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affects female employees relatively less than their male counterparts in terms of the relationship
between non-contingent punishment and employees’ silence. This paper ends with a discussion

of the findings and their implications for future practices.

On the Authenticity and Validity of the “Flag-planting” Argument: A Discussion Based on
the Study of French Diplomatic Archives
GU Ming-fei
From the beginning of 1930s, France put forward an argument that King Jia Long once plan-
ted a flag on the Paracels in 1816, which was used, in turn, to legitimize its territorial claim.
This argument was also used by the Government of Viet Nam. Since then, the Chinese govern-
ment and academic community have pointed out the main problems of the “flag-planting” argu-
ment. Through the study of the French diplomatic archives with this time period, this paper an-
alyzes the “flag-planting” argument from the point of view of the French Government and points
out that French Indo-China government, Ministry of foreign affairs, Ministry of the Colonies and
Ministry of Marine all made their political influence felt in the fabrication of this argument, ai-
ming to make specific diplomatic and geopolitical gains. The French officials, who were directly
involved in the collection of the information concerned, just questioned strongly the veracity of

the fact, and their analyses were very enlightening and instructive.

The System of Laozi’ s Philosophy: A Faithful Reconstruction
LIU Xiao-gan
Based on rigorous textual analyses, this paper reexamines the three core concepts of Laozi’ s
philosophy. Dao, the ultimate ground and source of the universe, provides the universally true
value orientation for human existence. This is ziran or naturalness, which is not only the core
value of Laozi’ s philosophy, but also the ideal state of peace and harmony that characterizes
civilized societies. The concept of wuwei or non-action, the principled methodology in Laozi’ s
philosophy, suggests a new way to maintain harmonious societies without coercive controls.
These three concepts constitute a philosophical system: Dao models the ideal state of human
worlds, namely ziran, which is the highest value in Laozi’ s philosophy; this is, in turn, real-
ized by means of wuwei, a transcendent approach to maintaining the natural order of human so-

cieties-harmony and peace.

Laozi’ s Understanding of Human Self
YAN Shi-an
Of the ancient thoughts of human nature in China, what deserves more discussions is
Xunzi’s xing’ elun (theory of original evil of human nature). Yet, indeed, Zhuangzi of the
Daoist School made most profound understanding of human ego. Valuing high the way of nature,
or simply Daoism, Laozi and Zhuangzi both held that human problems of all kinds might be
traced back to people’s out-of-nature way of life and their egoistic consideration, thus leaving

scholars of both Legalist and Confucian schools in their wake.
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