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An Investigation of
the religious Confucianism
by Mou Tsung-san

Lin, Wei-Chieh

Abstract

This article brings up first the discussion of Mou Tsung-san about his
discourse of the relationship of humanism and religion. It attempts to
argue that how he treats humanism as the foundation of Confucianism by
him in a mora-religious meaning. | use two terms to present this
humanistic character of the religious Confucianism, namely the
“metaphysical” dimension on the one hand and the “ethical” dimension
on the other. The former works within the spiritual life and then edifies it
into the transcendent level. The latter, as discussed in this article, offers
the spirit a concrete ordinary-historical life. In the end of this article, |
seek to show that the two dimensions cannot be seperated from each other:
metaphysical dimension is the “substance” (ti) for the latter and ethical
dimension is none other than “manifestation” (yong) or “concretion” of

the former.

Keywords: Mou Tsung-san, Hsl Fu-kuan, humanism, moral religion,
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