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Cincinnatus I1I: To James Wilson, Esquire

New York Journal, 15 November 1787 (excerpt)

... In my former papers, I have shewn, that the freedom of the press is left at the mercy of
the proposed government—that the sacred trial by jury, in civil cases, is at best doubtful; and in
all cases of appeal expressly taken away. In equal insecurity, or rather equally at mercy, are we
left as to—liberty of conscience. We find nothing that regards it, except the following;— “but no
religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public trust under the
United States.” This exception implies, and necessarily implies, that in all other cases whatever
liberty of conscience may be regulated. For, though no such power is expressly given, yet it is
plainly meant to be included in the general powers, or else this exception would have been totally
unnecessary — For why should it be said, that no religious test should be required as a qualifi-
cation for office, if no power was given or intended to be given to impose a religious test of any

kind? . ..
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