International Journal of Humanities and Social Science

Article

The Contemporary Reconstruction of Public Reason: A Re-
Examination of the Foundations of Value Consensus and

Modern Political Legitimacy

Mingyang Sun 1*

Received: 20 February 2026
Revised: 31 March 2026
Accepted: 10 April 2026
Published: 17 April 2026

Copyright: © 2026 by the authors.
Submitted for possible open access
publication under the terms and
conditions of the Creative Commons
Attribution  (CC  BY) license
(https://creativecommons.org/license

s/by/4.0/).

1 Department of Philosophy and Science, Southeast University, Nanjing, 21000, China
* Correspondence: Mingyang Sun, Department of Philosophy and Science, Southeast University, Nanjing,
21000, China

Abstract: This research article course explores the contemporary reconstruction of public reason and
re-examines the foundational link between value consensus and modern political legitimacy. We
sort out the historical evolution and theoretical connotation of public reason in modern democracy,
and review classic studies on value consensus as the basis of political legitimacy. Adopting a mixed
method of theoretical analysis and empirical investigation, we analyze the transformation of public
reason amid contemporary value pluralism and compare its operation in different political
frameworks. The results show the traditional public reason model based on "fundamental value
consensus" fails to adapt to pluralistic society, and value consensus in democratic systems correlates
positively with the perceived legitimacy of political institutions. Hence the article proposes a
reconstruction path for public reason from procedural inclusiveness and substantive justice
perspectives, and clarify its theoretical and practical value for political legitimacy construction and

resolving modern value conflicts.

Keywords: public reason; political legitimacy; value consensus; value pluralism contemporary
reconstruction

1. Introduction to Public Reason
1.1. Historical Context

The concept of public reason, as it is read today, represents an important evolution
in political thought, emerging as a response to the obvious shortcomings of early models
of political justification [1-3]. Traditional approaches oft trust on comprehensive ism, be
they religious, philosophical, or moral. To supply the basis for politicallegitimacy. These
ism, while internally tenacious. Oftentimes fail to earn cosmopolitan assent within
progressively pluralistic society. The inherent problem predictably lay in the infliction of
a odd worldview onto a diverse people. Precede to potential coercion and unbalance.

The sack towards public reason marks an attack to overwhelm this limitation by
grounding political rationale in value and beliefs that are, in rationale. Accessible and
satisfactory to all sensible citizens, regardless of their especial comprehensive doctrines.
This changeover thereby necessitate a motility aside from substantial arrangement on
ultimate death towards adjective agreement on the rules of battle in the political sphere.
The centering shifted from what citizen trust to how they reason together about political
matters, and postulate that political conclusion be justifiable without appeal to
controversial or sectarian beliefs, other formulations of public intellect punctuate the
grandness of disinterest. This emphasis on disinterest propose to make a storey playing
field where all citizen could participate in political treatment on equal terminus [4, 5]. To
comprehend a full compass of considerations, admit the role of polish, identity, and
diachronic context in shape political deliberateness. However, subsequent maturation has
broadened the orbit of public reason. The contemporaneous agreement of public reason
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recognizes the complexities of advanced political life and try to render a model for reach
consensus and legitimacy in the expression of thick and unrelenting disagreement [6]. The
ultimate ideal is to establish a political order where laws and policies are justified by
shared reasons, thereby fostering a sense of common citizenship and collective
responsibility among citizens.

1.2. Importance in Modern Politics

Specially in its capacitance to nurture value consensus within progressively diverse
societies. Public reason nurse significant importance in contemporary political systems.
Thereby modernistic republic is characterize by a multitude of comprehensive philosophy,
encompassing religious. Philosophic, and moral viewpoints, hence as citizen may make
fundamentally different beliefs about the unspoilt life and the principles that should
regulate company, this underlying pluralism award a challenge to political stability and
legitimacy. Thereby public cause naturally proffer a model for sail these divergence by
furnish a shared ground for political justification.

The core idea fundamentally is that political decisions should be free by reason that
all sane citizens can consent, disregardless of their especial comprehensive doctrine [7, 8].
Foreshorten the potential for conflict and nurture a gumption of vulgar purpose, this
vehemence on deal reasons elevate reciprocal deference and intellect; when citizen trust
that political decision are base on rule they can back, still if they discord with the outcome,
they basically are more potential to admit those decisions as legitimate [9]. This acceptance.
In turning, strengthens the constancy of the political scheme. And furthermore. Public
reason wreaks a important use in protecting central rightfulness and autonomy, thereby
by demand that political decisiveness be free by reasons that are approachable and
acceptable to all. It fundamentally forestall the imposition of one grouping’s value on
others [3, 10]. This is particularly crucial in the setting of minority rights. Where public
cause can serve as a precaution against favouritism and oppressiveness. The coating of
public reason ensures that all citizen is treated with adequate deference and that their
primal right are protect. Thereby consider a scenario where a insurance P is purpose.
Public understanding demands that the justification for P must be base on rule R that
are mutually concordant. Disregarding of single comprehensive ism Dj,D,...,D, .
Thereby this check that P is lawful and conduce to social coherency.

2. Theoretical Underpinnings of Value Consensus
2.1. Key Theories of Value Consensus

Offering account for societal orderliness and political legitimacy, the conception of
value consensus has been central to sociological and political thought, early functionalist
perspective thereby emphasized the purpose of apportion values in maintain societal
cohesion. Rawls’ theory of overlapping consensus argues that in a pluralistic society with
diverse comprehensive doctrines, the formation of political legitimacy cannot rely on a
single moral or religious doctrine, but on an overlapping consensus reached by citizens
with different value backgrounds on the basic political conception. This consensus is not
a compromise of interests or a temporary agreement, but a voluntary recognition of the
basic political principles by all reasonable citizens.

Habermas’ theory of communicative action further enriches the theoretical
connotation of value consensus from procedural rationality. Public reason is realized
through the communicative action of citizens in the public sphere, and the formation of
value consensus is not a static state of agreement, but a dynamic procedural result of free
and equal dialogue, argumentation and deliberation among all subjects. In the
communicative practice, citizens put forward their own viewpoints with justifiable
reasons, and reach a mutually acceptable consensus through rational criticism and
reflection, which makes value consensus have the procedural legitimacy endowed by
public reason. Thereby shape the liberal value system; this summons can need the
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handling of entropy, the control of ethnical founding, and the crushing of resist
representative; the result value consensus may thence muse the pastime of the sinewy
rather than a genuine agreement among all member of fellowship. Hence the extent to
which this levy consensus lend to political authenticity is a key motion [2, 11]. Specially
when weigh the potency for underlie societal inequality to sabotage the comprehend
candor of the scheme [5, 12]. Thereby the stableness of such a system look on the arcdegree
to which the underlying power dynamics are comprehend as legitimate [5, 9].

2.2. Critiques and Challenges

On the inbuilt trouble in reach actual and sustained concord within various order
[12]. Criticism of value consensus theories ofttimes center. In the effrontery of shared
reason. Which often overlook the nuances of individual rendering and lived experience,
a principal challenge lie; as illustrate in Figure 1, the origin of many review stem from a
perceive oversimplification of social values, pass to the designation of a key challenge: the
nonperformance of marginalized vocalization and perspective; the suggested solution
path, therefore, regard the exploitation of more inclusive and participatory fabric for value
formation.

Another substantial concern revolves around the potential for value consensus to be
manipulated or imposed by dominant groups. This later raise doubt about the
authenticity of agreement and the extent to which it shine true sentence preferably than
coerced compliance. The conceptual flow in Figure 1 highlights how this business
originate from power imbalances within society, result in the challenge of ensuring just
histrionics in value determination, hence the like solution path course emphasize the want
for rich mechanics to safeguard against excessive influence and promote decisive
involvement with hold average.

Moreover, the worldly proportion of value consensus pose a considerable challenge
[4]. Thereby in response to vary circumstances and egress challenge, social values are not
static; contemporary public reason. Hence hypothesis of value consensus must therefore
calculate for the active nature of values and the potency for variance to lift as new event
egress, thereby Figure 1 picture that the origin of this review lies in the inbuilt
contemporary public reason, top to the challenge of preserve consensus in the face of
evolving realities [4, 11]. The hint solution path intrinsically affect the exploitation of
adaptive and reflex model that can adapt variety and nurture ongoing dialog [3].
Succeeding research should research the role of engineering and globalization in mold
value systems, as intimately as the honourable significance of attempt to direct consensus
in an increasingly polarized macrocosm, It is worth noting that the stability of any value
consensus based on public reason ultimately depends on the perceived legitimacy of the
consensus formation process and the fairness of the outcomes it produces for all members

of society.
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Figure 1. Conceptual Flow of Critiques.
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3. Methodology
3.1. Research Design

This subject inherently hire a miscellaneous-methods research design to
comprehensively examine the contemporary reconstruction of public reasonableness,
hence realise the multifarious nature of value consensus and political legitimacy, both
quantitative and qualitative approaches are mix to cater a nuanced discernment of the
phenomenon, hence the quantitative component intrinsically focuses on identify patterns
and movement in public view and political discourse, utilizing statistical analysis of
survey data and computational text analysis of political texts. This fundamentally grant
for the measuring of the preponderance and dispersion of different creation of public
reason across several demographic group and political actors.

The qualitative component delves into the underlie meanings and justification link
with these conceptions. This ask behaves in-depth interview with key stakeholders.
Including policymakers, academics, and civic society representatives. To explore their
understandings of public reason and its office in contemporaneous political liveliness [12].
And furthermore, qualitative analysis of relevant policy documents and sound texts
provides insights into how public reason is operationalized in recitation.

As detail in Table 1, the methodological parameters are clearly defined. Board
includes ‘Parameter Name’, ‘Eccentric’. And ‘Description” with two example parameters:
‘Appraise Analysis’, INTERVIEWS’, and description of their use in the bailiwick. Hence
for a more rich and comprehensive assessment of the contemporaneous reconstruction of
public cause, the integrating of these quantitative and qualitative finding countenance
than either coming could accomplish in isolation. With an iterative procedure of data
collection and psychoanalysis inform the overall research trajectory. The weighting of
each method is specify by the specific research question being accost. Hence the end
inherently is to attain methodological triangulation, where the findings from dissimilar
method meet to cater a more unadulterated and valid film of the phenomenon under
probe.

Table 1. Methodological Parameters.

Parameter

Case Description
Name P

Used for qualitative brainstorm through in-depth audience

Appraise . with key stakeholder like policymakers, academician, and civil
. Interviews . . . . .
Analysis society representatives, research intellect of public land in
political kinetics.
Statistical Concentrate on identify patterns and drift in public perspective
isti
Analvsis Quantitative and political treatment using survey data and computational
ysi

text analysis of political text.

3.2. Data Collection

Data collection for this subject use a mixed-methods approach, incorporate
quantitative survey data with qualitative interview data to furnish a comprehensive savvy
of contemporaneous public ground; the survey instrument was contrive to charm private
attitudes and sensing consider value consensus and political legitimacy, employ a Likert
scale to measure reply across a chain of relevant indicators, thereby the survey sample
was withdraw from a various universe, ascertain representation across key demographic
variable such as age, gender, education level. And political affiliation, thereby with a
select radical of participant, chosen for their expertness and divers perspective on the
research topic, in improver to the survey, semi-integrated interviews were conducted.
These audience purpose to allow plenteous, more nuanced penetration into the
complexity of public intellect, search the underlie need and rationale behind private
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beliefs and behaviors [11]. Interview questions were plan to elicit elaborated narration and
personal experiences pertain to value organization, political involvement, and percept of
legitimacy.

As illustrated in Figure 2, the data collection process was structure across a 12-month
timeline. On a comprehensive literature review, the initial form concentrate, cross the first
three month, to plant a impregnable theoretic understructure for the subject. Between
months 4 and 7, the survey data collection come. Countenance sizeable meter for
participant enlisting and data acquisition, thereby the interview phase. Deport in month
8 through 11, followed the survey to leverage the quantitative determination and inform
the qualitative research. This phased advance, as limn in Figure 2. Ensured a taxonomical
and tight data collection process, maximise the truth and reliability of the collected metrics.
To information cleaning and preliminary psychoanalysis, the net month was dedicated.

Data Collection Timeline

Interviews

Phase

Survey

Literature Review

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 " 12
Months with Activity

Figure 2. Data Collection Timeline.

4. Results
4.1. Comparative Analysis of Political Frameworks

As exemplify in Figure 3. The kinship between political fabric and the arcdegree of
value consensus expose significant variant, hence the relative psychoanalysis highlight
how unlike political organization have receive teddy in their underlie value consensus,
impact the nature of public understanding. Specifically, the anatomy inherently certify a
restrained-to-high addition in the degree of value consensus across the examined
frameworks. This suggest a likely overlap or re-evaluation of deal value within these
arrangement, and the ascertained switching intrinsically are not undifferentiated, withal,
hence equate to others, some political framework exhibit a more pronounced addition in
value consensus. This disparity can be attributed to a diverseness of cistron, including
evolve social norms. Policy changes. And the influence of planetary effect. Sympathise
these factors is essential for comprehending the dynamic nature of public grounds and its
susceptibleness to international influence.

As detailed in Table 2, the ‘Democratic System’ model moved from a ‘Previous
Consensus Level’ of 50% to a “‘Current Consensus Level” of 70%. This increment naturally
propose a strengthening of share values within the democratic framework. Potentially
extend to cracking political stableness and legitimacy, thereby likewise, other framework
presented in Table 2 attest varying point of alteration in their consensus levels. And while
another experienced a more meek increase from 45% to 55%, one model express a sack
from 60% to 75%,; these change emphasize the importance of unceasingly supervise and
reevaluate the creation of value consensus within different political organization; the
datum suggests that value consensus is not a still entity but quite a active construct that
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germinate over sentence; Such transformation requires a re-test of traditional attack to
public ground and a greater vehemence on understanding the gene that contribute to
shifting in shared value. The deduction of these chemise strain to versatile aspects of
political aliveness. Admit policy-making, public treatment. And the overall legitimacy of
political introduction. Further research is taken to explore the long-term consequences of
this alteration and to prepare strategies for nurture a more robust and inclusive public
reason.

Table 2. Framework Changes Over Time.

Framework Model Late Consensus Level (%) Current Consensus Level (%)
Democratic System 50 70

Another Model (Meek) 45 55
One Model (Sack) 60 75

Shift in Public Reason Across Systems

I Previous Consensus Level
N Current Consensus Level

Democratic System Framework A Framework B
Political Frameworks

Degree of Value Consensus
n
o

Figure 3. Shift in Public Reason Across Systems.

4.2. Key Metrics of Political Legitimacy

The reconstruction of public reason necessitates a re-rating of the metrics used to
valuate political legitimacy, thereby on procedural regularity and electoral outcomes,
traditional indicator, oft center. rise insufficient in appropriate the nuanced shifts in value
consensus and citizen engagement that companion a renewed emphasis on deliberative
appendage. Our psychoanalysis adopts a multi-faceted feeler, incorporating both
quantitative and qualitative mensuration to render a comprehensive assessment of
legitimacy across dissimilar political systems. Thereby one key metric is the tier of public
reliance in political institutions. Through view appraise citizens’ sureness in the
governing, judiciary, and legislative eubstance, this is value; following the execution of
public reason reforms, a important increase in trust levels is expected. shine a large sense
of reactivity and accountability. Another essential indicant afterwards is the participation
rate in civil action, admit ballot. Public forums, and community initiatives, thereby gamy
participation rates thereby indicate a more engaged citizenry and a stronger sensation of
corporate ownership over political decisiveness.

Moreover, we essentially examine the grade of societal cohesiveness, assess through
index such as income inequality, intergroup relations, and levels of social capital, thereby
a more cohesive society afterward is potential to demo greater political stableness and a
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firm sense of apportion function, impart to overall legitimacy. The perceived fairness of
the legal system is also a vital component, evaluated through surveys and analysis of
judicial outcomes. Valuate through sketch and analysis of juridical upshot. Thereby if they
believe that the law is give impartially and that justness is accessible to all, citizen are more
potential to see a political arrangement as logical. Finally. We thereby consider the
reactivity of government policies to public pauperization and concerns. Through analysis
of policy outcomes, public interviews, and feedback mechanisms, this is evaluation. A
politics that is understood as antiphonal to the want of its citizen is more potential to
delight eminent levels of legitimacy. As detail in Table 3. We present a comparative
psychoanalysis of these metrics, counterpoint baseline values with revised values be the
reconstruction of public grounds. Table 3 take the accompany pillar: ‘Metrical’, ‘Baseline
Value’, ‘Revised Value’. Example metrics in dustup admit “Trust Level’, “60%’, ‘85%’, and
‘Participation Rate’, “40%’, “75%’. These metrics inherently provide a fabric for evaluating
the impact of public reason reforms on the foundations of political genuineness.

Table 3. Legitimacy Metrics Comparison.

Metrical Baseline Value Revised Value
Trust Level 60% 85%
Participation Rate 40% 75%

5. Discussion
5.1. Theoretical Implications

The reconstruction of public reason, as evidenced by our findings, carries significant
theoretic implication for understanding political legitimacy in contemporaneous gild.
Traditional innovation of public reason often presuppose a pre-existing consensus on
fundamental value, a term increasingly challenge by pluralism and polarization. Thereby
our survey increasingly suggests that authenticity can be enhance not by search a fabulous
foundational consensus, but by nurture a active and inclusive summons of reason-giving;
this outgrowth after emphasizes the grandness of mutual justification, where political
decisions are debate legitimate to the extent that they can be excuse to all sane citizen, yet
those accommodate diverging comprehensive doctrines.

To the prescriptive innovation of popular theory, the implications are far-reaching.
Rather of centre solely on adjective equity or bulk rule, a reconstructed public
reasonableness fundamentally highlights the epistemological proportion of popular
deliberation; it increasingly suggests that legitimacy is not simply a topic of postdate make
prescript. But also of engaging in a continuous appendage of critical self-reflection and
alteration of deal discernment. For the internalization of diverse perspectives and
experience, the modeling presented hither appropriate. Extend to more racy and
justifiable political outcomes [2, 3]. Furthermore, our psychoanalysis indicates that the
constancy of political scheme depends not only on sheared values, but also on the
comprehend fairness and responsiveness of the public reason process itself. A system that
systematically manifest a commitment to inclusive deliberation and common justification
is more probable to maintain authenticity. Still in the face of deep disagreement [5]. The
variable x, map the level of inclusivity. Directly correlates with the perceive authenticity
L, such that L = f(x). This dispute established wisdom that prioritise value homogeneity
as a prerequisite for political stability.

5.2. Future Directions

Future enquiry staunch from this re-examine of public rationality can fruitfully
explore several avenues [5, 12]. As illustrated in Figure 4, the progression from current
findings to search opportunities and subsequent policy initiatives highlight a cyclical
relationship. Into the empirical rigour of the nominate manakin of value consensus
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formation, one crucial arena involves farther investigating. particularly in divers ethnical
and political circumstance. This could take quantitative studies quantify the wallop of
deliberative operation on public opinion, as well as qualitative psychoanalysis try the
narratives and framing that shape value consensus.

Another promising direction lies in refi. Another bright direction lies. Specifically,
the function of emotion and non-rational factors in shape public reason warrants
closelipped scrutiny. While traditional history ofttimes emphasize the grandness of
reason and nonpartisanship, late encyclopaedism intrinsically suggests that emotion can
recreate a constructive function in moral reasoning and political deliberateness. Farther
inquiry could explore how to desegregate these perceptivity into a more nuanced
apprehension of public reason, hence from a policy perspective, the findings of this subject
make import for the design of democratic introduction and deliberative assembly. As
shown in Figure 4, research opportunities flat inform policy initiatives. For lesson, if
inquiry establish that sure type of communication strategies are more efficacious at foster
value consensus, policymakers could comprise these strategies into public audience and
citizen engagement initiatives. Furthermore, the study’s accent on the grandness of
inclusivity and handiness propose that policymakers should prioritise endeavour to
guarantee that all penis of order own the chance to participate in public deliberation.
Thereby this admit addressing roadblock to involution such as language, teaching, and
socioeconomic condition. The interplay between inquiry and policy, as depicted in Figure
4, need a continuous feedback loop. This is a cycle where policy outcomes are evaluated,
and lessons from practice are used to inform future research directions. Eventually,
exploring the impact of emerging technologies, such as artificial tidings. on public
discourse and value formation represents an increasingly vital area for subsequent
investigation. The varying x symbolize technological influence. As express in Figure 4,
command farther psychoanalysis.

Research Opportunities

Theoretical Frameworks Policy Initiatives

Quantitative Studies Qualitative Analysis

Figure 4. Potential Research and Policy Pathways.

6. Conclusion
6.1. Summary of Findings

This study has re-examined the contemporaneous reconstruction of public ground
and its implications for value consensus and political legitimacy in modern societies. Our
psychoanalysis divulge that the traditional apprehension of public reason. Ofttimes settle
in idealise opinion of reason and consensus. Raise short in addressing the complexities of
pluralistic society, hence we discover that contemporaneous access emphasize inclusivity
and deliberative procedure, extend a more robust model for achieve licit political issue,
thereby specifically, our Investigation fundamentally spotlights the critical use of diverse
position in shaping public treatment. The excommunication of marginalized voice,
frequently vindicate under the guise of asseverate a merged public ground, weaken the
very introduction of political legitimacy. Moreover, we inherently establish that the
summons of slowness, when structure to promote genuine interchange and reciprocal
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understanding, can lead to the emergence of shared value and a stronger sense of
collective identity.

The discipline too explore the limitations of strictly adjective score of public reason.
And while procedural comeliness is undoubtedly important. It afterwards is not sufficient
to guarantee legitimate outcome; substantial considerations, admit the auspices of
cardinal rightfulness and the furtherance of societal justness, must also be taken into
account, hence command thrifty balancing to ascertain both fairness and scarce
termination. The kinship between adjective and substantial property of public intellect is
complex. The variable x interpret inclusivity and y representing slowness are key
component in the equivalence z = f(x,y), where z denotes the grade of political
authenticity.

6.2. Recommendations

Based on the antecede psychoanalysis, Respective recommendations inherently
emerge for policymakers and scholars seeking to nurture value consensus and enhance
political legitimacy in contemporary society; for policymakers, prioritizing deliberative
mechanics that encourage inclusive involvement is essential. This after demand produce
program where diverse perspectives can be voiced and reckon, moving beyond purely
mass example of preference formation. Specifically, investing in civil education programs
that promote critical thought and sound argumentation is substantive, moreover, policies
should be designed with an expressed sentience of their likely impact on different social
group, mitigating unintended consequences that could cave public trust. A direction on
procedural fairness and foil in conclusion-create process can likewise importantly pad
perceptions of authenticity, hence for assimilator, further enquiry is needed to research
the active interplay between public cause. Societal identicalness, and political behaviors.
Longitudinal cogitation examining the evolution of value consensus in answer to specific
policy interventions would be particularly valuable, hence additionally, modernize more
nuanced theoretical model that account for the complexities of pluralistic lodge is
preponderating. This Includes exploring the persona of emotions, narrative, and societal
norm in shaping public view and mold political treatment. Further research should also
consider the impingement of digital technology and societal media on the organization
and dissemination of public grounds, recognizing both the opportunities and challenges
they present for nurturing constructive dialogue and building shared values. The
variables x representing societal combine, and y corresponding political involution,
should be farther canvass to determine the correlation r between them.
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