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Mr.	
  SPENCER	
  was	
  an	
  advocate	
  for	
  securing	
  every	
  unalienable	
  right,	
  and	
  that	
  of	
  worshipping	
  
God	
  according	
  to	
  the	
  dictates	
  of	
  conscience	
  in	
  particular.	
  He	
  therefore	
  thought	
  that	
  no	
  one	
  
particular	
  religion	
  should	
  be	
  established.	
  Religious	
  tests,	
  said	
  he,	
  have	
  been	
  the	
  foundation	
  of	
  
persecutions	
  in	
  all	
  countries.	
  Persons	
  who	
  are	
  conscientious	
  will	
  not	
  take	
  the	
  oath	
  required	
  by	
  
religious	
  tests,	
  and	
  will	
  therefore	
  be	
  excluded	
  from	
  offices,	
  though	
  equally	
  capable	
  of	
  
discharging	
  them	
  as	
  any	
  member	
  of	
  the	
  society.	
  It	
  is	
  feared,	
  continued	
  he,	
  that	
  persons	
  of	
  bad	
  
principles,	
  deists,	
  atheists,	
  &c.,	
  may	
  come	
  into	
  this	
  country;	
  and	
  there	
  is	
  nothing	
  to	
  restrain	
  
them	
  from	
  being	
  eligible	
  to	
  offices.	
  He	
  asked	
  if	
  it	
  was	
  reasonable	
  to	
  suppose	
  that	
  the	
  people	
  
would	
  choose	
  men	
  without	
  regarding	
  their	
  characters.	
  Mr,	
  Spencer	
  then	
  continued	
  thus:	
  
Gentlemen	
  urge	
  that	
  the	
  want	
  of	
  a	
  test	
  admits	
  the	
  most	
  vicious	
  characters	
  to	
  offices.	
  I	
  desire	
  to	
  
know	
  what	
  test	
  could	
  bind	
  them.	
  If	
  they	
  were	
  of	
  such	
  principles,	
  it	
  would	
  not	
  keep	
  them	
  from	
  
enjoying	
  those	
  offices.	
  On	
  the	
  other	
  hand,	
  it	
  would	
  exclude	
  from	
  offices	
  conscientious	
  and	
  truly	
  
religious	
  people,	
  though	
  equally	
  capable	
  as	
  others.	
  Conscientious	
  persons	
  would	
  not	
  take	
  such	
  
an	
  oath,	
  and	
  would	
  be	
  therefore	
  excluded.	
  This	
  would	
  be	
  a	
  great	
  cause	
  of	
  objection	
  to	
  a	
  
religious	
  test.	
  But	
  in	
  this	
  case,	
  as	
  there	
  is	
  not	
  a	
  religious	
  test	
  required,	
  it	
  leaves	
  religion	
  on	
  the	
  
solid	
  foundation	
  of	
  its	
  own	
  inherent	
  validity,	
  without	
  any	
  connection	
  with	
  temporal	
  authority;	
  
and	
  no	
  kind	
  of	
  oppression	
  can	
  take	
  place;	
  I	
  confess	
  it	
  strikes	
  me	
  so.	
  I	
  am	
  sorry	
  to	
  differ	
  from	
  the	
  
worthy	
  gentleman.	
  I	
  cannot	
  object	
  to	
  this	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  Constitution,	
  I	
  wish	
  every	
  other	
  part	
  was	
  
as	
  good	
  and	
  proper.	
  

Gov.	
  JOHNSTON	
  approved	
  of	
  the	
  worthy	
  member's	
  candor.	
  He	
  admitted	
  a	
  possibility	
  of	
  Jews,	
  
pagans,	
  &c.,	
  emigrating	
  to	
  the	
  United	
  States;	
  yet,	
  he	
  said,	
  they	
  could	
  not	
  be	
  in	
  proportion	
  to	
  the	
  
emigration	
  of	
  Christians	
  who	
  should	
  come	
  froth	
  other	
  countries;	
  that,	
  in	
  all	
  probability,	
  the	
  
children	
  even	
  of	
  such	
  people	
  would	
  be	
  Christians;	
  and	
  that	
  this,	
  with	
  the	
  rapid	
  population	
  of	
  
the	
  United	
  States,	
  their	
  zeal	
  for	
  religion,	
  and	
  love	
  of	
  liberty,	
  would,	
  he	
  trusted,	
  add	
  to	
  the	
  
progress	
  of	
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