2019 2R E E EFLW 1R PAP BFFR IR G

KATZH W T B | 77 Wik 72 B



Hx

TR 05.< 574/ 100 7 W OO
—. AEREEBERDPGEE R o
=, REHEEERRIERTETL oo
L Y AL AL i O OO
Fi. R ST PEN BI B FER oo
VAV ot & G 0L 2 A AN S
1. W5 (Political) FEMANT covevevevecreeeeeeeveeeeee s
2. 2R (Academic) FEMA oo,
3. KA (PUBLC) UM oo,
L. AEREE BT TTIA oo
O 0020 X 1 OO
2. T EE TR oo,

3.

KAILZLE T TUBETTIY oo

IINEE e

J7 gt 5 B i S

.............................. 1

.............................. 6



Contents

1. CONTEXT OF THINK TANK CONSTRUCTION AND RESEARCH.........cocrvvieerniieennnen. 28
2. THE RISING AND DEVELOPMENT OF THINK TANKS ON GLOBAL EDUCATION ........ 31
3. THE DEVELOPMENT AND STUDY ON CHINA’S EDUCATIONAL THINK TANKS......... 33
4. THE BACKGROUND OF THE IMPACT ON THINK TANKS .....cceiiiiieiniiieinireeeniieeeaee 36
5. THEORETICAL FOUNDATION OF THINK TANK EVALUATION ......ccccvvvevenrereeeneennnn. 41
6. GLOBAL EDUCATION THINK TANK INFLUENCE EVALUATION INDEX SYSTEM ....... 44
(1) POlItICAl INFIUCNCE ........eoeeneeieeeeiee e 44
(2)  AcademiC INFIUENCE ........cc.ueeeeiiiiiiiieeeeeee e 46
(3)  PUBLIC INFIUGNCE ... 47
7. GLOBAL EDUCATION THINK TANK IMPACT EVALUATION........cccveriiriieieieneeeneennnns 51
(1)  Think-Tank List in the StUAY ............cccooeiouieimiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeee e 51
(2)  EVAIUQEION FESUIL..........eeeeeieeeeeeee e 52
(3)  Limitations and shortcomings of the evaluation .................cccceeevuvevevennnnn. 58
(4)  CONCIUSION ... 61
APPENDIX ...tteeiitiee ettt e ettt ettt e sttt e e ettt e e sttt e e e bt e e e e bt e e e e abb e e e ettt e s eabb e e e e br e e e enree e nanee 62
Changjiang Educational Research Institute ( CERI ) .......cccoueeeeevveeecieeeeiivaeesinnn, 62
SquareStrategics Research INStitute ( SSRI ) ....coeeeeeeeecuveeesieeeeiie e eeiae e 64



—. BEZBENHARER

B, thpR < BAREET CEER. W, R RRE HAMSLIE R BUR
RSSO, LU “AhI 7 B SO0 BURF B R SREAT A B . IR S L
R 2R R T T [ 5K 20 R0y, AEBED 32 SOE Sl el A E R i ol i A4
2N, SREGI T IACE RIS . 28— UCE SR R L BOR MRS, 2R T 4
BRES — B BE A X — I IS I A R i A [ PR AP e 2 SR AR R
o [ ) o [ [ B 2 25 W T B, TR “HRAZBORIE 0 7 S Sy oL, A E S
WIBUR AT R EIRST . —iRE A, BTEE & EaFr#iz 2=, WEIHeidt
2T IR R S YR A o B IR E BN % [ BUR OIE I B AR 55, S E DIE N
G TN [ )R G R R, b PR 2 . T AE 70 SEAXE 80 4F
FIIE, BUR. B 28, A2, At BB S RE SO BUR A2 A
RIEMGE R, B2 T RKENEE, SRest. ARBEORIEABHEXE. AT
T PR, BEE SRR BRI, & E A H a2 2% 3L E ),
%ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁ%“%ﬁﬂ:@y%@?ﬁﬁl%%%\Bﬁ%%ﬂlW%%%%
JEIRAAE 22

FPEITARLL, TR @ AR, BRI Us BiE&P . +/\UKE,
3 A L G ke s AL B8 ) S BT R e, 88 R A ) SR8 B R R B 3 s 7 AT
S I EEAL. H 2013 2 2018 4F, FEYERRE T HEN TR E
e 2013 4 4 A 15 H, Sl FaicfE i T 06T b ERE e B P g i
“4+ 157 HEMUR, SJiPERIRHER P ERFOORMEE” W HR, T
22 3 LB T 1) 1] SR s 1 P o o R R R A R A R, AR A RO
IR 122 7 i A rh R B g e Fe B T 5, ﬁFT%ﬁﬁ%*%
JESEAL . BEIRRE . B G R ARIERE M M R G . FAE 1L L, P ESE
TNE=haea@Ed T (it ¢%%%$Ew%&$a?iﬁ@@%%m»
%%%“Mﬁ¢l%@%i%ﬁ@&,@ﬁ@é%%@mﬂ§5”2msﬁ¢%
i IR T I 45 Bt 70 T E QB R €O m it b [ e €y 28 80 e A e R R L)
T8 Hh o R R B R 2 SN R R R AR SR I B S, < E IR B

i %

RN AR, rp R EAE R Sl e R BRI B 0) R AT T, 2006(03):321-327.

2 EAET IR B BRI DI RS P 2 RH,2012(10):102-109.

3 (Pt RS T A IR B TR R g ), (AR HER) 2013 4 11 A 16 HE 1 ).
1



R R ANEERE IO B ZE N 7, [ SRS T I BB ALRAR 7 7, IR
RIS A AR CEILY BRI rh BT R (3 P e W 1 5 R, G
T E SRR B . 2017 5 4 H, CRTHE B ERRA AT
B HE, BAEL-DHIEMG S B ERE, REESEERES 58 E
FrEn ks, SR ES S REE RS NAReE. RFEHH, ErE L
AR AR ERUER N “ @ BOF A ERr O R R 7, XA RE T
BB L, iy AT R R R TR AK IR .

WL —-FEkrh R R 2 B I AE, B ER RS RS R TR E
EARTS, BROCR P SR H NS 3 IR 28 B U T T 08T /5 5K« ZEBURT R
S EERIGFAERN R, o R R A R BN S b U ML, (i R B UK
S . BORHE RR ], BB RIZP @ [N, B AT
FEIENIT e, WHFCRSCR BB, Dy b ERp t00g B A i B saE 1 Bie st
fitlo FE S5 BEAIH T S R SE L BETCRT. &Rkl AR S AR SR E
B SRR 75T R e R AR AR



—. ERFEEENINES KR

VRN e e W B AT, 30A B I e W KB A UL e A s ] H A
) 2 2T B Tt o A R T A B A e, e 55 7 R R R e, O e 1) [ o
A BREE FIRIOCTS R, RO =R S R F bR o W IC I Bl & 8 1R R e s
s, B BROUTS B R R RS AR At 2, AT DO E B R P R R A Vs
o

HEBE, LRI RN LI RASLBEBERM L, NBUFEE R R
PR SS FIPLE . WIEFSEEDRE , B 20 thad 80 4F4C, E & AT iafE
G, Horb, RERAEE FEREE TR EA, e, HuE. Fhk
3 T R R J T e KT AETE A IR JE T K 2018 4F (BRI PER ) Ve
FERTH M AE BORR BE, SEESE S \AT. WTRAM, 36 E Y HCE B P A Bk T AT
RE TR K o

MISFTR] LR, S E R R T 20 2SI H), )BT ASLBURRBT /.
BEE R DI RE AT e R SRR, SRR A EENMIEMA . 20 A 70 FAC
K2 80 FAHT, SKEHE B EI NI F . 1957 4, BEIRRAG L2
IR I3kt — BEB 1 S E IR e m R N LRI . SR N 14T
BHE I SR V4 T HOE %R, BUR KT G & LA W, SER a7 %
e SR BORSE Y. BRibz oh, 20 D P IRg “ BT RRS” f2 08 B I 7T
B RARS, (A HE OIEE WIBGK, M #E BRI SE KiE BT, T
Hog 1983 F (ERMAEGHL ) WS kAE, KERFE 7 #H SR,
HH A NANGE R E A, RE A BRI 8 2 0 h oRR g e, 3t
AT, BEEESOR GEE R, Rk smE, fstEna s
BErr e ROl B R EL . LR N2, HOE R Oy E SR L]
SEHHBORNT S, WEEEBERIN SO, A FBERAE, e fiovi
B BRI A AN AT B 1

4 ZRVERI 5L E 2B R R R 1A KR ). 2UA 2K H 11),2017(02):27-32+75.
SRR BN R E A E B EN K R, S SN A E 5 E,2016,29(04):5-11.
3



=. REHEEENRBEM

S HoE B e AT 7T B P LR = AN

By XYESNEE R RIS SO0 G ThReIaAT 5y T 1Y)
BT XK (2012) (S H 2H B R R— UL H BOR AL ) 38X 3¢ H
HE R ED LUK E A BUR S BORE T, S48 30E B AR BRI E
AR ITIRE, AT 5 ) F R 3L AT 20 B AR LA s 45 DR, XK (2014)

CREAEE ENSR. R R SIIRE) X 5 [ 08 B R DI EREAT 1N

ARG T X B HOR B P R 5 O RARHAA SR 1A a0 A AR 7R
6 @R, FE (2014) (Tl e BT RN I #0R B i e—
LB A W T2 SR 9 S 28 1 R s L S0 0 (0 2807 R e R
WHBFZ R (ACER) K, AL I3 E T 7 3 208 3 e e i A
RIERIR7RT. ERA (2018) (SR A Ia 4715 3 S H 3 [ B P 2 e f) JE - )
LS S SE R BE TR, SN P R R, BB BUNE RS 5 E, JF
FESLSESIAERIEES . 22 e (2018) $2 I BAF S ORI 5, AL IBUR N E S
A SEBUR SR T .

B, HAEREERBAT. REAIRRE. ERR, :AE (2014) (KA
AR PER Y RS X B 0T B PR ) R DREREAT T o tfr, 4R T
A B O BUAAE R RDEL, IFSR A 1A 58 R A R I LRI BRI
(2015) (HCH B PR RRFIRYE) 70 1208 B P S 2R VER I BB T 1%
R, e 3 R A R 2 R R R A AR I T R — S

=, REDFREEEENEB RS, L, B EE R EARTT . R
WG (2015) & (EEDF TR HCH & s T EE R EE) il A E
PEA i B SSIRE . NIREARSS, HA R E B e S E A 5 B B X Ak i
FRMIWE LI L R IR S RE R LU P R B2 5KIEKTT (2015)

6 UMK, IR 26 [ E B E 2R A AN S AR L] LR B W 7T, 2014,36(12):1-6.
7T R ETIE. TR R BTN IR KR E R P R —— DA KR A W A2 e ).
R HE #71,2014,8(02):33-37+48.
8 L AT R IR B R AR RD]. R4 hE R B, 2018(22)
o ISRPNNERFEMIUR. R 5 ERD]. 208, 20, B, BRI 5. 2018(03)
10 ey ST s FRIEHOE R A A S X SR )] 2 A R R AL, 2014,34(09):1-6.
1 BRI BRI RRER ). 2 E BT 9T,2015,36(04): 14-16.
2 By RS TR T A S R A T ) RSB )], 208 T 7T, 2015,36(04):4-8.
4



R B T B B R AR URE ) S T B R A B R e T
PR R S BRI T o T RO R I A B A R R AR Y — KA s R
JEHAAE L AT A rp AR 4R HE G R R i B BUR SR 25, B Y
YR IT T BRI BRSO R B R AR, E
HE R U LK TT (2015 7E CHr M 8 m B 2 Beik N — DB B 8

WA B F BSOS . TR A TR SEBOR O AR $2
FHE PEMRS v Stk G PR 218 (2015 (P EFFEFEE B E R R ER
HOOLER) 5 7 R (T R A R A B T TR AT H b, ERE T A R g
HE B PR <SH,

Zitr DA ESCHRERIA BA TR LU, H Al A X 280 R ORI T AR 3 B
59, WGP EE, AR DS AEBON R R KR . DU B E HE AL A
TSP B 25 2T E A et R B R T ik T LAY 3R R R A R SRR
JESR A A4, 1 SRR ZRR FATT T U B B 30 B T 70 5 T A7 AE
AGE, ITTINCARNTE, P H0H B P ek B4Rz .

13 BT R R B PR A TR AE . 2 7 T, 2015,36(04):16-19.
19 3 TR SR A VI N — A BT B 27 BT, 2015,36(04):13-14,
15 B0 . R (7 TR Y A A L), B 7 9T, 2015,36(04):21-24,

5



. &R IR SR 5%

H 2015 £ (S Thnom o Ry (g BB R i B L) aiAl AR, o [
EBREEAE, BMEEAWIRIVERESEATE, Wi R R Oy
R i PR DRI TR X T R 5K 5 5 B R VP AT B [ SR AR R 2 R S R
FEXHE A & SCRPE BE R R IBGR: X TR EN =, B EH A B8 AT LA
TAT Y HEN (RS, AT B R PR RIAE TS AR, O P RrS:
RIEMBNTT; X RERT] S BHR ZRF KRS, B ET
AT AR AL BEMERAIE SR .

B EE BRI AT 5 — M 2 R 70 1 DXl £ T SRR 7 H AR W 45 1) % BURE
RS RLAL IR BEHEAT REME, FLT TR TR | — RO 2 AR AT 58 e Zi 52 (fact)
HdE (data) -f5 5 (information) -%1iH (knowledge) -f&#k (intelligence) -fiR

(result) " Fria i AE BV BE, 38N T S22 i 77 %8 (solution) - ER (policy)
-TE M (measure) AT, MIMEREATERL T 15 BT 28810, Rk, & PE R 520
JIRCN B B TAE B8k B An 5 R e 2l 520 ) VPN R e B B AR 2 —, 2
B IR IR o 35 [ 25 44 B PR AT & < A 7 e B o E I A8 R0,
“PRE S JSZAEFIFZNR )7 e — AN TR e 20 A ) =AM O

HAT, H b sem 8 A4, 2R ERAERBIT R “HES AR
#1477 (TTCSP Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program) i H SR8 kKA — KK (4=
BREPEAR ). ZAR T B 2006 FEITAG, B KA IR LA . Rk E %I
i SONIAIT 8 SN 4 2R FEBEAT 7028, AR PEBTUR . AT AR 7 AN IY A —
RAIGIRZ R SR G H I, KA “ EWBIAREREINE”, WL AT 0 M@ v
Prik 27, Rk ST QMRS ARG 2, & HATER S R VR R

P =N
= o

R P VAN R AR D R, (EL B A R ] AR e 1) R AL, 5 P
MR TTAER VTS AN T i B, Hordr, AP 7 H
IR PEVEAAR &, IR T A R B e . R R IR T A R 2 B

16 25 A SCE AR B AN RS 1T R S AR RE I R —— 2 15 B -y REEMIA A DB S
%,2018,36(16):70.
17 SRR B EE R T VLR D). T FH 2 F1],2016(04):135.

6



Ak 2 REABEAE 2014 ST B (b VR RS Do il B R B RN 73 50 Ak
SKEN J7 SAREEN ) Ak 2 e JJ AN E BRiem 77, R4 2 DU I K BE A
NZ 25 Fa bR AL R B PERC R I VR R AR AR AR o RSB M SR br 1 AR U AR
5 RGN MRS AR5 315 SRR 48 b 2 ZA R SCE MR ST 5
A2 R T3 AR 73 D9 BEARARE AN 28 A4 5 1R BRe2i F3 48 bm 70 0 [ b5 A A B
Pedfihs B K BE 98 bn 2 2255 B e 1) J MR AR e (K B R 2 3 VR
%, MRAE 4 A —ERbeoxt b B AT T 0 AHEA

o RE 2R B B A 2 B PEO H T 2014 4 2 H KR AR FE VA I
H, Y4Bk 1781 KB EHITLEHETIY . AMIPEMKAZR (A, Attractive Power, M
51775 M, Management Power, & #7/j; 1, Impact Power, 5201 77) MWK 5] 1.
B RO ) = R DO R BE AT PR, S| D FR bR T B S PRI
NG P gt R EEE SR N RS, A NAGHSE, L
JIAEHR 7 NBUR R 7] 2ERFEM ) #h2x 2 1 E Brsgim /g . 2017 48, HhE
FEoRLEE R AR B fR bR R R AE L TET, M T R E R LAV
AMI AR, A 1Rk

20154 1 A 15 H, FRERK BT S HE NS KA T (2014 o EH
PESZI 3 o WA B J1 5728, RAVUSRR W Jy48hn: £l /). B
IS ) #ha g Sy R E BRegin . B ) E 3-5 NEMIRIR. X5
€2014 H[E B EERW 4R ), 5 EEAERIBE PN R &AL, HIS G B
%, TEM LR B RIS 5 8EA SRR F e — AR, T H, Al Tk
Bl EN 7325, At th VT 5 PPN AR 4G & R F Y 718,

V1A 4k 2B e 5 b B R BoRe BESCIRR te th AN 2014 FEEHES
RS ), MRS, Bt dhar, Lok EBREEN ) TuAN T ThiAL e
JEEFE IR &

2016 4F, FERURSE ER ER I S 1RO 0 S5O0 H R R S R A
OEEGRER T E R EREEREE (CTTD AR E T &, HESEERR
i T MRPA Ml PFHR %5 - MAPA MIPFAAR T M (FBEILEM) R PEBTIR) P (Y
PERUR) « ACRPETESD) &8 4 D—JA8W M 19 D 48 . MAPA PRI{A
FRAE T FEIR B B B0 B AT T, OO IR RS R AT T

18 FIRRIE B EE VMY T VLR D). T FH 2 F1],2016(04):139.
7



FEAR A X PP o

TEHEREET 2016 SE 1 UORAN (b VR 2 KRB ), 2 B R VR LAY
U I REE VP 7 A A2 KR TR R P s AT I SR A VA S O
Do EENE B PERLATE A5 RN 7 o R AR SR R v [ R A
SRR 7] = A — PR br R HEAT VRO

2018 4 11 H 10 H, MKILEBW R BE R ESHE QAT R
O BB ICG TR K CETTE W E#E ®E T Ra 5 S B2k, KA [
(P E20E B SFAL BFRRE (2018 4F)), 4T 60 FKAHHENE
2018CETTE #FERH . X2REEERIR . WEBEE ESE, NHPER
PEECE R, HOE R HEE . O HSEDRM B ERLT ARG, ETHE
BEE 458 (S—Structure). IJFE (F—Function). J#f (A—Achievement) FlI5%
Wi /) (I—Influence) ZEPUANEEER, AR T HEHE R EFNIAR (SFAD
SIATRLRY, JEISAHOC SFAL fabnihk RIS VNS, TR T CETTE 0B
BE B ENRIFEAEEE. 2019 44 J 27 H, (HEZBE R EED SFAL B 7Tk
T (2019 FERRON KA o X 4 [l A 28 —FB K T~ B8 B BV R Hh 58 SOBUE R 2
SRR, HE 40 KPR OE FE, 26 SN NIERIFE B FExd
08 R AR T ORI



T, BRI R ER IR

SO R R B A% sE S g, A VR B N R bR o B3R 5 MR
BN Y ES- A PAN (WS e RN DK =R NS - 2 b =Y a1 R i 75 W SRSt 1l AN
T SREMTWEAAR . EEEE R AT E X A
AR, B REIE LR ERENSE, K AT AT, (21X e A
R AA RIS AAT 7 B, AR H . 7 1 AR B g B,
J2E B it B AR, F bn e ) R BUR e 3 B I 1) R AN AR 1 2 /> R i e
A BOR TR 2L TR . HFEm ) A% Dt/ T <l i EaR kRl Bag 12,
A BRI R BUBCR TR SR B R AR 320, e A HESBUR I 1) € AT .

MEEHE T BV LT &, A 58 NBCRERE I TLAB B (BUE SR . TRk
AW BURHIE . BURSEHE. BURVFA) AR B RIEE R BT 2 fE SR
H B B, B R R BSUT R SR 5 5 e 0 i S BUBUSR ) il 55 3K 988 HH ERSGE
Sl 2 B, BN O RIBUREEAT PRSCGEE T 51 A8 —Fe I BOR BUE T R
BB, B PERTBURE S 422 KA O AT 18 FIBUR BGBEEAT 71 5E, JF IR AWTIT,
NBERIIRENGE J1, RS BOR R E R BORSE M B B B NBUR S
BERMT FUMBOR o ik, R IEEGRTT %, NBUR BT AR,
B PR A T EOR FH BB A S 5 BORSEHERT B, B BOA A R A 5 7]
AIREATIR NI, DB A A AT P 3 1] A, 32 1T SISO S T R O 1)
M BERVEALEY B BB A BOR AT A A7 A 1 1R AT T B 7, XA
BORBAT VPG, 9 5 BORIARAR 35 H, NBUFAHE 2 2 A0 — R BOR

WM.

M JRIVERZRN S, Al “thasitg” e TR, K
R (Johan Galtung) MRHIEH: 22 B = 5 EUR R I K RE A2 G I A Z IR
B[l ¥k ¥ #% 0 (decision -making nuclear, DN). H.(»(center) 11 2% (periphery). R
oL BRI, 2 EARBUR R RTINS 2 5K BB Tk e kS
FlPUEMAEH AR O ZE UM 0 R, FEAREEAA — 8 BUR S e ) A
T FARFRF G BESUR T rhOREaW . % )E TR RAR,

19 FHIWN. 3 R PR e 1] L] E bR St 91,2010(02):13-18.
20 PR, T Bk T ORI R R P s AR FALRIT AT ). H E R 1837, 2018(11):151-157.
2 PR, T 2k BT ORI R R P R AR FALRT AT ). H E R 1837, 2018(11):151-157.
2 Fyts, BEREIM]. R WALEE BRAE. 2016.11: 8

9



BIAMECE FRH IR 2 B, El T RARBESRHE P05 ORIE, Jf
HAR B R AAN ] e B35 2] 5 BORA R IE B IE MBS, Fre A4+ Bok
PRI %7, BIEARITFFN BT TA SRR 2, it gii it
TAFRMAINIS 5%, B PR R BOR AN R SR . B 12l 5 =2
WA S5E 8, W ANBERE RSB KT

VR DA 2> S5 F B RE I 70 0 ST AR ZRON BB AL, DAERSRE (R%ale) 52T
SR (Pl MR A GAG) M I =R IO — R 4EE, ST E &
J2E R RN T BEAT 23T o

10



7. EFREEHERW VM TE AR
1. 3% (Political) F&Wi Sy

RN I REARE FE L XS HEOR R A BORHDE . BURSE BB,
NRFERPEFKZI HBIRENRE . BIFEEL RS Bz, BUF
PR R 205 20, LS BUR A BCR R SRR IR AR IR AR 748 3RE, # 2
FRIBIE 7 AR DA I Sk A5 1 RO SR (4 R SR, R D T ol IS TR SR S L 7
AR, I JE RN . XA SR 2l B R M R P R A e ELRR ) 5
SR, PPAG R PR AR TR SRR I ) S A X HE AR o B ] K sBURT IS ) 1) 5 8 2 —
Ml 7 ARZ A AR R R AR, B BUT 2R 4 2 BUR AT B
IR0 e, AT AR A B R — B e B WA B AR h A ke B 1 Hse
(X (R

ARG DL P 5 BUR SR IR AR08 — R dabn, 1B e (KR SRR /)
AT R A AR S, L5 Bt fa], PRS2 AR Fe il Se s Jr
FETCRNT o U I IERAE/ DN W 2R A MR 2 B 5 R FURER, M
IR A I A N OR REE AR B . WX A AR,
J2E BN B 9% 2 X 2% 5 L R SRS 0 ) B B2 g R R 22—« B R S BURF 2 Tl A N B
281 5 [ BB AL H TN B, fESCH, RERE IR 2 HUENE A= 218
MERBURAT T, 108 IR 708 AT Bl BIBUREAE 2 X RhA 8 ANE 53 2 18]
TR R HLR], A8 S UL E IR S BUN R AE ATV IE, AT BOR
e AR . UAE e b, el SIUER 200 24570 R .
A2 I ANBEABUN TAEE 5, RSN A N Lz 2. EREY
B, I RE S BUF A e 2580 36 N2, XM AFRRRAM
24 R AR I RCR e, A& e 2 IECRE WT DURERIE e B &AM
BRI XS R 1) 7 2R FLAR R i

HI T BUA R ARG AR, e ] AL SEAT B Al BEvEA K,
EAERENE OB T BIF S8 EZRAARAIILER . JTCHARE, EELCH
JEIE DT BE R T A SRR AL, SBUN A E MR 2, ROR

23 JRNIE I, AR VG U7 AR ST A FEBUR FISEIR f——2 T S 45 520 7 40 HTAE 220 22 0]t R 2 57 5 K
¥A,2004(12):24.
24 FRITN.SE B AR “ReiE 1] L[] B Brial AT 4E,2010(02):14.

11




ERWENY, Z5MERMBUFRKEIPL S22, BRI, 5 mRm K
B PE R AR AEBUR o BATA 2 B4 2 O R RS, bAoA S NRTBUR 24T
HZFREERR, WA SAGHENBUFEAER SR E . Bk, DU ESE
IR T R0 N B 5k 28 PR 28 A DR 1 B 8 2 R SRR 77 1) — 2 dabs, ANDGE T A8 1
FIBLIR, ARHATHE BT =, A T USSR SR X 2 W s

FESEIEAS b, TR DL A% p B3 A BHEAE: [ S /ICIR 20 B A 348/ P U
B RSEH VRN = SR, RN 5 88 R A 2 s MK HBUN R B
INCAE e R AR R R 7, el e AT E BRsgn A MBER S B RMOR R, £ 8]
I 26 1) R SRR 7

2. ZR (Academic) T

SERFE 3 R AR BEN A B OB AR AR FIY) B R R AR S B A
AT RS, KB RV FURR RIS R AT A At oA 9. SAREE8 7
R B R ER AW N BB R o RATIR R I A AR BE T AAR e FEAR 2, 3
JEA 43 AT IRIR AN T (0 7R 0 W BLSEBOR RIS . IR WA 5238 s 8 e 242
FUBBME D, TEABOQINFEARTT, 42 Q0% 00 AR ok 1] 8 1 3 5
DR AT I BUR R R A RE AN A TR 1 A, IR B8 & g s, B sl
ke, WL H WA, 7SR DA RIS, AT 38 G ok 55 S0 S R G &
SRR IR 7 26 NILSERSCRE S B B W R AEWS DR A A 2K 9 (R O S35 F
CHIBURUL A, RN RERS IR G AR FE AT LA — BB 3 B SRR F 5K, T8
2B R 5 BN LB 2 I U, AT B A A% O PR

WAL AR S WH S ARG ) = A2 TR VA 22 AR ) . 18 3CHR bR
TR = R BB B BRI SR IR IR RS G sk, — 7T
LR PR R R SO A 2 U R n] B sy, R S ARAMEL, 53— D7 it
BRI R SO 2 BUAE D T B BOBL B, RIS KA A AR RE i 7l o FLIK,
Wt T2 hHEW AN LSIN, ZARMEA, AR EE, K=
18] A T BT 2 B RS S HE 2R P A e ML AUk AR B 5 2 AR AT,
PREUE IR A AR I R B G hR . fJi, A& AT S R B A e 2 AR il AR g

25 JEyg. R IM]. B WIAEEE ARk, 2016.11.
26 RER| R B A A ). B T8 15,2017,37(12):60.
12



RS RR e M, X EE I B IEAY, AN I SRR B A 45 AT VAN 27
3. XAk (Public) S¢mi/y

RARFENE JJ FE FRAE 5 BEAR B A AR BB 520 R AR FEBUR RS, 57K
FEBUR E AL B R ). FECELIRI-+ I AR, 2% O E BAE RR I 32 2281
AT b B 3E AR B R T e, S B D7 V272 18 B K AEEAA () EAL 1 & 1l AT A%
. ArEYUREME ST P2 NEG, RS HE R, K
PRI H A Bl A AT A & SEUR . AARRE B8 BN 7B T M 1
B WK, IR B ALK Facebook. Twitter. YouTube L JF K5 #1715 B
KA, RN, B3R R A OB S RS AT O
M SEI AL A ARS8 R AT I T BG4 o Bt RT W, 78 70 B R R AR &
e B KA B ORARGE I ) YR B SR AT 70T B, R FL 5] 2 IS IR BURT
DA VG R BE N, HESh UCR @A HA A

HRE WAL AR & AN, BB K ARFENR )73 A8 23R 51 3 A AR AN
B TP = A AR . R 51 EARAR TR AL B 2 | Google A T EE R 5% FA
PO B ARRER AR FHE R R AR O B O R AR A AR &
Pkn ez 8. X EANEE, F5H Facebook/Twitter ¥y 22 8 KT BN
P, WU B 7 I S FE & AT Rk 22 5. e, I Alexa A ERAIHIX
4L, 550 FE ML Ik R B L &

St BIRFON IRk AR, 255 OAT BIER R AR A AR, HiE =JEm )R
M = =g br. HARQT RN,

27 SRR o BT AR 22 Y R RK R R AR S R2 R PR AR ] R 515 S, 2016(08):98.

28 FAPEE. HTEAREAR R EA S S R[], B i 2R e R G & o h B e 3 X SR
BRR SO —2&SCE AU+ A E (TR RS TS m AR E S 4E-2018 £ [C).
LSRR A & LTt Rl S £2,2018:18: 589

13



— 4L 3EkT b = o =it (VLUME) BIRNRIE
SHURREE R (i e
WERS | B2 | 85, & R
T NG A o
Mcrosoft
‘ Xt DML A E
W A e 1A 1] Academic-
IR () S S 470 B % N
2 REGIR Jg
it & AR A T S8R |
45 L B BT T B 450 P 0 S
B PR A R 6 R B
Google 142 & Goolge Ads
T GIk
B PR A R 6 R B -
R 2 BT
KAREENA 77 R RN S R facebook,
A Ak SRR twitter, 74fH,
s o
E
[N B ST Xk 1R O Alexa 4= ERHE
=77 P TR 4 %, WK

14




+. &FREEEELW I
1. FEL S

AHETCH,  HE R O B 44 B AN A4 BR[O A R

[ 8 B 44 ok 1 T AR [ R A 4R M 08 ORI SO, B RS 1R Bkt
SRS E BRBCE IR TR e R SO I B 2 IR U B [ OB C
ARG, AT RIER SN 3SR S RIBALUHE SHAERS, &
5 %Ko

EANEEZ 2% T 2018 SRR KFEHE (2018 Global Go To Think Tank)
LI HE 4 ——Top Education Policy Think Tanks. 2017 35K 2% 4 2 K HHE R
T S [ B EE IS Aty , A i R B R R O, DLECE v 0 7T A
B TR B0R B FT I AR 208 8 58 %K

B P9 R 44 5 BRI T N & R EHEAS Nt 7 i (R K 2015-2016 Al
2018, ARG TE R« Wi = A AT O E 20 R EE VR SFAL
MRS (2019 kD) BRI E &, Hie R FEILT 14 K.

15



2. P &5 R

4 Bl Hh X
1| SEEBF [ 41
2| EERIEF [ 41
3 HHFHARAT K S 7 /N EE)I7)
4 | RINEEHCA RG> [ 41
5 | REAE G2 AT EE BORT L [ 41
6 | EEZEAFHE I [ 41
7 | REHEEBERG AL [ 41
8 | & SRI M PR H BER AL [ 41
9 | REHEH BRI T [ 41
10 | SrEAR RS B AT 75 i & 41
11 | 2EafESRRASHE SHEER [ B
12 | EEEZXHESI L [ 41
13| I B HOR SCAL SR B 2 S ST E8] 7
14 | WRHAEHEHFRE RS [ 41
15 | B OBl SCH S E BRedo s MR T i E8] 7
16 | Bca EERSCAS G E5] 7

16




4 B Hh X
17 | EEMSHOR A b [ 41
18 | EEEXHEF IR [ 41
19 | HEEAR R R 20E 2 B BOR S Hr el [ 41
20 | HEHE IR [ 41
21 | HARE L E BORHE BT [ 41
22 | HIEHEEMARRS = 4h
23 | EEEXREHEHEREE RS [ 41
24 | REEZRHEHDIEN DO [ 41
25 | PEEE R ExNo|
26 | EFRHEBELRBEHATDO AFHHLEREHATH O ES
27 | EREEEFEE RIS AT [ 41
28 | REHERFRESS [ 41
29 | REERHEFECK DO [ 41
30 | REHEBORSHE L [ 41
31 | WP HBEBER L [ 41
32 | FEHEWAMS [ 41
33 | REEZRHESRF L [ 41

17




4 ML Hh X
34 | KEHEBORTTA [l 4
35 | W SO A BURIF 7 L [l 4P
36 | LHHHEKFEMEW [l 4
37 | HATRAFHLS [l 4P
38 |21 HLHE WAL Exlo|
39 | FFEHEIL [l 4P
40 | fir== SOCIRES [ &1
41 | P R E b e S L [l 4P
42 | W) E AR [ 41
43 | FRYETHEECE O [l 4P
44 | IEHTEREREBOL. HRIRE BT 5T [l 4
45 | dbRUIE R EHE S R R TR [ P4y
46 | wE MW HEIR G RES O [ 41
47 | RO AREREE QUF L (TR [l 4P
48 | BPGEATH RS HE HO 5T
49 | AL iU E R W EOR 2B SL [ P4y
50 | BT ZEFESRECE QF O [ 41

18




4 ML Hh X
51 | #h[EHCH RAE PR [l 4P
52 | SLFESEHE SR L [ 41
53 | RIDJE MBI T SE O [l 4P
54 | MEEPIEEHENERS [l 4
55 | HRIRIME K2 I 5 % AU BURIT 7 b [ P4y
56 | P WEEBCRIT L (EE B [ 41
57 | REEZEE St [l 4P
58 | B AR HL [ 41
59 | KILEE Wb [ P4y
60 | EEAFEE E3pU)
61 | 5w H R B E R [l 4P
62 | BRIV B R A A A0 A [ 5K 2 o U VR A T [l 4P
63 | IFTERFHE T ExNo|
64 | HITRFHE WIS ES
65 | i WK 2 e gAArIbS 2 RS A 7 i [l 4P
66 | EEMHERBE 5HMAH T [l 4
67 | 2 EAMANDESEEE L [ 41

19




fF4 B H[X

68 | JLrUmVE RSB E EHP SCALRE R AN AR SR | EHX

{1 SRV
69 | LI REAI S E BB H R HIMHH ol A
70 | WAIZEABM ALK A EREE Rt el [ 41

71| AABEREAR M BRI CRIBe R P EANZE | EN

BRI
72 | RESHEE T [ 4
73 | 9T MR EART B M A BRI 57 30 7758 4 0 [ 41
74 | ERHEREV TR = A
75 | REHFHEEEES [ 41
76 | LiFHE R = A
77 | H S R R R RS [ PR OE WA [ 41

MRS FEE 3 00 5 PR S 1B B A [ PN 8 b A AR RS N S BURTE DR
)R TR IR, XN B A TR R R IR R 2%, A DL E
BSBURR R FH T8 UAAEETyaAmp, HIMER 200 2405 6,
H 2 —WMANBABUN TS &, #HAAELEINRERA 22 . HBEE
J# John R. Allen 2 3% [ ¥ ZE [l i B 1R A A DU B2 Z0Rs 45, DA S AR 2 [ s 22 4 42 B
IANFISE ZE AT 48 B - 324 Stephanie Aaronson ¥4 4T 38 B fil 22 M4 BF 40 BT
B T N K0 B 2o 2 0 R R BB AC . 7EFRIE, T E Z0E B T b
X B ERKEEETHE R ERET RBWIC, A, V205t ARG S

20




MBURFEMER) S 208 51, SBUNMZEE FE 1522, BUR B 28 TE R .

B A e TIHLARI B B R 42 20 B 1R G A AR 2 BAT B RS g (3 o
HEZHA [ AR m A BOR S SHET . RifREA et e aT 1973 K
A1 B € B B R 2R 1 D 0f 26 B SE RLVAIE S AT 4R T 22 A B 2 B AR 2 84T 40 2K,
AT RS 56 [ 22 A 1 i S 80 A WLR BEAT IR RT3 o HL B ST 1) 1y 5 80 LR 732K
WRAERE 2 S TR . BB SLIE . BURIRR . S RE B2 7, Xk
[ )5 2R i 5% [ v S5 08 MU 0 2R A TR ZI s . AHELZ R, KER > A
B BBV T, BT 7R AT TR (B SRR ) A
HIVATS

MEERFEN ST R SEEAC O H0T B SRES W e pr i =
R RN SRR P L 1) B B 8 R I s SRR AR FE i s S BEAR RS W et e i
eI = SR 5| B iR RS B B B 12 s T AELAR RS AR T P« R i S o g it
B 2 AR IS AT P N [ PR s B . JRITTR SR A AT AR P E A A
LT

JE TR W TR =48 5 Kt i R 1 [ 9 R s TR AR RS A T e e
ABTEOR AR T BORL 2207 T 2 e 2 5| BT AL O B N A R . fE R SR |,
AR RS E P R R AR, (B S A EIEE BOR N Z 57 . HIEEER
M5, BB 14 FENEERES, HE5HES BRI B E R A%
iZEp8

MRARSE I 77 1) 1 BERA [ B AN [ A 08 8 2R A AR A AR s i g b iR 3
FAEN R 257 . EPR SR B 1 EAAS AR I &, AR 2 #R4T Facebook
A Twitter (K5, HIKSREARMRE AT MR MRS, EANEEEE
WIEE 2 ) EA R R, RARADMEE R EFEA B QB T MIEMRIE AR,
£ ERFI 14 PrE N, R AERUm RS B S R AT ST BT 21
HLH B AGITE T EIHE RS PASEEBCEE “hEEE R ke
B KR R R FU L7 BB RIS, S AT S E AR K. M
2T BRSO E A e 52 T RV A s FL s sl (1 38 R ARy 22 5
L R T AR E N B E . flin 21 HABFRBE, RS
TR 22 B e e VP Al AR BN EERT . X UL RV FEAE RS =M &, i
FEAE SR 6 B4 SR KAk, AL & 3R OB AT RS 5

21



3. M RRIEE R R

BT MR AR I AL 2 A AY , RS IR SRFEI /)« 22 AR FEM AR AR 5
=50, BHASCERIETTE . SRR TiE, S E AL 84
P08 B IR ) AR ARGLIE I 6 12 DN =RIEREHAT RN S HER, B
LB R F, T SR R AT AR B RPN o SR IE W T SCHTIR, §2m
JIVERMOEE AR SO 77 el AR ) &, IR MR B fabr T A . U Tk
SR 71, BT 2 5 BUN SRR AR 2 ot 70 BURZAE & Wl B i OR B 1
o8 B K H O BRI S5 SR, SEAfE A BR i i s A AL . R K S
JEEA H AR 2018 AER KM “ R ER ER L] (CTTD RIFER PEK R ik FH N 2
e AR = TR bR R A B EUR R ) . HAR vt 45 BRI, R EE Rt ot
MR R A ZIE 7000 G, {2 76%M N2 ERJE REEMR BRI, EREMRKIN S
H, AN 2% A 2 3R E 2 kb E o, IRV PN SR N R I R EE a L
Rt Lo B L ) TR SRR R AR T KR 2 B E AR AT B KRN 2 H A5t
SERANE, DRI TEVEARGR Mt s R FE R s ). B R . R RS 1Y
NG BB R AR R S R A« XL (07 0P B BRI R ). BREBONE
Wb A4 A EAE NV BB 20 TR B0 ), AR TGV 4T 70 R 0 E WL
AR DR 1 1A NS R ARSI TR AR, B0 7T 8 i 52 215
We) g LAl BRI = o VP A S () R 1R £, FE DR SR 0 7 R VA 77 THI
I 32 SR PR

Hk, AR VAL 7T, PRI AE Microsoft Academic A1 CNKI -
& ERRIT =4 F GONEEE B RIS SO 5 S BONR SOR R B, FELLE R
—H=Z 48R . BIRTIEAL, (HEAREE 26T WA EARE ) e s oL, AT RE
Frisiife . ook, Ak i g 7 A SOR RIS, AHRERA 8708
WOICRCR BT 16 S AR GO BRAR SO, W RS I IR I HR 2
FRAE B e P 4B AT N LGt mifs, BoA g . £ - Rd6mm=m,
HME LT RIS o AR SE H R AT YRR, SRS R 0GR, FE—E S
PR

5, MREIZH DA% T Facebook Twitters F RIS DUAT- & IR0k 22 50

29 UK E R R FC S VR ol BT H AR EERT I S R L (CTTI ORI R R AT ), 5 3
I

N o

22



B H A SR RE 0 77 o AEANHRERFR 70 8 2 AR I Bl PR B O K5 A DA 4
PREGFRI PRI AL G DL, (AT AT fﬁ‘iﬁcﬁ PRI RS 2 5 T HE g - B
Z A4, Eid Alexa 4 BERAMIX HEAZ G it Wb R BEGT i B — R ddi44, kgt
B G4 . DRI 0 R XA B i T e

23



4. /NG

TIUKBIOK, BB SO &, B ER RO SUEZ TR, b R
BEN S E s A LB o AR R AN BEIE 77 P, AIRSRECH ). SRR
Wi FJ AR AR 1 =SR2 IRERE VAR 77 VPO al R b, MESNNAL A
JERA L, o B 2R A AR o A BRs i g A B SRR, TR R AR AT 5
WAL BT RGE BHEANPE S, PR AT DL 5 [ R 44 8 R 42
%, SOH B SRR, AT S IRAS e A HERE A R (LR R R B SRR,
BB A TP B AR KGETE A 10 o [t v [ Ao Wi e A 2 & B P4
Bt HEEEE LA S B S SR SRS AT, BISE AR R, T
JEH 2 BARTIETE. xR, s tERBERIT T, RN FBERN S E LT
RIFFERFEM ], e BURRH: R R I 250

24



i

KITH BB TR Fi A

KILEE W F B2 RIS BB T SCRE T, B M ok 2 A AL K
AL AR A IR A RIS RS, T 2006 4 12 A 16 HBOLHIBE W 7EHE . H
EEAKRE. PEAFTFRISK. W8 NRE R SR T, EhImie K
PR TR K

KILHBE WAL “RRUE . PEL . Tk, scikFm” s
B, “RAOLY . BRESE. LWAE” MBI, RE T —HE AR
HEEXE, 58 7 — DRSOV IREE . BRI R E B XM FE
HEIIFG, TR 7 AR AR BRI OV E . R RIS
BURSCRAME 2 58508, “5 BE 7= B AR7 AR AN, I [RIHERE 3T
R o

12 24K, KILBEWAG - BESUITIENMNAENE “Ea&7, $itk
BER) RN FAL R AIBURN RS, B PER) “ 7R HA NsEbriTsh, B
1 “Fi” HAONESILR, NSRRI . 2016 . 2017 FEESEH
AR B R G| PRk A 2 R S MRPA MIIVELE G HEA 2 55 =, MRPA
R AL RE IS A [ 55— 2017 S N h E AL BEVEM A FiRE “2017 FEFE T
ORI PE”. 2018 FEAEH H A B R 514228 PESR PAL (A VF /3 B HE4 A 5

25



77 W IT B R A

JTMEAIT TR R AT A W M B A, BT AT, ESCE L nEK,
WA Sef . dEE L (R HA Frind. BB S 5 2 E A X
I oy ki o TR WeAT LML M) A AR Fi8 3 22 B 2 AR A0 L i) 2% A, S O B
FARWIIT . FE LS T, B A SRR T T v, P EE
FCOVE N AR S B AR SR i AR TR AR 1A, BEAT MY
VABEFIRNE B o bT, 456 RTaRT 78 5 ST S 3e =, 7% A 200t A s Ve AL
WIJ59%,  SRIGTE B FE A5 R AT A

JImg W SRR A E T B AT SRR ¢ 3 EDU” AR A
B, R IRACA S S AT R S AIRS B 2 BRI H - A 2UT
WAL SRR s A E AL R IE S 2 ML RSk R . [, RIET
TR AR AEsD AIRAFMEE . BRI, Tt kit vEE £E
IS AN, @R BATHUE . EARA IR E bR,
ANARETR HE PR T b LT HRITR, NEE W RMEE Kk
&

® RUt M H HAL B HH N B SR

® RENFH A A B SR KV AT

®  INSEXTHUE PRI E BIAT 1A RO A
® RO ST RTINS A R A AR

26






2019

Global Educational Think Tank Influence PAP Evaluation Report

Changjiang Education Research Institute
SquareStrategics Research Institute

27



1. Context of Think Tank Construction and Research

Think tanks, also known as “brain factory”, "brain tanks", "brain trust", are
relatively stable and independent policy research and consultation
institutions. It assists the government policy formulation in the form of
“exo-brains”. Modern think tanks originated from Western countries. In
the early 20th century, the United States led the rise of think tanks under
the trend of reform and reconstruction during the Progressive Movement.
World War I along with its devastating effects hastened the first wave of
establishing think tanks. During this period, to serve national political and
economic development, the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace,
the Foreign Relations Committee were established in the United States, the
British Institute of Defense Affairs started in the United Kingdom, and the
French Foreign Policy Research Center was founded in France. After
World War II, since the economies of participating countries were hit hard,
restoring and promoting economic development along and maintaining the
long-term stability of society became the primary tasks of their
governments. At that time, think tanks focused on domestic affairs research
developed rapidly, and professional think tanks emerged. Especially from
the 1970s to the 1980s, issues of politics, science and technology, economy,
diplomacy, education, society, and internationalization became the focus
of the government and the public, which encouraged the establishment of
a large number of think tanks, and various forums and debates on
economics and public policy started to grow. In the 21st century, with the
accelerating pace of globalization, western countries are facing
increasingly complex common problems. As an "exo-brain" of the
government, think tanks gradually developed a multi-level system for

international affairs, regional affairs and domestic affairs.
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Compared with the West, the establishment of Chinese think tanks is
relatively late. It started after China’s opening up in 1978. After the 18th
National Congress, the Communist Party of China and the State paid more
and more attention to the development of think tanks. The effectiveness of
building think tanks has become an important manifestation of the
country's effort in increasing soft power and competitiveness. From 2013
to 2018, Chinese think tanks construction experienced an important five-
year development period. On April 15, 2013, General Secretary Xi Jinping
made the “4-15” announcement in which he proposed to “strengthen the
construction of a new type of think tanks with Chinese characteristics and
establish a sound decision-making consultation system”. Xi for the first
time proposed to establish think tanks with Chinese characteristics and
emphasized the task of think tanks construction as a national strategy. This
policy pointed out the direction of building think tanks in the new era, and
represented the starting year of Chinese think tanks construction in
exploring new issues such as Chinese think tanks positioning, functions
and systems. In November that year, the Third Plenary Session of the 18th
Central Committee of the Communist Party of China adopted the
"Decision of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China on
Several Major Issues Concerning Comprehensively Deepening Reforms",
which clearly require "strengthening the construction of a new type of think
tanks with Chinese characteristics and establishing and perfecting the

decision-making consultation system."

In 2015, the General Office of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of China and the General Office of the State Council officially issued
the "Opinions on Strengthening the Construction of New Types of Think
Tanks with Chinese Characteristics", pointing out that the new type of
think tanks with Chinese characteristics is "an important support for the
decision-making of the party and the state in scientific and democratic law",

“the key content of the modernization of the national governance system
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and governance capacity" and "an important component of the national soft
power". It further put forward the overall goal for building think tanks. The
promulgation of the "Opinions" pointed out the direction of building new
think tanks with Chinese characteristics, which ignited think tank building
boom across the country.On May 4, 2017, the “Opinions on the Healthy
Development of Social Think Tanks” was promulgated to further
standardize and guide the development of social think tanks, to ensure
social think tanks participating in the supply of think tank products in
accordance with the law, and to expand the effective channels for social
think tanks to participate in decision-making consulting services. In
October that year, the 19th Congress of the Party once again put forward
the idea of “building a new type of think tank with Chinese characteristics
in the new era”. This not only reaffirmed the importance of think tank
construction, but also included the construction of Chinese think tanks in

the country’s long-term development plan.

Throughout the course of Chinese think tanks construction in the past two
decades, its progress is closely related to the development needs of Chinese
society. The surge of think tank development is in line with new forms and
new demands in the political economy. Driven by the policy demand and
the favorable system, Chinese think tanks entered into the best opportunity
period in recent years. The policy documents for promoting think tank
construction were issued frequently, policy formulation has been fully
developed, and the think tank policy system has been gradually established.
At the same time, research on think tanks has flourished. The research
results have shown a spurt of growth, laying a theoretical foundation for
the construction of a new type of think tank with Chinese characteristics.
The State Council and local development centers, research institutes,
universities, and social think tanks have played an important role in

building think tanks at all levels and in all aspects of China.
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2. The Rising and Development of Think Tanks on Global
Education

As an important link of the construction of think tanks, educational think
tanks is an important vehicle to realize the modernization and power of
education. With the sustainable development of China's educational think
tanks, how to cultivate the new and international think tanks has become
another goal. Studying the characteristics of international education think
tank, drawing on the invaluable experience in the development of
international excellent think tanks can promote to the development of

China's educational think tanks.

Educational think tanks mainly refer to institutions that conduct research
on public education policies and provide advice and services for
government education decision-making. From a global perspective,
educational think tanks have sprung up all around the world since the 1980s.
Among them, the number of educational think tanks in the United States is
of the first rank all around the world, and it is also the world's leading level
in terms of function, quantity, and variety. In the top ten educational
policy think tanks evaluated by the University of Pennsylvania's 2018 The
Global Go To Think Tank Index Reports , the United States has a total of
eight. It can be said that the educational think tank of the United States is
the most powerful research ability in the global think tank.

In terms of time, the American think tank started in the early 20th century
and was devoted to the study of public policy in the initial stages. With the
sustainable continuous improvement and development of the quantity and
quality of think tanks, the American education think tank came into being.
From the late 1970s to the early 1980s, American educational think tanks

began to come into bud. In 1957, with the launch of Soviet satellites, Soviet
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technology once surpassed the United States and caused deep reflections
from people in authority in America. Senior US believe that the
backwardness of science and technology is caused by the backwardness of
education. The government has therefore begun to attach great importance
to education and introduced various promotional policies and measures.
Besides, in the mid-20th century, the "The War Against Poverty" prompted
the focus of the think tanks was transferring to domestic policies, and thus
the number of think tanks for education policies rose sharply, especially in
1983, when the report the country was in crisis was released, the United
States set off a wave of education reforms. The education has become the
focus , think tanks focusing on education policy have also grown
substantially. Entering the 21st century, with the rapid development of
information and technology, the trend of global integration has intensified,
along with the economic, political and cultural environment. In the past
more than half a century, educational think tanks have provided countries
with programs to formulate educational policies, assess the implementation
of educational policies, and promote educational policy debates, which
have become an indispensable role in the formulation of educational

policies.
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3. The Development and Study on China’ s Educational Think
Tanks

China's research on educational think tanks mainly focuses on the

following three aspects:

Firstly, researching on the development of history, influence,
organizational structure, and functional operation of foreign educational
think tanks. Xing Huan (2012) "America's Educational Think Tank
Research: Taking the "Education Policy Center" as an Example", through
combing the development history of American educational think tanks and
American educational politics, he summarizes the functions of educational
think tanks in the policy-making process, and thus the necessity of
establishing an independent education think tank in China 1is proved. Gu
Xianlin, Xing Huan (2014) "Types, Features and Functions of American
Educational Think Tanks" provides a systematic analysis of the
characteristics and functions of American educational think tanks, and the
development and education of educational think tanks in China. The
scientific decision-making provides useful reference and enlightenment;
Wang Jianliang, Guo Wanting (2014) “The Construction of Australian
Education Think Tank under the Concept of Professional
Development:Taking the Case of Australian Council for Educational
Research” . It intruduces the Think tank of Australian Education Research
Council’s (ACER) which stands for the most influential and the high level,
and brings the professional education research on the construction and
development of China's educational think tank. Wang Junsheng (2018)
"American Think Tank Operation Model and Its Enlightenment to China's
Think Tank Construction" proposes to learn the openness of American
think tanks, increase the timeliness of think tanks, invite government

officials to participate in think tanks, and establish an internship system. Li
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Long et al. (2018) proposed to use the Malaysian think tank to establish a

government-led public policy and social economy-related think tank.

Second, the operation, development and particularity of educational think
tanks. Wang Jianliang, Guo Wanting (2014) "China's Educational Think
Tank Construction: Problems and Countermeasures" analyzes the
classification and function of China's educational think tanks, puts forward
the problems of China's educational think tanks at present, and provides
some suggestions for the future development of think tanks. Yan Daguang
(2015) "The Particularity of Educational Think Tank Construction"
analyzes the particularity of educational think tanks and its comprehension,
and puts forward some problems and some reasonable suggestions in the

development of educational think tanks in China.

Third, the construction and problems of China's new educational think
tanks. First, the study of the connotation of new educational think tanks.
Pang Lijuan (2015) pointed out in the "Thoughts on Some Important Issues
of China's New Educational Think Tanks" that the new educational think
tanks are essentially influencing decision-making and serving decision-
making, and the new educational think tanks should have a strong national
mission, objective research positions, and professional Consciousness and
spirit and open collaborative innovation. Zhang Wusheng (2015) "The
Essential Characteristics of New Educational Think Tanks with Chinese
Characteristics" summarizes the characteristics of China's new educational

think tanks.

Second, research on the construction of new educational think tanks. The
construction of a new type of educational think tank is a hot issue in the

field of educational think tanks. Especially after the Ministry of Education

34



and the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China successively
launched policy documents on the construction of new think tanks,
scholars have carried out thinking and research. In response to some
problems existing in the current construction of new educational think
tanks, the Ministry of Education's Education Development Research
Center (2015) pointed out that the new educational think tank construction
has entered a new stage, pointing out that the new educational think tank
needs to accurately lock in and develop and cultivate user needs; Discourse
features; improve the reliability and usefulness of think tank services; Zibo
(2015) "There must be a new vision for the construction of a new type of
educational think tank with Chinese characteristics" points out the
direction and goal of the construction of a new type of educational think
tank with Chinese characteristics, and explains the "special" and "new" of

the new educational think tank with Chinese characteristics.

Based on the above literature review, we can find that the current research
on educational think tanks in China is relatively weak, and the research
started late, and the content is still at a relatively shallow level. At this stage,
China's educational think tank is still in the early stage. The excellent
practices of learning advanced foreign education think tanks can provide
useful reference for the establishment and development of China's
educational think tanks. Through literature review, we can find out the
shortcomings of China's educational think tanks. Therefore, as a

supplement, we will try to contribute to China's educational think tank.
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4. The Background of the Impact on Think Tanks

Since the promulgation of the Opinions on Strengthening the Construction
of New Types of Think Tanks with Chinese Characteristics in 2015, the
construction of China's think tanks has culminated, and various think tanks
have emerged, but the quality is uneven. How to measure the results of
think tank construction has become an urgent problem to be solved. For the
country, the evaluation of the think tank helps the country to grasp the
situation of the think tank development and the targeted policy of
supporting the development of the think tank. For the think tank, the think
tank evaluation contributes to the establishment of the think tank industry
norms and codes of conduct. In the lack of competition and learning among
think tanks, it stimulates the motivation of the sustainable development of
think tanks; for decision-making departments, foundations, media,
academia, and the public, think tank evaluation helps to show the public

image of think tank industry and think tank individual.

The difference between policy research and general academic research in
think tanks is that their research objectives clearly point to the influence of
government decision-making and the corresponding social environment. In
general academic research, the research links go beyond the facts-data-
information-knowledge-intelligence-results constitutes an information
chain that adds the ultimate substantive "solution-policy-measure" link,
ultimately Formed an “information-solution ” chain. Therefore, the
influence of think tanks has become the key goal and development basis of
think tank work. Influence is one of the important criteria for evaluating
think tanks and the source of the vitality of think tanks. John Thornton,
chairman of the Board of Directors of the Brooklyn Institute, a leading
think tank in the United States, believes that "quality, independence and

influence" are the three core values that a top think tank must adhere to.
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At present, the most influential think tank ranking in the world is the
"Global Think Tank Report" published annually by the University of
Pennsylvania's "TTCSP Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program" project.
Since 2006, the report has released a comprehensive ranking of global
think tanks year after year. The report classifies global think tanks
according to geography and research fields. From the perspective of four
levels of indicators: think tank resources, utilization rate, output and impact,
the "subjective overall impression evaluation method" is adopted to
construct a think tank evaluation system based on expert scoring. This
report is groundbreaking and widely spread, and is the most influential

think tank evaluation report.

China's think tank evaluation system has started late, but with the rapid
development of domestic think tanks in recent years, various types of
academic institutions specializing in think tank research have begun to
emerge. Many of them have also built their own think tank evaluation
systems and launched a unique think tank ranking. The earliest think tank
evaluation system in China is the "China Think Tank Report" published by
the Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences in 2014. The report divides the
influence of think tanks into decision-making influence, academic
influence, social influence and international influence, and supplements the
growth ability of think tanks as a reference indicator to establish an
evaluation index system for Chinese think tanks influence. Decision-
making impact indicators mainly include leadership instructions,
suggestions for adoption, planning drafting and consulting activities;
academic influence indicators mainly include paper works and research
projects; social impact indicators are divided into media reports and
network communication; international influence indicators are divided into
international cooperation and International communication; think tank
growth ability indicators mainly investigate the attributes of think tanks

and the resources of think tanks. Using the Doron subjective evaluation
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method, the Chinese active think tanks are scored and ranked according to

the four first-level indicators.

The Chinese Social Science Evaluation Center of the Chinese Academy of
Social Sciences launched a global think tank evaluation project in February
2014, so as to conduct a comprehensive evaluation of 1,781 think tanks
worldwide. AMI evaluation system (A, Attractive Power, attractiveness; M,
Management Power, management power; I, Impact Power, influence)
evaluates global think tanks from three levels of attraction, which includes
management and influence. Investigate the reputation, personnel, products
and funds of think tanks; management power mainly examines the system,
organization, and personnel structure of think tank institutions; influence
indicators are divided into policy influence, academic influence, social
influence and international influence. In 2017, the Chinese Academy of
Social Sciences revised the global think tank indicator system and built the
"China Comprehensive Evaluation on Think Tank AMI Model" and

released a research report.

On January 15, 2015, Horizen International Development Research
Institute and China.com jointly released the 2014 China Impact Report on
Think Tank. According to the influence of think tanks, four types of
influence indicators are used: professional influence, government influence,
social influence and international influence. Totally set 3-5 objective
indicators for each type of influence. Compared with the evaluation system
of the Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences, the 2014 China’s Impact
Report on Think Tank has been innovative. The evaluation agencies from
private research institutions and media cooperation research are a shining
spot, and they also try to improve evaluation. The method creates an
evaluation method that combines subjective evaluation with objective

evaluation.

38



The Sichuan Provincial Academy of Social Sciences and the Chinese
Literature Research Center of the Chinese Academy of Sciences also
launched " the Impact Report on China’s Think Tank "from 2014 in order
to construct a think tank impact evaluation system from five aspects:
decision-making, public opinion, society, professionalism and

international influence.

In 2016, the China Think Tank Research and Evaluation Center of Nanjing
University and the Guangming Daily Think Tank Research and Publication
Center jointly developed the China Think Tank Vertical Search Engine
(CTTI) and data management platform, and released the MRPA evaluation
report at the end of the year. The MAPA assessment system consists of four
primary indicators and 19 secondary indicators, including M (governance
structure), R (think tank resources), P (think tank results), and A (think tank
activity). The MAPA evaluation system automatically sorts the think tanks
according to the data reported by the experts, and makes a detailed

evaluation of the university think tanks in China for the first time.

Tsinghua University first released “the Big Data Report on China’s Think
Tanks” in 2016, which is the first comprehensive evaluation and rating
for think tank activities carried by domestic think tanks evaluation
institutions through big data evaluation methods and social big data
resources. It is mainly evaluated from the three-level indicators of the
influence of China's think tank such as WeChat public, the influence of
Chinese think tanks Weibo experts and the influence of China's think tank
WeChat.

On November 10, 2018, the CETTE China Education Think Tank
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Evaluation System jointly developed by Changjiang Education Research
Institute, the Education Think Tank and the Education Governance
Research and Evaluation Center, and NanJing XiaoZhuang University was
announced . It released the "China Education Think Tank Evaluation SFAI
Research Report (2018)", and nearly 60 educational think tanks were
selected for this Think Tank list . This is the first set of think tank index
system that comprehensively describes and collects educational think tank
data, and provides users with functions such as data sorting, data retrieval,
data analysis and data application. Based on the four elements of Structure,
Function, Achievement and Influence , the research team developed the
China Education Think Tank Evaluation System (SFAI) analysis model,
through the collection and evaluation of relevant SFAI indicator , formed
the CETTE core list education think tank and source education think tank .
On April 27, 2019, the "China Education Think Tank Evaluation SFAI
Research Report (2019)" was released. This is the first Chinese-English
bilingual report on the evaluation of educational think tanks in China. After
a summary analysis, a total of 40 institutions were selected as core think
tanks, 26 institutions were selected as source think tanks. This report puts
forward policy recommendations for the construction of China's

educational think tank.
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5. Theoretical Foundation of Think Tank Evaluation

Influence is the core competency of think tanks and one of the main indexes
for evaluating them. The above five reports all consider influence as the
most important index. “Influence is a form of power, distinct, however,
from control, force, coercion, and interference. It involves affecting the
conduct of another through giving reasons for action short of threats; such
reasons may refer to his advantage, or to moral or benevolent
considerations, but they must have weight for him, so as to affect his
decision.” In the marketplace of ideas, the product of a think tank is the
idea and the target customer is the policymaker. Its success is not measured
by how big profits it creates but by the fact if it wields influence. The core
of its influence lies in “through direct or indirect approaches, changing the
policy-making processes or the views of policymakers” and ultimately

facilitates the process of policy formulation and implementation.

From the perspective of the mechanism of influence, some scholars
analyzed the importance of think tanks from the five stages of the policy
process (proposition, policy formulation, policy making, policy

implementation, policy evaluation).

At the proposition stage, the think tank proposes policies based on
government decision-making needs, social issues or policy issues, lead
public opinion, or review existing policies to bring up new policy
discussion issues. In the policy formulation stage, think tanks define the
policy issues of concern to the government and to the public, engage in in-
depth research so as to burst the policy games for policy games with vitality
and further affecting the policy making process. In the stage of policy
making, think tanks provide the government with evidence for policy

research and analysis, offer solutions to the policy issue, shed potential
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impacts on government decisions and assist decision makers in forming
decisions either to adopt or reject. During the policy implementation phase,
the think tank conducts in-depth research on relevant issues in policy
operations, provides forward-looking guidance for policy adjustment, and
then monitors the implementation of policy implementation. Finally, in the
policy evaluation phase, the think tank investigates issues existing in the
implementation of the policy in the last round, evaluates the existing policy,
points out the direction for the further policy adjustments, and provides
topics for the next round of policy discussions between the government and

the public.

From the aspect of the impact of influence, some scholars use the concept
of "social structure" to make an analogy. Johan Galtung divides the social
structure into three levels according to the relationship between various
social sectors and the policy decision, namely decision-making nuclear
(DN), center and periphery. DN refers to decision makers, that is, those
who have the power to make policy decisions. Their policy claims play a
decisive role in the final decision. Beyond the core level is the center which
mainly includes social elites in the media, business, and academia who
have policy influence capabilities to some extent. Think tanks belong to
the center. Periphery is mainly the general public. Although the public is
the real social subject in quantity, as they are far from DN and center of
policy formulation and lack the channels and capabilities to obtain policy-
related information directly, they are actually at the edge of policy
decisions. Researchers in think tanks are themselves elites in society. While
dealing with participants from different positions in the social structure,
think tanks will adopt various strategies accordingly. It is through the
interaction with participants from these three levels that think tanks enter

into and exert influence on the various stages of the policy process.
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The research team adopts the “social structure” of influence framework as
the thearetical basis, regarding the three-layer influence, that is, the
decision-making influence (DN), academic influence (center) and public
influence (periphary), as the primary evaluation level, to analyze the

influence of education think tanks.
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6. Global Education Think Tank Influence Evaluation Index
System

(1) Politcal influence

Decision-making influence refers to the ability of think tank experts to
participate in making policy guidance, policy formulation, policy
implementation or policy evaluation, and to provide expert opinions for
decision makers to make up their minds. Through entrusted research,
congressional activities, government decision-making consultants and so
forth and so on, think tanks establish formal or informal communication
channels with government policy decision-making bodies, provide their
research results for decision makers in a head-to-head or written form so
as to make them willing to spend time listening to the research results and
finally adopt the recommendations. This is the most straightforward way
in which the think tank attempts to influence policy. However, assessing
the decision-making influence of think tanks is quite difficult. The
formulation of country or government policy is a complex process that has
been discussed by many stakeholders, and very few governments owe a
specific policy to a certain think tank, making it difficult to clarify if the
recommendations of a think tank played a decisive role in the policy
process. The “China Think Tank Index” (CTTI), a source think tank
development report published by Nanjing University and Guangming
Daily in 2018 used internal reference reports, reports and instructions to
measure policy impacts. The statistical results of the data found that the
source think tank contributed nearly 7,000 internal reference reports,
however, 76% of which failed to get a response after delivery. Among the
approved internal reference, only 2% of the internal reference was
approved by the subnational or national level. This shows that although the
internal reference is the most characteristic and important decision-making
consultation result of the Chinese think tanks, since most of them did not
receive national approval or feedback, the influence of the think tank policy

cannot be fairly reflected.
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The research team uses the relationship between think tanks and the
government and policy makers as a secondary index to measure the
decision-making influence of think tanks. Due to the busy work of senior
leaders and the lack of reading time, academic research papers is not an
effective method to communicate with them. The best way to do this is
to present a concise study of the research result to the leader in a brief
meeting, which depends whether the think tank can reach the leader
through its connections. Therefore, from this perspective, the network of
think tanks is one of the important determinants of its influence in decision-
making. The interpersonal network between think tanks and government is
particularly important in the political mechanisms of the United States. In
the United States, every four years many retired officials go to think tanks
for policy research, and think tank researchers also have the opportunity to
work for the government. It is called the “Revolving Door” in politics,
which allows the think tank to communicate with government leaders
directly so as to exert influence on policy decision-making. Take the
Brookings Institution as an example. Among its current 200 and more
researchers, over half of them worked for the government and 6 of them
are ambassadors. During the Obama administration, there were 36 scholars
at the Brookings Institution who joined the Obama government. The most
direct effect of this network is that the Brookings Institution's policy
recommendations can quickly reach the White House, Congress, and

government agencies, thus having a direct impact on policy development.

Due to the different political systems and national realities, the “Revolving
Door” mechanism is unlikely to be implemented in China, but there is a
phenomenon of talent flow between the government and the think tank in
China. In China, the official educational think tanks affiliated to the party
and government organs because of its unique status have more
opportunities to contact with the government and the education authorities

and their channel to report the research result is more smooth. Therefore,
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they have more opportunities participate in and influence the government's
decision-making. In addition, some think tanks in higher education
academy and private education think tanks also have social networks in the
government. Some of them have years of cooperation with government
senior government officials and some are retired government senior
officials of the government. Therefore, regarding the interpersonal social
networks between think tanks and governments as a secondary index for
measuring the influence of think tanks is not only applicable to the status
quo of Chinese and foreign think tanks, but also facilitates the collection

of relatively objective data in terms of feasibility.

On this basis, the research team refines the three-level indexes. Based on
“the rank of core members who have served as national/federal or
provincial/state government officials” and “the number of core members
who worked part-time at the national/federal or provincial/state levels, in
addition to the reports that inserted high influence publicized by the think
tanks, especially those that had international influence or impact on policy-
making, the team measured the relationship between domestic and foreign
educational think tanks and the government and policy makers so as to

judge their decision-making influence.

(2) Academic Influence

Academic influence is manifested as think tanks or their experts presenting
their research results to peers and other social elites by publishing papers
in academic journals, writing books, and holding seminars. Academic
influence 1s an important part of the overall influence of think tanks. Think
tanks can develop continuously and sustainably to provide consultations
for social issues only if they are based on strong academic ability and

knowledge accumulation, can. As some scholars said, “Think tanks are
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supposed to provide ideas and wisdom. Only if they have conducted
intensive academic research can they provide innovative ideas and wisdom
to solve problems. Solving current policy decisions cannot be based solely
on current social issues, but also needs to rely on history and experience to
make decisions. Through scholars' research, history can manifest reality,
thus avoiding mistakes in historical nihilism made by previous policy
decision makers." In the practical sense, if think tanks can convince other
social elites to agree and support their policy views, and at the same time
cooperate with other think tanks and research institutions to advocate their
academic ideas, their policy views are more likely to become the
mainstream view of people in the center, thus affecting the core decisions

of the government.

The research team subdivided the academic influence into three indexes:
the educational think tank’s total number of papers cited in the past three
years, the number of seminars held in the last three years, and whether there
are serial publications by the think tank. The higher the number of the total
academic citation, the higher the recognition of the think-tank by other
scholars and institutions; the higher the degree of recognition, the greater
the chance that the message will be presented to the reader, and therefore,
the stronger the influence. In addition, due to the fact that most seminars
are only open to professionals, therefore its academic recognition is
stronger. The number of seminars held in the past three years reflects its
academic activity and recognition in the professional field, and thus it is an
important index of the academic influence. Finally, the serial publication
reflects the quantitative assessment of the think tank while the merit of its

publications is not considered.
(3) Public Influence

Public influence refers to the think tank’s ability to influence the public's

views on a certain policy while interacting with the media and the public,
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and its effectiveness in expanding the think tank’s role in policy
propaganda. In the era of “Internet +”, the Internet has become the main
medium for information dissemination. Therefore, the best way to improve
the public's understanding of think tanks is to spread information on the
mass media. Think tanks can hire well-known correspondents to deal with
the media frequently. Some scholars have used the Brookings Institution
of the United States as a case to explore the reasons for its high social media
influence. It turned out that the Brookings paid high attention to
communication with the government and the public through social media
platforms. The Brookings created an official website, blog page, vlog, and
open accounts in main social media such as Facebook, Twitter, and
Youtube for information release where content is updated fast. They are
good at good at transforming professional research reports into easy-to-
understand social media language, so as to realize the professionalization
and specialization of social media information release. It can be seen that
making full use of the mass media platform is a powerful means for think
tanks to exert their own influence and shape the influence of public opinion.
It is a valubale tool for think tanks to guide and shape the government and
the public’s understanding of the issue and to promote the formulation of

the policy topic.

According to different network communication platforms, the research
team divides the public influence into search engines, social media and
website as three secondary indexes. Search engine index is measured by
the search volume of the full or short name of an educational think tank on
major search engines such as Baidu and Google. Social media index
includes two parts, one is the think tanks’s follower number in Weibo,
WeChat public number, Twitter and Facebook, and the other is the media
attention to think tanks, that is, the media's reference to think tank results
in newspapers and news websites. Finally, the official website index

examines the traffic of the think tank's website page.
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Based on the influence propagation route mentioned above with reference
to the existing think tank list index system, the research team determined
the secondary and tertiary indexes under the three types of influence. The

details are shown in the table below.
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Relationship with the government
Decision- | and decision makers (revolving Educational think tank
making door experience) . internal website, score graded by
influence | reports, project research, policy experts
impact, etc
The educational think tank’s
L total number of papers cited by | Mcrosoft Academic.
Total number of its citation ) o ]
other articles/ publications in CNKI
the past three years
Academic .
The total number of seminars .
Influence ) ) . Official report on the
Seminars hosted by the think tank in the . .
think tank website
past three years
. o The fact whether the think tank Official report on the
Serial publication . . . .
has serial publication think tank website
Search volume of the full/ short
name of the education think Goolge Ads
tanks in Google
Search Engines
Search volume of the full/ short
name of the education think Baidu Promotion
Public tanks in Baidu
Influence
facebook, twitter,
Social Media Social Media influence ace 0.0 wittet
Weibo, Wechat
Website traffic of its official
) L Alexa global ranking,
Official website (independent first-level . .
. regional ranking
domain)
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7. Global Education Think Tank Impact Evaluation
(1) Think-Tank List in the Study

In this study, the educational think tank list includes international think

tank list, foreign think tank list , and domestic think tank list.

International think tank list comes from well-known educational policy
research institutions and international organizations, including the
UNESCO International Institute for Educational Planning, the UNESCO
Institute for Lifelong Learning, the UNESCO Institute for Statistics, the
World Bank Development Research Group, and Economic Cooperation,

the Development Organization Education and Skills Bureau.

Foreign think tank list references the 2018 Global Go To Think Tank
special ranking - Top Education Policy Think Tanks. Based on the “2017
Tsinghua University think tank big data report” and other international
think tank lists, the team selected from major countries 58 educational
think tanks that regard education as their major research filed or

specialization.

Domestic think tank list i1s composed by 14 think tanks selected from the
rankings of major think tanks in China and research reports (Nanjing
University 2015-2016 and 2018, Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences,
Tsinghua University, Zhejiang University, Zhou Hongyu’s “China
Education Think Tank Evaluation SFAI Research Report (2019 Edition)”.
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(2) Evaluation result

Rank [Think Tanks Region
1 |Urban Institute Foreign
2 |Cato Institute Foreign
3 |Development Research Group, World Bank International
4  |Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching Foreign
5 [Brown Center on Education Policy Foreign
6 [RAND Education Foreign
7  |Center for Education Policy Research Foreign
8 |Center for Education Policy, SRI International Foreign
9 |Consortium for Policy Research in Education Foreign
10 [The Hoover Institution Foreign
11 [Directorate for Education and Skills International
12 |National Center for Education Statistics Foreign
13 |[UNESCO Institute for Lifelong Learning International
14 |Australian Council for Educational Research Foreign
15 |[UNESCO International Institute for Educational Planning International
16 [UNESCO Institute for Statistics International
17 [Institute of Education Foreign
18 [The Institute of Education Sciences Foreign
19 |Center for Education Policy Analysis Foreign
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Rank [Think Tanks Region
20 [Korean Educational Development Institute Foreign
21 [National Institute for Educational Policy Research Foreign
22 |New Zealand Council for Educational Research Foreign
23 |La stratégie nationale de I'enseignement supérieur Foreign
24 |National Assessment of Educational Progress Foreign
25 [National Institute of Education Sciences Domestic
26 [National Center for Education Development Research Domestic
27 [National Institute of Educational Planning and Administration Foreign
28 [Education Trust Foreign
29 |National Education Policy Center Foreign
30 |Education Policy and Data Center Foreign
31 |Center for Educational Policy Analysis Foreign
32 |Finnish Educational Research Association Foreign
33 [National Center on Education and the Economy Foreign
34 |Education Policy Institute Foreign
35 |Centre for Educational Policy Studies Foreign
36 |[Education Reform Initiative Foreign
37 |Central Council for Education Foreign
38 [21st Century Education Research Institute Domestic
39 |Finnish Institute for Educational Research Foreign
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Rank [Think Tanks Region
40 |Socires Foreign
41 |Center for International Higher Education Foreign
42 [National Center for Vocational Education and Training] Foreign

Development
43  |Centre for Education Policy Foreign
44 [The International Institute for Education Policy, Planning and| Foreign

Management
45 |China Academy Of Social Management,Beijing Normal University] Domestic
46 |Center for Educational Research and Development Foreign
47 |Global Education Innovation Initiative Foreign
48 |Center for Research and Teaching in Economics Foreign
49 |China Institute for Educational Finance Research Domestic
50 |Center for Education Innovations Foreign
51 |Korea Institute for Curriculum and Evaluation Foreign
52 |Education Policy Center Foreign
53 |Center for Policy Studies PRAXIS Foreign
54 |Wissenschaftsrat(German Council of Science and Humanities) Foreign
55 |National Institutes of Educational Policy Research Domestic
56 |Center for Educational Policy Studies, Faculty of Educational Foreign

Management
57 |National Center for the Improvement of Education Assessment Foreign
58 |Ukrainian Educational Research Association Foreign

54




Rank [Think Tanks Region
59 |Changjiang Education Research Institute Domestic
60 |The Education Foundation Foreign
61 |Ukrine National Academy of Sciences Foreign
62 [National Institute for Learning Outcomes Assessment Foreign
63 [Institute of Education Tsinghua University Domestic
64 [Institute of Education,Xiamen University Domestic
65 |Annenberg Institute for School Reform at Brown University Foreign
66 |The Hechinger Institute on Education and the Media Foreign
67 [IMANI Center for Policy and Education Foreign
68 |UNESCO International Research and Training Centre for Rural Domestic

Education , Beijing Normal University
69 |UNESCO Center of Teacher Education,Shanghai Normal| Domestic
University
70 |Arizona State University Center of Global Education Advanced| Foreign
Research
71 [Research Institute of  Rural Education , Northeast Normal| Domestic
University
72 |Institute for Innovation in Education Foreign
73 |Center on Education Policy and Workforce Competitiveness Foreign
74 [Beijing Academy Of Educational Sciences Domestic
75 |Education Endowment Foundation Foreign
76 |Shanghai Academy Of Educational Sciences Domestic
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Rank [Think Tanks Region

77 |The International and Comparative Education Research Foreign

@ Decision making influence

Both the international and domestic think tanks have the “Revolving door”
mechanism between think tank leaders and government officials. This kind
of personnel circulation expands the personal networks of think tanks,
enabling them to communicate directly with policy makers. Take the
Brookings Institution as an example. Half of the current 200 researchers
have a background working in the government, and six of them were
ambassadors. Its current chairman, John R. Allen, is a four-star general
retired from the US Marine Corps and a former commander of the NATO
International Security Assistance Force and the US military. Vice President
Stephanie Aaronson was the head of the Fed's macroeconomic analysis
department and the deputy assistant minister of macroeconomic policy of
the Ministry of Finance. In China, the official education think tanks such
as National Institute Of Education Sciences and the National Center for
Education Development Research are affiliated with the party and
government organs and have a unique status. Many of the responsible
principles themselves are senior officials who retired from the government.
They have many opportunities to contact the government and the education
authorities, and therefore their result can be delivered to upper leaders

smoothly.

In addition to the “Revolving door” mechanism, internationally renowned
educational think tanks have published many reports with international
influence to promote policy formulation and implementation at the national

and international levels. The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of
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Education, published in 1973, classifies colleges and universities that are
accredited in the United States to identify and describe the diverse
educational institutions in the United States. Its established classification
criteria for higher education institutions are widely used in many aspects
such as university rankings, education legislation, government decision-
making, and the determination of membership fees. It has a profound
impact on the classification of higher education institutions in the United
States and around the world. In comparison, while most domestic think
tanks have actively issued policy reports and published a considerable

number of research reports, but they are in general lacking in influence.
@ Academic influence

University College London, Institute of Education and the American
Urban Institute are the top two international education think tanks that
published the highest number of articles in the past three years; the
American Urban Institute and the Stanford University Hoover Institution
are the two most cited international think tanks in the past three years; the
Hoover Institution and the Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of
Teaching have the top 2 highest average cited number per paper. Institute
of Education at Xiamen University and the National Institute of Education
Sciences are the top two published domestic education think tanks; Institute
of Education Tsinghua University , Institute of Education at Xiamen
University are the top 2 highest cited think tanks in the past three years.
Institute of Education Tsinghua University and Peking University China
Institute for Educational Finance Research have the top 2 highest average
cited number per paper. In terms of the amount of publications, there is
little difference between the domestic education think tank and the
international education think tank, but there are still big differences in the
number of citations. In comparison, there are still gaps in average cited
number per paper between the 14 domestic education think tanks listed and

the national excellent education think tanks.
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® Public influence

There are significant differences in the performance of international and
domestic educational think tanks on social media influence. The
international education think tank emphasizes the power of social media.
Basically, each think tank has Facebook and Twitter accounts, and the
account information can be basically found on its official website. In
comparison, domestic education think tanks are more oriented toward the
decision-making level. Only a few educational think tanks have their own
official Weibo and WeChat accounts. Among the 14 domestic think tanks
listed, only Beijing Normal University China Education and The Social
Development Institute and the 21st Century Institute of Education opened
the official WeChat public account. The two Chinese political science
think tanks, the China Academy of Educational Science and the National
Education Development Research Center, do not have Weibo accounts,
and the number of their Wechat account’s follower is also very low. In
contrast, the private think tanks pay more attention to expanding social
influence, and the opening rate and number of their WeChat or Weibo
followers are far greater than other types of domestic education think tanks.
For example, in the 21st Century Academy of Education, the scores of the
number of followers on WeChat and Weibo are relatively high in the rank
among other domestic education think tanks. This shows that the private
think tank, as a third force, influences the public through the output of the
social media platform, and promotes the emergence and discussion on

popular social issues.

(3) Limitations and shortcomings of the evaluation

Based on Calton's social structure model, this report evaluated the

influence of 84 educational foreign and domestic think tanks from the
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aspects of decision-making influence, academic influence and public
opinion influence by the means of literature research, process analysis and
statistical analysis. The research team quantifies and ranks the 12 three-
level indexes, aiming to quantify the influence of the think tanks, so as to

make a relatively objective evaluation of each think tank.

However, as mentioned above, influence is a psychological force that
monitors other’s mind, it is difficult to quantify by specific indexes. In
particular, the influence of decision-making is quite difficult to be clearly
measured and quantified due to the diversity of government decision-
making suggestions/consulting subjects, the confidentiality of some
policy-consulted consulting projects, and the fact that some think tanks
exaggerate their influence on policies. The “China Think Tank Index”
(CTTI) source think tank development report published by Nanjing
University and Guangming Daily in 2018 used internal indicators, reports
and instructions to measure policy influence. The statistical results of the
data found that the source think tank accumulated nearly 7,000 articles in
a single article, but 76% of the internal reference failed to get a response
after the report; in the approved internal reference, only 2% of the internal
reference was approved by the subnational or national level. This shows
that although the internal reference is the most characteristic and important
decision-making consultation result of the think tank in China, most of the
think tanks have not received the national level internal reference and the
feedback result 1s unknown, therefore it cannot reflect the influence of the

think tank policy representatively.

In the reports issued by the Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences,
Nanjing University, and Sichuan Provincial Academy of Sciences, the
impact of think tank decision-making influence was evaluated by means of

“expert review”. Although it i1s impossible to avoid the subjectivity of
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scoring experts, it is relatively intuitive to reflect the influence of various
think tanks in the hearts of authorities in the industry. The research team
used the experience of rotating doors as an index to understand the
influence of think tanks from the perspective of its interpersonal network.
This report takes the number of revolving door experiences and internal
reference, instructions, and number of subjects as indicators, and is
inevitably constrained by problems such as difficulty in quantification, lack
of data, and subjective judgment. It is slightly limited in the evaluation of

decision-making influence.

Secondly, in the evaluation of academic influence, the research group
searched the Microsoft Academic and CNKI platforms for the total number
of citations and the total number of papers signed as the educational think
tank and published in the past three years. It was used as a set of three-level
indicators. Although quantifiable, the exact amount is subject to the
completeness of the two databases and may be overlooked. Secondly, this
report only counted papers published in English or Chinese, and does not
rule out the fact that some of the think-tank papers have been omitted due
to language difference. In addition to papers, the number of seminars and
serials is based on manual statistics from think tank websites, which is easy
to miss. At the level of the secondary indicators, the team has limitation in
that they are only concerned with the number as it is difficult to judge the

seminars and serials in terms of quality.

Finally, the research team judged the influence of social media on the
number of followers on the four platforms of Facebook, Twitter, Weibo and
WeChat. However, it 1s not excluded that the official account of Weibo or

WeChat of some think tanks does not exist in its full name or abbreviated
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form, and thus there may be omissions in the retrieval of social media
accounts. In addition, through the Alexa global and regional ranking
statistics website traffic can only be counted to the first-level domain name,
not the second-level domain name. Therefore, the official website traffic

data of some think tanks may contain omissions.
(4) Conclusion

Since the 18th National Congress, documents on the construction of think
tanks have been frequently published, and research on think tanks has
flourished. Chinese think tanks have entered the best opportunity period in
history. This report selects 77 domestic and foreign think tanks, and
comprehensively evaluates influence from three levels: decision-making
influence, academic influence and public influence. The evaluation results
show that compared with foreign well-known educational think tanks,
Chinese think tanks have obvious lack of international influence in
reporting, and they pay insufficient attention to the use of mass media
platforms. Through systematic and scientific evaluation feedback,
domestic think tanks can learn the successful experience of internationally
renowned think tanks, reflect on their own shortcomings, and thus promote
the construction of think tanks with Chinese characteristics more steadily.
In general, the Chinese education think tank is still growing, and there is
still much room for improvement. With the rise of China and the
advancement of education modernization, Chinese educational think tanks
will continue to improve their consulting and service capabilities, and carry
out more forward-looking, targeted and reserve policy research around
national strategic needs, exert more influence in the formulation process
and provide important support for the party and government to make

scientific and democratic decisions.
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Appendix
Changjiang Educational Research Institute ( CERI )

Strongly supported by the Provincial Education Department of Hubei
Province, the Changjiang Educational Research Institute (hereafter as
CERI), which was sponsored by the Central China Normal University
(hereafter as CCNU) and the Changjiang Publishing & Media Group, is
one education and research institution founded on 16th December 2006.
Zhou Hongyu, member of the standing Committee of National People’ s
Congress, vice president of the China Education Society , vice president of
the China Society for Educational Development Strategy ,Deputy Director
of the Standing Committee of the People” s Congress of Hubei Province,

CCNU professor and doctoral supervisor , holds the post of Dean.

Based on the guiding ideology of “ Global Vision , China’s position ,
Professional Competence and Practice Orientation ” and the legislative
principle of “People’ s Stance, Establishment Attitude, and Professional
View ”,the CERI has gathered a group of domestic and foreign high-quality
educational experts . A platform has been set up to link relevant education
experts and education management departments with the support of
publishing enterprise . It has formed a new type of institutional mechanism,
which bases on academic research and focuses on policy research,
supported by publishing enterprises, supported by government , and
supported by social participation , with the complementary advantages of
“learning , research , industry , government , and society ”” and coordinated

promotion.

For more than 12 years , the CERI has been working hard to create a new
type of educational think tank , “ Heavy Apparatus ”, and strive to turn the
“ plan ” of the think tank into the policy decisions of the party and the
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government , and the “ program  of the think tank into practical action .
The ““ speeches ™ of think-tanks have been translated into social consensus
and better dedicated to reform . For two consecutive years in 2016 and
2017 of CTTI , the social tank MRPA ranked first in the country . In 2017,
he was selected by the China Academy of Social Science as the * China
Core Think Tank of the year 2017 ” .In 2018 , the index of social think
tanks in the social think tanks in 2018 PAI rating list of the second in the
country . In 2018 , the CERI ranked the second in the country in terms of
PAI values of social think tanks in CTTI.
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SquareStrategics Research Institute ( SSRI )

SquareStrategics Research Institute (SSRI) is an independent educational
research institute and a think tank. The headquarters of SSRI is located in
Beijing, China, and there are sub-stations in many other regions, including
the United States, Canada, Australia, the United Kingdom, France,

Germany, Japan, Singapore, Hong Kong and etc. .

Together with researchers around the world, SSRI performs rigorous
research and analysis on topics related to higher education, such as
university governance, discipline construction, students cultivation and so
on. Our research is based on the paradigms of both positivism and
interpretivism, and we produce in-depth reports using quantitative as well

as qualitative methods.

Besides performing research, SSRI is also a reliable strategic partner for
universities, research institutes, academic and industrial societies,
government departments, NPOs, media and companies. By providing data
service, information system, consulting, collaborative education as well as

marketing solutions, we would like to provide our partners with :
® Research of both conceptual and applied education theories
® Guidance in policy making, from strategy to tactics
® Evaluation and assessment of current education policies

® Increase of management efficiency in research, teaching, and

education service

® (Cooperation among think tanks based on data and evidence
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