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ABSTRACTS

health without the help of individual capital. Different collective capital and individual capital with dif-
ferent patterns have different effects on mental health. Finally., the paper discussed the reasons as
well as the similarities and differences of existing researches.

Key words: Individual Capital, Collective Capital, Mental Health

Field of Public Social Interaction and the Rationality of Public Policies.
The Analysis Based on the Research of Zhejiang Private Enterprises Political Behaviors (73)
Wang Chunfu (Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, 310018)

Abstract: The political behaviors of private enterprises are the behaviors that affect public policies
of government. Through the political behaviors of industry associations and civil associations, private
enterprises play a more active role in the public areas of social interaction. To build a perfect field of
public social interaction, public communication space must be expanded continually, the level of pub-
lic organizations must be enhanced, and the functions of public media must be strengthened. In the
field of social public interaction, the realization of optimum interaction between private entrepreneur
organizations and other public organizations as well as the constructive communication between differ-
ent subjects are more conducive to form public opinions, set a public concept and aggregate public in-
terest to enhance the rationality of public policies.

Key words: Private Enterprises, Political Behaviors, Field of Public Social Interaction, Public

Policies, Rationality

Constructing the Theory about" Justicé' from the Perspective of Sociology
—A Review of" On Justification . Economies of Worth' (79
Hu Wei (Department of Sociology, Peking University, Beijing 100871)
Wang Di (College of Journalism and Communication, Peking University, Beijing 100871)
Abstract: " On Justification : Economies of Worth" is a sociological theoretical book about "jus-
ticé" written by Boltanski and Thévenot. It has a profound impact on French new sociology and West-
ern contemporary social theory. This article tried to comprehend its theoretical origins connecting
with political philosophy and traditional sociology, focused on the theoretical models and four practical
strategies of six "poleis”, and summarized its contribution and value from three perspectives, which
was paradigm, methodology and analysis path.
Key words: Justification, Value, Situation, Object

On the Worth of Core Value (89)

Liao Xiaoping (Central South University of Forestry and Technology, Changsha 410004)

Abstract; Core value itself also has worth. The worth of core value can be summarized in different
views. From the general and universal perspective, the worth of core value for the subject can be sum-
marized as the following aspects that it is valuable for human in pursuit of value ideal, and it is valua-
ble to cultural identity, national system, social integration as well as people’s spiritual home.

Key words: Core Value, Value Ideal, Cultural Identity, National System., Social Integration,
Spiritual Home

On Scientific Ethics Return to the Life World (95)

Niu Junmei (College of Marxism, China University of Mining & Technology, Xuzhou 221116)
Abstract: At the metaphysical level, scientific ethics” return to the life world means its return to
the starting point and end point of ethics. From a historical perspective, the investigation of tradition-

al western ethics on" ontology' world not only forgot the ethical root—the life world, but also prefab-
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