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The Discrimination between the Ancient

Roots and the Modern Dimensions of Integrity

FU Zi+tang LEI Yan-eun
( School of Administrative Law Southwest University of Political Science and Law Chongqing 401120 China)
Abstract: Nowadays integrity has already been an important proposition in social management. To solve the
frequent integrity crisis in modern society the most crucial one is the correct understanding of integrity$s
basic connotation. By the investigation on the etymology of “honesty’  “trust” and “integrity” we find
that traditional integrity embodies three aspects “honesty  “faith” and “trust”. In the formulation of
language expression there is not a fraction of difference between the connotation of traditional and
modern integrity. However from the angle of value basis they have essential difference. It mainly
embodies on the main value support of integrity having changed from the narrow and hierarchical

privileged mode into general freedom and equality. Based on this inference modern integrity presents

:2013-03-08 “ ”( www. cnki. net) 2013 4 15
: € . . Y 10AFX001) ;
A { »
(19659 N : . ;
(1985



two groups of categories including valuable integrity and implemental integrity; institutional integrity

and personal integrity. In some sense the construction of modern integrity and the motivation of

nomocracy process are both depending on the balance of the two groups of categories.

Key words: integrity; etymology; dimensions of integrity; traditional integrity; modern integrity
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