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ROR, L S L 57 S AT b A0 T 6B I (¥ DA T, O H O 7 S 4 R Y AT S R AE
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brdUnwersity Press 199 FritzW. Schampf “D enocratic Policy in Europe”, European Law Journal, Vol 2
Na 2 1996 BT LA EPRASGETELERS, B2 42 TG 2k (hroughput legitin acy) 4ERE, T2
NN i ) AR R IR W, 9B R BUBAT AR PSR (¥ il ST . SeeM ichaelH aus etal , Partizpa-
tion und F hrung in der lokalen Politik, Baden— Baden: NOMOS 2005 pp 19- 20.
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European Canm ision, “ Eurmopean Govemance A W hite Paper”, COM (2001) 428 fnal 2001
A RS 5 R INTERCR I LRI VEN 2247, Z W Stijn Snisnans “ The C onstiution al La-
belling of* The Denocratic L ife of the EU’: Representative and Participatory D emocracy”, i Andreas Follesdal
and Lym D obson eds , PoliticalTheory and the Eurg ean Constitution, London: Routledge 2004 pp. 122-
138
»  See Stijn Sm isnans “European CivilSociety Shaped by D iscourses and Instiu tional In terests’, E uro-
pean Law Journal, Vol 9, Na 4, pp 473- 495
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T SR BRI — R A2 A B 5 T AH O PR B 50 285 B AR M AT
R RR) 5348 B (special interests) PARE )11 7 X = 5 BCE BOA 0 FE, 4 M
201H 40 80 AR ) Ko — W 2 4 My i vy A 1) KA g ) A BB 3

' Eumpean Canm ision, “ Comm ssion Communication, An Open and Structured D iabgue bew een the

Canmission and Special Interest Groups (SEC (92) 2272 final)”, Bussek O ffical Joumal of the European
C anmunities 93/C 63 /02
See SoniaM azy and Jeremy R ichardson eds , Lobbying nn the European Canmunity, Oxford Oxord

Uniersity Press 1993; SoniaM azey and Jerany R ichardson “ The Canm ssion and the Lobby”, inGeoffrey Ed-
wards and D avid Spence eds , The Europaan Canmission, London Longnan, 1997 pp 169- 187

»  Than as Schaber “ The Regulaton of Lobby ing at the Europ ean Parlianent The Quest for Tran paren-
cy’, i PaulH. C heysetal eds , Lobbying, P luralisn and European Integration, Bmssek European htewu-
niversity Press 1998 pp. 208- 221.

/i Eumpean Canm ission, “ G reen Paper Eumpean Transparency Initiatve”, COM (2006) 194 final
2006, pt 32

BT H R, WO 2R B S R AR T i (BB )R s TR AT 7, 2 Europe
an Canmissbn “ Canm ission Comm unication Increased T ransparency n theW ok of the Canmissn’, Official
Joumal of the European Canm unities 93/C 63/03,
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U B EE HARERRIM A (private interests)FI{ER 2 1K) B4 ( public interests) KX 73 A 75
B #ESAT IR See Carlo Ruza “‘ Frame Bridging and the New Politics of Persuasion, Advocacy and h-
flnence”, n Alex Warleish and Jenny Faibrass eds , Influence and Interests i the European Union: The N ew
Politics f Persuasion and Advocacy, London: Europa Publicatons 2002 pp. 93— 117.

AR AL IV AN AT, 2 W OB 2% <A TRl AR IR SET B v B X < Ak kit

W7, QEHHTESE D 2008 438 2401, %5 104 1207,

»  See Wolfgang Streeck “ NecVolintarisn: A Nev Eumwpean Socil Polcy Regme”, European Law
Journal, Vol 1, No 1 1995 pp 31- 59



130 RONAF % 20094 % 13

PSSR PR AP0 SRR 2%, el b, <2 BN IS 7R LR — Fh il 45+
J B3 (JEIE R0 [ ) BHA MR B 5o 76 Ao B SRAIUORE) (0 A 2% T B, (E AN
28 TR TR Il 0 [ AR AL S BUR R

19964F 3 1, BNBURIA) 23 WITAR T 47, 7ERK B2 D1 25 #2538 55 4wl BA A K
Mo 5 i BUR & 1 238 RME T, AT 7% a2 BURIRIR, 7
10002 ZARKZS I T 81z, AT 2Rk At o BORMUR AR BURF 4 2. X4
PHAEZSAT— IR IR 1 H AR T, “Bi 5 B0 LR BEAT BOR R DL S5 4
SR (AL SR LA AL, B0 G R IE I A RKEE 7 RN A R
PORR RTINS B i 3 R o s Wi B i U B M7 Py LY 7| e A (s X oyl |
AT 2 R Gt A .

BEAE, A T SRR AL 2 UK R 42 RHE & AR LU JE 2 BRI R, 25
AR AEBUMZH 20 2 76 1995 AR 20 i T W #hos U AR BUR 127 & ( Plar
Hm of Euopean Social NGOs) . {1 R— A5 BN AT G 5 B3 1) RFEA SR
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! See Stijn Sm smans “ European C wil Society Shaped by D scourses and Instimtional Interests’, pp.

475- 476, M atk Carley ed. , Eurg ean SocialPolicy Forum, Summary Report Brussel 1998
E uropean Canm ission, “ Canmunication on Pranoting heRole of Voluntary O rgan satons and Founda-

tons in Europe, COM ( 97) 241 final 1997 pt @ 7 FEiZCMH, BB % R IEE R, X—EH 1«2
ROOEE 7 A BUR A T2 H I R B PRGJE BT (volintary secior) [ FREE = HB 1T [HML mRIE 228
A4 UM 2 THI TR O T 5 % R 08, LA 5E 10 WA A B0 A 5 92 Bn 75 3Kk 75 2 < 45 5 IR )2 TH
) AL B B 7 S, LA BT R 0, Bl 152 2= BN B i 4 43, vT LAE B el AT
PIRWE i T, DI $2 5032 B S R BE 2 REH R ™

» o WA RO AL S SIS BUR A ZUR B R AT 40 AR K KN A1 25 A0SR BUR 4123 N 44 41 2 L
G, http //www. socialp htfom. org/ 2008%F 8H 19 Hji.

% Mark Carley ed., Eurgean SocialPolicy Forum, Summary Report pp. 10— 11

% European Canm ission, “ Canm unication on Pran oting theRok of Volun tary O rgan sations and Founda-

tions in Europe’.
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E urop ean Canm ssion “ Canm ission D iscussion Paper The Canm ission and Non-governm ental O rgant
sations Buikling a Stonger Parineship’, COM (2000) 11 final 2000
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E conom ic and SocialComm ittee “ Opmnion of he E conomic and Social C anm ittee on the Comm Bs on
D iscussion Paper‘ The Canm ission and Non-govemm ental O 1ganisations Buildng a Stronger Parmership’”, O f
ficial Joumal of the European Comm unitiesC 268/67 2000 pt 5.

Eurpean Camm ison, “ Eurmopean Govemance A W hite Paper”.
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and Policy Paper; No 15, Paris 2001

E conom ic and Social Canmitteg “ The Role and Contribution of C wil Society O rgansatons i the
Building of Europe”, CES 851 /99 D/GW, Brussels 1999 pt 8 1

»  Eurpean Canm ision, “ European Govemance A W hie Paper”, p 19, See ako Eurwpean Canmis
sion, “ Canm unication fran the C anm ission. Tovards a Remnforced Culure of Consultation and D iabgue— G eneral
Principles and M inmum Standards for Consuliation of hterested Parties by the Canm ssion”, COM ( 2002) 704
final 2002 p 6
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% Hitp //europe eu it/ civil_society /coneccs

BTN, BRI E RS TES I RO, BT ARSI S XAz, Kt
“ CONECCS™ 1,17 LR by Wl B 25 46 41 (et 2211 ) 1) #4122 See European Canm ssion “ G reen Paper
Eumopean T ransparency Initiatvé’, COM ( 2006) 194 fnal 2006 pt 3. L



134 RONAF % 20094 % 13

R AL HIE R TAGEICW A S RARER, Il o RS H A RO A
B 1B R, AT, WO 2R 01 AE < BRORE WIFEAR AT ) e L, vhoe
WAL MR RS RS AR SR MERL 7, AL FR B LR AT A . X, WK
oAy I A AR ( nterest representatives) /218, IWIF “ 5 76X KR HLIA
(1) R AUTT b5 ke S R It I 5% iy PRV 3)) 7 IR SR . 8l 1N, (Sl i A
g AR A2 7 T Y WK S A AT AT e B0 5, 78 iAH DG AT g
P, EATTRE B SR A . BRI 2 01 S5 AT R UE I 5IN T — A e 4550 S
it R A B AT O, BEAT 2 BRSA) ] AR i A 8 3 S AT A AR (47 L )
Wi B2 o Fth F i, R 2 O 2 0 W] SR BRI I MR id 26 A I Rl v kBT
ML T RE SR L Ab i i, s O™ SR R RN, T AR %4 2 24 Bt
Al . HbnT W, Bk HIZE Do R A0S 25 RS R 2 AR A () B TR, KOG T
CAC BN 0 o AFRRRIE 2 01 25 X1 IXRE — Fh 2 P ML AL T O S, &
FR, AT I R) JE 1 H A R X — IR AR R TR, v LIS T ISR
PERE AT (CBIHE sl M0 ATk YD) RS S Bl ) o

UbAh, G T2 Wil S, T BEEZS B ATE 20024 BAT T 1 9% T X 2%
5 5 WA SR D) R AR AKHE 7 ()38 > i SO = 1 H AR AE T T A G
S ITH RN E AT o EAS VR I, BRI DS A AT T A B
MDA T 7 (interested Parties) (1R, BEARER 25 4 48 51 (BRI VA 21
F RS W T A AL S AL AR R M A7 o ST v 48 380 (1 5 A D U L AR 36
(ATAER ) 25 (B EEHLA ) T v 5 T AR (BR BB 1) 250K LA & (B
WERSEA DA BER AT A ) R E M SO hlile 1 oK HE, T
200352534, BLFERLS TAHSC & J7 22 /0 8 R (M2 I 0], JF 5 Be 21 1) 3 545 T 1
N, T IO R 25 R DS AT T IXAS R, W 5 2B T —A
F A5 T8 35 SO AR ) (RAE 2 FFE RIS 2 H AR AR ) 1) rhuta ]

European Comm sson, “ Canmunication fran the Canmission Eumpean T ransparency Initiative A
Fram ev otk for Relations with InterestR epresentatives ( Reg ster and Code of Conduct) (SEC (2008) 1926)”,
COM (2008) 323 final 2008
E urop ean Canm ssion “ Canmunication fran the Canm ssion Consuliation Document Towards a Rein-
Pbreed Culure of Consultation and D nlogue— Proposal or GeneralPrincip ks and M inmum Standards for Consut
tation of Interested Parties by the Canmission”, COM (2002) 277 fmal 2002
»  Eurpean Canm ission, “ Canmunication fran the Comm ssion. Tovards a Reinforced Culure of Consuk
ation and D ialgue— General Principles and M nimum Standards fr Consuliation of Interested Parties by the

C anm isson”.
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prov e san e typ cal cases of the complex relation between religion and diplan acy,
but be of great benefit for us to understand the tue p cture of he Eurnopean dplo-
macy, and even of the nternatbnal re htionsh ps as a whole

Reflections on the Transfomation of the Relatonships betwveen the Eu-
ropean Canm ission and the CivilSocety

ZHENG Chunrong

W ith the revelaton of the democratic legitmacy crisis of the EU Govemance the
European Comm ission has been engaged actvely n nvolng the cwil society into
the EU political process Through a systematic analysis of he European Conm is
son’ s documents concerning the civil socety this article ponts out that the rela-
tons betv een the European Canm ission and the cwil society have changed n re-
cent years in a wobdway. On the one hand the European Camm Bsbn turns from
pay ing attention only to consulting the special interest groups to enphasising the n-

43

volvenent of he widely defined civil society and even of all the “ nterested par
ties”. On the other hand nstead of attaching mportance only to he finctions of
the cwil society to provide nfom aton and expert know kdge in otherwords to its
contrbutn to the output legitinacy, the European Canm issbn tums to enphasise
its contribution to elin natng the EU’ s denocratic defiit and to pramoting the n-
put legitmacy of the EU Govemance This article finally gives a critical assessn ent
of the existing problems n the European Camm ission’ s nvolv ing strategy such as
the authenticity of parti patory deanocracy the wide-ranged but empty concept of

cwil society aswell as its representatwity and so on

The Policy Networks Theoty and the European Foreign Policymaking
W ANG Hongyu

The EU fore gn policyn aking under its multilevel governance systan has its own
characterstics and lin itations n that it needs the flexibility and resource applica-
ton capacity of network organisatins to overcame the conplexity and hierarchy of
the EU’ s fom aldecis bnm ak ng process and to mpmwove the nterestm ediaton and
problem-so v ing ability of the KU’ s foreizn policy The policy newoiks theory pos
sesses obvious theoretical advantages n analysing and understanding issues lke the
interest ntemediation nework stucturg cooperaton pranoton and public-private
coordnaton By Inkng the policy netwotks theory w ith the EU’ s breign policy-
makng this paper ntends to exan ne how the nfomal actor clisters influence the
process of Euwpean foreign po licym & ing
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