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table of terms transliterated in Legge's book and their

Legge
Shang-te

Te
T'ae-kieh
Tau
Yi-king
T'een
Choo He
Le

Ki

Chau

She King
Shoo King
Le Ke
Chun-tsew
Fuh-he
Chow Leen-ke
Woo-kieh
Ching
K'ang-he

transliteration according to the Wade-Giles system

Wade-Giles
Shang-ti

Ti

t'ai-chi
tao

I-ching
t'ien

Chu Hsi

1i

ch'i

Chou
Shih-ching
Shu-ching
Li-chi
Ch'un-ch'iu
Fu-hsi

Chou Lien-hsi
wu-chi
ch'eng
K'ang-hsi

Pronunciation
shang-dee
dee

tai jee

dao
ee-jeeng
tyien

Jew Shee
lee

chee

joe
shyr-jeeng
Shoo-jeeng
Lee-jee
chun-chyo
Foo-shee
Joe Lyen-shee
woo-jee
Cheng
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THE
NOTIONS OF THE CHINESE

CONCERKING

GOD AND SPIRITS, &

-

INTRODUCTION.

It the Defense of his Essay advocating the rendering of the words Elodim
and 2%cos by the Chincse term Shin,* Dr. Boone takes the field ngninst all
comers,  Dr. Medhurst, Sir George Stunnton, Dr. Bowring, Mr. Doty,
and myself, nre all met, and, ns he hopes, not only foiled, but overthrown,
Onc cannot but ndmire the bolduess of his attacks, the ingenuity of his
dispositions, and the carnestness which animntes lis whole treatise, and
‘well befits the importance of the subjects contested, Notwithstanding these
merits, however, the repented study of his reasonings has anly confirmed
mec in the opinion that the attempt to use Shin for G proceeds from false
principles, and is attended with the most pernicious vifeets, and I venturo
therefore to reargue with him the theses—that the Shang-1e* par excellence
of the Chlinese is the true God, that Elokim, Theos, and God nre relative
terms, and that Skin means Spirit, and, in the translation of the Scriptures,
can only Le employed to render runch and puewma, I am the less un-
willing to enter again upon the discussion, beeause it scems to me that
the notions of the Chinese concerning God and Spirits can be put in a
cleaver light than has yet been thrown upon them. If the success of my
cndeavours ehall not be thaught cqunl to my own hopes and withes, lot
the desirableness of the objects sought to be accomplished justify me from
the charge of unnceessarily Utruding my views upon the public. T'o set
foxth with distinetness the opinions entertained by su large n portion of the
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human race on the important subjeets just mentioned, is a matter wortl,
attempting, and when a Missionary believes that the word of Gud is in
danger of heing circulated among the Heathen in a version deplorabily
crroncous, it is his duty to de what he can to avert o great an evil,

QVW}H Dr, Boone's conclusion that Shin must be ueed to render Elokim and
A

o

3

€os rests on the following propositions :—

Vm **1al. The Chincse do not know nny being who may Lruly and properly be called
a

od ; they have therefore no name for such » being, no word in thelr language answer.
ingr to our wonl Gon. '

**2d. That, this being the atate of things, wo muat seck the general name of their
goly, and content oumclven with the use of the ward in Chinese that anawem to our
worlls a god, gods, a4 the best that can be dong under the circumatances.

" 3d. That shin is the gencral or generiennme of the Chinexo goda; and therefors [t
follows,—That thin word whould be used Lo tender Elohim and 2'%eos Into Chiness,”

The position which he thus tnkes up is certainly a bpld one. He ndmits
himself that it is open to atinck from five different quarters, and enumerates
80 many counter propositions, the am,nemm_.m:w of any onc of which would
invalidate his argument. My plan, however, docs not require me to entor
into a scparate detail of all of these, and I shall content myself with an
explioit statement of the grounds on which I, for myself, repudiate his con-
clusion, and the maintenance of which will constitute the subject-matter of
the subjoined chapters.

Against his first proposition—I maintain that the Chinese do know the
true God, and have a word in their langunge answering to our word God,
to the Hebrew Elokim, and o the Greek Theos.

Against his second propozition—I mointain that no *“general or generic:
name” can be used to render Elokim, Theos, or God, because thest are nll
relative terms. "Though 1 should fail, therefore, in establishing, beyond
the possibility of contradiction, the former thesis, it will still be necessary
to seek for a relative term in Chinese, to render Elohim and Theos, Wo
cannot use for that purpose the generie Shin, and it may be that the namo.
or title of the highest being known by the Chinese will answer sufficiently
well.

Against Dr. Boone's third proposition—I maintain that SAin does not
answer even to our words a god, gods, but is the generic name in Chineso
corresponding to our woxd spizit, to the Hebrew ruack, and to the Greck
preuma, and that it ought therefore to be employed to-render those terms,
and these nlone,

Thus, Dr. Boone and myself are opposed to each other on every head,
X shall endeavour dispassionntely to exliibit the reusons which compel mo
fo dissent from him, and adopt the conclusions which I Lave just stated—
remembering alwnys that to establish truth is o much nobler accamplish.
meat than to confute crror. T wauld rather perform the part of a didactl.
cian than of a cuntroversinliet,

e ——
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There are two preliminary points on which Dr. Boone laga much stress, and
his remarks on which require some criticism.  He maintains that all his op-
ponents have erred fatally in the view which they have taken of the word Gad,
and that thus the very spring of their reasonings is vitiated. Guing astray st
the first step, the more they write, and the longer they dispute, the farther will
they be at last from the goal which they wished toreach.  And morcover, hie
says that all parties admit that there is no word in Chinese answering to
Elokim and Theos, No matter, therefore, how they weary themselves to
determine the meaning of those terms, their toil will prove * Love's labour
lost.” Supposing they should be successful, they have to expresa the result
of their investigations in a language which has no characters odequate to
the purpose. Tleir case is 03 hard ns that of the Israclites, whom Pharaoh
required to make bricks, without giving them straw to make them with.
Now, as to the sccond of these points—Dr. Boone ouglt not to have
expressed it g0 unqualifiedly as he has, done. By what he has written,
he has done me, for one party, some injustice.” The casc is this;—In
English, we use God properly and improperly, as it is said: we apply it,
that is, to Jehovah, the only true God, and we apply it away from Him, to
all false gods. Dr. Boone rccordingly distinguishes between God, with »
capital G, and god with a small g—though the Hebrew knows nothing of
such a graphical discrimination. The Chincse have a word, he says, which
bas the menning of god with the small g, but not the meaning of it with
the large G. They have a word which means a god, but not God, and he
proposes to take that word and make a god God. In my opinion, the
Chinese have a term which means God, the true God, and they have also
applied it away from him, enly not so extensively as Elokim and Theos
were applied away from him. Its meaning is the same as that of God,
whether written with n large g or a small one. It has been used ir the two
ways in which God has been used, only, while the Chinese have given it
the same kind of improper signification, they liave not done o to the same
degree. Entertaining this opinion, I can by no means admit that there is no
term in Chinese answering to Elokim and Theos.
As to the first point—the charge brought by Dr. Boone That his op-
poients have all taken a wrong viey of the word God—it is sta ed dis-
tinc mnocm._ﬂf ¢ following paragriiph |
r0f'tho word muo:.. thdgeveral parties wrifing .5._ i3 question, take widely different
views in many respeets; hut it secmn Lo :._m. there is odg error which has/ m._.xm? _/\
led Dr. Medhurst, Sir George Slauaton, m..un Rowring, an] Dr. Legge, ghd which\wo
must ba cireful sjot to fall in

ifyee woulll keep the real pofut of seare clesrly hef,
ue.  The,ergor, tb which [ allude, is thyl of regarding the whrd Gedd 3 the “symb
ofan EQ.HV/._S Sir George Staun

po e

—

8 expressicn, instead of hegnnduy it, asit resll
ie, 0a tho namoef & dond fide Being, of whom, after we hiave exbaneted all the ideasof
which wo are eapable, wo can form hut very inadequato concepliona




make known to him his errer, we do not discard the word Father” Ve
only tell him that hic has been honouring n Being,” s his fat ¢, who is ) 3
ot stich, and mmn. disclose to him nnother ** Being,” ér@\\mn such. "The CHAPTER L

4 ay vary, but the " name” al ange
s Bﬁnczm,wa..h:..ﬂ.a.az_nh_._:”“, auﬁnﬁmﬁu H”u_.wm_mam. il THAT THE CHINESE KENOW THFE TRUE GOD, AND TRAT TREIR
: nay s ssuming my-$licsis ns proved—that M
Ged is a relatv Tk Let the reader thereford’attach, in the meantime, oo ol iaidio u._m.u....o.:._.n.mﬁ_n
us little weight as hevgan to this illustration Dy means of the word Father, Do the Chinese know the true Ged?  Among all the Beings whom they
The previous examples, Rowever, of Baal-Eloki ; N R :
\2_._3__ - —...,w_ L thin { mx«mmu ENMJ.::WMQM Emﬁ_.cq_»a_..mau worship, does onc stand forth, 50 pre-cminent in his attributes, so disting.
b LEQ s noz__.io: of i x_ca mm _u.. =agne _.“ abour- . uished from all the othiers, that we cannot but recognize in him the high
the first _S.m:.. o B ._......nr_nm \ s £ %3_.3._. > uw:“wu i _o,..n..pu ‘ond lofty One, who doeth according to His will in the armics of heaven and
indieated to the Chincts: La ; o e e mnm_._.q among the inhabitants of the carth, the blested nod only Potentate, of
. 5 ¢ wish to craploy for Elokim, whom and through whom and to whom are all thingz? “Ihicse questions

be the snme with thes Pndicd SRR . § .
I gnewer unhesitatingly in thé offirmative. The evidence supplicd by

Chinese literature and history appears to me o strong, that I find it difii.
cult to conceive how any one, who has studied it, can come to the opposite
conclusion,
Dr. Boone, in 1848, when he wrote his Essay on the rendering of Elokim
7 and Theos, supposcd that it was =dmitted, by all the Protestant Missionarics
at least, that the Chinese did not know the true God, n any Being, who
might truly and properly be called God. On this sup sition his argument
for the use™of Shin wns founded, and it was involyed in cvery step of his
reasoning. The “Defense’ of his Essay, howeyér, contains all the proof
which he could ebllect to substantiate the asseption that Chinn is indeed o
) country without God, and it will be necesepfy that I subject to a careful
examination the grouhds on which he es his negation, while I cn-
deavour to adduce the posjtive evidence that the Chinese know Him who is

the Creator, the Preserver,\and the Gplernor of the Universe.
When affirming formerly *Shang-Te’ of the Chinese is ** God
over all, blessed for ever,” I said that the proof of the affirmation was to

rying Whether God would be an appropriate,
or rather the appropriate, fendering ofNt in cvery case. But Dr. Boone
objects that in proposin contenting myself with a mere
“ petitio principii.” “The mode of expressiomnwhich I employed was sug-

. the expréssion was used, an
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familiar illustration of this process preeents itsell in the %ﬂl_wnr a reader
nalurally employs decyphering the nicaning of an own word in a forcign
language, when lie happeas not to have a dictiow=r¥ at hand. The firsl gentence
whera the word oceurs afford#sit is probable;Eome foundation for a.wvague conjecture
concerning the nolion annexed 5 the author, some idea or other being necesen.
rily eubstituted in its place;in ordeftamake the passage al all futelligible. The
next senlence wh in involved renders Thi ijecture a little more definite; a
third sente antracta the figld of douht within gtill 3 imits, til}, at Jength,
exLensiyodnduction fixea completely the signification we ?:ﬁ; of"

process thus exhibited by the lenrned Professor, 1 do not sec that
there is any pelitio ?._.:nh.m__... involved, nor is there any in the application of
it, which I sought to make. I had before me two terms by which it was
proposed to render Ged in Chinese—Shin and Shang-Te. 1 ndduced a
number of examples from Chinese writers, containing the term Shin, and
ghowed that to make it stand for God in thém turned them into sheer
nonsonse,. Dr. Boone and his friends are fond of quoting the words of

Horace ;—

8¢ volel nsus,
“ Quem peace arbitrium e, ot jus, ¢f norna loquendi™

But he quotes them incorrectly, and to serve n purposc altogether dif-
ferent from the intention of their author. *Many words" says Horace,
 which have fallen into disuse, will be revived, and many which are now
ia hoaour will fall into desuctude, if use will have it so,” Now the uec or
ueage of the Chinese language will not have the term Shin to mean God. It
crica out ngninst such a signification of it, in ten thousand examples, in
buoks and on the lips of the people. Dr. Boone may try to force it to have
such & meaning, but he would more easily with bis single strength stem
the overwhelming rush of mighty waters.  On the other hand, a number
of exemples, containing the expression Shang-Te, being adduced, and the
other purts translated correctly, it was found that by substituting God for
Shang-Te the whole conveyed a goed and natural sense. From such an
induction I concluded that SAang-Te meant God, and might be used,
wherever we had to translate Elokim and Theos. The induction might be
incomplete. I begged Dr. Boone to tell us if it was so. The field of Chi-
nese literature was before him. Would he go through the length and
readth of it, and pick up a few examples, that would place Shang-T¢ in the
same predicament as Shin—examples iu which the rendering of Shang-Te

} Philozophical Eemays, by Professor Dugald Stewart. Tho Eseay *“On the ten.
deney of gome lale Philological speculatione.”

? Dr. eonc gives us—

" S vole! usus,
“ Quent penes arbitrium, e jus et norina loquendi,”

—sn unscannablo line. Ho quotes the prsaage to ghow that “worde are the mero
creaturea of usage,” snd that, no matter what meaning o word has in sz, we may give
it another !

t

(91

by God would mnke nonsense? He may sy, indeed, that he was nat
10 he dictnted to, as to the manner in which he should conduct gither his
attack_or defense.  Still, I think he might have acceded to _.&. request..
Had _.ya duced one cxample, where Stang-Te cannot be \_...nmmnq& God,
it would have.hnd more weight with me than ol the reasonings against its
use within the 168 pages of his book. DBut not a mmznﬂu\ucmr expression
is forthcoming. mm..//uo_n reply to my proposal is<-Dr. Legge con-
tents himsell with n pétitio principii. At this __u\:\wm his defense, how-
ever, he hns one remarkablessentence, to which ¥ wish to call particular
attention. “If Dr. Legze,” lte_says, p. 18,/ will prove to us that the
Being called Shang-Te, in any ont.of the qudtations he gives us, is truly
and properly God, we will admit thav the/Shang-Te mentioned in all the
other passages is Gud too, ns we have fodoubt that they all refer to the
same Being.”- It is admitted that on namnz.wﬁ_m instance where Shang-Te
stands for God—the true, the only £iod—wonlduto Dr. Boone decide this
part of the controversy hetween lijfn and myxelf.  I'hope to produce in the
acquel many instances, in which/it is impossible that any™byt the true God
can be the subject.  In the nieantime, 1 anly wbserve, that™
were Dr. Morrison, whose glthority in fuvour of his views is so &
pleaded, then our strife wod dbeended. The lntter, in 0 passage which™has
been already quoted in this controversy, in his Dictionary, under the character

Yuen,! says—** .m.\nn._u.\mena. a female, famous in ancient story, and whode

1t pastages be

requisition. Nothing can be more pbsitive ang’direct than the ascription of
creation to Skang-Te. At the same tithg, ¥'must be permitted to enter a
protest against his demands, ns unjustNif it were to be argued from
ng-Te cannot he God, and

The Apostle says that ** God
He did good, and gave us rgint from heaven and fruitful scasons, filling
our hearts with food and gladness.” The course of Provideiteg is therefore
sufficient to raise the minds of men to the knowledge of God;
Boone knows well that/the Chinese ascribe to Shang-Te their fruitful

zcasons, and recognize m..:u. as thetord and Governor of heaven and carth,

R
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only indicates the union and dispersion, the ont-going and in-coming of a
couple ofwvapours ? s this to be our Ged ?

T The speculutions of the atheo-political philesophers have never affect-
ed cither the established religion of China, or jts popular belief. By their
own admission, their doctrines wére innovations on the prevalent mades
of thinking, nnd, since Choo He published his voluminous works, though
some learned men may have speculated in their studies over his mystifica-
tions both concerning Shang-Te and the shin, in the eabinct and among the
* people at large, the former has continued to he ** bond fide " Qom. and the

latter have continued to be * fond fide™ epirits. “The proof of this has to be
adduced in the exhibition of the Religion of China, ngainst the representa-
tions of it quoted by Dr. Boone from Viedelou and Dr. Morrison. In
leaving the Sung philosophy, 1 may venture, after the nbove remarks upon’
it, to repeat, thet the oppeal made to it by Dr. Boone was ill-judged. If it
make against those who wish to use Shang-Te for God, much more does it
make against himsclfl who wishes to use shin.

HIL. Agoinst the affirmation that Shang-Ze is truly and properly God,
Dr. Boone plealls two descriptions of the State Religion of Ching, one by
M. Visdelou and onc by Dr. Morrison, enlarging upon them with varjous
remarks and comments of his own, ’

“From their aceount,” he eays, "'no onc can make out that the Chiacss aro wor.
shipers of tho true Qod; nor, we should think, after reading it, could reslst the im.
preasion, thal bis imperial Majeaty nnd those who Join with him in this worship, are
wholly ignorant of the being wo Christiana call Qod,"

And certainly, if their necounts be true, I and others muet yield this
portion of our ground, But they are ns incorrect s they well could Le,
My own obligations to them, however, are not small. Necessitated, in con-
sequence of them, to examine the religion of China at the proper sources, |
found an amount 6f evidence, which I had not anticipated, and which
affords me a délightful assurance that this most numerous people are not
without the knowledge of God,

This department of our subject is, I think, the most important.  Dr, Boone
is of the same opinion. He reserves to the last, the twq descriptions which
he had at hend, and elinches with them his previous conclusions, The

‘advice which he intraduces from Visdelou is, indeed, most exccllent—

“The Chinese are certainly in ndvance of other nations in the eare and accurcy
with which thoy have writlen their histories, Bealdes what wo call history in general,
they write also particular historical accounts of all things, smongst which religlon
halda the chief place.

“Bach dynasly possesses a history of its religion. Thus it will not be difffeult,
inslead of vainly disputing nbout their canenical books and ahout detached porlions
of passages, to gather from histary, a decided opinion concerning the religion of cach *

dynzaty, and finally to declde if the religion of the Chincse be the religion of the true
Ged.”

il

The advice, every one must acknowledge, is guod, and if evidence is to
guvern the strife that divides missionarics, the following this counsel must
decide it onc way or the other. Let me preface what results 1 have found
in trying to do so, with two remarks :—

First, The reader will bear in mind, that the question is not exactly what
Visdelou is mnde by Dr, Boone to aay, to determine namely whether the
religion of the Chinese be the religion of the true God.! That [ do not
maintain. EM.:E...W is—that the Chinesc possess a knowledge of the true
God, and that the highest Being whom they worship is indesd the same
whom we worship. But they not only worship Him ; they worship a mul.
titude of beings besides, and with their knowledge of Gud have associated
o mass of supcrstitions and follies. How would Dr. Boone answer th

" question, Is the religion of the Roman Catholics the religion of the true

God? He would probably say—It is ¢o, only exceedingly corrupted. The
same is my reply to a similar question conce:ning the religion of the Chi-
nese. [ am not vindicating i, but I am satisficd that in it there is the
knowledge and worship of the true Godl.

Sccond, It mny seem an endless work to set forth the religion of China,
as described in the histories of its several dynnstics, in number more than
twenty, and extending over more than 4000 years. I'he enquiry, however,
necd not be so laborious, for any one dynasty will serve ns the representa-
tive in most respects of all the others.

“Let it not he imagined,” eaya Visdclow, in the paragmph immediately sueceeding
that just quoted, “that the present religion of the Chinese is different from the ancient,
for though there have been fnnovations from lime to time, in respect to place, time,
and form, yet the principal things are practised according to the ancient rilex.  Now.
a-days, asal other times, they sacrifice to lieaven, to the carth, to rivers, Lo anceslors,
&c. Now.a-dnys, the sncient ceremonics are still In use, excepting a small number,
which havg been changed from no other molive, but that they bave been deemed not
agreeable to antiquity, only opinions in regard to thia are different.”  He adds, "It
in pecensary to except, as we have already eaid, (he sacrifices to the five Shang.Tes,
which have been suppreesed by the Ming dynasty, and by the present called the Taing,
which follows step by step the other, to which it suceceded.”

Our way heing thus cleared, I shall preseat, from ** The Colleeted Statutes
of the Ming dynasty,”? a variety of prayers and hymns with explanatory
notices, which will convey a correct idea \m.\—v.? the religion of China is,
and especially of the wnm_._nd.d‘mw,.__ ighest object of worship init, In
the sequel, I will consider, amang other points, t nge which the Ming
is said to have made in worship of previous dynastics.

5

"1 Viedelou's toxtis, . . . de decider enfin si la religion des Chinois est Ia reli.
gion dea adorateurs du vl Diey.” By an unfortunate fatality which followa him in
making quotations, Dr. Boone overlooks the “des adorateurs.” The omission does
not do much harm here.  In other places, it is more to be regretied.
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troduced also the zabian E.*_E..mv.. and after his death was deified by his
ow, nccarding to-the cominon chironology, Nimrod was con-
“with Shun. ‘T'hie beginning of the Assyrian munurchy by him is
assigned to A. C. 2220.  We know alzo, from the testiinony of Scripture that
the fathers of Abrabom served other gods, and his grandfathier Nabor, born
A. C. 2151, was only about cighty years later than the Chinese enaperor.,
‘he individuuls who first cutered into the north-cast of China muet huve:
" separated at a very eerly period after the deluge from the rest of the
| Noachic family ;—why should we be stumbled ot finding religion corrupted
' among them, separated from their brethren, contemporaneously with a simi-
lar degeneracy, obluining nmong the masy, who continued in the vicinity
of the land of Shinar, smong whom in ull probubility, Noah and Sliem went
out ondin?  Dr. Hoone's wonder at the little which tradition did for Shun
might be directed with more renson to those putrinrchs.?
‘I'here is another consideration which may Le sct ogainst the early cor-
ruption of religion awong the Chinese.  low zoon did the same clements

' One cannot help licre Leing troubled with a most perplexing sulject—the eredi-
bility of Clineso chronology. The commeucement of Shun's reiga Is placed Uy De.
Maills, A.C. 2256, and by Dr. Morrison, A.C. 2230. Now, scconting to the recelved
chronology, the dlspervion from Dsbel took place, A, C. 2230, lu the rame year,
theérclore, in which *tho carth was divided,” wo find Bhun euceceding in Chlus to the
throne of Yaou, who had reigned 100 yeans—to a kingdom, ruled by au emperor,
baviog under him twelve governors of districly, s host of nohles, miniaters of ralrono-
my, muele, and public Instruction, &e. [t is evldent that the fathera of tho Chincso
nitlon must bave eeparated from the other deacendants of Noah long befors the time
of Peleg.  DBut frow the deluge to the dispersion there elapsed only 113 yearw. There
came oub from Lhe ark Noal, Lis wife, hils sons and Lls sons’ wives, only elght pereons
fn all. If one evn anid his wife turncd their faces lnmediately tomards tho Past, it is
not caay to céncelvo of their finding ieir way from Armncnis across the Interveniog
distance of dencrt Lo the lersitory uf Shea-se, and there growing within little more than
asinglo century, Into » numerovs people, with an cetallished government, and soma
sclontific culture. It Is linpossiblo I think for such a thing Lo bave occurved, Bhall
wo dlscredit the records of tho carly Chineso bistoryl They will not be disereditod.
Ono might sx well deny the oxistence of tho differcnt geological strata and periods.
They muet Le looked fo the face, It will not ecrve the cause of Rovelatlon o neglect
thom, or to deal with them as if they were ouly fable.

Dr. Ruesell, Iate Binhop of Edinburgh, says In bla “ Connezlon of Sacred rnd Profane
Hiatory"—"'We nre lold by I'czron, that the Jeeuit mirsivnsrics to China wers setuslly
obliged to roturn to ltome to axk leave to use tho Seplungint caleulation, ln order to
eatfufy the «cruples of tho betterdnfurmed fn that country.” It §a well known that
tho chronology of the world from the creation up lo the birth of Abmliam difers very
much In the prescat seciplures, and in the Sepluagint verefon—eo much eo, thet from
the creation {o the birth of Chriel, there were, according to the Hebrew text, 4004 years,
but, eccording lo the Septusgint, 5507 years. Suppoaing that the chronology of the
Septuagint may be sustained on other grounds, the reign of Shun will commenco A, M.

277, or 1015 ycard afler the deluge, and lie will have beea contemporary with Ternl,
the father of Abmbam. The existence of an ordered kingdom st that peried in China
is not wmore wonderful thau the existeave of the same in Egypl.  Acconding to the

Loy

* of superatition, which disfigure it, enter into the Christinn Church! The
announcemént in the Mew Testament is very express, that there is hut one
mediator between Gnd and men; the warning is precisely given to beware
of the worshipping of angels.  And yet four centuries had not elapeed before
martyr and saint-worehip began extensively to prevail, and Ambrose of
Milan proclaims thet we ought to pray to our guardian angels, which ia scon
succeeded by the general worship of the heavenly spiritual host.  With this
fact before us—the worship of other beings besides God insinuating itself
into the Christian Church, within less than three centurics after the apostles;
in despite of the tradition of their ductrines, in despite of the more sure
written word—howsver we may deplore the fact, we cannot be surprised at
thic modified spitit und hero-worship smong the ancient Chincee. Ilay great
:stress myself upon the quolifying term * modified.” The Chinese have not
given the name of God to the spirits of the sun and moon and other heaven-
ly bodics, and of the various parts of nature, nor (excepting in a few ques-
tionable instances) to the departed heroes and sages whom they reverence.
They have not confounded them with Him who alone is God. They are
idolaters as the Ioman Catholics arc idolaters, but we may not call them

it S

polytheists any more than we should apply that nome to those others.

Indeed, the analagy bétween the religion of China and that of the Papal
Church' is very striking, and we can nccount for it only by the fact that
the great outline of the worship of heathen Itome was adopted by the
so-colled Christian Church. In his scheme of the Pagen, Papal, and Chris-
tinn Churchies, under the division of the objects of worship, De. Loune saya
concerning the second—** Besides the Supreme God, Jehovah, the Governor
of heaven and carth, whom they pretend to worship, they have divers in-
ferior deities, gods and goddeases, whom they divinely worship; Diva or
Sancta Maria, the Queen of heaven and mother of God ; with Divus Petrus,
St. Paul, St. John, St. Tliomus, St. Stephen, St. Andrew, &c.; to whom
they, ns their numens, or mnnn.nnanucﬂu_ build temples, erect oltars, and dedi-
cale feasts; paying also so much reverence to the pagan gods as to keep up
their names in thie days of the week, Sunduy, Monday, Tuesday, Wednes-

ramo aystem, from the delugs to Peleg aro 631 years. A large coleny might thea
Liavo started from: Babel, and travolled to the north-eastorn part of Chins, and ther
Is nothing improbablo In ita reaching the adjusied elale, In which wo find It fn the
timo of Shun, durlug tho lntermedialoe four conluries and o half,

1t fn & question deserving consideration, which chronolegy to give in tho Chiness
veralon of tho Dible, Ono, who has writlen well on anclent chronology, esys—*'Let a
man carefully sludy the hletory of Egypl, Aesyria, or Chins, or cven of nstronemy,
and ho fa Inslanily confronted with facls, bearing the Jmpross of sterling hlstirle
truth, which dircetly contradicl tho abbroviated Iebrew chronelogy. Doca nol. his®

- mind naturally dedues tlie conclusion, {hat revalation can bo eustained only by tha

abandounent of legltimate rescarch1 that rovealed truth can only stoud by the reaun.
ciatlon of historig truth 1" (Smith's Sacred Annaly, p. 00
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day. Thursday, Friday, and Saturduy ; they have also tutclnr and ethereal
gods and goddesses to be epplicd to by several vacations, citics, familics,
orders, sick persons, as Divus or St, Nicholns, for the moriner ; St, Windo-
line, for.the shepherd ; St. Juhn Boptist, for the hushandmon St, Mary
Magdalen, for the courtezan; St. Hubert, for the huntsman; St. Criepin,
for the shoemnker, &e.  The city, country, family, and physic gods are
innumerable ; St. George, for England ; St. Dennis, for France; St. Mark,
for Venice, &c.; gods slmost for every dizense; besides the ged-making
power, that is in the Pope and cordinels, to canonize what deceased
worthies they please, and to appoint them temples, eltors, orders, and
feotivals.”

Nearly every point in thias description is opplicable to the religion of
China. "The supreme Gud is the sume—* The Guvernor of heaven and
earth;" it acknowledges a Queen of hicaven, without adding to that title,
however, that she is the mother of God. “I'here sre multitudes of saints
and warthies, to whom temples are built, ultars erected, and feasts dedicated,
There are olso tutelar or ethereal spirits, applicd to by several voentions,
citics, familics, orders, and sick persons, and with the Emperor rests the
power of adding to the number of these, and oppointing them tewples,
altars, and festivals, os he pleases,  All these saints or worthics, ond spirita,
we may, if we please, call the gods or inferior deities of Chinn.  But the
Chineee themeelves have not done so. They coll things hy their proper
names. ‘Lhey have never debased their neme for God ns EloAim was de-
based. It is strange to deny, because they luve not done 30, that they have
Do such nnme;—as if there could not be monotheism without polytheism.
It appears to me cqually strange to scck in the fuct of their worshipping
many other beings, whose sulurdinnte positiun their words of worzhip
continurlly sct forth, a pruof that the One Supreme Being whom they ndore
canngk be truly and properly God,

But the positive proof thut Shang-Te, being the Creator, must be G
God proprfe~<has-licen largely given. No doubt rests on my owemind s
to the fact, and in Bﬂnﬁmsn? I breathe aoc_..\:.nn_w. whiletontenoplating
the maral condition of the~Chinese empire. \“_..__a peopit is the most nume-

-vous of peoples. Though we de the highest“eetimoate of the popula-
tion—three hnndred ond zixty milliv tis the territory, thut it will.
not be so denzely inbabited as Belgium nd. And then there is its
antiquity. From the accession of present emperor are

4080 years. How very large propgrtion of _._ﬂlﬁ aJ:“_nn which haa
re! ‘I'he/ mind recoils shudde

lived and died in this ¢ from the
thought, that generati &nn_.mn:na_von has descended to th
aving had the th

one individual ¢ i hovght of Goo in his mind,
Gop on hiedips. —Itis not possible’that the nation should have subiist

| .
/
f

n
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20 long, without the knowledge of God. Itient thc present day essential-
ly the zame in ite religivus notions, moxims of momlity, and principles of
governinent, ns it was three thousand years ogo.  Subject fo o Turtar tribe
fur the Inat two hundred years, it has yet suhjected ita/governors by its
5/2«._ and intellectual force. “I'he exnmple of Gracia cafita, which captured .
its ficrce conqueror, is mare than realized in this' extrefe east. Morcover,
..nnn?/_:m Buddhism from Indin, China has “2\_5”:_ d none of its indecen-
Gog,  Let its moral state be compared with that/of the Roman empire.
_3/ ples arenot places of abominable E.\n. It4 people crowd to no such
showd ‘und gomeshps these of the m_wm_wna;. do not wish to eulogize
Chinesk Xjrtue, or toexhibit the nation/s a mgdel to others. But it occu-
pics & plade ull its owh among the other hehthen kingdoms of the globe.
The extent uf its duintioh, the numeérousngts of its inhabitants, its regard
to decency, he ._.._a:c_.m.,e/cm its people in/atrength of character to the other
natives of the\Engt—oll thescnare/facts,Avhich I cannot reconcile with the
assumption thoy it\has been allalong{ and continues to be, without any
knowledge of God. \When [ recolléet how Sodom and Gamorrah were
blotted frum the (o he earth, Jecause there were not ten righteous in
them—how Isrncl and\Jutlah Werg seattered from the land of covenant, be-
cause they deported frox . And an/mm them molten imnges, and wor-
shipped the host of heave gheerved Biil—how the Egyptian and Assy-
rinn and Persion and Gregdigfn ahd Romnn wonnrchics rose, and became
vile, nnd then were 2._..::..“. il perished—when'[ recollect these things, and
am told to bLelieve in the/phenymench,of the C m_ﬁnao empire, rising, in-
creasing, and still existifg, with o word,in its lnnguage denoting Goo, |
must confers that [ ag unwilling ¥ admit\the plienomenon, and rejoice,
when I find on inquigy/ that it does nit have'rn actual existence, but that,
~on the contrary, thé Chinese know migh of Gbg, and have'not given His
glory to E.v. oth \ That their religion g monotheistic, is o m_«m:_d&n:no
which has mucl Vwmo with their long soet] subsistencé. My own belief
is, that it has agre to do with it than ull the other causes which _nuﬂ.nm and
thinking meg }ave nstigned. The peculiarity 8( its gedgraphical _...Wu,mzo:

bas nainmr\;na to preserve China from powerful ndghbours,  Ite pringiple

of filial picty, and its educational system calling out, the bedt_men-fo'fill
govergmiental offices, have done much to preserve its foxm of g6vernment,
and rgpiress anarchical movements; hut that which has De€n as ealt pre:

serving its pagts from corruption and crumbling away,JfRs been its ancient
nad modern-halding to octrine of one only.Gg = k...ll.\l.
chiffly with a development of
the state religion of China, nidkity observape?s, especislly as these are prac-
tized by the Emperor.  But the views Piieluligve been eet forth concerning
SBaxg-Te and the ki, end their pGtual relations, aréthese which obtain

[
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8th.—1st moan, 8th\ay, ‘_._._v.r..\.- g Shang-ti's birth.day ; thisd
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out! Shin q_:ﬁ‘a.g are not rclated as maker and creity
men, are all bf them related to Te, as ereatures to theiy
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g Shang.Te, I apprehend—{s only eabordinate-
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Dr. uS_m‘n %255, * The Chinese have not anywhere in the clastical ooks, that we aro
awara of, given any azcount of the origin of the Shin or of Shdn
trary. thege are no passages which affirm the sell-existenco or elernity bf either Shdng.

thor any dther of the heings, who are incluled in the cluss called Shin
In the whrds just quoted, we have an account
are creatures like men, made by Te. It may

classital*hook, bLut it detaily popular notions. That the shin an
beings, ia the Lelief of the Chinese, which all who have mingled
Jews, Mohammedans, and Roman Catholics—readily acknowledge.

undertaking for a fer Protestant
slon, and determine to make 3 ¢f

£ \and, on the con.

—{Feay, p.41.)

given of the origin of the'shin, They
bo said that the Soro-shi]

wm.n Isnol a
n claes Atg created
freely with them—
Itinn preposterous

missionarics to sct themealves againet such o persus-

A% of ereaturen into the one Crea

tor.
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Ican

understood in this way by the Chinese.

from & Papal constit ir ¢ n
reality, only proves the appiop Atgposs of theferm.  One of n__na.s_._”nuul
** Heuep Teen Shang-Te, apd Tl Kohwiang S angp-Te are names of devils. The
two characters Shang thas_ afy sect nre :..m.._a_wm a3 _Sunm._?
able, but it has hpgfened clen them.”!  “The mssertion

is correct, t

of the true God. Be it that the devils have stolen them, it is ours
: tribute them oply im, whos o =

“would say in finc, that if we nbandun the u ang-Te for Gad; we cut
oursclves off from all aympnathy with the Chinese people.  If we speak to them

of shin, that term has nccessarily connected with it the idea of inferiority,

kucei.ahin as formed.

a passage speaking Loth of the Shang-Ter and the

wm_nw”.”rno:“ﬁ onvzu " zomﬂn of tho Yih-king,” Visdelou says— Tebu-ven-kong (Choo

He) mld, according to the witnesa of his a_-m___om the nwh..ﬂwaw- mﬂw.ﬁ_nﬁmw""am.ﬂ_hhm.
fen,. ing-li-ta-tsue.. L. 64.)—* When it {s zasd that Tee-keib, that is, 5

Hﬂﬁ.ﬂ“% ._u..wm..-n princlple of ail things, produced heaven and earth, and qSB&.__.H

Raceiahinand Shany-T'e or the Shang. T'es, Lhin tells us nothing elss but what is compri

{o this axiom of Teheou-chuny—'T'azkeih Ju Em Hﬂnu_uuu__. vanmqnwﬂﬂ vm.ﬂ_”_ﬂ“_o Wo“m

rfect matler'” On reading this, | eagerly turne ¢

Hwno_. ““m_w _H“wnaumq..s and looked it carefully through, but found no euch words In it of

Choo He, or of Tehang-van-hien. [ was fortunate enough to _wm.w__. on bis omwm_._-nww“a.

cver, In _.._»u 18t book of the Pandects, at the 74th page. The :._.532_.. is ao«_u.,u.n mﬁw.

qsb.m___au who gives hia lestimony on another subject in the 73d page, but Too San.

yang. The pasesge isas follows,— M m.mm Wm m—m. n_m.ﬂ m ﬁ ~._ﬂ..mﬁ
%.ﬂ@ Mg w%ﬁmm _@ —ﬁ. Nm_ “He (i. ¢. Choo He) alsozald, The expresslons,

ing the kwei, the com.

¢ ducing of heaven, the produciag of earth, the completing i

ﬂw_onwn”wa Rﬂh mean the same 3 this—'The T'sc-keih moving and resting wﬂm:ﬂm

wvu in and the yang.'" Visdelou, it will be ecen, is very free in his repdering.

The ﬂ“u« speaks of the kiced, and not of the Fcei-shin, oﬂw te, %unm _._,._”« MM w“quﬂm“

the iand the le,

Tes, much lezs of Shang-T'e, and of the completing fanfittn i atiemia
{ of the forming them. Shang.Te cannot be inlended by Te, X

Mwo”ﬂmnﬂomh:zu_s. Tac-keik and Shang-Te sre thegame.  Perhaps _wurmqo:u.& -.—H

{ndieated, but two Chineae teachers, to whom I showed tho paszage, eay that it oug

to be read am .E. &H EE —'*the completing the kwei, the completing the ehin”
L]

i i lation between
ad, be in harmony with Chno He's doctrine of the relt
M“anwmh_wh.woﬂﬂ.“ M_.__.a wuﬂ .:M__G. u.nu‘n tho Fweishin. Asitstands, it s wilhoot parallel
! .

or analogy. 3
1 Letter on the Chlncte vension of lhe Holy Scriptures, to the British and Forclgn

- Blblo Soclely, by the Bishop of Victoris. Supplementary Note. Sec Nololl, In the

- Appendix to this Chapler.
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If we speak to them of Teen-choo, distinguishing thut name from Shang-Te,
we are the actters forth of o strange god—a being, of whom their fathers
have known nothing, and who hns known nothing and cared nothing for
them.  The same evil consequence will arise from the transference of cither
of the original terms, Eloah and TAs0s. We must have a name which il
not make void and of nonc eficct the law of God written in their otn
hearts—a name that shall witnees for Jehovah, in harmony with the withess
of their own spirits.  Such a name we have in Shang-Te, and I beligve in
no other term. It has heen used by them from time immemorinl to denate
God, as the Maker, Ruler, and Governor of the universe: itis 09w our pri-
vilege and duty still further to unfold to them His charncter, and especially
to make known to them how He was in Christ, reconciling the world unto
Hirsclf, not imputing into men their trespasses,

PPENDIX.—Note 1. Visprrou. ‘Presane.
VisoeLov was in the habit of writing extmvagantly about the (

caturinge their reiitimenta, Anotber Romish Missionary— Father Bodvel—accused
him of flatteging the Rop of tho Emperor K'anghe, by saying/iha
Qiz_wf_.»:m_nn were the same as those of ih
was, that he said o, not of religion, but of smorals. In nonie g
there Appear a disposition to julgeloo favourably of Chlnezs
Tn bis observations apperded to DfMlerbelot’s Notlces of
China in the Bibliciieque ¥ mawy?ﬂmua E;Wc.\ stauces of Lhis, of. which the two

ihiking. Hisreply
is writlings to which [

following runy serve aa examples

“The Chinese,” he says, " hate no ﬁ”
Heaven—a sure mark that they ddwpotkne
shonn, ke indifferently the worde Helnen
Uod. They repudiate, as strongly ns we T
mean anything else but God who is i

Yisdelou adds, “The Chincee gife'to their Byiperor the title of Teen-teze, which
slgnitics the Son of Heaven, They,give him Hcavdg Yor his father, the Earth for his
mother, the Sun for his cller Brother, and the Moon his elder sister.,”  With this
representation, I place, sidey ide, & sentonce from Dr. \{Nliams’ Middie Ringdom—
“The Emperor has been ¢dlled by many ridiculous tilles by oseiga writers, as Brother
of the Sun and Moon, Gfandeen of the Stars, King of Kinga, & t no such epitheta
are known among the Ghinese 1f Dr, Williams® statement be coteee I believe it
Is, [t takea away much(from the weight of Visdelou's authorily on Chitngsdmatlers.

No Roman Catholig 3Miesionary has Iefl n grcater monument of hiz kndx)e ge of the
Chinesz language than the rarant—Hiz * Notitin Linguro Sin /p.”

¢ lo cxpress the name of God hut
g him." Now the Chinese, it has been
id Shang.Te, just 23 we do Heaven and
_m&o_ the imputation that by Heaven they

fnvaluable work, of which (¢ would hardly be possible to speak in too high te
friend in Shanghae, has kindly favourdd me with the following translation of the fifsk:
chapter of bis preliminary disconre to Gaabil's Ganslation of the Shooking, [tty
entitled “De la Naissanee de L'Univers.” _

“* Lo-peih mﬂ._.m &a (1) slates that he has learnad from the Yihking Ww\ %ﬁ. {2) in I
ke article Ta-chuen Wﬂ.—-_ . that “tho Heavens snd the Earth have a v»_apu_.un\

L Lo-pl. This writer Ured uneder tha rerp ¢ymuity, T aball frequreily quede from B, The Aeng &red ty befanla Un
Four 334, aed concluded ln the year 1339, 0. . " ¥

1. Tha Viklog, (nthe eume efthe mment ascieal, (e ol ebacurr, and (he et YAlaatly of ol (Be mecumemls =ik
Chies has preservad L2, THa2 which they eall L Tu-idecen 16 roaitee Alihdet Intsdl=s parts, 19 be fsrd ol the tod
*CUM Y oking, and which Iy commealy aicrited ta Confuciun, .

~

-

)
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and he ndde, that “if this bo said of Earth and Heaved, with much greater rezson may
it ke 2aid of Man.) The chapler Sukwa hﬂ %T ( u_:.;uwa very clearly of the crigin
of Lhig .so:m“ * After there was o Heaven and ay m..m.lv.. gy the text, "all material
thioga wereeformed ; afterwards male and feinslg) thea husband and wife, &e' This
nn_.,_u.o. QoY is"ool very different from that of Mose , who eays, that Oed m;n_ created
the Heaven E.M,Fo Earth, then all kinds of ¢reatures, and lastly the firl man and
woman. h f

“In the Hi- o%@ﬁ (2) are found thefs words: “the Y N\..w peasceses the great
extremo U..ﬂ e E,E has preduced n‘o._.“_.zn I, ﬂ%WM. from this couple are

derived the four images E %ﬂ. and frd _._._,_m_aq_. the cight symbols \‘f %—. ! These

cight symbols, four iqages, and this do 4

uple, lead the mind to the small lines (3) of

/. s
which the Y-king Qﬂ 6 Y composgd/ but since theee lines are themselves 30 many
n/a disegver their meaning.

/
passage of the E.F.. ﬁwﬂ_ says that ‘the
great exireme uﬂ@ is the \grkot unily, and the great Y, that the Y has neither
L)
subatanée nor form, nod that g¥ sthich bas subatance and form has been made by
that which has neither form/no

gubstance.’ Tradition relates that ‘the great
cxtreme or the great unity o\m_._“_v ids three; that one is three, ond that three

are one’ Hoalnandse &m E wl §) Riya also that, * the being which haa nelther
form nor sound, is the sourg h hence hake sprung all malerial beinge, and all sensible
sounds; thal Jight is lis 5 W: and waler ‘Gis grandson.' To return to Lo-pi, he ex-

presses the charaster 1 {{ m.\ 5) by Pi 43,y covple, and adds that they do not eay

-

- N

would cxpress before and after,

eull ., Lwo, but les » because cull

while leang w—t simy \ cxpreases muteel conjunciion.” The compilers of chronicles

‘havo put this passazé from the Hi-tse at the head of YWyeir\compilations, because they
5:2“. that cﬁ eq.wm“. of the world is there zpoken ofy, that the great extreme was

anly matler beforg Any sepamtion, as moam.mun.ro_._.o ...A E. (6) with saveral

others, says expréssly; that the couple W—_u._.\_.wm_ designated migtier ss distinguished

,. . . .
m:SmEo wuux.ﬁwua..u_._vz_n !&maﬂ. 3.“25— u_._m s.._,”ai u__ .,. __r :._ anu_._a_.uﬂﬂ_.
_._u_:un.n“”wa u.ma_.._n from them four _au_”u..ﬂaE %Mwm. or _.om. .:un_up”awh_”

. in the rame way cight speeiea of different belngs, who, uniling

”H.__.___“n jxty-four, which represent in gencral all the _x“uMu of which 9 .ur.__na._u s -
compozed.[ Without stopping to cxamine into the truth or justice of this explanaticn,

1 inquiro henct comes the great Bxlreme, which i EE...m-EnE_. to express ‘matler
in chaos, and I find, that reason has proved to the most ékilful Chincso philosophens,

that this mattor is not velbproduced. The f: Tcheoudienki E % .\m ()

15 Baskewa by ansiher small reatles found 1a the same book, mnd ef which Wary ales ke Qonfuclas Lhe nather.
§. Hiae b Lo-pls nusse for (he afseradd ﬂ-.ﬂv_.ﬂ;.._? aas i
"1, Thewe Broken onentirgg these sry =hal are ca e 3 : L
u. O -_"_ﬂn.tcvn.h. Woalnanvang, bronsse bt wan bing «f sad-nan, 160 palice wat an Aradremy ol farisls, =it whea
| -._._-unvl FS.-O.!:— remale anbigeityy bemee My works L wory coriics, and Rla style s vevy good.
8. This werd tnust et La cealounded wlih ¥ or Yo, whleh slgnifes wally; U charncter o m__nu..nr 2 B
P. Keag-gun-keut b ene of ihe mont oelebratod [nterproters, sebs loed 1a the Dan dynasty. Jle wua domoendan
Factan §a tha elghth graerstion, [le found the Chou-ding In the hite ola walt, commrniad dpoa i, aad wiele [T
. L uly buted from 39 0L G 2 100 J.
w.u..rﬂwaawﬂ._.aﬂ_nu”;_mi: the Doeg dyrasly. 1l was the mavier of the (va Tehis-be, 224 the majeriy of e Lilindd
of [81s gymany, wha = ez very suigersar, profoed tu fetlae Bls decteine,




