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W OE. BrRdESEFALR (INGO) HAMEk B fed btk @it 247 kA7, FaeiliE
W) b AN S S T BOR A AR R TE R 2 W, R INGO AT R A A
HAT A 0G5 R 3T ZAE RO BRI IERER, RE5BAFRAFZARK R, p5e = £ KM £ IR
R A THSFAE LA EREL, INGO FHRG S FHAFTAANIIH NG EGHITER, A
REFEBRARETRANENBRAGT AL E T L, s REAELY, BEASAFHOARLE,
IRERE R M R0 FALR SRR BT AR RY | BREAH T A EMRAARE . B
HLIEAEMNG SN BIERGLY R, B3, INGO EH B EHEFNMETEBDRITARRAYT
KRG kG ERALZ A 69 T G, A INGO Al AR AR, BZIE INGO /74, 44 B R4
ER W FEARBELREL N0 L5,

EiIE. BFREBUFALY Rl REE EHH O EEAE SEBEDR

METEERIGHAE R/, EPRIEBUFA 2 (International Non-Governmental Organization , TR
INGO) MR HRENHANH——FE AR R GUFRYBEISHESL | Ll A3 B $hA7K
TR R BRI DL Z O AT B 5 S A ——C AR R R A Bl A R UGE R EE g D X
BeZH U WA A A R R AL AR R OCHE A T, DL RO B DR S 52 A ) R AR @ H 4
K, FHITR R INGO BSEPrfUFett, PRBEHITTEREE 2 R HE 4P 2 A 25, SORT
ELIESHE T EA BRI 45H @ (AT RIS, DUGEEZ B INGO 76 D3l F2 v 55
R SEPEZR RS, PRER XL« B AR B AR 2 5 5077 £ 28
WAIRIRIL @ EAEAFEAG IS, BEAE TS INGO FEReE SUEUY B F- 2B W TG TEAL, S i & 11
HAVE PR H I, 2S00 A9 E AR 4383 HE S A A TR Z R ARG P, Sk b A8 T 3 3L

o BROFE MR RERF ML TR AR, ASCHE AL SRIAE R S TIRIUE 38 FE Sk 200 b Al (0 5 ) K ik
NEXFAFSE” (BE %5 : 24XFX018) IR BIMERF IS . A SO 4 SCRR Y 45 J5 U7 [T (] 2 2025 4FE 5 A 1 H .,

© ZW (K] 20 - e (HEF NGO KRSHIFRARIT), HunssEiE, #& (hEIEEFITFE) 2018 4£5 1 ), 5
26—28 T,

@ See Patrizia Nanz and Jens Steffek, “Global Governance, Participation and the Public Sphere”, (2004 ) 39 Government and
Opposition 314, pp. 314 -335.

® See Jan Aart Scholte, “A More Inclusive Global Governance? The IMF and Civil Society in Africa”, (2012) 18 Global
Governance 185, pp. 185 —206.

@ See Jonathan Murphy, “The World Bank, INGOs, and Civil Society; Converging Agendas? The Case of Universal Basic
Education in the Niger”, (2005) 16 International Journal of Voluntary and Nonprofit Organizations 353, pp. 353 —374.
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AR INGO S it A5 A o o B8 it ) 1 2 PR Rt A B B, AR S SE 4 BT INGO HEI A 12
PR SRR IR S0P TS O(EL,  BEJS DT SORISCRES:, Rmidl il 5 %8 INGO 52 ) 7 9k i S R AR
SEFIPLEE, A P AT o i Ak M R

— [AFRRY

[ BRAE B L RS A B P Iy I O A (5, LS SO RB AR Ay | B RS [ s 2 Ml
MEAE o X LE AR E AT AR TS ISR R AN T RGBSR . RS il
T, FREZE R THRBRHER S, A EZXBH LS E ) “smiblvE” W, DLEBRAE O
O, AT S AR AT Bz 2 T SR A E R [ PR PR ) ML, S M A [ P B2
23V B AL I A B T 1 25 ORI AE SO 8 43 [l B A BROR ZH LA 52 e ) E 23K 314 I8 B iy 72
B AT 20 42 90 FEARAK AY 2 ERIRAS B IS (Global Reporting Initiative, GRI) , H:ill Y
RS R SR HEAL D WA K 74% W RS AV R, Rt 2R3 3 T fnbr i i @ fE Lt
LA, H X Se 2 AU ST Y R R v EGIER 2R E AT A AR E I A5, $E 202 v il i
)b S, LIARAEP o, SR T B 0 R AR AE & e P2y (Better Cotton Initiative,
BCI) @M AERE S, B BIARACRAT S W T A AL AR X SR HER RAE IS A
FAEZ5EN, EYEEA RTINS T 2B Wt AU AL, Al g 4 1 22 B AR AL
AFAE Sz, AR F R ARSI C A SRy s 24 1 PRIEBUR 4 2L00E Hl 5
B R FE ZAAAE B AT O, AT RER G IR IO GRS | 25 I 55 s L SRS it X sy
A IR T R, FERSCR M LU R R ) S A e U R, DR el g R AT
TEREEAT ML 5 4l 32 S 7 PR E 4H R — B A AR R S E , K202 AL P IR 2
RIGEER MR R DALy, S5 SRR Al 17 5 7] BE A PR

BEAE FE PRk BUR 22U RN B RS20 0 H AR5, R i) 2 0 T 0 92 i e e ] 2 0 A
FEI PR EREZR AT bR i DT T, R ERAT 5 R W BUE AW TR . X R E AT A AR T 7
ALy, PRHETE R B R EEMA T 5 | & T #1238 O HRR PP 2 1 | ARG DL e Se AR AL i i) TR %)

B RAB IR HERFAT NI B AR T 2, X EZEETLIT 3 A %R, &
g, B2 AR HET AT O AT REXS FE PR Bt ke i i B iy DA PR ST S A A1), 2L 4R
AP IAGEA ) B H M T HATE R, W RE B G A OAR A IE L HE R TR AL B 5 2 Ah ) 3 A
MELIG BRI . R, i B0 R MER AT A S S AW S S R . SRR
BXSEHURE AR TR AP AR s P AR S i d, (H DRGSR 2 B 22 07 B 2 AH O Y 42
i, AHEEHTT . ISR, NEEHZ | BUARPUSE , X RH UL TR 48 H /Y S0 15
i, SERRRCR AR S HE AR S B R E R A, e, BEAELRE, WA “HEH

@ See Paul Emery, “The Bidders’ and Promoters’ Perspectives”, in Milena M. Parent and Jean-Loup Chappelet (eds. ),
Routledge Handbook of Sports Event Management (Routledge, 2017) , pp. 21 —42.

@ See “GRI and Sustainability Reporting”, Global Reporting Initiative ( GRI) website, www. globalreporting. org/information/
sustainability — reporting/Pages/gri — standards. aspx.

® See “Training Farmers; Capacity Strengthening” , Better Cotton Initiative ( BCI) website, https: //bettercotton. org/what — we —

do/training — farmers — capacity — strengthening/.
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e R E ST UE TR,
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EPT R A HBUNE PRI PR G2 ERRRARIE e 555, BRI R ak BT 2L R 155
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BTV, TR E N IR AT

INGO it ) 1 fll A ot _E S 1% A ORI S8 3 SR U — Fh ERSRAT o i RS AT D %t
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R INGO S HES Al | A7l s 6 52 1) RO O [ e AR 4R 1 ) 2% 24 S Ll i, ik e
RIS LVAYA 7R T@@Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂoﬁﬂmoﬂﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ,@ﬁﬁﬁm
W AV IR BB AY I AP STl SRS, AR i 25, AR S R oK R s 5 JE e
W, HAOAE T A R A PP R AT A B IE . SRR AR S e B SR H
PRARAE, BT SRR, BRIP4 Sl AR MR IBOSEAR BR ] | e 55 2% 11 25 5 ] 1
fit, DA R AR HA T N AT B B

S5 S H B SRCR, INGO i BN A2 R R R SR 0G . 33 2R it BE A [] T B 4l g B
W, WO T, BARE R mRIEHIE, e A R SRR . BT
7, INGO MERIE AL EIRE DT, @ wd LBOHEFPRAE, ZIESPEIH | 81 A G 2850
JRPEF-BL, (252 %t R N K 2 S B T ) 5 S BE A SR 4% (BLAh EAR A Tr ik S
KIBPLZAER) , MLIBMEHAT N FILADRE INGO HERIEE S0 . [ bR BG4 200 1K
FOA B E AT R IFIE A H AR A AT & HSUE AR, X2 Rl ARk A St i A 5 A 4
FIRF L M5k AR BRSSP A SR R PR AR R . S5 5h, INGO i . A4t SR 5k

@ See “2018 Edelman Trust Barometer: Global Report”, Edelman website, hitps: //www. edelman. com/trust/2018 — trust —
barometer.

@ ZUEHEE ., skt (RRRegiitFar SeEaik), B QREFE) 1998 445 3 1, 45 110—120 3L,

@ ZU O HIEGE 7000 T — BB s <2807 Ry, BFERTEIM, hups: //www. thepaper. cn/newsDetail
forward_ 17189274 ,
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B HE N PR SR E A B E WA Z b, WA —E B EMAW %, % K5 INGO
SCREERIFR P SPLAT e R 24 n, L, 1832 R I A SR UE B G SEARAEAE S AT, AR
FH INGO X HAT AR T 58, & FRXFP SR B E WAL, WARRSE INGO By 5K,
A G B F T | MOGE R T 2T

(=) INGO FE4) 3.5 1 %5 .69 51 B 9847

R RS, HERIROEZ B < AR iR I i — AR, DR AR MER B INGO Y £ 1Y
WA L, TAEIBIS i AR, DI el LU <" 5, INGO #Edi %k
SEGHBAE MR EAATE—ERARE, HoFRARRERIE T " TG B,
MAT R EMRFE, AGEH R i E S U 18] E PR 208, BA B R Baa PR EAUE T,
1 INGO i R 52t = EPRAFBUR A, HAT M 2R THL A M ER S EW, ik
[ GAL Sy o kb AR T ) 22 S B2 R 1 A7 D AR AR RIS i 1 o Rl A o 8 KB Tl A ik
s [ PRIERAL, HAEHRAR T, T INGO b A 20O T 7% A 1 R~y sl A7l A A9 7
71, BRZSEHIHAT T,

MWHBIMFBORE , LGRBATER S T HAMIMCBOR S Z 2 Hir, TERUmAEFTFE
WHERIE | W URas Sy, BA I A TS EUA A0 T, INGO HERIEI T 2 ) T 1E f8 ulf 7 Ik ML
WS, FEREZMEERETHE . BUHIAME, 42 5ERG S5, R SR e 5 ol
FrE SUR I G 1EPLE B RERLE INGO MEFI R T BEE s PR Grii ok, (HH: 7 B A il G
RS EGHREARRITE . BAh, I SHIEGE F A E ST SR, T INGO 3 16 Gk
ZHRAMAR, Wl DN ASARBIFH . EEHMRIE R P L, ARG R a8 [ P ik sl = A
IEBIARSALE , Ry DAEE S 3 ik AT UM A IE SCH SR . INGO MR 2 T 4 2L Y
MBI, HAR P AR R, (Hs T REH B = B BT 5] A4+, IR H., INGO HERF M L
PR, HOR T REZ A AN EOA SR PUE SR RE I, 1 [ S 8UE AT R A e ZLER
R, (ELE BT AT A SRS R AR I

“HE” s I AR A BE T OINGO HERIE S E AR Z B e R, e TR
INT INGO AT M ERCR B 5 “HlE A2l SCRiE T HARE T . ARBUFRIA R, X—#&X
O3 B TR [ PRk 2 R [RI AT S A RS R S RIS R SR B [ BT sh iRt T
B EIS LA

= INGO R#EZNEREEZESHLH

FEI3HT INGO HERI R ke R Z /i, & B INGO 2 54k 2R B 17 s A2 I
P X — 20 Hr 2 B INGO YRR R ANar 7™ A2 SR i Y BRI LA, o8 INGO B3R B =0 B 4%
PE T HAMERFEAT N s R A i 5

(—) INGO ¥ % rm by 47 3h #4612
TRERUERT, INGO TEAEHSVBLE K | /- sl iz . REEseit | EHae ., %l
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WRZERIE | BE 4 SRR T R AT B RN RAG Z RSO0 H, BT iR 4 R PR R 0 B B 3l )
w5,V FE 2GR AN I — R IR AESE, INGO #8822 b 7 [ b A1 X 33 B 401 3 473 T
HRDAE 2 ARG SO, INGO 7E4 & I3 i ) 28 JH Al 6] 52 5 b X B3 8 BE B LA 3
FiiTEhEE (1),

/ s }<[ WRIKIEXE
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—[ ST A A AR ]
B [ SRR LR 2 ]

Eﬂ%%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ&%@ﬂﬁ%u]

1 INGO WfTEh R ESERHLE

— PR ARE E S ALK, A S Y BN A E . SCREAR £ NGO F K, R
“EFE OB HREEN S RS Sh AR E 2, i B A2 H R Y 4 R R R B ok R 24
MR, . TEBOR i, 51 S BONYLR, H 5 v M E W, wE ) e iR 39
n, 2015 4F R AETERIHFE R ZRME K L R TR BT S, SENPE —E INGO #2454 NGO T
FEEETH BRI @ S —BioE, INGO ANEARE BB hagial, (HIET AR B BUM i 2 1Y
MEAL” ) W ZIT A R SIE RIS — AN S, 5 ATE E S s EARMKE SR, Bt <A
" SR e, LLOCENET B BRI M aS 5 S iia BE g, R
M SN S G O 2R, [ PR BURRDC 5 2 51 23 5 AR 38 [ O [R] A9 G 1 G R il
e 3 g B ST S AT Y B A FAK R G Ry I R S A R HLA (World Anti-Doping
Agency, WADA) JZEPREZE S TSN, BHARAER, Hordh 7900 ke
EARKEECR©

WA —FE AR E AR, BEARTEME LI AL, RS E @K R, it
FEE BRJZ T A E A . S ASER RS . B, WS S5 EPRS A, B, SERktE
WAHB RS, #5E  BORRIEH . RIEALEEEME, N2k AL SRR AL AT +5

@ 20 (2£) A - 1Wes. (EHF NGO KSR ARIEY, &R, & (PEIAEEFIEL) 2018 454 111, 5
22—53 T,

@ BUWiFE, ZEXE. (INGO ZERMYXKBEAHE At " BE—RETRIEIKBEICMAY, B (I R¥EE
W (PSR ) 2021 AR5 3 ), 45 101—108 T,

® Uik, XN, (EPRIEBURAZS 3¢ FE X g5
RS2 M, fE21—33 T,

@ SWEIELR AT, (VAT K BRI & SRR ——& EBOR B 5 R0 H) , & (HERL W 58UE)
2013 4E45 7 #1, 45 136—154 BT, 45 160 U1,

® ZWEEE. (st AT S5KEE CBSE . H—AEPF NGO 7ETP E T/ BRI &% 001, 8 (hERI
RAFER (AR BRR) ) 2012 45 1 1, 55 51—60 L,

® BURETH ., FH. (ARAKER P ARBUR FE PRA SR E PRk EARMALY, 8 (GRR) 2010 4555 7 11, 45 165—
166 11,

UREEZRREESSPL), B (REBITE) 2014
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LR RS PRER INGO, BRI B0 A e R S ikl , (AR S5 X80 55 K AR i X
Fban, 2020 4, BT PSEG TUV MIEEEER, E2kiR B I 200 30 T iz
I T ATHELE A AR L R AR R T 25 AU 58 B T WU A sl B R O b T A w) A e 2
B AESRNEHE (ESG) #UEEE, DL GRIFRHENEERE. O BRITEhEE 12 B Fik M 4h, INGO X
G S it s men 1) 1 FEBIL ARt 2 — e R

(=) INGO #ahn% w6 69 VE A AL%)

TEEPRER T, INGO it 3 F =L (F 1) XAk, REtESHS BUF, EEBKS
E s, 5%, @il m A RNMIE IR, 7EREGEAR T, RN
REXT EPR SR, BB —FEZINECR = B, INGO #5519 b 3 s B — ok A R
], INGO FEfEHIRIE | T IZ Mt STEARFBEAR LAY, BEMSUR AL T 3L 2 | REBLSCIEL, 3

S R REE RV B I FIAT R @ VR 46 SRR (A I IR, INGO FETEAE R R R
A E A SRR i AR R TAE, B WA MR E bR X RS 55 M 50
&, HEEmHSR, W, T INGO BA i AEBUR AR A IR, 5 RAK RN
VI, BESWESEREG M) Z8%, W AR A SEXER 8, INGO Ar AT Y [ PRk FRAE fi
HEAREIIBEARTTE, &8 RARXT AL B, DUEIE RS S e A Ll B, Ak,
Bl AR Z o0 B, INGO % A X 227 5 g by Bk ELp N 4%, T BEML 5 45 B A AR
WA, SEE S E R

Hok, L ST ARERBALRIE LR, T INGO &l @ v, HonT L i g 57 [ P
YRS B B . Sl [ o R0 o] 7 45 i A2 0k 5 | e ke BIR o AH G [ PR AT R AR 1 BOR FnAr B, — g
INGO 34 H S7 Re ATM  REE R e S PR [ PRIG B AT 55 A b B . i,
FERMEAC SR EA Tz 5200 ) AR BUR AR E AL & TIHL ——E PR bR AL 2L (1S0) Bl e /Y
1014000 ZFIFRHEREZ —2 5 16 KL F5E i 4 2R Al At 2 20 ZUR B 47 19 3R B J7 45 48 3
WESCHF 38 30 P SRS AR, T DA i £ b At Sl U AR B AL RE DL SR
FERt, A B THESh R ERIREE S AL @ R, INGO 38 AT LI HH S5 A0 i e . St 1% i &
FEWTBAVERT, 1SR BURM 8] [ PR e B sFIE 0L, AR DA PR U 22 S5 bR RS 2145 3R
TTRITE Sz,

5, Wil 2 5a0Y BT IR TEAL, INGO 7EAE 3% AR L b MRy i & 4% % H 4%
HEAER] . EAMRICES FRM A AT R A RECR VAL TAE, AR BOR Hl 2 F = B
e PR RL A A AR SORF, R S 0 T 5 BB AR Sy BOR JB3t ) 42 A A BURFTR] R A1 @ il
1973 4% (WfEEF AL SIED AP E PR 3R 5y A 29) Sh2 5 T 5 A SRR 4P 8% (International Union for

@ ZIL (TUV FEHEHETF GRI, RYNFTHMENT ol Fp2t & RIS IERTY) , 2@ 4E M, hitps: //www. prnasia. com/story/282742 —
1. shtml,

@ See Luke Desforges, “The Formation of Global Citizenship: International Non-governmental Organizations in Britain”, (2004 )
23 Political Geography 549, pp. 549 —569.

® See “Environmental Management; The ISO 14000 Family of International Standards”, ISO website, https: //www. iso. org/
files/live/sites/isoorg/files/archive/pdf/ en/theiso14000family_ 2009. pdf.

@ ZWAERE, K. (ERAEBUFHLS 2RI E) , & (HPrRE) 2018 555 W, % 136—156 1, 5
162 7T,
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Conservation of Nature, TUCN) @B REMEA 1, D AN, INGO JREEXTBEA F 45 BN 1] [ br
LR =AM, 1T, MO Z A INGO iR 3z i8S 5 A E G — R 55,
G ERR, BORHIE S S #EAE . L INGO S5 RIA B 6], M 1995 4F5 — i < ik
2013 A HIURTREKR S, INGO ZHEE M 176 ZAFEHEMNE 1758 K .2 X —Hlii@Hak
W1, INGO BY{% ShiE AT E 28 [ IE AR PR, X —J4 il B 45 2R 0 K 45 B 52 0 1 i BIL
H, INGO — Bl Ll Ll iy, 51 Ak 2 ECRAE I L S SR Bl sh 3 T-BL, 4%
] AT BB 75 ] S5 A B] ZH 2R O [ Pl 55 1) ULAe S5 i, DA XS BRI JiGadt i A 5

25 b, INGO il ibRs O SRR SEti— RN E A4 M 2 IT AT S MG, 2 B8 3 20 AR & A
X —JERR AT, BPHRAZNESR . EHPRHA SRR S ot ey 200, IF it — D
2 B2 5 E PR E SR ORI R, AMUERBAIA R b T E2 A6, HEEPRES
FRBTARZBIEN  WEACIRE N ), TR E PR “BRIBHET, TR A
WEZE RS HE R SR, ik, AN INGO HERER PGt A, AUEXT INGO 1124
WA PR, SR E PR AT RRE S IR R R E 3R, INGO Sk
R AT ARSI AETE , MORRRAEAR T INGO K45 m/E R B2 5HLH ZH, M INGO §
TSRO R, IR Rl R SC U . S B A FAK R SC R, i R d i [ P2 T
P s SRR, INGO ARLEA Wb e L2 w3 BRI IR B, 1X 2647 S AR AU INGO R T
PR IR L%, oy HAER EAT SR B T 2R T BOMIRIE . [RIRF, A INGO it
S EFIPLEIRE S, TR S A AR FNIB G KA | S v AL B HLHE AR, ik 2
it 2 5 R I BUR DRI IS TEAL, INGO HBTEA Wy JLIE A4 R HAE [ by =5 55 (19 52w 7
XA AR AE ], HHEC R INGO HERIBAT WIS AR, I, e TR
AT, SR 5 3 A 4 2 5 WS AR B R TE T INGO 45552 i 1 Y Y A2 55 AL
i, REXFNTERRIFE—H TR, ATTFE TR IHES .

M ETF INGO il p &S =& E R RS

BEAT S (Suchman) Ky, HAVE LA A RER EL SR, FEMMNEERR
N, AT TREAH LT R RIS 2 1 | T H 32 4 i T i g e ) B e AR T30, DAl 88 B35 1) UL 5,
Wk, WiEHE (Scott) f&iH, BIEMEIFARI B S BRI, S AU —F S BTN AR | ik
FOCHA AR AR AR, IR 5 R ST IR R N TE— B @ 2 [ PR
FEBUF RSN ER LA EB B ISR T 0, HPERIRBERIEA T —F B /0017 1Y
EMRBET-BL, ABDIUE BB EEIEII Y, 2T INGO BTl iy e N aRis SN T s A=
1], ZATPAMERIE SR, AR TR R NI ERE T 558 (1812),

@ See Robert Boardman, International Organization and the Conservation of Nature ( Palgrave Macmillan, 1981), pp. 80 -97.

@ See Naghmeh Nasiritousi, Shapers, Brokers and Doers: The Dynamic Roles of Non-State Actors in Global Climate Change
Governance ( Linkoping University Electronic Press, 2015) , p. 15.

® See Mark C. Suchman, “Managing Legitimacy: Strategic and Institutional Approaches™, (1995) 20 Academy of Management
Review 571, p. 578.

@® SN, (HS@EEUA THSHBFIRAET), 8 CPEESRE) 2019 B4 6 1, 49149 T,
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FEAWARG, HRGIETAEMA, AR RSB LSRR, WA Z 565w P
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W, ALK NS AR AR O INGO [ IR ITPAL I a4k S U B HA T 0 E S A N AE RBE, BV ff
PGB T AT A A BB A AE ] D INGO ] LI i ] 5 PN EBAT MLV Sk B A O 03 7 o ]
1B 33K 0 Y DU T A2 AR W, AR A B A A G e v @ A N T N AT IRy, AN RE
SUSBRATESCARZ T, BB X Sebrifi 5 H LR oM B Rk @

1. BOAW R S5 R) 55 560 . 2 HEBUR L RRIER SBONTE A T iR

FEIPRAEBURF A SUERIRAT b — B BRA L, HA RS ERRA MR, /E e skin ik
RMELRS 5, XEALEELLEME DL A S, (HILSEPRE VEAIE R DU I b 2% 5005 1 52
M, 5 VR A B LA SR M B PRl LA i HL G IR 58 P har, A7 S5 3R B LG s O [ gk 7
B vER, Foe AAUR F RO 202, 15— g AL B @ B A X R AE
() [ PRl U 2 2 BNBGAR B2, AMIAERIE S | AREERRE; “IS7 N IE” /) INGO Yok 215 B Y

@ See Takumi Shibaike et al. , “The Stories They Tell;: What INGO Mission Statements Reveal about Their Authority”, (2023)
37 Global Society 23, pp.23 -50.

@ See Vivien Collingwood and Louis Logister, “State of the Art; Addressing the INGO ‘ Legitimacy Deficit’ 7, (2005) 3 Political
Studies Review 175, pp. 175 —192.

® See Sarah S. Stroup and Wendy H. Wong, “Leading Authority as Hierarchy among INGOs”, in Ayse Zarakol (ed. ),
Hierarchies in World Politics ( Cambridge University Press, 2017 ), pp. 175 —=197.

@ Z0 (ELAvhEE . BEOR DL 8 M Y 2 B0 o i, BESR A B SiAT AN GE FE A K ), A EDRT M, https: //
news. un. org/zh/story/2023/12/1124892 ,
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The Legitimacy Boundaries of Quasi-Sanctions

by International Non-Governmental Organizations
Zhang Fangjian

Abstract: International Non-Governmental Organizations ( INGOs ), leveraging their organizational
advantages and expertise, have gradually established monopolistic discursive power in specific fields
through means such as setting industry standards, implementing certification mechanisms, and shaping
public perception. (Quasi-sanctions refer to coercive punitive measures imposed by INGOs against targets
they deem non-compliant. While fundamentally distinet from traditional sanctions, these measures can
produce analogous practical effects. Drawing on organizational behavior theory and institutional theory, the
legitimacy boundaries of INGO quasi-sanctions can be examined from both internal and external
dimensions. The internal legitimacy boundary focuses on whether quasi-sanctions adhere to core criteria
such as political neutrality, mission alignment, representational legitimacy, and procedural compliance.
The external legitimacy boundary, meanwhile, emphasizes that quasi-sanctions are constrained by a
multidimensional regulatory framework, including public-private contracts, sovereign countermeasures
under national law, jurisdictional regulations of the host country, and international norms. The current
legitimacy debates surrounding INGO quasi-sanctions highlight the tension between the expanding power of
non-state actors and the absence of corresponding legal constraints. Defining the legitimacy boundaries of
INGO quasi-sanctions is not only essential for regulating INGO conduct and maintaining international order
but also a critical step in balancing efficiency and equity in global governance.

Keywords: INGO, Accountability Governance, Quasi-Sanction, Legal Regulation, Legitimacy Boundary
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