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Abstracts

Innovation of Rationality Regarding the View on World Order and Its Theoreti-
cal Support for the “New Rationality” Basis of a Community with a Shared Fu-—
ture for Mankind

Guo Shuyong Yu Yang (4)

[AbstractIThe view on world order merely based on individual rationality has already
caused actual dilemma in world political interaction. Concerning the drawbacks of out—
dated view on world order China initiates the idea of “a community with a shared fu—
ture for mankind”. In world political theory two approaches of the innovation of ra—
tionality represented by the concepts of relational rationality and communicative ration—
ality surpass the paradigm of individual rationality and provide reference for the expla—
nation of the rational basis of “a community with a shared future for mankind”. Rela—
tional rationality and communicative rationality adopt methods of ontological innovation
and setting communicative situation respectively to avoid the isolation of actors from so—
cial context. Both of them emphasize actors” social attributes but they differ in the
perspectives from which actors are observed the understanding of the nature of actors”
interaction and the premises and hypotheses of their interpretations of actors” behavior—
al logic. Mutual reference and combination of these two concepts can shed light on the
explanation of “New Rationality” the rational basis of “a community with shared fu—
ture for mankind”. By combining the perspectives of social structure and dialogue from
which actors are observed “New Rationality” provides a view on interests different
from that of individual rationality. By regarding different understanding of the nature of
interaction  “‘New Rationality” emphasizes the social effects of interaction that interac—
tion can generate new knowledge. Besides “New Rationality” takes actors” agreement
on harmonious symbiosis with each other as the premise and hypothesis of its explana—
tion of actors” behavioral logic. To make sure this hypothesis can become a real con—
sensus among actors and create premise for the building of a community with a
shared future for mankind “New Rationality” pays attention to the social functions of
interaction to cultivate a sense of community generate an identity of “a member of
the community with a shared future” and create a common recognition of international
ethics and international responsibility.

[Key Words)a community with a shared future for mankind the view on world order

relational rationality communicative rationality — “new rationality ”
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