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On the Paradigms in the Research of International NGOs’ Participation in World Politics

LI Feng
(Department of Sociology . East China University of Politics and Law , Shanghai 201620, China)

Abstract: The research of international NGO’ s participation in world politics tends to be interdisciplinary and multidimen-
sional in recent years. Based on the constructive principle and inner frame of the theories, the researches can be catego-
rized in three main paradigms: pluralism, transnationalism and collective social action. In pluralist paradigm, INGOs are
pressure groups representing their interests through lobbying. In transnationalism paradigm. INGOs participate in the en-
tire policy-making process indirectly. Collective social action paradigm emphasizes the social movement outside the politi-
cal system. They notice the limitation of the traditional international political theories. But there are some problems in their ap-
plicability, frame and value views.
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