When we go into the interior (he says)
we claimn no more than what all foreign-
ers, having passports, enjoy by treaty,
whether merchants or missionaries, tra-
vellers for pleasure, or scientific explor-
ers—namely, exemption from the cruel
and arbitrary rule of the mandarins.
But we do not thus put ourselves above
the law; for the condition printed on
every Dritish passport is that, if the
bearer break the laws, he is liable to be
arrested and sent to the nearest consul
to be judged and punished.

Protestant missionaries have never
claimed for their converts exemption
from Chinese law, and would not ac-
cept such a privilege if offered them. I
do not imagine you mean to charge us
with any such thing; but possibly some
of your readers may have supposed the
remarks about Roman Catholic missions
to be meant for Protestants too.

The proposed rule, excluding women
from church, cannot be justified even on
Chincse principles. For the supposed
separation of the sexes in China is prac-
tically very partial, except among the
upper classes ; and in the ordinary busi-
ness of every-day life they have far more
free intercourse than is permitted in Pro-
testant chapels.

Besides the inonstrous proposals dis-
posed of above, the Circular asks that
no teaching be permitted which is con-
trary to the doctrine of Confucius; that
no foreigner is to be allowed to accuse
the instigator or abettor of a crime, or
to demand damages ; that no missionary
is ever to make any representation to
show the innocence of a christian falsely
accused of crimes; that no new convert
can be baptised till a mandarin has ex-
amined him, and has certified that there
is no obstacle to his becominga Christi-
an; that missionaries are to kneel and
knock their heads on the ground (just
as the literati do) before high mandarins.
It also fn‘escribes rules for passports,
that would generally have abolished pass-
ports, in recent years, almost entirely ;
and pro%oses conditions for buying or
renting houses for chapels that are vir-
tually prohibitory. hese conditions
include the recognition of the Fung-shugy
—a miserable superstition never yet re-
cognised by the Powers—which is the
most effectual argument against railways,
telegraphs, mines, and all such improve-
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ments. Such are a few of the most glar
ing faults of the proposed regulations.
and the catalogue 1s far from complete;
and even those rules which scem good at
first sight, are generally found, on ex-
amination, to be marred by some fatal
flaw, or some plausible but unwarrant-
able application.

The preamble itself, on which the re-
gulations rest, is throughout fallacious;
tor if your space permitted, I could easily

rove that trade and political feel-
ing (not missions) have been the causes
of almost every difficulty ; that in every
case where scrious acts of violence have
been committed against Protestant mis-
sions, the cause has been traced to the
lirerati or the mandarins; and that,
when they have endeavoured to give a
plausible color to these attacks, so as to
stir up ¢he people against us, they have
never ventured to charge us with any
such illegal aets as are in this Circular
laid at the door of the Roman Catholics,
but have only used vile, absurd, and in-
credible calumnies about poisoning or
bewitching patients, violating corpscs,
and committing abominations such as
those eontained in the ¢ Death-blow to
Corrupt Doctrine’ (a book against us,
circulated secretly by the Chinese offici-
als), which is so unspeakably abominable
that its own impurity screens it from the
possibility of expostre in_the publica-
tions of a Christianland. I could prove
also, from my own experience of fiftcen
years in China, as well as from that of
all others, that the people are inclined to
be friendly to us, except when thus de-
luded and incited by the vile calumnies
ot the literary and governing classes.

In conclusion, I would repeat the
warning which I have elsewhere given,
that this is not a mere missionary ques-
tion. The attack, while apparently di-
rected against missions, is really agamst
all foreign interests.  If our Government
could be so careless and shortsighted as
to allow the treaty to be nullified in re-
gard to the clauses in question, as the
result (be it observed) of systematic mis-
representation and orx_lv,anised opposition
on the part of the Chinese governing
classes, this would certainly encourage
them to use the same policy to nullify
the other clauses of the treaty. For
though the plausible sophisms of the
Circular at first misled some even of the



