VOTES aNp PROCEEDINGS, Frrrvary 1777, o

We moft readily fubferibe to the truth of the pofition, that a liar is one of the moft dete@ablé
of characters, and agree that to circulate falf¢ news, with an intention to injure the community;
is highly criminal, but we lament that your acquaintance with the laws, innions and cuftoms
of barbarians, as well as civilized nations, has' not enabted you to point out a femed adequate
to this evil, without introducing a greater mifchief. The one propofed by the bill wi{l have the
effect of fupprefling all communication of publi¢ tranfactions, or of futjecting the weak and in-
cautious to profecution by the malicious, while the more artful and wicked wi!%c(cnpc the punifh-
ment due to their criminal intentions. We theretore adhere to this amendment. .

As every perfon may be required to take the teft propofed by the bill, it certainly muft be con-
fidered as general ; and notwithftanding the reafening contained in your meflage, we ase fill of
opinion that a general teft is not only impropcr, .but contrary to te {pirit of our declaration of
rights ; improper, becaufe no governmenc has a right to dive into the fecret thoughts of (ubjects
conforming their condué to the known 1aws of the ftate, nor fift from their bofoms their politi-
cal principles, by an appeal to their confciences, in order to lay the foundation of a protecution, ot
for the purpofe of inflicting pains and penalties. Tefts of this mature, it is true, have been im-
pofed by our anceftors, tut we with to imitate their wife, not impolitic inflitutions. = That tefts
to be generally adminiftered to difcover the political opinions of individuals not admitted into any
of :the departments of government, afford lictle fc;(urlty to a flate, the frequent revolutions of
that very country in which they have mott prevailed, is a ftriking proof'; we are not fingular in
this opinion ; they will not prevent the dungcrous practices of wicked and defigning men, but
have been’and may be abufed to the difturbunce of the conicientious znd inoffenfive. 'I'hefe con-
fiderations we prefume, - induced the convention which tormcd cur government, to exclude from
their yftem the idea of a general teft. To guard againtt the introduion of new oaths or tefts,
calculated occafionally to anfwer the purpofes of a ruiing party, the thirty-fifth article of the de-
claration of rights provides, That no other teft or qualification ouzht to be required on admiffion
to office, than fuch as fhould be dircéted by that convention, or the legiflature of this ftate, and
by the conftitution a particular oath is forined to be taken as a teft by all the perfons enumecrated.
From thefe aéts, if they mean any thing, it certainly was intended, that after a teft was once
fixed, no future legiflature thould bave right to alter it, even as to officers and voters, unlefs in
the mode prefcribed by the form of government. If then the convention intended to guard
againft the alteration of the teft to officers upon their admiffion to ofiice, and to voters when the
offered to vote, and fuppofed a general teft admiffible, furely the fams reftraint would have been
made as to the form and nature of the general teft. ‘This not having been done, we muft infer
that it was not the intention of the convention to admit a general teft into our government ; for
it would involve a moft obvious abfurdity 1o fuppofe that tne legiflature was reftrained from al-
tering the oath to be adminiftered to officers upon accepting an office, and voters when offering
to vote, and yet was left at large to make any gencral teft that might be thought proper, and
which would at all other times include thofe officers and voters, with other inhabitants of this
ftate ; for there being no limitation by the conftitution to general tefts, the legiflature, if they are
introduced at ail, may make themn of any nature they may think proper.  As a further proof of
the intention of the convention that no general teft thould be adminiftered, the peifons to whom
the teft prefcribed by the form of government is to be offered are particularly defcribz=d, and from
thence we may fairly pre{fume, no other perfons were to be the objet of this teft.  Our affocia-
tion produced the moft filutary confequences, and was highly expedient as a teft of aff:&icn and
bond of union, at a time when we had no greater compulfory fyftem of government, but we con-
ceive the reafon for a difcrimination of fubjes ceafed when our government, adequate to the
purpofe for which it was formed, was carried into execution; and we are well convinced, con-
fidering the provifions made by the parts of the bill agreed to, that our internal enemies cannot
attempt any thing againft the ftate, without fubje@ing their firft movements to thofe provifions
which are intended to reach their moft fecret “praétices. - For thefe reafons we adhere to our
amendment to ftrike out of the bill the claufe refpeCting a teft to be impofed on all perfons who
may be required to take the {ame. L C :

The amendment we propofed, giving power to any juftice to arreft any who fhall by word or
deed prove difaffeted and dangerous to this ftate, we think may be ufeful, and therefore we
hope you will agree to it. C T ‘ :

Though we cannot agree to admit the principle of impofing a general teft to be right, or con-
fiftent with the fpirit of our conftitution, we accede to your propofition, that the oath dire@ed
by the bill be taken by all the officers and others therein enumerated. We rejecled this part of
your bill, from the apparent mutility of two exifting tefts meaning the fame thing, not from any
objeftion we had to the duties of the firft oath as explained by the fecond. But.to remove every
groundlefs fufpicion, and lcft an opinion fhould prevail that there is a difference of fentiment be.
tween the twe houfles upon the fubftantial fimilarity of thefe tefts, and this fhould prove injurious
to the flate, by dividing in any degree a people, whofe whole ftrength ought to be drawn to the
maintcnance of our freedom and independency, we bave ieceded trom our ainendment. The
eath, as an oath of office to the governor, was certainly proper, though fimilar in fubftance to

the



