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Review on the research about the third sector in overseas countries

LIU Chunxiang, LI Ziruo

( The Public Administration Department, Central South University, Changsha 410083, China)

Abstract : As a set of social institution that was not governmental or for profit, Nom profit organizations has

long histories and various relations with governments . But the concept of nom profit organization as a uni-

fied and coherent sector was not shaped until the mid 70 s

This paper reviews and summarizes the results

of their lasting engage ment for more than 30 years' particularly in the research about the Third Sector in o

verseas countries . The findings show that the purview of research has broadened extensively, but there is

still a long way to go. Hence, the paper also reviews some challenges that lie ahead.

Key words :the third sector; nonprofit organizations ; overseas countries
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