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Abstract:ThisarticletakestheNationalChristianCouncilofChina(NCC)asacasestudy．Byexaminingtheresponses

fromvariousstakeholderbothmainlineChineseProtestantsandwesternmissionwithintheNCCtothecampaignsforthe

abrogationoftheunequaltreatiesduringtheperiodof１９２５—１９２６,itaimstorevealthetensionandinteractionbetween

Christianmissions,Chinesechurchesandthenationalistdiscourse．ThisarticlearguesthatalthoughbothProtestant

missionsandChinesechurcheswereingeneralthebeneficiariesofthe“tolerationclauses”oftheunequaltreatiesandwere

awareofthenecessityofdrawingaclearborderlinewiththetreaties,thetwopartiesviewedthematterfromdifferent

standpoints．TothemajorityofthemissionarysocietiesassociatedwiththeNCC,itwasadiplomaticmattertobesolved

throughformalnegotiationbetweenthegovernments．Whereasto mostofthe mainlineChineseProtestants,ithad

developedintoafundamentalfactorcausingnotonlyChristianity􀆳sunfavourablepositioninChinesesociety,butalso

China􀆳sbackwardnessand “humiliation．”Considerablyinfluencedbythenationalistdiscourse,theyardentlyengaged

themselvesinthecampaignstoabrogatetheunequaltreaties,individuallyorasagroup．SpecificChinesesocioＧpolitical

contextandthenationalistdiscoursecontributedsignificantlytothedivergenceofviews．TheNCC,incorporatingboth

sides,wasobligedto makeapromptresponsetothetreatyissueandstruggledtofindcommongroundamongthe

cooperatingbodies．
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Jiang Menglin (Chiang Monlin 蒋 梦 麟),presidentofPeking University (１９１９—１９２７)and
ministerofeducationoftheRepublicofChina(１９２８—１９３０),oncecommentedonChina􀆳sencounter
withChristianityasfollows:

Duringthenineteenthcentury,Christianitygangedtogetherwiththecommercial
activitiesthatreliedonthepatronageofmilitarypowers．ThismadeChristianity,oncea
religionadvocatingto“loveyourneighbourasyourself,”anagentofwesternaggression
inChinesepeople􀆳smind．TheChinesegraduallyformedanimpressionthat􀆺 Jesus
ChristarrivedinChinaonacannonball．〔１〕

５３１

〔１〕 JiangMenglin,Xichao[TidesfromtheWest],(Shenyang:Liaoningjiaoyuchubanshe[LiaoningEducationPress],１９９７),２．
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The“patronageofmilitarypowers”referstoaseriesofwarsandconflictsbetweentheQing
empireandwesternpowersinmodernChinesehistory,suchastheOpium Wars(１８３９—１８４２and
１８５６—１８６０),andtheconsequenttreatiessince１８４２,forexample,theTreatyofNanking(１８４２),the
TreatyofWanghia(１８４４),theTreatyofTientsin(１８５８),theConventionofPeking(１８６０)andthe
BoxerProtocol(１９０１),etc．Thosetreatiesguaranteedwesternpowersthefixedtariffrateoffive
percentadvalorem andextraterritoriality,whichimmunisedforeignersfrom Chinesejurisdiction．
Withthegrowthofnationalistsentimentsintheearlytwentiethcentury,theabovetreatieswere
labelled“unequal”byChinesenationalists,condemningthattheywereplacedagainstChina􀆳swillin
aweakerpositionbywestern militarypowersandstrengthenedtheprivilegesandrightsofthe
nationalsofthe powers．〔２〕 Throughoutthetwentieth century,the phrase “unequaltreaties
(bupingdengtiaoyue 不平等条约)”hasbecomeoneofthemostfrequentlyappearedphrasesinthe
discourseofChinesenationalism andhasoccupied “acentralpositionintheChinesecollective
memoryofthenation􀆳shumiliatingexperience．”〔３〕

AsatermcloselyrelatedtomodernChinesenationalism,thetopicof“unequaltreaties”has
attractedmuchscholarlyattention．ForthetreatyissueintheRepublicanera,manystudieshavebeen
donefrom theanglesofpolitical,legaland diplomatichistory,andinternationalrelations．〔４〕

Nonetheless,fewhavespecificallyfocusedontheperspectivesofChristian missionsandChinese
churchesatthattime,who,asoneoftheactualbeneficiariesfromthetreaties,becamethemaintarget
oftheAntiＧChristian Movementandthenationalistcampaignsfortheterminationoftheunequal

６３１

〔２〕

〔３〕

〔４〕

EdmundS．K．Fung,“TheChineseNationalistsandtheUnequalTreaties１９２４—１９３１,”ModernAsianStudies,vol．２１,no．
４,(１９８７),７９５Ｇ７９６．Forinstance,SunYatＧsenclaimedinhisarticle“Zhongguoneiluanzhiyin(TheCausesofChina􀆳sCivilStrife)”in
１９２４that,“Whataretheunequaltreaties? Toputitsimply,theyareour‘slavecontracts．’􀆺Ifwearestillreluctanttorevitaliseour
nationalspirit,torestoreconcessions,customsandextraterritorialrightsandtoabolishalltheunequaltreaties,Chinawouldnolonger
beanationoftheworldandweChinesenationalsoftheworldnomore．”SeeSunYatＧsen,“Zhongguoneiluanzhiyin[TheCausesof
China􀆳sCivilStrife],”inQinXiaoyi,ed．,Guofuquanji [Collected WorksofSunYatＧsen],vol．３,(Taipei:ZhongguoGuomindang
wenhuachuanboweiyuanhuidangshiguan[KuomintangArchives& HistoryMuseum],１９８９),５２８Ｇ５３４．

DongWang,China􀆳sUnequalTreaties:NarratingNationalHistory,(Lanham,MD:LexingtonBooks,２００５),１．
Forexample,ThomasDavidReins,“ChinaandtheInternationalPoliticsofOpium,１９００—１９３７:TheImpactofReform,

Revenue,andthe UnequalTreaties,”PhDdiss．,ClaremontGraduate University,１９８１;Dong Wang,“TheDiscourseofUnequal
TreatiesinModernChina,”PacificAffairs,vol．７６,no．３,(２００３),３９９Ｇ４２５;idem,China􀆳sUnequalTreaties;LiYumin,Jindai
Zhongguodetiaoyuezhidu [TreatySysteminModernChina],(Changsha:Hunanshifandaxuechubanshe[HunanNormalUniversity
Press],１９９５);idem,Zhongguofeiyueshi[AHistoryoftheAbrogationoftheTreatiesinChina],(Beijing:Zhonghuashuju[Zhonghua
BookCompany],２００５);idem,Jindaizhongwaiguanxiyuzhengzhi[ModernSinoＧForeignRelationsandPolitics],(Beijing:Zhonghua
shuju[ZhonghuaBookCompany],２００６);TangQihua,Bei“feichubupingdengtiaoyue”zhebideBeiyangxiuyueshi[TreatyRevision
CampaignoftheBeijingGovernment,１９１２—１９２８:OutoftheShadowofthe“AbrogationofUnequalTreaties”],(Beijing:Shehuikexue
wenxianchubanshe[SocialSciencesAcademicPress],２０１０);HouZhongjun,JindaiZhongguodebupingdengtiaoyue:guanyu
pingpanbiaozhundetaolun [UnequalTreatiesin ModernChina:DiscussionsonCriteria],(Shanghai:Shanghaishudianchubanshe
[ShanghaiBookstorePublishingHouse],２０１２);Fung,“ChineseNationalistsandUnequalTreaties,”７９３Ｇ８１９;J．Y．Wong,“TheLimits
ofNavalPower:BritishGunboatDiplomacyinChinafromtheNemesistotheAmethyst,１８３９—１９４９,”War&Society,vol．１８,no．２,
(２０００),９３Ｇ１２０;KevinHerrick,“TheMergerofTwoSystem:ChineseAdoptionandWesternAdaptationintheFormationofModern
InternationalLaw,”GeorgiaJournalofInternationalandComparativeLaw,vol．３３,(２００５),６８５Ｇ７０３;PhoebeChow,“Parliamentand
theProblemofChina,１９２５Ｇ７:Priorities,PreoccupationsandStereotypes,”ParliamentaryHistory,vol．２９,no．３,(２０１０),３５８Ｇ３７５;

AlisonAdcockKaufman,“InPursuitofEqualityandRespect:China􀆳sDiplomacyandtheLeagueofNations,”ModernChina,vol．４０,

no．６,(２０１４),６０５Ｇ６３８;andPashaL．Hsieh,“TheDisciplineofInternationalLawinRepublicanChinaandContemporaryTaiwan,”

WashingtonUniversityGlobalStudiesLawReview,vol．１４,no．１,(２０１５),８７Ｇ１２９．
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treatiesinthe１９２０s．〔５〕AsonemayhaveobservedintheabovequotefromJiang,theroleof
Christianityplayedin China􀆳s “centuryofhumiliation”hadgraduallybeenfixedintheearly
twentiethＧcenturynationalistdiscoursewiththerhetoricof“unequaltreaties”actingasacatalyst．
ApartfromsomeoftheirearlyattemptsbeforethesigningoftheAmericanTientsinTreatyin１８５８,

inwhichthe“tolerationclause”wasincorporated,Christianmissions,consciouslyorunconsciously,

enteredChinaundertreatyprotectionovermissionaries􀆳rightsofresidenceandtravelling,land
leasing,churchbuilding,evangelism,aswellasthepersonalsafetyofbothmissionariesandChinese
converts．Christianitythusbecameintertwinedwiththetreatiesandwesternmilitarypowers,atleast
intheeyesofChinesenationalists．AstudyontheinvolvementofChristianmissionsandchurchesin
thetwentiethＧcenturytreatyissue,andparticularlytheirresponsestothecampaignsforabolishing
theunequaltreaties,wouldprovidethereaderwithanintegralpictureofthesocioＧpoliticalcontext
thatChristianityinChinafacedandthedynamicsofChineseChristians􀆳searchforthe“selfhood”of
thechurch．ItmayleadtoabroaderexaminationofthecomplexrelationshipbetweenChristian
missions,nativechurchesandnationalisminmodernChinesehistory．

ThisarticletakestheNationalChristianCouncilofChina(NCC),arepresentativeandadvisory
bodyamongmostofthemainlineProtestantdenominationsandorganisationsinChinasince１９２２,as
acasestudy．〔６〕Itexaminestheresponsesfrom variousstakeholders “both mainline Chinese

７３１

〔５〕

〔６〕

StudiesonthisthemeincludePaulA．Varg,Missionaries,Chinese,andDiplomats:TheAmericanProtestantMissionary
MovementinChina,１８９０—１９５２,(Princeton,NJ:PrincetonUniversityPress,１９５８);LiChuanbin,JidujiaoyujindaiZhongguode
bupingdengtiaoyue [ChristianityandtheUnequalTreatiesinModernChina],(Changsha:Hunanrenminchubanshe[HunanPeople􀆳s
Press],２０１１);andKim KiＧyoung,“Zhongguojiaohuifeichubupingdengtiaoyuedelishiguochengkaocha[AnInvestigationonthe
UnequalTreatyAbrogationMovementofChineseChristianChurch],”Yichunxueyuanxuebao [JournalofYichunCollege],vol．３５,

no．５,(２０１３),１０８Ｇ１１１．Groundedinsolidprimarysources,Li􀆳sbookexaminestheevolutionoftherelationshipsbetweenChristianity
andtheunequaltreatiesfromtheOpium Warsinthe１８４０stothefoundingofthePeople􀆳sRepublicofChinain１９４９．Itexhibitsin
detailtheattitudesofvariousstakeholders,includingmissionsandChineseChristians,aswellasChinesenationalistsandgovernments,

tothetreatyissuethroughdifferenttimeperiods,andlaysthefoundationforfurtherresearchonthesubject．Otherrelevantworks
scatterinthestudiesontheAntiＧChristian Movementof１９２２Ｇ７,missionschools,hospitalsandotherpropertiesinChina,andthe
historyofChristianityintwentiethＧcenturyChina．ThemajorityofthestudiesonthisthemefocusonthelateQingperiod,addressing
issuessuchasmissionarycases,missionaries􀆳rightsundertreatyprotectionand missionaries􀆳rolesinSinoＧforeignrelations．For
instance,GeorgeE．Paulsen,“MissionaryCriticismoftheTolerationClauseinReed􀆳sTreatyof１８５８,”MonumentaSerica,vol．３４,
(１９７９—１９８０),６５Ｇ７６;ZhangLiandLiuJiantang,Zhongguojiao􀆳anshi [A Historyof MissionaryCasesinChina],(Chengdu:

Sichuanshengshehuikexueyuanchubanshe[SichuanAcademyofSocialSciencesPress],１９８７);ChenCaijun,“ChuanjiaoshiBiZhiwen,

BoJiayuzhongmei‘wangxiatiaoyue’deqianding [Elijah Coleman Bridgman,PeterParkerandtheSigningofthe Treatyof
Wanghia],”Aomenlishiyanjiu [Studiesinthe Historyof Macao],no．４,(２００５),１１１Ｇ１１４;and WangZhongmao,“Wanqing
tianzhujiaohuizaineididezhichanquanshulun[AStudyonCatholicMissions􀆳RightsofPropertyPurchaseintheLateQingPeriod],”

Qingshiyanjiu [TheQingHistoryJournal],no．３,(２００７),８７Ｇ９４．AthoroughreviewoftheexistingscholarshipcanbefoundinLi
Yumin,LiChuanbinandLiuLimin,Jindaizhongwaitiaoyueyanjiuzongshu [LiteratureReviewontheStudiesofModernSinoＧ
ForeignTreaties],(Changsha:Hunanrenminchubanshe[HunanPeople􀆳sPress],２０１１)．

ItshouldbenotedthatopinionsonthetreatyissuevariedamongdifferentProtestantcommunitiesinChina．Thisarticle
focusesonmainlineProtestantism．ResponsesfromindigenousChristianityarebeyondthescopeofthisarticle．IndigenousProtestant
communities,such asthe TrueJesus Church,did manifestasenseofnationalism intheiroppositionto western Protestant
establishment．Nonetheless,asLianXiindicates,thisnationalisticsentiment,toalargedegree,oftenfailedtotranscendits “more
immediatesectarianinterests”andwasadoptedasarhetorictolegitimatetheirseparationfrom westernProtestantism,yetitlackeda
socialdimensiontoconnectitselfwiththemoregeneralantiＧimperialisttrendinChinesesociety．SeeLianXi,RedeemedbyFire:The
RiseofPopularChristianityin ModernChina,(New Haven:YaleUniversityPress,２０１０),１４．Additionally,evenwithinmainline
Protestantism,therewasnoconsensusbeingreachedconcerningthetreatyissue．Protestantfundamentalistsingeneralconsideredthe
engagementoftheliberals(intheirview,forexample,theNationalChristianCouncilofChina)insocialmovementsandnationalist
campaignsasanactofmeddlingwithpolitics．
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Protestantsand western missions”withintheNCCtothecampaignsfortheabrogationofthe
unequaltreatiesduringtheperiodof１９２５—１９２６．MainlineProtestantismwasoftenaccusedofbeing
theagentofwesternintrusioninthediscourseof “unequaltreaties．”Inthe meantime,alarge
numberofmissionariesandmainlineChineseProtestantintellectualsandelitesshowedahighdegree
ofsocialengagementthroughoutthefirsthalfofthetwentiethcentury．TheNCC,inparticular,paid
greatattentiontothesearchfortherelevanceof Christianreligionto Chinesesociety．The
explorationofitsinvolvementinthetreatyissueopensawindowshowingthetensionandinteraction
betweenChristianityandChinesesociety．ThisarticlearguesthatalthoughbothProtestantmissions
andChinesechurcheswereingeneralthebeneficiariesofthe“tolerationclauses”oftheunequal
treatiesandwereawareofthenecessityofdrawingaclearborderlinewiththetreaties,thetwo
partiesviewedthematterfromdifferentstandpoints．Tothemajorityofthemissionarysocieties
associatedwiththeNCC,itwasadiplomaticmattertobesolvedthroughformalnegotiationbetween
thegovernments．Whereasto mostofthemainlineChineseProtestants,ithaddevelopedintoa
fundamentalfactorcausingnotonlyChristianity􀆳sunfavourablepositioninChinesesociety,butalso
China􀆳sbackwardnessand“humiliation,”againstwhichtheywereconvincedthatthey,asChinese
citizens,shouldfight．SpecificChinesesocioＧpoliticalcontextandthenationalistdiscoursecontributed
significantlytothedivergenceofviews．TheNCC,incorporatingbothsides,wasobligedtomake
apromptresponsetothetreatyissueandstruggledtofindcommongroundamongthecooperating
bodies．

TheRhetoricof“UnequalTreaties”intheEarlyTwentiethＧCenturyNationalistDiscourse

Asmentionedpreviously,theterm “unequaltreaties”hasplayedakeyroleinthestatenarrative
ofthesoＧcalled“nationalhumiliation,”aperceptionwhichwasfirstlyconstructedandintroducedby
thegovernmentinresponsetotheJapaneseTwentyＧoneDemandsin１９１５andlaterinheritedand
reinforcedbytherulingauthoritiesthroughoutthetwentiethcentury．Yettothemajorityofthe
Chinese,asWangDongpointsout,theterm “lacksaclearandunambiguousmeaning”andthereis
“noagreementabouttheactualnumberoftreatiessignedbetweenChinaandforeigncountriesthat
shouldbecountedas‘unequal．’”〔７〕Theinventionoftheterm“unequaltreaties”wascloselyrelated
tothesocioＧpoliticalclimateintheearlyRepublicanera．

AccordingtoWangDong,thetermhadnotbeenusedduringthenineteenthcentury．Tothe
Qingemperorsandofficials,criteriaforjudgingwhat“equal”or“unequal”wasmayhavediffered
fromourpresentＧdaystandardsandunderstandingbasedonthedevelopmentandwideacceptanceof
internationallaw．FollowingtheintroductionofanumberofmodernconceptsintoChina,suchas
state sovereignty,autonomy and inequality,sensibility to sovereignty,tariff autonomy and
extraterritorialitywasgraduallymanifestedamonghighrankingofficalssincethelateQingperiod
(the１８７０s)．〔８〕ZhangJianhuaarguesthatitwasin１９０６thatforthefirsttimeSunYatＧsenbrought
forwardtheterm “unequaltreaties(bupingdengzhitiaoyue 不平等之条约)”inhiscriticismonthe

８３１

〔７〕

〔８〕
Wang,China􀆳sUnequalTreaties,２．
Wang,“DiscourseofUnequalTreaties,”４０１Ｇ４０２．
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Qinggovernmentthat,“TheManchugovernment,withpoordiplomacy,signedaseriesofunequal
treatieswithforeigncountries．”〔９〕Nonetheless,itshouldbepointedoutthat,insteadofopposing
westernpowers,theultimatetargetofSun􀆳sadoptionandpropagationoftheconceptof“unequal
treaties”priortothe１９１１RevolutionwastoportraytheQinggovernmentasacauseofChina􀆳s
backwardnessinordertochallengeitslegitimacyandoverthrowitsrule．〔１０〕

ItwasnotuntilthemidＧ１９２０sthatSunYatＧsenonceagainstartedtodrawaconnectionbetween
thenationalistrevolutionandtheterm “unequaltreaties,”withtheaimofboostingthecollective
patriotismoftheChineseandlegitimatinghisrevolutionaryactivities．InJanuary１９２４,thephrase
“theabrogationoftheunequaltreaties”appearedintheManifestooftheFirstGuomindang(GMD)

NationalCongress．〔１１〕Sincethen,thenationalistrevolutionandtheappealfortheterminationofthe
unequaltreatieswereofficiallyboundtogether．Itisnoteworthythattheterm “antiＧimperialism”was
alsoincorporatedintheparty􀆳spoliticalagendaatthecongress．

YetadominantnarrativeofChina􀆳s“humiliating”pasthadnotbeenestablishedintheearly
twentiethcentury,oratleasthad notbeen generallyacknowledgedandaccepted．Unlikethe
revolutionaries,therulingBeiyanggovernment(１９１２—１９２８)treatedthetreatyissueasadiplomatic
matter．Ittendedtoseekasolutionthroughformaldiplomaticchannelsfornegotiationandtreaty
revisionunderthesystem ofinternationallaw．Meanwhile,itprotected Christian missionsand
compliedwiththetreaties．Inspiteofbeinginaweakpositionandexperiencingfailureatthe１９１９
ParisPeaceConferencewhenwesternpowersdeniedChina􀆳squestforreclaimingtheformerGerman
treatyterritoryofShandong,diplomats,suchas Gu Weijun (Wellington Koo 顾 维 钧),Wang
Zhengting(C．T．Wang 王正廷)andYan Huiqing (W．W．Yen 颜惠庆),wereabletonegotiate
“considerableroom”forbargainingwiththepowers．Theybecomethefirsttochallengethelegality
ofthetreatiesandtheconventionalinterpretationofinternationallaw．〔１２〕Examplescanbefoundin
thesigningofseveralequaltreatiesandagreementsbetweenChinaandwesternnations,suchasthe
AgreementRegardingtheRestorationoftheStateofPeacebetweenGermanyandChina(１９２１),the
SinoＧSovietAgreementof１９２４andtheTreatyofCommercebetweentheRepublicofChinaandthe
RepublicofAustria(１９２５),aswellasthecancellationoftheBelgianTreatyof１８６５(１９２６)．

Nonetheless,theriseofboththeGMDandtheChineseCommunistParty(CCP)andthefirst
UnitedFrontformedbetweenthemin１９２３madetheBeiyanggovernmentthemaintargetoftheir
politicalstrugglesandthenationalistrevolution．UndertheinfluenceoftheSovietRussianBolshevik
theoryofworldrevolution,nationalistmovementsandpartyideology,boththeGMDandtheCCP
basedtheirrevolutionarystrategiesonthediscourseofantiＧimperialismandantiＧwarlordism．〔１３〕The
rhetoricof “unequaltreaties”wasadoptedbybothpartiestoopposetheircommonenemythe
internationallyrecognised yetessentially powerless Beiyang government．By highlighting the

９３１

〔９〕

〔１０〕

〔１１〕

〔１２〕

〔１３〕

ZhangJianhua,“SunZhongshanyubupingdengtiaoyuegainian[SunYatＧsenandtheConceptofUnequalTreaties],”Beijingdaxue
xuebao(zhexueshehuikexueban)[JournalofPekingUniversity(PhilosophyandSocialSciences)],no．２,(２００２),１１９Ｇ１２０．

HouZhongjun,“JindaiZhongguodeminzuzhuyiyubupingdengtiaoyue:jiyuSunZhongshangeminglilunyushijiandetaolun
[ModernChineseNationalismandUnequalTreaties:ACaseStudyofSunYatＧsen􀆳sRevolutionaryTheoriesandPractice],”Renwen
zazhi[TheJournalofHumanities],no．３,(２０１３),７０Ｇ７１．

Fung,“ChineseNationalistsandUnequalTreaties,”７９９．
Tang,Beiyangxiuyueshi,４９Ｇ１７３;Wang,“DiscourseofUnequalTreaties,”４０４．
Wang,China􀆳sUnequalTreaties,７２．
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“unequal”natureofthetreatiesandChina􀆳straumaticpastofbeingbulliedbywesternimperialists
throughthetreaties,theysuccessfullystirreduppublicopiniontoportraytheBeiyanggovernment,

whoendeavouredtorevisetreatyrelationswithwesterncountriesthroughapeacefulnegotiating
approach,asthetraitorofthenation．Inthemeantime,bycallingforthe“unconditionaltermination”

oftheunequaltreaties,theGMDandtheCCPintendedtoadvertisethemselvesasthenation􀆳s
saviours．〔１４〕Thediscourseof“unequaltreaties”wasutilisedtofosterapoliticalcultureofmass
mobilisationfortheirrevolutionarymotivesandlegitimatetheirpoliticalestablishments．〔１５〕

NationalistsentimentsreachedthepeakaftertheMayThirtiethIncident(alsoknownasthe
NankingRoadIncident)in１９２５,whentheBritishShanghaiMunicipalPoliceintheinternational
settlementofShanghaishotthirteenChinesestudentsdeadduringastudentprotest．Thetreatyissue
wasonceagaincaughtintheeyeofthestorm and wasbroughtupbyChinesenationalistsin
expoundingChina􀆳sweaknessandsocialillness．Theabrogationofthetreatieswasthereforedeemed
“theonlywaytofreeChinafromsemiＧcolonialism．”〔１６〕Thisgeneralmindsetwasdemonstratedin
theManifestooftheNationalStudentUnion:

Whydowehavetobesubjecttothe“law”oftheconcessions? Weallknowthat
thisisbecauseoftheunequaltreaties．Concessionsandextraterritorialityarethe
productsoftheunequaltreaties．Chinesepeopleshallneverenjoyfreedomiftheunequal
treatiesremain．〔１７〕

Itshouldbenotedthatalthoughthesloganof“theabrogationoftheunequaltreaties”quickly
gainedpopularityaftertheMayThirtiethIncidentandcontinuedtobeaneffectivemeansforpolitical
propagandaand mass mobilisation,itlackedfeasibilityinactualapplication．JustasjuristZhou
Gengsheng(S．R．Chow周鲠生),oneofthekeyfiguresinintroducingthetheoryofinternationallaw
toRepublicanChina,pointedoutthat,

We[Chinesepeople]arelaunchingcampaignstocallforabolishingoftheunequal
treatieseveryday．However,themajorityofusmaynotevenknow whattreatiesare
unequalandhowtoabolishthem．〔１８〕

Besidesthenationalists􀆳advocacyoftreatyabolition,afew voicesstood bythe Beiyang
government􀆳sdiplomaticapproachtowardscomprehensivetreatyrevision．Forexample,journalistHu
Lin胡霖oncecommentedfromadiplomaticpointofviewthat,

０４１

〔１４〕

〔１５〕

〔１６〕

〔１７〕

〔１８〕

Ibid．,６８．
Wang,“DiscourseofUnequalTreaties,”４２３．
LongChi,“Feiyueyundongyujiuqijinian [TheTreatyCancellation MovementandtheNationalHumiliationDay],”

Xiangdao[TheGuide],no．１７０,(１９２６),７．
“Xueshengzonghuiduihucanshagongxueanxuanyan [ManifestooftheNationalStudentUnionontheNankingRoad

Incident],”Minguoribao [RepublicanDaily],４June１９２５．
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Thereareagoodnumberofferventpatriotswhoareadvocatingtheabolitionofthe
unequaltreatiesinsteadoftreatyrevision．Theyhavenoideathatatreatycannotbe
removedunilaterallybyoneparty,unlessonehaspreparedtostarta war．Onthe
contrary,bothpartiesneedtofulfiltheirdutiesasthetreatywassignedwithamutual
agreementunderinternationallaw．〔１９〕

However,theabovevoiceshadbeendrownedinthevociferouscryfortreatyabolition,which
hadgraduallydominatedthenationalistdiscourseowingtoboththeGMDandtheCCP􀆳svehement
advocacy．As Wang Dongpointsout,whethertopromotetheunconditionalterminationofthe
unequaltreatieshadbecome “thedividinglinebetweenrevolutionandcounterＧrevolution,and
betweengoodandbad．”〔２０〕

Thediscourseof“unequaltreaties”reflectedandfurtherstrengthenedthenationalists􀆳questfor
“nationalsalvation (jiuguo 救 国)”throughrestoring China􀆳ssovereigntyandautonomyfrom
westernimperialistsinternationallyandendingwarlords􀆳warfaretoregainunificationinternally．
ThisdualclaimbecamevocalattheclimaxofChinesenationalismin１９２５．TheTreatyCancellation
Movementnotonlyflourishednationwide,butalsoreinforcedtheongoingAntiＧChristianMovement
(１９２２—１９２７)withaclearerandintensifiedrevolutionarycause:Christianity,beingcloselyassociated
withtheunequaltreaties,wasthevanguardofwesternimperialismandculturalaggression．

ThelinkbetweenChristianityandimperialismservedasanindispensablepartofthetwentiethＧcentury
nationalistdiscourse．IthelpedChinesenationaliststovisualisetheabstractimageandimaginationofthe
conceptof“imperialism．”Bysinglingoutthe“others,”theydefinedwhotheywereandwhattheybelonged
to．AsMichaelMurdockargues,theGMDfounditaneffectivemeansofexpanding“topＧdowninfluence”

overotherorganisationsandunifyingrevolutionaryeffortsthroughportrayingChristian missionsand
churchesasthe “commonenemy”ofallantiＧimperialistgroups．〔２１〕Additionally,intheeyesofthe
revolutionaries,Christianitywasa“relativelysafetarget”fortheirantiＧimperialistcampaigns．Tryingto
avoidviolentconfrontationswiththemoreformidableforeignpolitical,militaryandeconomiccomponentsin
China,theGMDchosetheChristianenterpriseasanalternativetomaintainingitsantiＧimperialistplatform．
TheAntiＧChristian Movementwasthusincorporatedintotheparty􀆳slargerantiＧimperialistagendaand
graduallydominatedrevolutionaryantiＧimperialistactivities．〔２２〕

Responsesfrom MainlineProtestantismtheCaseoftheNCC

“Thereisnoneedofthisfurtherprotection”

ThedayaftertheMayThirtiethIncident,theChinesemembersoftheNCCexecutivecommittee
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ZhengZhi,“Hu􀆳anjiaosheyuzhongwaiguanxizhigenbendegaishan[NegotiationontheNankingRoadIncidentandthe
FundamentalImprovementoftheSinoＧForeignRelations],”Guowenzhoubao [ChinaNewsWeekly],vol．２,no．２７,(１９２５),１Ｇ２．

Wang,“DiscourseofUnequalTreaties,”４１２．
MichaelMurdock,“PoorＧman􀆳sAntiＧimperialism? TheAntiＧChristian MovementandthePoliticalValueofCulturalTargetfor

RevolutionaryActivity,August１９２４ＧJune１９２５,”JindaiZhongguoJidujiaoshiyanjiujikan[JournaloftheHistoryofChristianityinModern
China],no．３,(２０００),７０Ｇ７６．
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basedinShanghaiheldaspecialmeetingtodiscusstheappropriatereactiontotheincident．Several
actionsweretakenafterwards,includingurgingeditorsofforeignandChinesenewspapers“tobe
carefulinpresentingfactsoftheincident”andaddressinganofficiallettertotheShanghaiMunicipal
Councilon８June１９２５toappealfortheappointmentofaspecialcommissionofenquiryonthe
incident,inwhichChinesemembersshouldbeincluded．Inthemeantime,theexecutivecommittee
begantodraftthe“MessageoftheNationalChristianCounciltotheChristiansinChina,”whichwas
laterpublishedintheBulletinoftheNationalChristianCouncil．The “Message”regardedthe
unequaltreatiesasoneofthe “externalcauses”resultinginthecurrentsituationandcalledfor
removingthosecauses．Overall,the “Message”wascomposedinaratherstrongpoliticalvein,

bringingtogetherthetwoidentities,ChineseandChristian,byclaimingthat,

Christianity,patriotism,andgoodcitizenshiparenotnecessarilyopposedtoeach
other．􀆺 Wearenotdealing withthatkindofnarrow andselfishpatriotism and
citizenshipwhichisreallyunＧChristianandofwhichweseesomucharoundus．Tous,a
Christianshouldbethehighesttypeofpatriotandthenoblestexampleofcitizen．􀆺

WhataboutthelongacceptedprinciplethattheChurchshouldnotmeddlewith
politics? WemustagreethattheChurchshouldnotmeddle,ifbythatwemeanforthe
Churchtoseektocontrolthegovernmentoractuallytointerferewithitsfunction．􀆺 On
theotherhand,ifpoliticalpowersviolateanyoralloftheChristianprinciplesoflife,

shouldtheChurchremainsilentandpassive? 􀆺〔２３〕

Behindthe “Message”laytheeagernessoftheleading ChineseProtestantstoclarifythe
church􀆳sstandpointanddeliveraChristianresponsetoanationalcrisis．The“Message”perfectly
reflectedChineseChristians􀆳struggleinthefaceofthetensionbetween Christianreligionand
Chinesenationalismatthattime．

PriortotheMayThirtiethIncident,afewNCCChinesemembershadstartedtopayattentionto
thetreatyissueandthedilemmaofChristianityinthenationalistdiscourse,suchasLuoYunyan(R．
Y．Lo罗运炎),LiuTingfang(TimothyTingfangLew 刘廷芳)andWuLeichuan(WooLeiＧchuan吴

雷川)．〔２４〕LuoYunyan,inparticular,conductedacomprehensivestudyontheextraterritorialityand
pointedoutthattheextraterritoriality“foundnobasisininternationallawbutwasmadebetweenthe
morepowerfulnationsandtheweakerone．”Basedonthelegalconceptof“rebussicstantibus”
(Latin:thingsstandingthus),whichstipulatesthatatreatymaybewithdrawnwheretherehasbeen
afundamentalchangeofcircumstances,hedeemedthattheextraterritorialityshouldbe“revisedor
abolished．”〔２５〕
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SchoolofOrientalandAfricanStudies(SOAS)Library,SpecialCollections,CBMS３５０,“MessageoftheNationalChristian
CounciltotheChristiansinChina,”TheBulletinoftheNationalChristianCouncil,no．１５,(１９２５),１Ｇ３．

Theydeliveredspeechesorpublishedarticlesonthetreatyissueon manyoccasions．SeeLuo Yunyan,“Lieqiangzai
Zhongguodezhiwaifaquanwenti[TheExtraterritorialityofWesternPowersinChina],”Xinghua[ChineseChristianAdvocate],vol．
２２,no．１,(１９２４),４Ｇ９;LiuTingfang,“Zhongguojidutuaiguowentidepingyi[PatriotismofChineseChristians],”Shengming [Life
Monthly],vol．４,no．８,(１９２４),１Ｇ５;WuLeichuan,“DuiyuzaizhishijiexuanchuanJidujiaodewojian[SomeThoughtsonAdvocating
ChristianityamongChineseIntelligentsia],”Shengming,vol．５,no．１,(１９２４),２Ｇ７．

Luo,“Lieqiang,”４,７Ｇ８．
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AlthoughstudiesanddiscussionsonthetreatyissueinChristiancircleshadbeenmade(mainly
byChristianindividuals)asearlyasinthe１９１０s,stimulatedbythefoundationoftheRepublicof
China,itwasnotuntil１９２５,whennationalismgraduallyreacheditspeak,thatheateddebatesonand
campaignsfortheabrogationoftheunequaltreatiesoccupiedthemainlineChineseProtestants􀆳
minds．WangZhixin王治心,churchhistorianassociatedwiththeMethodistEpiscopalChurchSouth
andprofessorofphilosophyatNankingTheologicalSeminary,tooktheinitiativetocallforthe
launchofthecampaignsforabrogatingtheunequaltreatiesamongChineseChristiansinearly１９２５,

suggestingthat:

１．The NCCcallaconferenceofdelegatesofProtestantchurchesin Chinato
organiseanassociationforabolishingtheunequaltreatiesandextraterritoriality．

２．ChristiansinChinatakeunitedactiontoissueajointdeclarationtotheworld．
３．ChineseChristiansmakeapleatowesternchurchesforsupport．〔２６〕

Onthesamedayoftheincident,Wang,togetherwithothereightyＧsixChineseProtestantsin
Nanjing,initiatedanassociationforadvocatingtheterminationoftheunequaltreatiestomakeknown
tothepublictheattitudesof“realChristians”andthe“spiritsofpacifismandegalitarianism”based
onChristiandoctrines．Theassociationaimedat１)“promotingtheabolitionoftheunequaltreaties
throughverbalandliterarypropaganda;”２)“callingforsupportandassistancefrom western
Christianorganisations;”and３)“conductingcomprehensivestudyontheunequaltreatiesandthe
casesoftreatycancellationinothernations．”〔２７〕Followingtheiraction,largenumbersofChinese
ProtestantsinNanjing,Nanchang,Guangzhou,Wuxing,HengshanandDanyangissuedmanifestosto
advocatetreatyabolition．TheirsympathiestothevictimsoftheMayThirtiethIncidentdirectlygave
risetotheirdeterminationtoterminatetheunequaltreaties．〔２８〕

Bythattime,theexecutivecommitteeoftheNCChadcometorealisetheurgencyandnecessity
ofrespondingtothenationalistcryforsolvingthetreatyissueandthus,takingadvantageofbeinga
nationalProtestantorganisation,activelyengagedinstudyinganddiscussingthetreatyissue．Its
standingcommitteeoninternationalrelations,withZhaoZichen (T．C．Chao 赵紫宸),renowned
theologian,Christianwriterandeducator,servingasitschairmanin１９２５—１９２６,allocateditswork
intotwosections:aShanghaisectiontocarryontheexisting workofpromotingthestudyof
internationalaffairsandaBeijingsectiontoinvestigatethewayhowtogainbetterinternational
understanding．TheShanghaicommittee,whosemembersincludedGuZiren (T．Z．Koo 顾子仁),

associategeneralsecretaryandstudentexecutivesecretaryoftheChineseYoung Men􀆳sChristian
Association(YMCA)NationalCommittee,conductedresearchandpublishedbooksandpamphlets
onthesubjectsoftariffautonomyandextraterritoriality,etc．Meanwhile,theBeijingcommittee,
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whosemembersincludedJohnLeightonStuart,presidentofYenchingUniversity,draftedresolutions
withregardtothe“tolerationclauses”andextraterritorialityinNovember１９２５andurgedtheNCC
executivecommitteetoadopt “asitsactionandpublishoveritsownname．”〔２９〕Althoughthe
executivecommitteedeclinedsuchaproposal,foritwasnotsupposedtomakeanyofficialstatements
withoutconsultingthedesiresofitsconstituency,someChineseleadersoftheNCCvoicedtheir
opinionsonthesubjectonmanyoccasionspublicly．

InJune１９２５,ChengJingyi(C．Y．Cheng诚静怡),secretaryoftheNCC (honorarysecretary,

１９２２—１９２４;fullＧtimesecretary,１９２４—１９２６;generalsecretary,１９２６—１９３３),respondedtotheMay
ThirtiethIncidentinhisarticle“TheTragedyofMay３０th．”Thearticleiscollectedinthearchives
oftheConferenceofMissionarySocietiesinGreatBritainandIreland,whichmayimplyitswide
circulationinmissionarycirclesatthetimewhenitwasdrafted．Speakingofthequestionofhowto
maintainaninternationalfriendship,Cheng pointed outthata keyfactor wasto “remove
internationalbarriers,”thatis,foreigners􀆳specialprivilegesgrantedbytheunequaltreaties:

Theunequaltreatiesthathinderinternationalfriendshiparestrong,theyaredeeply
rooted．IftheyareremoveditwillnotonlyaffectthesovereigntyofChinabutwill
benefitthewholeworld．Sincethechurchtakestheattitudeofnotinterfering with
governmentorpolitics,naturallyitisnotinapositiontotakepartinadiscussionasto
howthetreatiesshouldbeamendedorwhattheprocedureshouldbe．Thepointatwhich
thechurchisdirectlyconcernedintheunequaltreatiesistheprotectionofpreachingand
believingthedoctrine．Isnottheprincipleof“freedomoffaith”plainlystatedinthe
constitutionoftheRepublicofChina? 􀆺 SincetheriseoftheantiＧChristianmovement
alltheyoungpeopleofthiscountryaimatthistarget,theduplicateprotectiongivento
Christianitybytheunequaltreaties．TheycallChristianityaforeign doctrine,and
Christians,foreignfollowers．Theyevenconsiderthemtobeslavesofimperialismand
capitalism．􀆺 Moreover,to whatever country Christianity goes,it hasits own
unimpeachableprinciples,whichtouch people􀆳shearts with power,and givethem
boundlessblessing;naturallythereisnoneedofthisfurtherprotection．〔３０〕

Cheng􀆳sabovewordsindicatedthattheprotectionundertheunequaltreatieswasafundamental
factorcausingtheunfavourablepositionofChristianityinChina．Speakingwithadeterminedtoneon
theissueoftheunequaltreaties,ChengmadehispositioncleartobothwesternmissionsandChinese
Christians．

NotonlyChengJingyi,YuRizhang(DavidYui余日章),chairmanoftheNCCandoneofthe
twoChinesecitizenrepresentativestotheWashingtonNavalConferenceof１９２１—１９２２,alsomadean
officialstatementonthesubjectinhischairman􀆳saddressatthefourthannualmeetingoftheNCC
on１３Ｇ２０October１９２６:
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〔３０〕
SOAS,CBMS３４８,TheNationalChristianCouncilofChina,AnnualReport１９２５Ｇ６,１２１Ｇ１２３．
SOAS,CBMS３９６,C．Y．Cheng,“TheTragedyofMay３０th,”４．
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Thesecondquestionis:“ShouldweupholdtheTolerationClausesoftheunequal
treatiesorbeinfavourofgivingthemup?”Itisdifficultforustounderstandwhythis
caneverbecomeaseriousquestion．Inthefaceofthenationalmovementtoabrogatethe
unequaltreaties,whyareweperplexed,disturbed,andworried? DoesChristianityhave
todependuponsuchextraordinaryandextraneousprotectionforitspropagationand

power? EvenifweweretograntthatsuchprotectionwasnecessarywhenChristianity
wasintroducedintoChinaoveronehundredyearsago,doesChristianityneeditnow?

Religiousliberty wasenjoyed by ourpeople beforeandis now writtenintothe
ConstitutionofourRepublic．􀆺

TheChinesepeoplearedividedbymanythings,buttheyareabsolutelyunitedinthe
nationalmovementtoabrogatetheunequaltreaties,includingtheTolerationClauses．
Thesetreatiesaredoomedtogoatanearlyhour,nevertoreＧappear．Insteadofgiving
waytodoubt,worryandfear,theChristianMovementinChinashouldinitsownway
supportandhastenthefulfilmentoftheaspirationsoftheChinesepeopleinthisregard．
TheMovementshouldrejoiceoverthefactthatChristianityshallsoonshakeoffthe
shackleswhichhaveheretoforebeenlookeduponasspecialprotection,and makeits
appealfreelyonitsownmerit．Suchanappealwillbeirresistible．〔３１〕

ConsideringthepositionsoftheabovetwofiguresintheNCCandtheirfameinChristian
circles,bothnationwideandinternationally,theirattitudes,toalargeextent,mayhavereflecteda

generalstandoftheNCCChinesememberssandfurtherguidedtheopinionofthechurch．
Besidestheworkofthecommitteeoninternationalrelations,anumberoftheNCCChinese

members,suchasChengJingyi,ZhongKetuo (K．T．Chung 锺可托),secretaryoftheNCC,Luo
YunyanandZhuJingnong (KingChu 朱 经 农),Christianeducator,etc．,heldtwo meetingsin
Shanghaion３and１０December１９２５todiscusstheissueofthe “tolerationclauses,”withthe
purposeofformingsomeconcreteviewsonthesubjecttobepresentedbyChengandZhongatthe
ConferenceonExtraterritoriality,whichwasscheduledtobeheldinBeijingon１８December．〔３２〕

Discussionsmainlyfocusedonthefollowingquestions:１)“Arethetolerationclausescompatible
withChristiandoctrines?”２)“Whatwouldhappenifchurchescontinuetoenjoytheprotectionunder
thetolerationclauses?”３)“Istheexistenceofthetolerationclausesnecessary,sincereligious
freedomhasbeenguaranteedintheConstitutionoftheRepublicofChina?”４)“Iftheexistenceof
thetolerationclausesisunnecessity,howtoabolishthem?”５)“Arethespecialprivilegesgrantedby
thetreatiesbeneficialorharmfultoChristianmissions?”６)“ShouldChristianmissionsinChinarely
onthetreatiesorthefriendshipwiththeChinese?”７)“Shallthetolerationclausesbeincorporated
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againinthenewtreaties?”and８)“WhatwouldhappentoChristianityinChinaifthetoleration
clausesaretobeincorporatedagain?”〔３３〕

Basedontheabovediscussions,the NCC sentoutaquestionnaireoffourteenquestions
regardingthe “tolerationclauses”toChineseChristianleadersineachprovinceinFebruaryand
March１９２６．〔３４〕By October１９２６,２７５repliestothequestionnairewerereceived．Basedonthe
replies,theNCCsummedupthatoppositionstothecancellationofthe“tolerationclauses”were
chieflyonthegroundoftwoaspects:firstly,churchesshouldnotinterfere with politics;and
secondly,churcheswerestillinneedoftheprotectionunderthe “tolerationclauses,”especially
duringatimewhenthesocioＧpoliticalsituationinChinawasunstable．〔３５〕Nonetheless,theabove
oppositionsweighteda minorityofmainlineChineseProtestants．Accordingtothe２７５replies,

６０％—７５％ofChineseProtestants􀆳attitudestowardstheabrogationofthe“tolerationclauses”were
determined:

Thatthe“tolerationclauses”areincompatiblewiththeteachingsofChristianity,

andfurtherthateveniftheywerenot,theyarenolongerneededandbyimplication,not
desirable;andthatinordertodoawaywiththemaformaldeclaration,voluntarilymade,

bymissionariesand (or)ChineseChristians,signifyingtheirwillingnesstoseethem
abolished,wouldbeofvalue．〔３６〕

Additionally,accordingtothereportofthestandingcommitteeoninternationalrelations
(１９２５—１９２６),anumberofChinesechurches,forexample,theNorthChinaCongregationalUnion
andtheGuangdongDivisionalCounciloftheChurchofChristinChina,evenwentfurtherandstated
theirpositionsthat:“AllChristiansshouldstandfortheabolitionofunequaltreaties．”〔３７〕

ItisimportanttonotethatmanyarticlesandmanifestospublishedintheChineselanguagedid
notgenerallydistinguishbetween“tolerationclauses”andthatof“unequaltreaties,”andoftenused
thelattertorefertoboth．OpinionsamongmainlineChineseProtestantsconcentrated,toalarge
extent,ontheabrogationoftheunequaltreaties．Thismayhavebeenlargelyowingtotheawkward

６４１

〔３３〕

〔３４〕
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“Jidujiaojiaoyujiexinyundong,”９２Ｇ９３．
Thefourteenquestionsincluded:１)“ShalltheChurchexpressitsopinioninregardtopolitics”? ２)“AretheToleration

ClausescompatiblewiththeteachingsofChristianity”? ３)“IsthereanynecessityfortheexistenceoftheTolerationClauses,since
religiousfreedomhasbeenprovidedintheConstitutionoftheRepublicofChina”? ４)“HowtohelpabolishtheTolerationClauses”? ５)
“ShalltheTolerationClausesbeincorporatedagaininthenewtreatiesbetweenChinaandtheforeignnations”? ６)“IfreＧincorporated,

shallitbedoneonareciprocalbasis”? ７)“AftertheTolerationClauseshavebeencancelled,howarewetomeetthedifficulties”? ８)
“ShallChurchproperlybeexemptedtaxation”? ９)“RegardingthecustodianshipofChurchproperties”;１０)“ShalltheChristianbodies
beregisteredbytheChinesegovernment”? １１)“Arethesixarticlesoftheregulations(promulgatedbytheMinistryofEducation,

Peking)regardingtheregistrationofforeignＧfinancedschoolsobjectionable”? １２)“Dotheprivateschoolshavefreedomofteaching
religion”? １３)“ShallnonＧChristiansserveonthedirectingboardsofvariousChristianbodies”? and１４)“ShalltheChurchcooperate
withbodiesofotherreligionswithaviewtoaskingtheChinesegovernmenttoprovideforjustandequaltreatmenttowardall
religions”? SeeSOAS,CBMS３５０,“ChristianityandtheTreaties:SummaryoftheChineseRepliestoaQuestionnaireRegarding
TolerationClauses,etc．,”TheBulletinoftheNationalChristianCouncil,no．２０,(１９２６),１１Ｇ１４．
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situationinthenationalistdiscoursebroughttothechurchbytheequaltreaties．
Notably,someChineseProtestants􀆳appealforabolishingtheequaltreatiesreflectedhowwidely

anddeeplythediscourseof“unequaltreaties”andthesocioＧpoliticalatmospherepenetratedand
affectedallcornersofsociety．OneprominentexamplecanbefoundintheManifestooftheBaptist
Conventionin Guangdongand Guangxiprovinces．The Manifestoadopted Sun YatＧsen􀆳santiＧ
imperialistclaimsandnationalistrevolutionarytheories．Itcondemnedtheunequaltreatiestobea
violationofbothhumanismandthe“Christianspiritofequality,libertyandfraternity(pingdeng 平

等,ziyou 自由,bo􀆳ai 博爱)．”〔３８〕ItisworthnotingthatGuangdongprovinceanditscapitalcity
Guangzhou(Canton)hadservedasabaseforbothSun􀆳srevolutionarycampaignssince１８９５andthe
newlylaunchednationalistrevolution (１９２４—１９２８)．Inaddition,theRepublicofChina Military
Academy(Whampoa,１９２４)andthenationalgovernmentoftheRepublicofChina (Sun􀆳srival
government,whichwasfoundedin１９２５)originatedinGuangzhou．Moreover,eventhe“Christian
spiritofequality,libertyandfraternity,”whichthe Manifestoclaimed,resembledSunYatＧsen􀆳s
interpretationoftheideaof“nationalistrevolution (guomingeming 国民革命)”andhispolitical
doctrineofthe“ThreePrinciplesofthePeople(sanminzhuyi 三民主义)．”Sunreferredtooneof
theslogansＧLiberté,Égalité,FraternitéＧoftheFrenchRevolutionof１７８９—１７９９inhiswritingsand
broughtforwardthevocabulariesof“ziyou,pingdeng,bo􀆳ai”correspondingly．〔３９〕Thoughattempted
tocondemntheunequaltreatiesfromChristianperspectives,theManifestooftheBapistConvention
demonstratedastronginfluenceofSun􀆳snationalistrevolutionarypropagandaintheGuangdong
region．

InthefaceofaseriesofnationalcrisesandattacksagainstChristianchurchesinChina,itwas
almostimpossibleforthe Chinese membersofthe NCC notto beaffected bythepolitical
atmosphere．AsanationalProtestantinstitution,theNCCanditsmemberchurchesandsocieties
maintainedthelinkwiththeWest．ThisledtoseverecriticismfromChinesenationalists．Mainline
ChineseProtestantsthusendeavouredtodemonstratetheirChineseidentitybytakingastandon
socialandpoliticalevents．

“Itwasfatalnottoact．”

Meanwhile,missionarysocieties,includingthoseassociatedwiththeNCC,wereobligedtotake
actiontostateclearlytheirpositions．Bylate１９２５,allthemainlineProtestantmissionboardsin
GreatBritainandNorthAmericahadadoptedresolutionsindividuallyandthroughtheMissionary
ConferenceofNorthAmericaandtheConferenceofMissionarySocietiesinGreatBritainandIreland
inOctoberandDecember１９２５respectively．TaketheConferenceofMissionarySocietiesinGreat

７４１

〔３８〕

〔３９〕

“JidujiaoliangguangJinxinhuidaibiaodahuiduibupingdengtiaoyuexuanyan [ManifestooftheBaptistConventionin
GuangdongandGuangxiProvincesonUnequalTreaties],”Zhenguang [TrueLight],vol．２５,no．１２,(１９２６),７３．

QinXiaoyi,Guofuquanji,vol．１,６７,２２３．
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BritainandIreland,whichrepresentedtwentyＧtwoBritishProtestantmissionsinChina,〔４０〕asan
example,itsstandingcommitteeurgedallitsmemberstotake “commonaction”toevincetheir
standpointsconcerningthetreatyissue．The memorialofthestandingcommitteetotheBritish
governmentdated７ December１９２５showedthatallthetwentyＧtwo missions wereingeneral
agreementin “welcomingtheactiontaken bythe [British]Governmentincarryingoutthe
Washington[NavalConferenceof１９２１—１９２２]engagements,andenteringuponacomprehensive
revisionoftheTreatieswhichatpresentregulatethepositionofforeignersinChina．”Inaddition,

theybespoketheirreadinessinacceptingthe“modificationofextraＧterritorialrightsasshallopenthe
waytotheireventualabolition．”Thiswasalongthesamelinewiththeviewofthemajorityof
ChineseProtestantsoftheNCC．Havingsaidthat,themissionsalsoexpressedtheirhopethatthe
Chinesegovernmentwouldnot“curtailthoserightsnowenjoyedbymissionsandmissionaries．”〔４１〕

Inordertoreacha“generalagreement”andtopasstheaboveresolutionsastheir“common
action,”missionarysocietieshadtotakeintoaccountanumberoffactors．Asrevealedinthe
correspondence,theBritishmissionsfacedaseriesofpressureandchallenges,notonlyfromChinese
societyand Chinese Christians,butalsofrom their Americanfellow workersandtheirown
compatriots．Forinstance,aftertheMissionaryConferenceofNorthAmericamadepublictheirstand
onthetreatyissueon２Ｇ３ October１９２５,Kenneth Macleannan,secretaryoftheConferenceof
MissionarySocietiesin GreatBritainandIreland,wroteto HaroldB．Rattenburyof Wesleyan
MethodistMissionarySociety,memberoftheNCCbusinesscommitteeof１９２５—１９２６,indicatingthe
urgencyofmakingknowtheBritishmissions􀆳position．

Ihavebeenstruck withtheunanimous mindthatitisnotrighttothrowthe
responsibilityforadecisionofthiskindonthemissionariesinthefield,asanydivisionof
opiniononthemattertherewouldbeimmediatelyknowntotheChineseandwouldreact
unfavourablyonthemissions．􀆺

Thedifficultyisthatunlesssocietiesgiveexpressiontotheirviewsbeforethe
Conference[ConferenceonExtraterritorialityon１８December１９２５]meets,theywillbe
misunderstoodandmisrepresentedinChina．AsyouknowtheAmericansocietieshave
passedveryexplicitresolutionsonthesubjectanditwillberepresentedinChinathat
theBritishsocietiesarenotinsympathywiththeAmericanviewandaccordinglyare
opposedtoanyrevisionofthetreaties．Thesituationisfullofdifficulty．〔４２〕

８４１

〔４０〕

〔４１〕

〔４２〕

ThetwentyＧtwoBritishProtestantmissionsincluded:BaptistMissionarySociety,BritishandForeignBibleSociety,China
InlandMission,Church MissionarySociety,ChurchofEnglandZenana MissionarySociety,ChurchofScotland Foreign Mission
Committee,ChurchofScotlandWomen􀆳sAssociationforForeignMissions,Friends􀆳Foreign MissionAssociation,London Missionary
Society,MissiontoLepers,NationalBibleSocietyofScotland,PresbyterianChurchofEnglandForeignMissionCommittee,Presbyterian
ChurchofEnglandWomen􀆳sMissionaryAssociation,PresbyterianChurchinIrelandForeignMissions,ReligiousTractSociety,Society
forthePropagationoftheGospel,UnitedFreeChurchofScotlandForeignMissionCommittee,UnitedMethodistChurchMissionary
Society,WesleyanMethodistMissionarySociety,WesleyanMethodistMissionarySocietyWomen􀆳sAuxiliary,YMCAandYWCA．

SOAS,CBMS３９６,MemorialbytheStandingCommitteeoftheConferenceofMissionarySocietiesinGreatBritainand
IrelandontheProposedRevisionoftheExistingTreatiesbetweenGreatBritainandChina,５Ｇ６;QingFeng,“Guanyuchuanjiaotiaoyue
wentizhizhongxiyijian[OpinionsofChineseChurchesandWesternMissionsonTolerationClauses],”Zhenguang,vol．２５,no．９Ｇ１０,
(１９２６),１９Ｇ２５．

SOAS,CBMS３９６,K．MaclennantoH．B．Rattenbury,２２October１９２５．
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TheBritishmissionstookcautiousstepsonthetreatyissueasiftreadingonthinice．Theyfelt
thepressureandnecessityoftakingthe “right”sideintheheatofthenationalistcampaigns．
Moreover,theAmericanmissions􀆳promptanddefiniteresponseinurging“theearlyrevisionofthe
treatieswithChina”and“theabolitionofextraterritorialityinChinaatanearlydate,”aswellas
theirclaim forno more “distinctiveprivilegesfor missionsand missionaries”grantedbythe
“tolerationclauses,”hadputBritish missionsinanunfavourableposition．〔４３〕Rattenbury􀆳sreply
alsoexpressedthediscontentwiththeirAmericanfellowworkers:

ApparentlyAmericahasasusualactedonherownandthatputsusinanawkward
predicament．Well:sheisalwaysdoingthatandweprobablyshallbereducedultimately
toactingonourownorweshallsufferforit．AmericanpsychologyandBritishdifferina
goodmanyways．PersonallyIbelievethatChinaissufferingnowagooddealforher
Americanisation．〔４４〕

BasedonhisexperienceandobservationintheactualmissionfieldinChina,Rattenburythen
expressedhisperceptionofthecircumstancesthatmissionsandchurchesfacedinhisletterthat,

Nooneofuslivingouttherewasunawarethat 􀆺 therealthing wasn􀆳tantiＧ
foreignismatallbutapoliticalreＧshuffle．􀆺Ipersonallyammuchmoreconcernedthat
whatactionistakenshouldberightthanthatweshouldberushedintoactionatthetail
ofAmericajustbecauseitwasfatalnottoact．〔４５〕

Theconcernof“whatactionistakenshouldberight”mayhaveimpliedtheBritishmissions􀆳
considerationoftheinterestsoftheirgovernmentandotherstakeholderswhiledeclaringtheirown
views．As indicated in Maclennan􀆳s memorandum,the British missions got “considerable
misunderstandingandmisＧconception”fromtheirowncompatriotswithregardtotheirresolutions
concerningextraterritorialityandmissionaryprivilegesunderthetreaties:

TherehasbeenanassumptionamongstsomemissionariesinChina,andalmost
entirelyonthepartoftheforeigncommunity,thattheMissionarySocietieshaveurged
thesimpliciterabolitionofextraＧterritoriality．〔４６〕

Maclennantriedtoclarifytheresolutionsbystressingthatmissionarysocieties“wouldwelcome
theabolitionofthepresentarticlesrelatingtoextraＧterritorialityandthesubstitutionforthemof

９４１

〔４３〕

〔４４〕

〔４５〕

〔４６〕

SOAS,CBMS３５０,“ExtraterritorialJurisdictionDiscussedbyRepresentativesofMissionBoardsinAmerica,”TheBulletin
oftheNationalChristianCouncil,no．１６,(１９２５),１５;QingFeng,“Guanyuchuanjiaotiaoyuewenti,”１３Ｇ１９．

SOAS,CBMS３９６,H．B．RattenburytoK．Maclennan,２３October１９２５．
Ibid．
SOAS,CBMS３９６,MemorandumbyMr．MaclennanwithreferencetotheResolutionspassedbyvariousBritishMissionary

SocietiesonthepresentsituationinChina,March１９２６．
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suchprovisionsfortheadministrationofjusticeandtheprotectionoflifeandpropertyofBritish
nationalsasmaybesimilarlymutuallyagreeduponinequalconferencebetweenChinaandGreat
Britain”onconditionthat“theinterestsofmissionsandmissionariesareconcerned．”Heaffirmed
thatthemissionboardsonlyexpressedtheirviewsontheirbehalf,andnothingintheresolutions
wentbeyondtheBritishgovernment􀆳sstance:

IhavepointedouthowcarefultheSocietieshavebeentomakeexplicitthattheyare
actingonbehalfoftheMissionsonly．Theyarequiteawareofotherinterestsinvolved,

buttheyhavenotpresumedtoofferanysuggestionwithregardtoextraＧterritorialityas
itmay affectothersthan missionaries．Thatisentirely a matterforthe British
Governmentandthoseconcerned．

IhavefurtherpointedoutthattheresentmentamongourowncompatriotsinChina
withreferencetotheactiontakenbytheBritishMissionarySocietiesappearstobebased
partlyonthegroundthattheMissionsmayembarrassourGovernmentbyventuringto
expressopinionsconcerning mattersthathavealreadybeenentrustedtoaccredited
representativesoftheGovernmentfordiscussionwiththeChineseGovernment．Weare
able,however,to say thatthe British Government have cordially welcomed the
expressionofopiniongivenbytheMissionarybodies．〔４７〕

Overall,therespectiveresolutionsofthetwentyＧtwoBritish missionsshowedthat,although
theywerewillingtogiveupthelegalrightswhichrestedupon“existingtreaties,andinparticular
uponthesoＧcalledtolerationclauses,”andwelcomed“theabolitionofthepresentarticlesrelatingto
extraＧterritoriality”sofarasthemissions􀆳interestswouldbetakenintoaccount,consideringthe
unequaltreatiesasawhole,theytendedtofavour“acomprehensiverevisionofexistingtreaties．”〔４８〕

Thisrevealsadivergenceinattitudesbetween missionsand ChineseProtestants．Eventhough
missionaryindividualsmayhavehaddifferentopinions,theBritishmissionsasawholeactedpublicly
inaccordancewiththeirgovernment􀆳sposition．〔４９〕

Moreover,inrespectoftheattitudesofmissionaryagencies (societies)inChina,theNCC
standingcommitteeoninternationalrelationsreportedthattherewere“somefew”regardingthe

０５１

〔４７〕

〔４８〕

〔４９〕

Ibid．
SOAS,CBMS３４８,NCC AnnualReport１９２５—１９２６,１２６Ｇ７;CBMS３９６,MemorialbytheStanding Committeeofthe

ConferenceofMissionarySocietiesinGreatBritainandIrelandontheProposedRevisionoftheExistingTreatiesbetweenGreatBritain
andChina,５Ｇ６,１１Ｇ１６．

Forexample,NewtonW．Rowell,Canadianpolitician,MethodistmissionaryleaderandamemberoftheVersaillesTreaty
Conferenceof１９１９,expressedhispersonalviewto Maclennanthat,“ForeignTradersmayjustifytheirpositioninreferencetothe
Treatiesongroundsofnationalorcommercialexpediency,andmayasktheprotectionofthepowersincarryingontheirtrade．Wemay
notsympathizewiththemintheirattitude．ItappearstomethattheMissionarySocietiesstandonanentirelydifferentbasisandifthey
cannotcarryontheworkwithouttheprotectionoftheforeignpowers,onemustquestionthenwhethertheworkshouldbecarriedon．”

SeeSOAS,CBMS３９６,MemorandumbyMr．MaclennanwithreferencetotheResolutionspassedbyvariousBritishMissionarySocieties
onthepresentsituationinChina,March１９２６．Itshouldbepointedoutthat,asrevealedinmissionarycorrespondenceandreports,

attitudesofindividualmissionarysocietiesandthegeneralpositionsoftheConferenceofMissionarySocietiesinGreatBritainand
IrelandandtheMissionaryConferenceofNorthAmericavaried,nottomentionthoseofmissionaryindividuals．Thisrequiresfurther
detailedandnuancedstudy．
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issueoftheunequaltreatiesnottobe“theconcernofthechurchormissionsandcanbesafelyleftin
thehands”oftheirgovernments．〔５０〕Thoughthecommitteeclaimedthatthenumberofthe
missionaryagencieswhowereinfullsympathywiththeactionoftheirmissionboardswas“greater”

thanthatofthosewhoadoptedadifferentposition,thisimpliedthefactthatnotallthemissionary
agencieswereonthesamepagewiththeirhomeboards．〔５１〕

Giventhevariousopinionsbetween missionboards,missionaryagenciesinChinaandnative
Christians,the NCC neededtobalancethediverseviewsandfindcommongroundamongits
cooperating members．Duringtheyear１９２５—１９２６,it wasreportedthatthe NCC office was
“flooded”with “lettersreportingmeetingsheldandactionstakenbymissionaryorganizationsin
GreatBritain,AmericaandChina”andstatementsfrom variousProtestantcommunitiesallover
China．AgoodnumberofmissionsandChineseChristiangroups“repeatedlyurged”theNCCitselfto
takea “definite”standonthesubjectandtoissueastatementonbehalfofitsconstituency．
Meanwhiletherewerethosewhowereagainsttheideaofmakinganofficialpronouncementand
thosewhodisapprovedofabandoningthespecialprivileges．〔５２〕Atfirst,thecouncilwashesitantto
issueastatementgiventhelackofadequateinformationaboutthegeneralopinionofChinese
Protestantsandaconsensusamongmissionarysocieties．Nonetheless,asGuZirenandthecommittee
ofinternationalrelationspointedoutattheannualconferenceof１９２５—１９２６,

PeopleallovertheworldwerewaitingtoknowwhattheNCCwouldsay．Christians
oughttoexpressthemselvesonsuchaquestion ofrightor wrong．Neutralityis
impossible．〔５３〕

TheNCCeventuallyadoptedtheresolutionsproposedbythebusinesscommitteeasitsformal
statement:

１．ThattheChristianChurchandChristianMissionsshouldpreachtheGospeland
performChristianserviceinChinauponthebasisofreligiouslibertyfreelyaccordedby
theRepublicofChina,andthatallprovisionsinthetreatieswithforeigncountriesfor
specialprivilegesforthechurchesormissionsshouldberemoved．

２．ThatthepresenttreatiesbetweenChinaandforeignPowersshouldberevisedon
abasisoffreedomandequality．

３．ThatwearegladofthestepsalreadytakentowardsthisendbytheGovernments
concernedandtrustthattheymaypersistintheireffortstillsatisfactoryresultshave
beenachieved．

４．Thatwhateverwerethehistoricalcircumstanceswhichledtothepresentstateof

１５１

〔５０〕

〔５１〕

〔５２〕

〔５３〕

SOAS,CBMS３４８,NCCAnnualReport１９２５—１９２６,１２８．
Ibid．,１２８．
Ibid．,６８Ｇ７０,１２３;CBMS３５０,“ChristianityandtheTreaties,”TheBulletinoftheNationalChristianCouncil,no．１７,

(１９２５),４．
SOAS,CBMS３４８,NCCAnnualReport１９２５—１９２６,７０．
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affairs,itsspeedyremedyisnowthejointresponsibilityofChineseandforeignersand
thatinthistaskweneedthespiritofpersistentforbearance,understanding,andloveon
bothsides．〔５４〕

Thestatementindicatedthatcertainprogresshadbeenmadeconcerningtheissueoftheunequal
treatiessinceMay１９２５:boththeChineseandforeignmembersoftheNCChadreachedanagreement
ontheremovalofthespecialprivilegesforChristianityinChina．Nevertheless,itwasrathera
compromisebetweenChineseChristiansandwesternmissions,forthedesireoflargenumbersof
mainlineChineseProtestantsfortreatyabolitionhadnotyetbeenachieved．

Evenso,theactiveengagementoftheNCCChinesemembersinthecampaignsforabrogating
theunequaltreatiesevokedcriticismsfromsomemissions,oneofwhichwastheLutheranChurchof
China(ChungHuaHsinIHui):

ItisrathertoourregrettopointoutthatplansandactivitiesoftheCouncilforthe
serviceoftheChurchherselfhavebeenfartooscantyincomparisonwiththevigorous
pushofsuchmovements,astheAntiＧNarcotic,theBettermentofLabor,andtheCrusade
againstGambling,Prostitution,andPolygamy．Furthermore,theCouncilisnowplanning
toengageitselfinthecampaignoftheabolitionofTolerationClausesandthe“Unequal”

Treaties．Thisistoexposeitselftothesuspicionthatitismeddlinginpoliticalmatters,

andconsequentlyitwouldseemthattheCouncilhasalreadygonebeyonditslimit．〔５５〕

Moreover,on７April１９２７,acriticalletterfromthirtyＧtwomissionariesaccusedtheNCCof
causingdivisionbyitspoliticalactions:

It[theNCC]hasendeavouredtodeterminethepolicyoftheMissionsandChurches
inChina;andhasrepeatedlyputforthpronouncementsinregardtopoliticalmatterson
itsownauthoritywithoutascertainingthewishesofthecoＧoperatingbodies．􀆺 For
thesereasonsithaslosttheconfidenceofalargepartoftheMissionaryBodyandweare
makingthisprotestagainstitsbeingconsideredasrepresentingourviewsandopinions．
Weregarditsrecentpolicyandmethodsasdangeroustoandsubversiveofthebest
interestsoftheChurchesinChina．〔５６〕

Thisfurtherindicatesthedivergentstandpointsandperspectivesbetweensomemissionsand
ChineseProtestants．

２５１

〔５４〕

〔５５〕

〔５６〕

Ibid,４０Ｇ４１(myemphasis);“Jidujiaoxiejinhuiduibupingdengtiaoyuezhixuanyan [ManifestooftheNationalChristian
CouncilofChinaonUnequalTreaties],”Qingxinzhong [PureHeartBell],no．２,(１９２６),８５Ｇ８６．ThebusinesscommitteeoftheNCCin
１９２５—１９２６consistedofZhaoZichen(chairman),LiuTingfang,H．B．Rattenbury,JohnLeightonStuart,JiaYuming(ChiaYuＧming贾

玉铭)ofPresbyterianchurch,Logan H．Roots (ProtestantEpiscopalChurch Mission)andC．G．Sparham (London Missionary
Society),etc．

SOAS,CBMS３４８,NCCAnnualReport１９２５—１９２６,５３．
SOAS,CBMS３４８,TheNationalChristianCouncil,AFiveYears􀆳Review１９２２—１９２７,３１Ｇ３２．
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Conclusion

Byreviewingtheforgeofthediscourseof“unequaltreaties”inearlytwentiethＧcenturyChinese
societyandexaminingthediverseresponsestotreatycancellationfrom mainlineProtestantism,this
articledemonstratesthatabolishingtheunequaltreatieshadneverbeensimplyalegalmatterin
modernChinesehistory．Itservedasaneffectivemeansforvariouspartiestoopposetheirpolitical
rivals,legitimatetheirauthorityandgovernmentoverthenation,unifynationalidentityandfoster
patrioticloyalty．IthelpedthenationalistsgainvictoryinChina􀆳spoliticallandscapeandbecamea
dividinglinebetweenpatriotsandtraitorsandbetweenthenation􀆳ssaviourandimperialistinvader．
ThisdiscoursehadalsoconsiderablyinfluencedChristiancommunitiesinChina．Asrevealedbythe
caseoftheNCC,bothwesternmissionsandChinesechurches,inaway,wereobligedtotakeaction
underpoliticalandnationalistpressure．Althoughnoconsensushadeverbeenreachedeitheramong
mainlineChineseProtestantcommunitiesorinmissionarycircles,onthewhole,missions􀆳sympathies
werewiththeirgovernments,andtheiractionscouldhardlygobeyondtheirgovernments􀆳positions,

whichinclinedtosolvethe problem through diplomatic negotiation on comprehensivetreaty
revision．Whereas mainlineChineseProtestants,ingeneral,ardentlyengagedthemselvesinthe
campaignsfortheabrogationoftheunequaltreaties,individuallyorasagroup．Therisingtideof
ChinesenationalismandtheintensifiedsocioＧpoliticalcircumstancescompelledthemtotakesidesand
attesttheirsupportfortheircompatriots．Thoughbeinghastenedtomakeanofficialdeclaration．The
NCCattemptedtofindbalanceamongvariousinterestsanddesiresofitsconstituency．Yetitneither
mettheexpectationofagoodnumberofChineseChristiansformanifestingtheirdeterminationto
abolishtheunequaltreaties,nordiditpleasecertainmissionsgiventhehighdegreeofitssocial(or
evenpolitical)involvement．

Inaddition,thisarticleexhibitsthatalthoughChristians􀆳interestsinthesubjecthademergedat
thebeginningoftheRepublic,theyconcentratedduringtheperiodof１９２５—１９２６．PriortotheAntiＧ
ChristianMovement,muchattentionwaspaidtochurchgrowthandevangelism．Itwasnotuntilthe
midＧ１９２０s,particularlyaftertheMayThirtiethIncidentin１９２５,whenthenationalistcryfortreaty
abrogationwasmadevociferous,thatmainlineProtestantsfoundthemselvesatthecentreofthe
stormandbegantorespondtothetreatyissueonalargescale．Discussionsthengraduallyloststeam
in１９２７—１９２８,whenthenationalgovernmentoftheRepubicofChinamadeNanjingthecapitaland
reunifiedChina．Onceitbecametherulingparty,the GMD􀆳sattitudetothetreatyissueand
internationalrelationsbegantothaw．〔５７〕Meanwhile,theNorthernExpeditionof１９２６—１９２８andthe
resultantdamagesitbroughttothemissionsandchurchesalongtheroutesmadebothmissionaries
andChineseChristiansonceagainconcernabouttheirsafetywithouttreatyprotection．Thedynamic
shiftinfocusesrevealedacloseinteractionbetweenmainlineProtestantismandthechangingChinese
politicalclimate．

Ontheotherhand,thisarticleattemptstopointoutthatmainlineChineseProtestantswerenot
entirelypassiveinthefaceofsocioＧpoliticalpressure．Therewerethosewhotooktheinitiativein

３５１

〔５７〕 WangZhenfu,“Neiwaimaodun:WusahouGuomindangdefeiyueyandongyucelüe[TheGuomindang􀆳sPublicSpeechesand
StrategyontheAbrogationoftheUnequalTreaties],”Shehuikexuejia [SocialScientist],no．１２,(２０１０),１４９．
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respondingtoandparticipatingintheTreatyCancellationMovement．Others,fromtheNCCChinese
leadershiptoits memberchurches,openlyexpressedtheirdeterminationtorejectanyfurther
protectionunderthe“tolerationclauses．”Instead,theyendeavouredtogainlegalstatusunderthe
ConstitutionoftheRepublicofChina．ThosemainlineChineseProtestantsearnestlyexpressedtheir
“Christianpatriotism”anddemonstratedtheChineseidentityofthechurch．Itisinterestingtonote
thatsomeofthemtendedtoadoptanationalistnarrative,consciouslyorunconsciously．Further,

discussionsfromtheperspectivesofChristiandoctrinesandethicsaddedanew dimensionand
volumeto public discussion and engagementin resolving thetreatyissuein terms ofthe
understandingoftheconceptofreligiousfreedomandtheprinciplesoninternationalrelations．〔５８〕

ThemainlineChineseProtestants􀆳concernsonthesubjectwerenotsolelypolitical,justasChristian
socialactivistZhangXueyan张雪岩statedin１９４３:

Therecentabrogationoftheunequaltreatiesandthesigningofthenewonesowned
toChina􀆳spoliticalandmilitaryeffortsratherthanthetruthandjusticeadvocatedby
Christianfaith．We Christians,no matterin the West orin China,should feel
ashamed．〔５９〕

４５１

〔５８〕

〔５９〕

Forinstance,followingastheManifestooftheChineseChristianTreatyCancellationMovementinGuangzhoudeclared,the
movementwaslaunchedoutoftheconvictionsthat:１)Theabrogationoftheunequaltreatieswaspartofthenationalliberation
movementandwassupportedbyhumanistsallovertheworld．ItwascompatiblewiththeChristianspiritofequalityamongall
countries,racesandnations;２)TheunequaltreatiesviolatedChristiandoctrinesandinternationallawandmadeChristianmissionsand
churchesabovetheChinalaw;and３)ThechurchshouldbegroundedintheChristianfaithandtruthbutnotinthetreatyprotection．
See“Guangzhou Zhonghuajidutufeichubupingdengtiaoyuedayundongxuanyan [Manifestoofthe Chinese Christian Treaty
CancellationMovementinGuangzhou],”Xinghua,vol．２３,no．２７,(１９２６),９Ｇ１１．Similarexpressioncanalsobefoundinthedeclaration
oftheChineseChristianAssociationforAbrogatingtheUnequalTreaties．See“Cuchenghuiyuanqi,”１６Ｇ１８．

ZhangXueyan,“BupingdengtiaoyuezhifeichuyuJidujiaozaihuazhiqiantu[TheAbrogationoftheUnequalTreatiesand
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中文题目:
中华全国基督教协进会与废除不平等条约运动(１９２５—１９２６)

王晓静,挪威 VIDSpecializedUniversity博士后研究会.Email:marina．xj．wang＠gmail．com．

提　要:本文以中华全国基督教协进会为研究个案,通过考察协进会之成员教会与传教差会在１９２５—１９２６年间对于
废除不平等条约运动的态度与回应,展现二十世纪上半期民族主义话语下,教会、差会与中国社会之间的互动与张力.
本文认为,尽管作为传教条款受益者的西方差会与中国教会已然认识到与“不平等条约”划清界线的迫切性与必要性,
双方看待条约问题的态度与观点却不尽相同.于差会而言,条约问题实属外交范畴,且涉及西方其他在华团体的利益,
差会的公开表态始终规范于母国政府的外交决策框架之下.然而,对于大多数华人信徒来说,不平等条约的签订,不单
是导致基督教在华被视为西方帝国主义侵略先锋之尴尬处境的根本原因之一,更是近代中国“屈辱”、“落后”的症结所
在.虽遭民族主义话语排斥,却亦深受其影响:不少信徒主动发起或参与到废约运动中,力求表明自己的国民身分认同
与“基督教爱国主义”精神.中西新教团体不同取态的背后,反映出双方处境、立场的差异.二十世纪二十年代中国社
会政治气候及民族主义话语在其中发挥重要作用.

关键词:不平等条约;民族主义;中华全国基督教协进会;中国教会;传教差会
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