concludes his lattor, (full of ex.
pressions and confidence and affec-
tion,) thus: “Forgive, Rir, theso of-
fusions, and permit me to add to
themone more, which is an ardent
wish, that the best reward which are
due to a well-spant lifec may be
yours.

With gentiments of the moat sin-
cere estoom and high regard, I am,
Doar Sir, your much obliged and
very humblr servantd.

J.oHeENRY

Thisis exposed, and  held up to
universal contempt, the wretehed
slanderer of illustrions Patriots.

The man who was capable of slan-
dering George Washington and Pa-
trick Henry, was capable of any
meanness and falsifving.

JefTerson destroys his erodibility
asa witnesw, and his testimony may,
therefore, be ruled out of court.

When the time comes to ereet the
Monument to the Rigners of The
Mecklenbirg Declaration, 1 shall
bring to light, Documents, which
prove beyond a doubt” to men of
sense, “that the Mecklenburg De-
claration of May 20: 1775 was” A
Gilorious Reality!

A.W. Mg,
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