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On the Paradox of Tao

PENG Fu-chun
(School of Humanities, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, Hubei, China)

Biography PENG Fu—chun (19635, male, Professor, Doctoral Supervisor, School of Humanities,
Wuhan University, majoring in Aesthetics.

Abstract Tao is the essential problem of Taoism or even of Chinese thoughts. Although it has always
been exciting the contemplation, it is initself characteristic of mystery. This consists in that Tao is at the
bottom a paradox. Laotzs revealed the three points of the paradox of Tac firstly, Tao itself is the becom-
ing of being and non-being; secondly, Non-Tao is self-contrary, and is self-deconstructed; thirdly, Tao
and Non-Tao form a contrariety and conflict of truth and falsehood. However, Laotzs § Tao is alone the
way of nature, but not the way of Word, so it cant leave Tao appearitself as such. Bringing Tao towards
the language is the task of modern thoughts.
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