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Abstract :Bona fide (faithfulness) principle has both objective and subjective agects. Objective
faithfulnessis an obligation imposed on the subject and has an obvious mora content. Whereas
subjectivefaithfulnessis the conviction of an individual of the legality or mordity of his action.
The separation of subjective and objective faithfulness is gradualy accomplished in the process of
cia deveopment through the shifting of the object of regulation from first possesor to the sec-
ond possesr. The theory of faithfulnessin Chinais defective in that it is confined to oljective
faithf ulness and therefore, needs to be reconstructed by drawing on the lasted research results.
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