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The Changing Power of Non-State Actors in Global Governance: An Analysis of the NGO in the Field of En—
vironment and Climate by  Yu Hongyuan
With growing globalization and interdependence non-state actors represented by NGOs are emerging as increasingly
important players in global governance especially in global environmental governance. Starting with the concept of
NGOs and its development this paper analyzes the changing power of contemporary NGOs with respect to their par—
ticipation in global governance. The second part focuses on the sources of NGO legitimacy and how NGOs acquire le—
gitimacy in participating in global governance and assesses how effective they are in doing so based on three criteria
of awareness—raising information provision and monitoring. The third part of the article contends that NGOs acquire
power in the process of global governance by setting the agenda or setting the rules and norms. This paper argues that
in the field of global governance the power and legitimacy of NGOs are constantly on the rise. Although states are the
main actors in global climate governance it is undeniable that non-state actors such as NGOs are exerting a profound

impact on this process.

The Political Power of Business Actors in Global Climate Governance by  Jiang Siyu and Li Junfeng
Sovereign states have always been the dominant actors in climate governance and the intergovernmental negotiations
under the UNFCCC are the main institutional avenue of climate governance. Nonetheless this state—centric framework
has met with more and more severe challenges given that there is no higher power above the sovereign state. Mean—
while with the deepening of globalization and the diversification of climate governance issues mnon-sovereign stake—
holders have been emerging in the arena and exerting positive effects. Among them business actors which are playing
an ever-increasing role have been a crucial force in pushing for the conclusion of the Paris Agreement. This paper fo—
cuses on the political influence of business actors in climate governance. It will first elaborate the relationship between
business actors and climate change. Then using the multidimensional power resources perspective as the basic analyti—
cal framework it will examine empirical cases to see how business actors can participate in and influence the process
of climate politics by utilizing different power resources of their own: instrumental power structural power and dis—

cursive power.

The Networking of Non-state Actors in Global Climate Governance: Models Drivers and Impact

by  Li Xinlei
Although the major institutions of global climate governance are still dominated by nation states non-state actors have
played an increasingly significant role in major climate change conferences and events. During the course their partici—
pation they have gradually developed three networking models: the intra-erganizational model the inter-organiza—
tional model and the trans-organizational model. Especially in the transformation from the “top-down” Kyoto ap—
proach to the “bottom-up” Paris approach the inclusive transnational partnership networks which comprise actors
from public sector private sector and civil society have seen particularly strong growth. There are four important driv—
ers of this trend: the shifting balance of power in the context of globalization the increasing need for the better gov—
ernance against the backdrop of “dual governance failure ” the functional strategic complementarity enabled by en—
hanced inter-subjective cognition and the political opportunity structure in the Paris model. In post-Paris climate
change governance networks of non-state actors are having a profound impact on the negotiation strategies of the EU

the US and the developing countries: they become one of the indispensible players to deal with Trump’s anti-climate
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