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cultivation. Deified first as Prince Earth (or " genius of the soul") lie

becanie ini Inter centuries identified with the eartlî itself. So arose the
mrodern iorsldp of the earthi.

The lirst downwvard step liad been slow ; the second wvas more rapid. In

the midst of the confusion and eviil which followed on tlic loosening of the
bonds of good govcrnimont and moral restraint during the instability and
disruption of the latter haif of the nuie of the Chan dynasty, there arose,
side by sidc, the two gent teachers, Lao-tszc and Confucius, cadi. animat-

cd by wkat appearcd to him the alnost vain hiope of chcecking thje current
of destruction. Lào-tsze dcsircd to tura it bodily back ; Confucius to

regulate Vlic State and the people against its onward rush ; but the former ,
in hopelessncss, rctircdl at last to the wilds beyond the ,vestern limits of

thc empire ; thc latter died -wcary of the figlit, and practically brokcn-
hecartcd. Tlien disciples and followcrs took up the burden which the mas-
ters liadt found too heavy, but, in thc distracted state of the ]c-ingrdom,

withi even less apparent success. Broken up into numerous sects and

schools, they spent thcir time largely in mutual conflit ; -vhile eaci party
for itself searched vainly for that reality which co>uId give rest to the crav-
ing of the spirit, and for that power which could confer stability on social
and political life. It îvas then-wlicn thc old régime wvas crurnbling in
muin; 'when the feudatory States were struggling to, snatch what, they
could froin thc débris ; wlien t'ic Princes fouglit each for Ibis own hand,
andI suppressed or pcrvcrted tIc ancient records to suit eaci his individuial
anlition-it was then that the 2ninds of tllougl,,Itful mnen were stirred to

unwonted actîvity, and souglît in cvery direction for the pcace which
seemed to have left tIeceamtli.

TIe doctrines of theceamly Confuician and -)f the early Tàoist schools
wvill le aftcrward more fuully alluded to. It mnay be said liere, hoWever, in
addition to tlic reniarks on a previous page, that (1) tIc Té-oists, led by
Chwangtsze, regarded tLe na. 'ire of mnan as but a screeni, worthless in itself,
on whvlieli the aittributes of tIc Tào (the Supreine)-particulanly those of
righteousness and love-should be displayed ;.-whie (,-) the Confucianist,
headed by Mencius, hield that human nature, oriqinallY good?, needed only
for its proper developmient that man should act in accordance with. it. On
the other hand, (3) Seun Ningr, a Iearncd ivriter of the sa-me pcriod,
argued that mnan's nature wvas essentially cvii, secking only self -satisfac-.
tion, and, if folloived, leading man in tIc end to, a state of savagcism. If
nan's nature were good, said lie, it wouid not nced like a crooked stick' to

be restrained int-o tIc seniblance of straighitness by extemnal pressure, as
of rules and laws. Again, the fact thnt mcen wished to do good provcd
t.lat, their nature %vas lad ; for the ugly wishied to le beautiful, and the
poor to be ricli. Man crat'ed for tînt -which lie did. not posscss. (4)
A fourtlu schooly led by the philosopher Kâo, alqo of the samie century as
Seuîm K~ing and Mencitis, asserted, as thcir Iendingr tenlet, that human na-
turc Was as uqually indifferent, to good and evil as water to the dlirection in


