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Towards Modern Charity.: A Normative Analysis on the
Text of “Charity Law” in China

Jiang Wu-zhen'

Wei Shu-hui*

( 1. Guanghua Law school of Zhejiang University Hangzhou Zhejiang 31008; 2. Legal Innovation and

Collaboration Center of Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330013)

[Abstract ]Developing nongovernmental Charity in this modern era is one of China’ s goals on Charity legisla—
tion. The foundation and guidance for developing and improving Charity legislation based on Charity relationships in
legal terms which is an abstraction on modern Charity relationships. In order to comprehensively interpret elements
of modern Charity legal relationships Charity Law should be further improved to enhance the openness and co — gov—
ernance of Charity legal subjects to strengthen the legal recognition of the social good deeds and to promote good be—

havior by legislation and to examine Charity relationships from the static and dynamic perspectives. The purpose of

analyzing the implied legal relationships from text of Charity Law is to optimize the subject behavior requirements

responsibilities and obligation of Charity Law through interpretations on logic order presupposed by Charity Law.

[Key words JCharity Law; modern charity; charity legal relationships



