WAL Z SRR BRI 1 25
o« RO R AR AL 2 B e

REER1R

NERE MFARSFOLRE KN —ABRFTALERLRYRILER, EHLE
EEERTUEERROALPHRERRABRE, — A8 THALRLREL TETP
FRE MG EE L PRSI LOSFALFHLHRE, B4 - HREY
AEHEREFBARAPANARLFRZ— LR A DL EREZHALELT, A
L, EEA, B TESRMEIAALORE FRARAEREHALLBLYXELHRLE
R R, AGRERAN LR Rk, 8 TS REDAELFEBLR G ST L EM,
B RIEME T EREMEFHFHRANE FEANRNREALELE LA SHELELER
M SR S ARNMEAATERF T PEAROLE, BE ARl P ELRL",
BpdmATikiR T BAL A F 0 AL Bt RS LA SRR ELAELITH,

XgIR Sx-WrENE ZFRALF ALFHRF RFAHELT FHEHME

(8] 3 f 42

VAt Bhoi o0 B2 AR AR S AR BIE B — O H R it i B A e rt 2 b g J R R
PS5 22IT  IFISE AL RRT 7 5 IE (BN IE) 7 AF S BOBRE TT R 218 8 . 20 120 80 4FAX
VISR , PEBEAE PG 7 984 32 SCIEF 9 8l i A A B ot 22 32 SCRg g e | 4 2s 3830 U w5 22 (0]
WX — A A BR DT s PR B AR I, SR, 3240 1 Y BR S AT 23 BRAS X X — A8 5T Y [ 1
SR RAIIRAFAEVE 2L M i 2 0], TEFE R 2225 ZZ 29 B T (Hans Joas ) 45 AF5 2k, 244 CRR M
FE 2 PRI 0 R JRAR SR SE L 3 —Fh e O 2 2l g BRI B, TS 59t 2 1l I X A 2R Ut ( Taleott Parsons)
VIRAt 2 B iY R b AT LR 2 G Atk — 2D HEE . 5 9SG [R], RN R Bl pt 23 BIE 1) & i
SR URAZ O N W) R e A T a2 85 1w UIAROC . PE anAE FE I, LU DU 25 3 (Jirgen
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Habermas ) A% CIE BT S84EA T 9 3SR , Al 9 2 73 [7) 35 22 i 4 ( Axel Honneth ) 7£ 20 1
20 90 AFARHERE THEFIBRIE = UL & i, 7 2 (Niklas Luhmann) f 5 GE BRI M H o4 A2 i gk —
3Ty, S T R A 2 k2 R BRI A B SR TR A B AT S G5 A RN R BE T R i 2 8 1k
TE [, 144 ( Alain Touraine ) 2% /E | 4l JE ( Pierre Bourdieu) Rt i 22/ | [R5, A K
A AL 4 At 23 BRSO ) 255 A2 o BRI 4 YR HE FE (14 8% ), R %2 . 1 RPN R B 4k £ BRI 1
KIESK ST, AR X7 T I W ST IR B T8 o5 ah 2 3 R 4 M AR A 4 RN+ 1 2 B
K, — EAESS S HEDE I AL 224 IR R T (Emile Durkheim) (=5 F1 ( Max Weber) #1155 78 JE ( Karl
H. Marx) Fr @57 (RS 5 PG B R GE ., AT AS Ty ot 2 2 O r i et i 2118 T 1
E 2R AR e R > AUBEAS 2 SRR 2t B 25 i o) BE AR IR I st b HEA T T TR 220 1 BRI AR R
20 22 90 AFARLASE , 2 FE At Sx BRI 1 — 4> T 255 n] |, st AR Z2 0 AR i 2108 S 4 7 25 4y
F2 SCFIS 2546 3 SO BRI ERU | 5 T30 A —Fh gl B Ay« dh s Bhai A SCfb” iy 2R gk @
YER— T TSRl A S 2= AL B X Ak 2 1) RBE K% il J3E S5 e iy B2 JEL 55 LT, o2 24
X B RS BIER ST . VE AT B TR RN 2 E A 2 R B e - R
3L (Luc Boltanski ) #h 23 B I8 A2 O M 2 32 SO R L) o Atbir g4 10 < S A 41t 0 4k
237 PR HAZ O BSUBAR AR JE A2 TE S AR 0 1R) R, A= 1 ik 30 1) 14 ol 2 10 307 LR
AR S S wh SR 2 U R B 0 ) I BEE 5R 22 —  HeE DRI AR BB, 7E b e 22 R B B
HIZEEm, [ 20 g 70 AR, R ST RAE S5 i A A4, 0 ATE RN G 35185
PRI R PURSR A RS, @ AE Sy — 74 B R B = | R 14 S B
TR BE G AEDTR TP F [ O IR — Y1845 £ X (dogmatism) , Iy, #2252 ) — 4>
AT S5 RHZ U R LR KGR 2Tl 1Y 20 122 60 AR AR LR TR I A A 5 1R
R Z S I I E AR R (JUH R 222 SEA T S LRI J® 3 251240k | MR
UYL () R AE R IG5 A A T T VZ W2, JUHOR AERE S B Oy 1T, S 5 Tl AR RS A 8 B A
FERJRUIS SR T HEE W IR SIS TR WOy TR R T e b 2 E i AR R A
T B T, BRI AR R SR AR A R v [ Y A R AL TR R B B 5 X R 2E
FE RN 5 I SHEPPE A AN T 43 . AR SCE AE TR AR 138 S, X il JR 20 47 L 11y
FE2EARI A TR TR, JE RS IR AR E S Ak S B AE A —Fh o [ =X
anf A B T FRAT TR A B MR BEAS 32 SORS i 5 11 B K S n Sa HILTRI AL, FEAS SC b, 28 350K AT
IRIBHTEL R GETE S M BB L 55) ( On Justification : Economies of Worth) ({FEAS 3= LI HTHG
1) (The New Spirit of Capitalism) FNCIEHEHA . —Fh g 1L 255 ) (On Critique: A Sociology of
Emancipation ) =FARFEANE R AL 53T SCAS | 2546 FLABAH SCHIF 5T SRk, 70 EHE 1 ) o8 T 25 10307 2k 114
HEAVEE IS 5 57 IFE 4 < 52 FH AL L 2% S RIS B E S 2 30 R R (W STk 5 38 3, Ik

@© B - QBT GRRRN - SR (b e T A UE) RPN R TR, 2021 45 477—478 T,

@ P. Bourdieu, L. Boltanski, “La Production de L’ idéologie Dominante ", Actes de la Recherche en Sciences Sociales,
Vol.2, No.2 (1976), pp.3-73.

® N. Duvoux, “The Empirical Sociology of Critique: An Interview with Luc Boltanski” , translated by M. C. Behrent, Books
and Ideas, 14 February, 2012.
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e k2 2f B UV F A AR b k22 vp AR TR A R B S R R Y AT fE
BEAR . ASCEZEHE LT MG 2 — | [ R T 30 ok %o At Jm At 2> 24 O 46 R 5 & i, FE ] Fb
PR EAEE T AR A S A BN R A B T TR B T i anfer i o X 2 AR AN 3 A
2B 53 HT ANERARE RS X vy A S SCH DSOS (AN GEAS 32 SORS Al I 5 A8 45 ) 19 TR BE G 55
SEEARX R B = KR RE BT 5 Y 0 < S B It AR 2o SR GE ROt B e 2 A 2 A
AR 22 7 X AP ERIE T Tl A AR 22 PR R AR R, R BRI R R X2

E/RIBAEN B EFRNE RS R R  EEFHSFHHI

PRI LA 9 5™ vz ELR I AR ) B 5L A 1 A TR A2 A0, TR 2% S 30T R A 00 Sy 1 AR [l e
Higm it 248 2 —, JUHUE 2014 48 U PG A S SCEAEC B e - TR IHIT 3L A0k
e (LML S5 ) SCAEY bRl TR REVE R 20 20K & 21 2l w) ik E iR AT 5
W 3 B At 2325 58 22— I AR ML R A 3] 2 B AR O FE BT ( Raymond Aron ) (9455 R 58
AR 15 SO, TR IE T 1981 4EFE L2 52545 ( Pierre Ansart) (48 5 T e i 24k, H
T SR G AR 7 i A 2 1 30 ) B T LI 0 N BF AR, W 2 5 AE 2 5 A 4
2= ARME . A 20 4D 60 AU IR, /R T B — B7E B B & SR F ST B AR

N, 1965—1984 A=H[H] A — E7EAR MBI 48 T F IR ARMFSTY, — B2l A il B 1 2258
FRIGAEO A, SO0 T & A BT 3 i« 52 Bkt 22 al < S 423557 (pragmatic sociology )
MUK . /R R A A0 H AR S A 252 S AL ST I 25 G BT Al A 2325 19 B8 i
RS AT IR T A S g P2 g AR S R T I AR AL B8, S22 Al JE I A AR B i, 1
IR RE A A2 28 N — TT R s A s B A NS ARRAE , JU R 0 At 2 2R 16 1 H W 43 #T
MR 2 YR B R AR S E AL, IR AN AR AR Qe LA — i iy rt 2 2) th T s Y,
2 2E AZ O AR SR S QAT SRS S4BT . 5B AARA S, /R — I 4h sk
T a2 S AR, Ik PR sk A B AR T 14 15 S 2 40 22 A TR B SUBCTE A 225 1
ZMAB G K IRV AR 2 (JUHE AR L E <) AU Fidt s B 2 i N TERE &R
I SRR BRI T, HAT 55 IR AR S B R B ah 2 F5 S0 i BARRRE S A8, T B T AR
IR R AN AR 5 S50 Z 18] (19 52 22106 A7, DT 101 285 < k23 BR P AT LA AT BB 3X — ), @ A3
AN EE X, TR E T S Y 2 U E S Tk [ A £ A X 2 A U AT T AR R RS M AR G
TEE 2435 35 T A& ZK (Frank Gadinger ) 76— 18 SC 48 Y TEXS A DG SR 9 42560 5 BB R IT
v TR YT R A R E S TTAE A A 2 A9 S IS S HLIEI ZK ( Bruno Latour) FYAT 3/ 35 I 2% 3

@ S. Susen, “Luc Boltanski: His Life and Work—An Overview” , in S. Susen and B. S. Turner, (eds. ), The Spirit of Luc
Boltanski ; Essays on the “ Pragmatic Sociology of Critique” , London; Anthem Press, 2014, pp.3-28; B. S. Turner, “Three Theo-
ries of Justice: Primary Reflections 7, in S. Susen and B. S. Tumner, (eds. ), The Spirit of Luc Boltanski: Essays on the “ Pragmatic
Sociology of Critique” , London; Anthem Press, 2014, pp.29-48.

@ L. Boltanski, On Critique: A Sociology of Emancipation, Cambridge: Polity Press, 2011, pp. 1-3.
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ez ], e 2 v B A 4540 2Z 0] e BRER A AT 3 &, BEmiAa et A S A4t B O

P IR 2 R Y PR S B S st S HIE A IS I 2 B L 7R TXTBEA A R e T
SN EL A R A T B RE A R R, SR — R RUBE p9rt B IE SR GEHE S I TA] S
FH RS PR 1 B S BRAHE I PRSI A O T H R 1 A= A 22 56, T S 5 T X Fh 22 96 EA T IR A SR
Ty, TR 2 AR IR S ACE T T TR B R, fe BE AU 19 2 20 S I ) B 52 Bl S 12
thoeF AR Y S HEE AR R IE S e RO 2807 ) o AT AR, BEAE DA AR T D RE 2 SCZ22 04
S PR R SZ IR B W T A2 PSS 2 I WF S SEAS LRI AE R R A SCMR R PURERR 1, 2R 1
TEMRAN P, 268 R AR W FE i [0 X 22 56 20 S O B 55 70 A o Iy DL S5 30 8 S8 FEA T o BiIE” B A
PRAM X — BRI KT AR R EE AE SrR S R RO (A R gt or o B agdb At o
FX B IR AOR B B RS A AL, E R R ELE TR I N pY vk Ak e R
Xk BLS Y S R A 2 el HE A S A S cA AR FEBTIOCR T DL S TR B et (@
CHEAS T SCHPHTRE A RS, TR ST 3 I D A il i 2 s DR (R vk ) fe 4k

(—) TR H Iy B X A7 il 2 U A 4k 7K

TR AR e E AR S (TR SR ) B9 K R, X R A D A 2o S AR
TSCBCTER N 5O EAR L, vk A 2t e B ad ] BE AL R AR AP B, HLF 20 T4 80 AEAUA
SEMAt 2 AR IS ARy (B e SR AR B T et W Ak AL 8, JUHR T I B AN~
BRI ZToPE . U5 98 BB ROR RO A 5 Rl A 31 2 SO 1 24, TEAR R B2 b 52
TP R A SRS A G SRR . Y RN B i A B A i, S8 AR T S 2
B 5 R A B ) ) B A S A P RRE SR (AR D) A 3 P, AE 20 14D 80 4R
AR, 5 B DI A B SRR 92 R U7 B A v E i RHZ MU 5 28 ml ol th L-F JEAR A 7E . © fE
g AR R 2 i A A 2 A B B 2 BT RE X [ A AR B AR T IR A X A
SR AE TS /R T BE ) 22 R AR v B R T EITAY BN . RV AAE 20 20 80 4FAU Pt B 1
WFFE AR E 5305 (B SR ST L MR Hl 75 X 4k 22 S EFUAS -2 19 6 BT, A 20 42 60 44X
AL AT O — BRI A S B eE AR IE ST BE ( EHESS ) A1 [ [ B 22 iF 58 0 (CNRS) 1
AR ZIPSS | IR BRUNAE 2 P T o0 X — 22 RSP 5 TR 1k [ ' Z2 WO DR ki 2 4% 3 T 281
FARGIGUWE o A a] | R IE T et 8 LA B A4 B3 il A ATl T, /e A il JE 48 S BT AL
L EFE S RIS PSR R FEARRREE A2 3 1Al e AR SRR AR

Fh T R AT 2 B9 F 58 /N S A ) A 1R 20 40 B B R 2 A Jd TR < AL F) 4t 23277 (eritical
sociology ) IS o A AT ST ERREILE 1 b3, All 15 A it JE A2 G AT BA L ) B T T 8 7 ek 23 AN S 45 A1
BEYUESHAE YU . R AR ik Bt 2e2m 58, PRSI 3L S5 A 1l JEAE A 2B A 22 50 T 5T

@ F. Gadinger, “On Justification and Critique: Luc Boltanski’ s Pragmatic Sociology and International Relations ", Interna-
tional Political Sociology, Vol. 10, No.3(2016), pp. 187-205.

@ A. Honneth, “Dissolution of the Social; On the Social Theory of Luc Boltanski and Laurent Thévenot” , Constellations,
Vol. 17, No.3 (2010), pp.376-389.

® L. Boltanski, A. Russell, “Visions of American Management in Posi—War France” , Theory and Society, Vol. 12, No.3
(1983) , pp. 375-403.
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SIS B FEAE S B S IR ET AP AT G S5 3 SRS L KAt s ta 2
5 SCRPUB I 2, W5 IET ) T 530 B Fie s b 2 B7 1A o S A 45 w21 i L T
Fhos i A AR (AR 22 IR R SR ) RS R A48 15 5 AU 2540 5 SR i, AT LA
Bh2E R TE 715 H R A5 B IS NS BT AN R A S5 B )R AT H R AR 0 Sk, #a s = i £k
SRR H5EHK T,

() P AL 22 0 B - 1R T R A el Tk 2 S 2 U ) & e

R S AT O R Rk R 2 E R R SR T R VR A B 1 2
AR RIS R HUT L — Dy TR 2 RS, ) — 5 AN e B0 R B I B [ e ERIS
HAL RN R R I 18R S AT 3 T4 8 A it 4 S, 3 3k 22 R I A ARE 8% ( n = STHE I [ metacrit-
ical ] ) FNFRIS AT 2, DA A ik JE 9« S RIS M I Bt as2%7 o /R I B Ok
TEFE S22 S HOATT S 2Z 18] TR —Fh R A, R < S H b b 2 e — 52 |\ L < SCH
HEHNFE S 28 AN B R p 2 5 50 5 S50 22 1] 14 52 2% DG Ik 117 L2 3 330 S8 5 S AR B A 7 2T
R, M, 52t aRlE (LR SEM L0t &%) RER R, < SCHRHER R 2% 32
TEIE N TR B B A2 ARt AT TR SRS S (R Sy T e R A s ) R T PR A A
SAPAFAATE O 8RB A Ry A 3 B i B A 5 2 e R R, i A — FR Je
O (EEEAARRIY) BLA AT 8h B AEAE 23 AR T v OO A BUR AL Tl =) A g A4 58 4 g 1
sl I ARG Z B W S SO ST YRR T o A AT Bh B AE IS IR EE ARG Ao h B
SERhRESN M, UL, ORI ISR B T B A SRRy < IR A £ 2% (sociology of
critique ) , DA AR LA« fEHHHE 22247 (eritical sociology) o JaR, o T HE—2 MM B A WY
HEH it 2 25 U TR BT BRI R < 9 L4 2525 ( pragmatic sociology of critique) .
SIIF T SO 5 E B T 7, TR HE T 35 5 4 3 i e £ 2 R 22 0] B A VR 2 1 2 AR OB A AE
FRASPE I FE T 2L

M\ 20 40 80 AEARAI 2 2010 AERITG , TR HH T 3 (1% B8 FIUITF 97 24 8R 2 22 A2 T J 1l
— I RIE U A I & S 3R, R B A 2 A HE B, 1991 4F, fib 55 %% 31 35 ( Laurent
Thévenot) & 35 (I TE 4 VE . Yr{E LT , 122 B4k R R & B T Aii aill JE 1) 52 kb 23 24 S e 4k 2%
2 I PR — R F RIS E A S S ES AT ve R, B T A Rk S i S
e L2 E RS . FECGRIE 50 I E A A5 ) — 15 b R 3E 5 28 Ih iR 1 4k
SYAEAE N 3B 1) S A R X — RS A SOk SR U A O 1 B 5T OB ——E
BRI

SRZ DTS N TSGR A B AR R S L 4 IR O R ek s b i A
(A NEEEA) A 32 R 26 (Bl T LB ) 3B A« SR iR At (T TR A 4R 2 AH L
KA B A I IAFAE, PIRRREIE D N-ER” 5 FHY-EHEK R, RS
ZE g i i I AE X U 58 v, 48 7R IR RRAE X P AP G &R v, AR A SRk &b sliiE 21k i
“IRBUFAKHIAT ™ (the act of qualification) , ol HRHFE R P S HCAYSEME @ FERFFE Ik 1, At

(justice)

@ L. Boltanski, On Critique: A Sociology of Emancipation, Cambridge: Polity Press, 2011, pp. 15-17.
@ L. Boltanski, L. Thévenot, On Justification: Economies of Worth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011, pp. 1-2.
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IAA Y H i ok B I A R AT B W b2 4208 59— T 508k, s BN GETH SOk b U
BIZFA R, P TE B2 R 5 (IR IR e R At 225 50 IR MR £ 5r 2 K 55012
Z) A AT A B T B 250 5 B Z B S B A T R UTBYIIR S2 A Il B S
BRE b A SCXTis A7 5 S BT P JE AR A S 2, Al T P S 4R ATT - SRERBEAR 1947 o0 7 78 % ik
SEVE E R RAYIERY RPN VSR, Fean, 7E R e A b 38w a9 M0k R U5 T
Se v E IS, W A A R R 1T AR F R A v BIE S WIE S SE v i 7 2 5 S RS X
%A A HAT S WOL S T2 28545, /RIS I TR 0T 5E b, BRI RO SR b
ST R, ©

ST s SR S AT AR 17 (BRI SR D7) IO B E AR A ] 1 2R SE I 2 55 42
i EIK M AES A I AT BB A B S S RO A AT S AR — A S 5 A R IR AR A
B2 F AP PR (FETE) B9 HE, AR, AT BB SR 2 BN AN IREE T ARG 1 B LS
e B FIYFOR A H 28 S PRSI ™ 2 5 PUDE %) P LAY B2 S ((disagreement) | T IE 24 PE” 1E
SEAE 1B SLF i Dy SCRY R v BT S B D I ORI EE 3R PRt 7E B ST L L AT 206 OE
PR B E—FR R RE BRI AR E (— IO ) AR 1, iRy AW S A 1] 37 ELAA R A fige ke
AR L R B R R T S BB AN [RIA T S5 ( 2 I8 1) @ AN TR] T A T A A AR, R IE
WA pg BS R O FAR AR TG TS M e 25 - fa iR S, IT AR et A S A S SE U 2N OE T
TE T3 B AN FE 7 X —A 7 BIAS B 19977 A L], JC R B 8847 8l 3B 7 H o A2 il vh e B ok
1 A AT S SHLHIRE ) o FEAT I B K AT B2 M TR X T N4 T i SR AL T — b
TEREVURES : T8 A A A < 51H” (misrecognition ) 2Z 1 XE LA T ST H S WY ELHLHI iR
ETRE DA Sy | ek 2 A b 550 EAT S R RE ) A S AR AT O AR RO R SR, MR T
F R AR 0% TP BB BEEEWE AN LY T RESE Y A B AIE S MERE B il SR . R, 2 TE Ay bRiE -5 5
WIFTCGE—5E S AEVFZNIE T, AR B9 T 338 78 4% Y Bl s 3 55 vh 57 A3 A [R) 1 ) 2 Vo, ik
TR S 020 TE SN VA5 A 3 G R 2 B 0 B0 v o 4k S 2% e (R 3 eI A Oy
AETTRIE EAAEZESS . Ao — IR E A o2 i kAR, 325kt & 2 SR s s —4>
FWAIRF AL E, B fa s il AR B R R SR i RS i F s Hm EH A A, i
IRIBHTEEI T A« s g AE 2027 IR iX At 227 AR S e el A pe e & n fa o, %
TSR AL HEHI " 173 | B 187 A L) S AR 5 =X

TEQRIE S TE AMERIETE) —f b FURIErEE A Jh 0 B kT 1Ak Phas S5 Pps (B
PO BETETER R o IEIPIAAEE Br s AWI0F 5 0 A AR st 2 il B A il — e g TR
TS B — A AR ) fifp BEAE SR, SRR SR AN 20 B 7 Ak 2 A2 36 Fh AT Bl 38 dn Ay i B 52 2 7 1) SCBC 1
SO, BRI S IR A I R R PR (GRS (©) FE AR TR E T A
ZE IR UL T X AU AR AREOG B 2 R M SO R 5 o0 A, IS8 1L T cites” (TE3CHY
X ]S polities” 5 orders of worth” , BV« B sl M {E AR ) , % a2 i b wh 2€ 5 3631

@O L. Boltanski, L. Thévenot, On Justification: Economies of Worth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011, pp.4-5.
@ WS - RFJERHE (AT e T35, P RN RO 24 A, 2024 475 42—43 1T,

@ L. Boltanski, L. Thévenot, On Justification: Economies of Worth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011, p.25.
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B ZSFMA RBEAT T X0 S5 UL, AT B 30T 25 ( Adam Smith) 76 CGEEE #2108 ) i &8
BIS IR | 51 W 25 52 HH A9 TR S A R E SO R ] G — 0 a5, DL R AR vk R K O 2 R
( Samuel von Pufendorf) & T “iBfEMHFEAL” (moral quantity ) FY3E, M RT & 32 #3749 1 A 35
AR BT 3 5 M (AR P sBUBUA Z 8] A B OG R O IG5 38 2R 15E ( David Hume) | /5
#2 (Jean—Jacques Rousseau) . FLENE ( Thorstein Veblen) J% ZE W 30T 94 /R T, #RINIR B T 3% 54~
R 25 UFR Z M FE0E T AR, ISR B R O PN 528 R S22 5 i L UGR i [RAF 7E 2
FhTE ), B0 2, TR AT138 5 8 Heas 1A DMl Y 38 B 1 400 o s R 1 A1
PERIAS BT (@ FEICIEa [ /RS LRI AR 35375 U5 40 HH 7S SR 22 Y A5 I AS R 38 24 194 B s S o
(BRI SR ) SRR T IR IR | 5 BE RIS | 77 2 AU I | 2 B B BRI | i B 78 el S A T M R g
B MR — PR A HESE | A —Fh bl SRS IR X6 7 a2 1 BOIA T A S HAR A AR T FFh
U EMBEEAIER"” (© FBGX — 53238 ZEARRIIR IS RY (sl i 2680 o, AT B (ELPF 0 Am o
St 3 2 B ORI MR T A PR BHE T, T3 IR AN W At 2 i B . LA R
H IR T AR A AS R 3R (sl i 2 Y ) | PR I ASAEAE — AW LSRN 28 A
F B SR I A FRR 2 P 72 DU >fe 328 < 1740 37 3 SRR I, U I i 0T A R TR sy S, e 2838 s Bl
IR A, BRI B AT REJE , AT TS AR B (0 4k 292 0 5 AR (e b v, sl ek B2 51 1
IRPRUEAE I B ) 25 VR R Bt #9124 Pk

M 20 20 90 AEARF) 21 2L AYTHT 20 4F , IR — 7R RS FASWrfEsE = S T4t
FFE L7 X — 2 AR T AR . MM AL AR 32 SR 2 i< (L 2e 05, B4Rt — R 9 2 R Al
LI —Fh A0 FE £ 24” (a sociology of emancipation) , FEEIFL A X FE A = LB E &0
H R A ) (AR SR SRR A 93 5 ) B ST SRR R SR 40T R — U T A R R E R A
235 AEIX Ty AR S5 A0 TE i i FERF TR R T 3R ZU M [ 28 . ATESRT i 35 th g |, HAC 5
TINF IR R SR ROER R E T2 7 2B R M AR KN & BT S5L5 00 858
FFVEAADC AL , A5 R B 2 2338 AT 3542 58 5 SR AR b i i 58 2 LR R 1 S e vk o5 A,
P SEEL“ BUE 28557 (enrichment economy) @ 15 20 142 60 .70 A-ACAH EE, 76 20 1H:42 90 44K
MIBRSE AR T BEAR = ORI 28 T —Fh 2 LR 0B AR B IR N e &
HEHIE L MR —FhERE A FE BRI B2 Y 2 0 5%, B T A o — i e A A S AR
FH R A 708 . FERIE LS >k | ol it 524 R ELG D7 AR L S S0 2808 77, UORTER
Bl Bk EE S W E Bl dr, BTk, e i 25 30 AE L R 3 47 R K U R
BN , 38 3ok A < S LR 2527 S GBI SR IR UE , e E Tk P A S I R R AR
B P ERAEXT YA AS SR HE A

@ L. Boltanski, L. Thévenot, On Justification: Economies of Worth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011, pp.44-45.
@ L. Boltanski, L. Thévenot, On Justification: Economies of Worth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011, pp.53-61.
@ L. Boltanski, L. Thévenot, On Justification: Economies of Worth, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2011, pp. 83-123.
@ L. Boltanski, A. Esquerre, Enrichment:. A Critique of Commodities, Cambridge: Polity Press, 2020, p.2.
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EiRHHASFERHNZO B (RAEXHFHEH) SHANEEF

E 19 2 LSRR B 3= R BERE Al 5 N AE B 48 ih K 2t S S B R R 5 23
A BT E, TCIB RN RS2 BT , RS2 WP BE AR 2 S R 1 ST 56 , A ol SR 30 1 > w4
IR AR SSHEA PO 25 L T 45 B AR, SR, FaRHE R S Ui AR 25 5 B A AT 3 L Ek
2a35F 22 LA ERBA B, B = X 2 R AR A 8 AS S SR H AR RS BRI YR 20 09 UL . TR
Hr 3L 55 %5 AR ( Eve Chiapello) &35 I BT A 32 SCASHORE #) W R0 Sk 2 Ot 225 S BUR 48 0%
HPFT R AR, IR ELE Rk, [ RES R S 20 thad 90 AR IR EE S AT T 2K
R B, T F A 2R SRV A 2R B AR 3 SCAE SR B Y AR Ak 38 W R A S HE R B R R T A
P AE 2 380 0 22 ¢ LU AR RR il B8 AR 32 U398 K 20 40 80 4RAR LISKHT B H 35 L9 X%t ix —
T s ra) , AHE A BRIS 00) W AR R 2E T — A% 0 TR . BESR AR A 2 U R AR T R
TSRS EM ST S AL IR G, A8 A, A S o JE S S HE RS B R YE, SR Al B A S AT AE E
2o Shy AKX —TR) R, TR 3 T 56 5 2 SV A8 i B 35 10 09« B9 4R 32 SORS ™ 3 — 28 Al 2%
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Anthem Press, 2014, p. 188.
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