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��ȉžƅ̽úʫʽʛ̀Ȉ 

ȉž2ʹ�Ƣƨž���ȉĆĊ���̅ž�ȂʢŔʼŇ�ʄˀdʛǨˆ

ʫʽú—̈́șȤ M�Ī̅�ʛƒƉŔǨƁʛǨˆ�ˆͼ̣Ͱ³1�ʊLƩ,�

ʛȉž͢ɭ:̨ǲčŏ�20 �˕¢Đͼɂ',²ǦωúΜƅ!ĭɱɛʛǖ

²�˱čƊϓ5ʊLȉžʛ�͢�（�Ⱦ�ʔĭưØ�ɆɵƣƓ’zʏ5�

ʋ（�ɖȉžɹɱ�ͻ�ǻȓ˱čʛÉ˸ĝčεúŷĝΟX�ŔĪ�ˎķöX

̓čʛ̓ččί8°ʫʽƳɔčʛ�ĪAǨˆʫʽ$Ɯ�）˘˘ƭˀ&čŏ

ʛǨɒ˟ɞÛŤȐ°�9ưˠȞíʑ:ưíèč˟ɞΗÝ¦Μ¡ƥĨŹlͼ

˟ɞʛÛŤ�˨ƿʰXʛΨȓʼŇƭ&èčǨƁ�ɗʛϙ̩Q°èčMč�8

°ʫʽ&ŕîʛȉžͶΈđÛŤ͢ȟ��ęȉž�ʊ�Ŝ�Ȃ 70ŸL¦ 80Ÿ

LȓΫǨɒ�ʷƽ�˟ɞ�ĪA�Ǫ˿�ʰX�čε»）Ϊϕƭ&ǨƁú�V

�ɗʛɺɶzʏ5ĭΞʛȉžèʶ˟ɞ���Ǩˆ̼ĕúͳ̼�͢�ͼ�9

¿��˕Mȟμʦ�ʋ»̆ɂʛ�ǯ¯Ɵèčψ%ʦǷʜĨȚʛ�ëΪϕ

ȉžd&ǨƁʛ�Ī̅�΅ɂƒƭ5ψîčε8°�¾ě8°úč�8°ʛī

šȾaˎ2� 

ų́ǲʢɈƮčȉžƅ̽ʢŔͯȆ̇ǦωƆǧíʥɀ͢ɂ�¿�ĭí

�účŏͤȟͤΜ̭ȉžʛƅ̽úÛŤȉžƅ̽ʛƭǩƭ&čŏǙÀͮŊ¬ú

˂7¬ʛΜ̩aʊ�̇ 2013Ÿ̈ 2018Ÿ$čȉžƅ̽˟Ñ5Μ̩ʛ<ŸÛŤ

ȓ� 2013 Ÿ 4 Ȏ 15 Ƿ3ŷƤ4̺d�5�:$čʁ̍Ǳęȉžƅ̽ʛ

�4�15�Μ̩ƺʯ3ŷϙȾǙ�ƅ̽�$čʁ̍Ǳęȉž�ʛʠȬƾȉ

žƅ̽ǙÀ¦čŏưʕʛϞƃ��¯Ǝ$čʁ̍Ǳęȉžƅ̽ƅˀx��ˆ—

̈́§ƃ�ʛ 22 ĽǲΡ&Ǳǻȓ$čȉžƅ̽》ǽ5ǲîƆò5ǱǻLǓɋȉ

žŇ_�ȉž˺̃�ȉž§ƃ）ĝʭƣΪϕʛ{Ÿ�ëŸ 11 Ȏ$č�B�（

¿�ţ�$�X·ͷ5	$�$Į�:�ψɧ»Ǧω̒ŶΜĭΪϕʛ�Ň
ǽ

ʮ̩ɋ�¯Ǝ$čʁ̍Ǳęȉžƅ̽ƅˀx��ˆ—̈́§ƃ��3 2015Ÿ$�

$Į�Ð�č°ι�ÐɀƉËÛ	�:¯Ǝ$čʁ̍Ǳęȉžƅ̽ʛƩ̪


》�$čʁ̍ǱęȉžȂ��účŏʷĿɉ'iɔ�ˆʛΜ̩ǤǠ��čŏɒʌ

                                                             
1 ̟ɲ,ȘǺŦ.�$čƢƨž�:ɥ,��ˋ�ʫʽŤȒ[J].ʷĿĿʫʽ,2006(03):321-327. 
2 ʈeŀ,ƌȅȎ.ȉžʛ͢ɭ�ÑʻØͥ·[J].ΜżʰXʷĿ,2012(10):102-109. 
3 	$�$Į�:�ψɧ»Ǧω̒ŶΜĭΪϕʛ�Ň
	FɉǷǀ
2013Ÿ 11Ȏ 16Ƿ（ 1ɾ� 
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aˎúɒʌ̃¬ʊL»ʛΜ̩�Ő��čŏͮŊ¬ʛΜ̩˚ƭΕ��Ź&ȉž

ƅ̽Ǚ�ƤaʠȬ�	Ʃ̪
ʛϒŰ&$čǱęʁ̍ȉžƅ̽》ǽ5ǲîɴ͢

5�čèˋȉžƅ̽ʛɹɱ�2017Ÿ 5Ȏ 4Ƿ	�:ʰXȉžxƄÛŤʛ̒Ŷ

Ʃ̪
�äǸĐͼ�ɂ̬̔úƊŕʰXȉžÛŤpξʰXȉžiɔÖ�ȉž

Býhˢ。ŤʰXȉžÖ��ˆ—̈́Ȑ°ʛȏǩΆƖ�ëŸ¿Ȏ�ʛ（¿1

ȾL̦ĭX��ȾǙ��ƅ̽ǱǻL$čʁ̍ʛǱęȉž�ͻ�G�ȾΜʒ5

ȉžƅ̽ʛΜ̩ƣ˷�ƾ$čȉžƅ̽Ǚ¦5Ψ*ÛŤʛšψ� 

；̫9¿Ÿȟ$čȉžƅ̽ʛÑʻȉžʛÛŤ�$čʰXʛÛŤτɋƦ

Ʀʢ�ɇȾȉžƭȧɴĢΗώſʦǨɒ˟ɞϓěʛǱƒƉǱτɋ�ĐǨˆτɋ

�§ƃ¤Ĵǖ²�$čȉžŸȟͼ�å�ȍĴșΊȓlͼȉžƅ̽ʛǨˆ

ǮOϔϔ�äǨˆ§Ňɶψs¦ȉžǨˆaˎ΅ɂƅˀ�ëǻȉžʢ�ʫ

ʽ̝¸ƆŤʫʽƭȧ�ʊ=ĄƉĢΨ&$čʁ̍Ǳęȉžƅ̽ĲŇ5ʌ̼ĝ

ʭ�č°ιúđǲè˔ÛŤ$Ɯ�ʫʽƳ�èϞȭ�ʰXȉž）Vī¬Ξ&$č

èšȾ�èǲψʛȉžƅ̽ÛǌʦΜ̩ʛdʐ� 
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9��ʋǪ˿ȉžʛ�͢�ÛŤ 

d&ȉžƅ̽ʛΜ̩ʉ̎Ǫ˿ȉžƅ̽ȂŊʊǪ˿ʊL»ØǪ˿ƎčʠȬ

ʛΜ̩ƴɅ�μʦƮčǪ˿ȉžʛ�ǯÛŤĵbĜ˿ǱęȉžÛŤψîčε

ȏčεƓ’¬ʛWʴȉžƭ&Ɛ�×�ÛŤʠȬ�ʫʽčεǪ˿ȉžʛÛŤʁ

ɶtΠčεWʴȉžÛŤͷʻ$ʛȏʜ˟ϝãM&ƮčǪ˿ȉžÛŤĢʬɨ

ʎ� 

Ǫ˿ȉž'̩》ȏ���FĤƆŤ��Ǫ˿Ǩˆʫʽ&ǨƁǪ˿�ˆǙ

h—̈́úȐ°ʛșȤ�J�ʔ̔Čȟʤ̇ 20�˕ 80ŸLǪ˿ȉžkƆĶĐ

�ʔèđ�͢��$˱čʛǪ˿ȉžǬΞŢ:�ʔϙ_Đ®̃�ǬΞ�ʶˋ

ǲψëȮŢ:�ʔϓ}Ɋŷ�ĐőĩɔŞ>ĭĿ 2018Ÿ	�ʋȉžǀõ
̿Ňʛ�

ʔ©¿ʛǪ˿Ǩˆȉž$˱ č�È�Ƴ�ãM͉˱ čʛǪ˿ȉžȂ�ʋȉž$ʫʽ

̃¬ȍƎĭʛ� 

JǻΫ�ȟʤ˱ čȉž͢ɂ: 20�˕¢ȓȍ¢̉¬:��Ǩˆʛʫʽ�

μʦȉžǬΞú®̃�ǯńă�ÛŤ˱čǪ˿ȉžſ˷ʏ�20�˕ 70ŸL

ȕ¦ 80ŸL¢˱čǪ˿ȉžƆĶͼ�̐̚ǻȓ�1957 Ÿμʦ̑˻FΉÊǿ

ʛÛŖ̑ ˻ʷƽ�ƃͣͤ5˱čŹƊ͢ϞšFĤʛƎɸÚƢ�˱ čϞšFĤƾ

ʷƽʛ̛íƏû:Ǫ˿ʛ̛íǨƁĉɁƆĶϞƃΜ̭Ǫ˿Ϊϕ}í�ä5è

ʶlͼƣǨˆǗǳ4�κɁ-Ī20 �˕$ȓʛ�Ú͚ċư7�lfȉžʛʫʽ

ΜƜÛʏͬʺfƙ�Ȋ�ɗč�ǨˆJ˷Ǫ˿ǨˆʛȉžǬΞĭŵ�ÀŜ

�Ȃ 1983 Ÿ	čŏĦĐÌș-$
ǀõÛŰí˱čǏ͢5Ǫ˿Ǧωʛɠɱ

Ǫ˿Ϊϕƭ&FN�ɗʛΜɶ�ɗǪ˿Ǩˆϓěʛȉž2ʑɁĭŵĢΨ5�ͼ

�9¿��˕μʦqƦƽȗϖΈÛŤ�ʋ�a»ͥ·¯ª˟ɞǨɒǮ»ʉ

ġ《˧ĨȚ»ȉžÛŤͶʅ�ĐͷÕʛÁ#ī�˕$Ǫ˿ȉž&čŏǙh§

ŇǪ˿Ǩˆʛǲȴ̿]Ǫ˿ǨˆʛŊǳƧ�ǖ²Ǫ˿Ǩˆͳ̼ŭ˟ƭ&Ǫ

˿Ǩˆ§Ňͷʻ$�ãˬřʛ̮̍� 

 

                                                             
4 Ȝɩ .˱čǪ˿ȉžʛÛŤɯÞØʁɶ[J].Ǫ˿ĿȗȎ�,2017(02):27-32+75.  
5 ͡˃υ,ΐȿ.˱čǪ˿ȉžʛÛŤͷʻ�ͥ·�ʁƕ[J].�ʔǪ˿qƦ,2016,29(04):5-11. 
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��ƮčǪ˿ȉžʛÛŤúʫʽ 

ƮčŔǪ˿ȉžʛʫʽ'̩ρ$ĐM��#ǲψ�  

（�ŔčĪǪ˿ȉžʛÛŤÑʻ�Ɠ’¬�˚˜ˠȤ�®̣̃）ǲψʛ

ʫʽ�ΐȿ�2012�	˱čǪ˿ȉžʫʽ——M“Ǫ˿Ǩˆ$Ɯ”&·
·ͷŔ˱č

Ǫ˿ȉžÛŤÑåMØ˱čǪ˿Ǩɒ�Ǩˆͼ̣ȷʌƤˠǪ˿ȉžĐǨˆ§Ň

ͷʻ$ʛ®̃J˷Ǚ�ƮčƅˀʄˀǪ˿ȉžʛƝ̩ƣ�͑ ͗Ȧΐȿ�2014�

	˱čǪ˿ȉžʛˋę�ʁɶ�®̃
Ŕ˱čǪ˿ȉžʛʁɶú®̃ͼ̣5ͯ&

ˎ˥ʛ�ȥŔƮčǪ˿ȉžʛÛŤ�Ǫ˿�ˆʷĿ»Ǚh5ȏʜʛtΠúòʯ

6�ʈƅȶΖ�ĺ�2014�	“��»ÛŤ”ʌƠ�ʛɳĭ¤>Ǫ˿ȉžƅ̽——

Mɳĭ¤>Ǫ˿ʫʽķöX&·
I˞5ɳĭ¤>ȍ�Ɠ’¬ʛǪ˿ȉžɳĭ¤

>Ǫ˿ʫʽķöX�ACER�ϞɊ���»ʛǪ˿ʫʽŔƮčǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ú

ÛŤʛòʯ7�ʈnʏ�2018�	˱čȉẓ̌ȼƉØ�ŔƮčȉžƅ̽ʛòʯ


Ǚ�̩Ŀ3˱čȉžʛƆǧƣĢ¯ȉžʛǻǩƣΏ͊ǨƁņöÖ�ȉžŹ

ƅˀŊ3ʏ§ƃ8�Ȝϡ）�2018�Ǚ�̩tΠϛȟ̨>ȉžƅˀMǨƁ&'ŕ

ʛ��Ǩˆ�ʰX˟ɞʢ�ʛȉž9� 

（9Ǫ˿ȉžʛ̣�ÛŤØ�ʁɄƣ�ʈƅȶΖ�ĺ�2014�	Ʈč

Ǫ˿ȉžƅ̽�Ϊϕ�Ŕˆ
ŔƮčǪ˿ȉžʛ�ˋØ®̃ͼ̣5�ȥǙ�5

ƮčǪ˿ȉžʊβɅľĐʛΪϕŹǙh5HíȉžÛŤʛ�ɶƅ̹10�Γĭ~

�2015�	Ǫ˿ȉžƅ̽ʛʁɄƣ
�ȥ5Ǫ˿ȉž�˪éƣȉžɈͯ-�ʛʁ

ɄƣǙ�ƮčǪ˿ȉžÛŤ$ľĐʛΪϕØ�?éʌƅ̹11�  

（�ƮčǱęǪ˿ȉžʛƅ̽ØΪϕ���ǱęǪ˿ȉž�ɥʫʽ�Ƃ

(Ĺ�2015�Đ	ƮčǱęǪ˿ȉž̒ŶΜ̩ΪϕʛƢ˵
$》�5ǱęǪ˿ȉ

žȖ͙�ŝȂƓ’�ˆ�&�ˆȐ°�ǱęǪ˿ȉžſ�ȏƎɸʛčŏfù�

Ō̫ʛʫʽˀĒ���ʛƩ̀�ˍʱMØƆǧʛÃë¡Ǳ12�ƌɃÀ�2015�	$

                                                             
6 ͑͗Ȧ,ΐȿ.˱čǪ˿ȉžʛˋę�ʁɶ�®̃[J].ɈͯǪ˿ʫʽ,2014,36(12):1-6. 
7 ʈƅȶ,Ζ�ĺ.���»ÛŤ�ʌƠ�ʛɳĭ¤>Ǫ˿ȉžƅ̽  Mɳĭ¤>Ǫ˿ʫʽķöX&·[J].
ϞȭǪ˿－ʌ,2014,8(02):33-37+48. 
8 ˱čȉẓ̌ȼƉØ�ŔƮčȉžƅ̽ʛòʯ[J]. ʈnʏ. $čÛŤ̫œ. 2018(Z2)  
9 ϛȟ̨>ȉžʛʊʃ�ʁɶ�òʯ[J]. Ȝϡ,ȶ[Ç,”˲.  Æ>�Æ>ʫʽ. 2018(03)  
10 ʈƅȶ,Ζ�ĺ.ƮčǪ˿ȉžƅ̽:Ϊϕ�Ŕˆ[J].Ǫ˿ÛŤʫʽ,2014,34(09):1-6. 
11 Γĭ~.Ǫ˿ȉžƅ̽ʛʁɄƣ[J].Ǫ˿ʫʽ,2015,36(04):14-16. 
12 Ƃ(Ĺ.ƮčǱęǪ˿ȉž̒ŶΜ̩ΪϕʛƢ˵[J].Ǫ˿ʫʽ,2015,36(04):4-8. 
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čʁ̍ǱęǪ˿ȉžʛȖ͙ʁƕ
Ƥˠ5ƮčǱęǪ˿ȉžʛʁɶ13��9Ǳ

ęǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ʫʽ�ǱęǪ˿ȉžʛƅ̽ȂǪ˿ȉžʫʽϓěʛ�ĭɹɶΪϕ

Ŝ�ȂĐǪ˿Εú$�$Įʢ˦ǖ��:Ǳęȉžƅ̽ʛǨˆǮO-íĿ˶˘

˘Ŕ�ŤƆ5Ƣ˵úʫʽ�ΡŔƐ©ǱęǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ľĐʛ�?ΪϕǪ˿Ε

Ǫ˿ÛŤʫʽ$Ɯƌ¬�2015�Đ	ǱęǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ͼ��#�ǱβɅ
》�

ǱęǪ˿ȉžτ̩ˍ�ΥŇ�Ɔ。Ĝ˿ʐƲτɋ��ɗǨˆ�ˋú͇̓ʁƕ�Ǚ

ÀȉžȐ°ʛãχƣ�ȏʐƣ14�˳Ç�2015�	$čʁ̍ǱęǪ˿ȉžƅ̩̽ȏ

Ǳ̭Ν
》�5$čʁ̍ǱęǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ʛǲîúʠȬέΚ5$čʁ̍Ǳę

Ǫ˿ȉžʛ“ʁ”ú “Ǳ”15� 

˪éM�Ǯʆ˪ƮNãMÛʊʠ©č�ŔǪ˿ȉžʛʫʽʢŔͺɈ̞ͯ

ƍʫʽ͢ɂͯȆ�Ő�2ͺĦĐͯ&ɜȃʛšψ�ʊβɅƮčǪ˿ȉžͺĦ

:͢ɂβɅĿ3čĪ}ͼǪ˿ȉžʛWʴwɔãM&ƮčǪ˿ȉžʛƅˀúÛ

ŤǙhȏʜtΠ˷ ·ͷǮʆ˪ƮNãMÛʊƮčĐǪ˿ȉžʫʽǲψľĐʛ

�ͦJ˷¯M̥|&ƮčǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ʆ�˩̞-¬�  

  

                                                             
13 ƌɃÀ.$čʁ̍ǱęǪ˿ȉžʛȖ͙ʁƕ[J].Ǫ˿ʫʽ,2015,36(04):16-19. 
14 ƌ¬.ǱęǪ˿ȉžƅ̽ͼ��#�ǱβɅ[J].Ǫ˿ʫʽ,2015,36(04):13-14. 
15 ˳Ç.$čʁ̍ǱęǪ˿ȉžƅ̩̽ȏǱ̭Ν[J].Ǫ˿ʫʽ,2015,36(04):21-24. 
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ć�ȉžƓ’¬ʫʽʛ̀Ȉ 

̇ 2015 Ÿ	�:¯Ǝ$čʁ̍Ǳęȉžƅ̽ʛƩ̪
ϒŰMȟ$čȉž

ƅ̽Ϟɱ͢èʶȉž�ǯɣʊ^͙ΞÖū�Ϡĵb̤Ξȉžƅ̽ƭȧƭ&

@τ̯�ʛΪϕ�Ŕ:čŏ˷̱ȉž̿Pȏ³:čŏƤaƾǚȉžÛŤʛƒ·�

ΡŔƣʛ�äǤ《ȉžÛŤʛǨˆ�Ŕ:ȉž˷̱ȉž̿Pȏ³:ȉẓ̌�̬

̔ụ́&��ʛƅˀͺȏ³:ȉžΫĐ˂7�Ŀ3$Ûʊ�ͦɴÛȉž《˧

ÛŤʛ²¬�Ŕ:�ˆΕΩ�ĝΟX�Ļa�Ŀȗʔ�ʰXĭV˷̱ȉž̿P

ȏ³:Ťʯȉẓ̌��ȉž#aʛ��ƒ͒� 

ȉžʛǨˆʫʽ��̋ƣĿȗʫʽʛ¾¥Đ:�ʫʽʠȬǽʮ》îŔǨƁ

�ˆØʢſʰXʉġͼ̣Ɠ’�ʫʽʉ̎ͣͤ5�̋ƣĿȗʫʽ$“8Ŋ�fact�

-Ǭǎ�data�-qƦ�information�-ʨ̀�knowledge�-Ƨǀ�intelligence�-ƭȧ

�result�”ƳȤƭʛqƦΤĢ¯5ȍ˝Ŋ͙ƣʛ“ǲȴ�solution�-Ǩ �̂policy�

-Ǘǳ�measure�”ʉ̎J˷ȍ˝ƒƭ5qƦ-̯�ǲȴΤ16�ĉɁȉžʛƓ’

¬ƭ&ȉžŪdʛ�ΧʠȬ�ÛŤĝʭ�Ɠ’¬Ȃ̿PȉžʛΜ̩Ȭ�-�Ȃ

ȉžʏù¬ʛɭɓ�˱č̜ìȉžŰϟΟǰʫʽιʌ8X'ų˓˴·ȵϑ̵&

“͙Ξ�ʄˀƣúƓ’¬”Ȃ�#ό˔ȉžƝϏĔ《ʛ�#ȯƜPv̫� 

ʠ©čεȍ�Ɠ’¬ʛȉžǒìȂʑ˱čőĩɔŞ>ĭĿ�ȉž��ɉ

ʰX��TTCSP Think Tanks and Civil Societies Program�ύʠɇŸÛŰ�Ⱦʛ	�

ʋȉžǀõ
�ͅǀõ̇ 2006ŸƆĶ΅ŸÛŰ�ʋȉž˪éǒì�ͅǀõǋɼ

đěúʫʽϓěŔ�ʋȉžͼ̣�ˋJȉž͜ɭ�fʐʇ�B�úƓ’ć#�

˔》Ȭšψ˪é˵̠Ιʐ�'̫ǭaË͒̿Pɔ�Ȱǎ�ŏƶ�Ȥƅȉž̿

Paˎ17�ͻRǀõƆ¡ƣǹZǡ̔ČźɕȂʠ©ȍ�Ɠ’¬ʛȉž̿Pǀ

õ�   

Ʈčʛȉž̿Paˎ͢ɂͯȆ̂ μʦŸȟč�ȉžʛÛŤͶʅèʶˋ

ęʛ�ΩJ8ȉžʫʽʛĿȗșȤ2ƆĶ�ʊ�$ȏ�řșȤͺȤƅ5̇Ŭ

ʛȉž̿PaˎŹǖ�5è�ʁ̍ʛȉžǒì�č�ȍǹʛȉž̿PaˎȂ�

                                                             
16 ȜŅ,ȠǮƫ,�Uɡ.čĪȉžƓ’¬ʛƒƭØZǡͷʻ  ĝ:qƦ-̯�ǲȴΤʛ̭̮[J].ʷƽŕ
ǀ,2018,36(16):70. 
17 ̕Ȧɖ.ȉž̿Pǲɔ˪̼[J].ȄΰĿ�,2016(04):135. 
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ɡʰXʷĿιĐ 2014ŸÛŰʛ	$čȉžǀõ
�ͅ ǀõŗȉžʛƓ’¬�&�

ˆƓ’¬�ĿȗƓ’¬�ʰXƓ’¬účεƓ’¬ŹͰ-MȉžʛƭΨ̃¬d

&Ö˵》Ȭƅˀ$čȉžƓ’¬̿P》Ȭaˎ��ˆƓ’》Ȭ'̩¹Ǉϓŕƺʯ�

ƅ̱Ι：�̬ �̖͢ú—̈́ɚ²�ĿȗƓ’¬》Ȭ'̩¹Ǉ̼Ǯ̜dúʫʽύʠ�

ʰXƓ’¬》Ȭ�&Ļaǀú˭ˣZǡ�čεƓ’¬》Ȭ�&čεédúčε

Zǡ�ȉžƭΨ̃¬》Ȭ'̩˵œȉžʛťƣúȉžʛ͜ɭ�Ιʐīͭ'̫̿P

ɔȰǎ 4#�˔》ȬŔ$čɚͧȉžͼ̣ƶ�úǒì� 

$čʰXʷĿι$čʰXʷĿ̿P$Ɯ: 2014Ÿ 2ȎÛ͢�ʋȉž̿Pύ

ʠŔ�ʋ 1781ŏȉžͼ̣˪é̿P�AMI̿Paˎ ( AAttractive Poweró

Ɗ¬�MManagement Power－ʌ¬�IImpact PowerƓ’¬) JóƊ¬�

－ʌ¬�Ɠ’¬�#šȾŔ�ʋȉžͼ̣̿PóƊ¬》Ȭ'̩˵œȉžʛĥ̲�

Fö�Býú͜Ο�－ʌ¬'̩˵œȉžșȤʛˎ˥�˚˜�FöˠȤ）�Ɠ’

¬》Ȭ�&ǨˆƓ’¬�ĿȗƓ’¬�h XƓ’¬účεƓ’¬�2017Ÿ$č

ʰXʷĿιĐ�ʋȉž》Ȭaˎʛĝʭ�ͼ̣r̴Ȥƅ5�$čȉž˪é̿P

AMIȼę�ÛŰ5ʫʽǀõ� 

2015Ÿ 1Ȏ 15ǷςɶčεÛŤʫʽι�$č˭˻éÛŰ5	2014$čȉ

žƓ’¬ǀõ
�ȰǎȉžƓ’¬�ˋΙʐćˋƓ’¬》Ȭ���Ɠ’¬�Ǩ 

ƁƓ’¬�ʰXƓ’¬účεƓ’¬�ɇˋƓ’¬̽˯ 3-5 #Ō̫》Ȭ�ͻR

	2014$čȉžƓ’¬ǀõ
��ɡʰʷιʛ̿PaˎʢɈ�dȼƉȏƳ

¡Ǳ̿PșȤȟ̇ɉΫʫʽșȤ�ĻaédʫʽȂ�#Dɶ˷�KN2͂

ĎǦͼ̿Pǲɔ¡Ή�'̫̿P�Ō̫̿Pʢˠéʛ̿Pǲɔ18� 

ćŨʣʰXʷĿι�$čʷĿιʻƃǮʆƧǀ$Ɯ2J 2014 Ÿ͢ǖ�	$

ÂȉžƓ’¬ǀõ
J�ˆ�̼̊�ʰX����čεƓ’¬<#ǲψȤƅȉ

žƓ’¬̿Paˎ� 

2016 ŸÆCĭĿ$čȉžʫʽ�̿P$Ɯ�~ǽǷǀȉžʫʽ�ÛŰ$

Ɯ˻éʫÛ5$čȉžĘʡǜːƊǣ�CTTI�úǬǎ－ʌŷäŹĐƐŸŸƀÛ

Ű5MRPAɝ̿ǀõ�MAPA ɝ̿aˎʑ M (ɒʌˠȤ) ��(ȉž͜ɭ) �P (ȉ

žƭȧ) �A(ȉžɚ²) ） 4#�˔》Ȭú 19#9˔》ȬȤƭ�MAPA ̿ɝa

ˎȰǎ�ŏĠǀʛǬǎ̇²Ŕȉžͼ̣ƶ�ǒŽϙȾŔƮčʛĭĿȉžͼ̣5

                                                             
18 ̕Ȧɖ.ȉž̿Pǲɔ˪̼[J].ȄΰĿ�,2016(04):139. 
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͆˛ʛ¾�̿P� 

ɩÂĭĿ: 2016ŸϙȾÛŰ	$čȉžĭǬǎǀõ
Ȃč�ȉž̿PșȤ

ϙȾ·ͷĭǬǎ̿PǲɔúʰAĭǬǎ͜ɭŔȉžɚ²ͼ̣ʛ˪éƣ̿P�̿

˔�'̩J$čȉžƚq�æƓ’¬�$čȉžƚÇ�ŏƓ’¬ú$čȉžƚq

ƊʐƓ’¬�#�˔》Ȭ�Ûͼ̣̿P� 

2018 Ÿ 11 Ȏ 10 ǷʑΨɎǪ˿ʫʽι�Ǫ˿ȉž�Ǫ˿ɒʌʫʽ̿P$

Ɯ�ÆCȅŻĿι˻éƆÛʛ CETTE$čǪ˿ȉž̿]ˎ˥ōõ�˙ÛŰ5

	$čǪ˿ȉž̿P SFAI ʫʽǀõ�2018 Ÿ�
�č 60 ŏǪ˿ȉž�΄

2018CETTE ȉžȺÅ�ͻȂƮčϙı�ψǘ�ǥρǪ˿ȉžǬǎ&ʐƲǙ

hǬǎǭʌ�Ǭǎȸː�Ǭǎ�ȥ�Ǭǎſʐ）®̃ʛȉžːƊˎ˥�ĝ:Ǫ˿

ȉžʛˠȤ�S�Structure��®̃�F�Function��ƭȧ�A�Achievement�úƓ

’¬�I�Influence�）ć#̩ˏ͎ϕ˚ʫÛ5$čǪ˿ȉž̿Paˎ�SFAI�

�ȥȼę·ͷʢ� SFAI 》Ȭaˎʛǥρ�̿P）ƒƭ5 CETTE ȯƜȺÅ

Ǫ˿ȉžúȟɭǪ˿ȉž�2019Ÿ 4Ȏ 27Ƿ	$čǪ˿ȉž̿P SFAIʫʽǀ

õ�2019Ÿɾ�
ÛŰ�ͻȂč�（�Ε�:Ǫ˿ȉž̿Pʛ$̓ǮÙ͇ɾǀõ�

˟ͷɌƤ�ȥ�ȏ 40ŏÅ_�΄ȯƜȉž26ŏÅ_�΄ȟɭȉž�ŹŔ$

čǪ˿ȉžʛƅ̽Ǚ�5Ǩˆƅ̹� 
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<�ȉžƓ’¬̿Pʛʌ̼ĝʭ 

Ɠ’¬ȂȉžʛȯƜ˂7¬2Ȃ̿PȉžʛΜ̩》Ȭ-��� 5#ǀõ

ĝȖΗŗƓ’¬d&ȍȯƜʛ》Ȭ��Ɠ’¬Ȃț¬ʛ�ʶƒƉ^�Ǖ§¬�

¬Ξ�ƎͿúŶɢƱɻ�ë�Ł·ͷṍ�KF̣²ʛʌʑͻ?ʌʑȂŔKF

ȏ¤ʛƯ˶Ȃ,�MØăƩʛ˵̠ȟŔ�̣&ͼ̣Ɠ’^Ȃͻ?ʌʑú

˵̠ƝϏȂŔKȏ�ΞʛJ˷Ɠ’��ˆ��19 ĐƢƨ˂7̇ʑʛůĒ�ȉ

žʛBýȂƢƨʠȬŌƲȂǨˆ§Ň˶ȉžʛƭ®�ȂM¤ɤʛīřȟ̤Ξ

˷ȂÜ�:ȂðBʏ5Ɠ’¬��Ɠ’¬ʛȯƜŝĐ: “·ͷʡǔƯΫǔΆƖ

fǨˆͷʻƯǨˆ�ˆ˶ʛ̫ɶÛʏǦÞ”20ȍ˝ǖ²Ǩˆʛ§ŇúƸ̣� 

JƓ’¬ʛdʐș§˷̱ȏĿ˶JǨˆͷʻʛ<#βɅ�̹ϕǙ��ƒƭ

ƅ̹�Ǩˆ§Ň�ǨˆŊǳ�Ǩˆ̿]�ʫʽȉžÛǌdʐʛǲƉ21�Đ̹ϕǙ

�βɅȉžiǎǨƁ�ˆτɋ�h XΪϕτɋƯǨˆΪϕτɋǙ�Ǩˆ̹ϕ

ƊϓʰX̼̊ƯŔŭȏʛǨˆͼ̣̹̿ͼ˷ƊÛǱ�ͭʛǨˆ̹ϕ�ƒƭƅ̹

βɅȉžŔǨƁ�h XĭV�Ɯú̶̼ʛǨˆ̹ϕͼ̣ʔŇ, ŹJ8ɧ�ʫʽ

&ǨˆÇƈɗ�ɚ¬ɧɧƓ’Ǩˆ§Ňͷʻ�Ǩˆ§ŇβɅȉž&ǨƁǙh

ǨˆʫʽúǨˆ�ȥ̾ǎŹǙhǨˆǲȴŔǨƁ�ˆỰ&ȏɰĐƓ’Ͱ

³�ˆ˶ƒƭƯΘʐƯ、ˤʛơƃ�ǨˆŊǳβɅȉžŔǨˆǢd$ʛʢ�Ϊ

ϕͼ̣ɧ�͏ʫ&Ǩˆ͏ǭwĴ©ʧƣŕîŪdͼ˷ŊʊǨˆŊǳʃ�ʛʝ

ɝ�Ǩˆ̿]βɅȉžΡŔ©ȓǨˆƸ̣$ľĐʛΪϕͼ̣͏ȪʫʽŔʊȏ

Ǩˆͼ̣̿]&��ͭǨˆ͏ǭ》ŕǲî2&ǨƁúʰX�V��ͭǨˆ̶

̼Ǚh̹ϕ� 

JƓ’¬ʛdʐšȾ˷̱ȏĿ˶ʐ�ʰXˠȤ�ʛȹƠͼ̣ˋɈ22�¯Ś

� (Johan Galtung) ȰǎʰXèβš�Ǩˆ�ˆʛ�ˎŗʰXˠȤ�ƭ�#šȾ

Í�ˆȯƜ(decision -making nuclear, DN)�$Ɯ(center)úʹ˫(periphery)��ˆ

ȯƜš》�ˆ˶2ŝȂǑǚǨˆ�ˆț¬ʛFKNʛǨˆ'ƌŔǨˆ�ˆ͢

¦�Ňƣdʐ�ĐȯƜšMĪȂ$Ɯš'̩¹Ǉ�ȏ�ŇǨˆƓ’̃¬ʛĻa�

S�ʔ�ĿȗʔʛʰXˍ̓�ȉžŝť:$Ɯš̔ʖ�ʹ˫š'̩Ȃȇ·ĭV

                                                             
19 ʈ̘(.˱čȉžʛ�ǴͬΩ�ș§[J].čεΪϕʫʽ,2010(02):13-18. 
20 ʈȲj,�µɖ.ĝ:ǨˆͷʻʛȉžƓ’¬dʐș§ʫʽ[J].$čʷƽ̼ĕ,2018(11):151-157. 
21 ʈȲj,�µɖ.ĝ:ǨˆͷʻʛȉžƓ’¬dʐș§ʫʽ[J].$čʷƽ̼ĕ,2018(11):151-157. 
22 ÷əł. ȉžʛͬę[M]. Ƀɍ: ɬ¼Ǫ˿�ɾʰ. 2016.11�8 
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̢ɻJǬΞ�ȂʥɀʛʰX'â ʑ:ĭVʳǨˆ§ŇʛȯƜ�$ƜƗͽŹ

�ȇ·ĭV�ã̃ʡǔƙ¦�Ǩˆȏ�ʛqƦʛɪú̃¬ƳMKNĦ:Ǩˆ

�ˆʛ�ʹ˫��ȉž�ʛʫʽFöȖͫĦ:ʰXˍ̓βšψŔʰXˠȤ$Ħ

:�ëđ_ʛÖ�˶ȉžŗΙʐƱɻ�ëʛˆʕ�ȉžɀȂ·ͷ��#šȾ$

ʛè#Ö�˶;²J˷ͼ�Ǩˆͷʻʛè#βɅÛǌƓ’¬� 

͎ϕ˚MʰXˠȤʛƓ’¬�ȥȳȨ&ʌ̼ĝʭM�ˆ�ȯƜ�Ɠ’¬�

Ŀȗ�$Ɯ�Ɠ’¬úĭV�ʹ˫�Ɠ’¬�#šȾ&�˔̿P˨ƃŔǪ˿ȉ

žʛƓ’¬ͼ̣�ȥ� 
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���ʋǪ˿ȉžƓ’¬̿P》Ȭaˎ 

1. �ˆ�Political�Ɠ’¬ 

�ˆƓ’¬Ȃ》ȉž�ŏÖ�Ǩˆŕî�Ǩˆ§Ň�ǨˆŊǳƯǨˆ̿]

&�ˆ˶Ǚh�ŏƩ̪�Ͱ³�ˆʛ̃¬�ȉž·ͷķƷʫʽ�čXɚ²�ǨƁ

�ˆϐΪ）ǲƉƅˀ�ǨƁʛǨˆ�ˆșȤɀ̬Ưφɀ̬ʛɐ·ɪŗ̇Ŭ

ʛʫʽƭȧMßįƯ4ψʛƒƉǙhˢ�ˆ˶f�ƪƩǁ�ǻΫȟ�ɗ�ʫʽ

ƭȧŹȍíΙ：�ƅ̹23�ͻȂƢƨž͂ĎƓ’ǨˆƳΙÜʛȍʡǔʛǲɔ�

ɻ˷̿ ]ȉžʛ�ˆƓ’¬ȂʢƐ̌πʛ�ɇ#čŏƯǨƁǨˆʛ§ŇΗȂ�

#˟ͷ5Vī¤ʜʢ�˶Ă̶ʛĨȚͷʻ�ȣřȏǨƁXŗʁŇǨˆʛụ̈̄ǽ

ʮƏ®:ȩ�ȉžĉ˷Ɨπǽʮȩ�ȉžʛƅ̹ĐǨˆͷʻ$Ȃð͢¦5�Ň

ƣdʐ� 

Ȗ͎ϕ˚Mȉž�ǨƁØ�ˆ˶ʛ�ˎ&9˔》Ȭ̤ Ξȉžʛ�ˆƓ’¬�

ʑ:ϞšϓŕNŪd˒ƞ�/ɑȏά͍ǻΫĉɁĿȗʫʽ̼ǮƉʛɐ·ǲƉ

ȂǶǩʛ�ȍĴʛǲɔȂĐŘęX̹�Ėîϓŕô�̱ˇƩ͝ʛʫʽƭȧ˷

ͻÜ�:ȉž̃ð·ͷ�ÄͤʛF̄�ˎṵ̌¦ϓŕ˶�ĉɁJͻ#̮ƃʤȉ

žʛFε�ˎ˭ˣȂ��ˆƓ’¬ʛΜ̩�Ňĉˏ-��ȉž�ǨƁ-ΫʛFε

˭ˣĐ˱čʛǨɒș§$Ŝ&Μ̩�Đ˱čɇνćŸƗīÏQʛņöX¦ȉž

J8Ǩˆʫʽ˷ ȉžʛʫʽ˶2ȏșX¦ǨƁǂQ̩˺�ͻʶĿ˶úņö-Ϋ

ɛ·ʛ�ǴͬΩ�ș§fƙȉžƙMʡǔ�ǨƁ�ˆ˶ͼ̣ɐ·J˷ŔǨˆ

§ŇBʏƓ’�MŰϟΟǰÃX&·ŰϟΟǰÃXʊQʛ 200 īìʫʽö$

ȏ9�-�ʛF�ȏǨƁŪd̀ȈǂQͷϜĪĭfʛŝȏ�_-ī�ĐĳŮϛ

ƸǨǻȓ¯�ĳŮϛǨƁʛŰϟΟǰĿXĿ˶ȏ 36 F-ī�ͻʶFε�ˎ˭

ˣŲȟȍʡǔʛǩȧŝȂŰϟΟǰĿXʛǨˆƅ̹ãMͶΈ¦͵ʙŎ�čXú

ǨƁè#șȤJ˷ŔǨˆ§ŇBʏʡǔƓ’24� 

ʑ:Ǩɒa§�ĝȖčƧʛ�ë�ǴͬΩ�ș§Đ$čŊ̣ʛã̃ƣ�ĭ

^Đč�2ŭ�ʊ5ǨƁ�ȉž-ΫFƵɛ²ʛʊ͒�Ŝ�ĐƮč�Ǩș�ο

ťʛņǲǪ˿ȉžʑ:̇ͫʄʁđ_�ǨƁúǪ˿'－ΕΩṵ̌șXīƭȧ
                                                             
23 ȘǺŦ,̑.̨ǲƢƨžŔ��ǨˆʛƓ’¬  ĝ:ʰXˠȤʛƓ’¬�ȥȳȨȤƅ[J].�ʔ˟ɞ�Ǩ
ɒ,2004(12):24. 
24 ʈ̘(.˱čȉžʛ�ǴͬΩ�ș§[J].čεΪϕʫʽ,2010(02):14. 
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�ô·ώʓÖ�úƓ’ǨƁ�ˆʛșXī25�κɁ-ĪΕ�ϞȭúɉΫǪ

˿ȉžʛ˺ö2ĐǨƁ$�ȏʢƐʛʰX�ˎ˭ˣKN$ȏ?FúǨƁϞšȏ

ͷīŸʛéd�ˎ2ȏ?ȖͫŝȂJǨƁÏQʛϞ˔ņö�ĉɁMȉž�Ǩ

ƁΫʛFε�ˎ˭ˣd&̤Ξȉž�ˆƓ’¬ʛ9˔》Ȭ�Gʐ:$Īȉž

ʛʊʃJạ̃ƣ�˷̱2k:ǥρ¦ʢŔŌ̫ʛǬǎ� 

ĐɁĝʭ�͎ϕ˚M�ȯƜƭöȌQƯ�Qčŏ/˻Β˔ƯʣΕ/ũ˔ǨƁ

ņö）˔�d&�˔》Ȭëǻ˵œȉž̙ƙ�Ö�ƺʯúƼǂǨƁ͎ϕʛǬΞ

¯MȉžÛŰʛϞƓ’¬ʁ¥ȂȏčεƓ’¬úǨˆÖ˵ǩȧʛǀõ˪ é£

ǯȉžʛ�ˆƓ’¬� 

2. Ŀȗ�Academic�Ɠ’¬  

ĿȗƓ’¬Ȃ》ȉžșȤƯ�ŏ·ͷĐĿȗ�ʀ�Û̦Ŀȗ̼Ǯ��ɾ̜d�

âƆʫ̶X）ƒƉ, ŗ̇ŬʛʫʽƭȧŤʊˢẹ̈Ø�KʰXˍ̓�ĿȗƓ’¬

Ȃȉž˪éƓ’¬ʛΜ̩˚ƭΕ��áȏɧÒʛĿȗ̃¬úʨ̀ʸɦdȰĝȉ

žƵƙMȏɭɭ�ǯʛ��&ʊŊǨˆ�͐�ˆ�ɀĵȏĿ˶Ƴ̱��ȉž̩Ǚ

hƢƨúȉƫτ̩ȏɰƜʛĿȗʫʽƵXȏ¡ǱʛƢƨú̯�Ϊϕʛȉƫ�

̯�Ɛ©ʛǨˆ�ˆ�̃GGJƐ©ʰXΪϕ�Ûͅ ̩ˠéÑå˟ϝÑå̬

Ƙȟ�ˆ·ͷĿ˶ʛʫʽÑåãMȁʯʊŊJ˷Ύ��ˆ˶ʂÑå̡Ƕ'

,ʛΦ͈��26 JʊŊƩ,ȟʤȉžĵȧ̃Ĭ͉Ȑ�KʰXˍ̓͞ëŹǤ《̇

ŬʛǨˆ̫ɶëǻ̃Ĭ˻é�KȉžúʫʽșȤ�͢uŕ̇ŬʛĿȗ'ƌΑ

+�Ǩˆ̫ɶŝȊŐǾƭ&$Ɯβšʛ'ɛ̫ɶJ˷Ɠ’ǨƁʛȯƜ�ˆ� 

͎ϕ˚J̼Ǯ�ʫ̶Xú;˧�ɾʀ�#šψȟ̿]ĿȗƓ’¬�̼ Ǯ》Ȭ

Ȃ》�Ÿ˰ì&ͅǪ˿ȉžʛ̼Ǯ．ȩ̄ƊȾǬ�ĿȗƤƊʐΞͤϞ�ǲψ

͉ǽȉžʛÛǮ̧�KĿ˶ØșȤʛ̵ãƃͤϞ̾ ǽ�ĿȗPvà�ǲψ2

ƩøʦÛǮ̧ôʊĐ͍˶ψ©ʛșXͤĭã̃ŔĭVBʏʛƓ’¬ͤƎ��Ⱦ

ʫ̶Xʑ:īʑ��FĤÖ¯ÝVψȊʿĿȗ̵ãƃ2ȊƎ�ĉ˷ǥρ�

ŸΫâƆʛʫ̶XǬΞ̃ĬÚȀ�ͅȉžĐ��ϓěʛɚͧƃ�Ŀȗ̵ãƃȂ

aʊȉžĿȗƓ’¬ʛΜ̩》Ȭ�ȍíȂðȏ;˧�ɾʀÚȀȉžĿȗƭȧǲ

                                                             
25 ÷əł. ȉžʛͬę[M]. Ƀɍ: ɬ¼Ǫ˿�ɾʰ2016.11.  
26 ͬƊ̇ ηļļ.ȉžĿȗƓ’¬̿Pʫʽ[J].Ď4ϗ̼ĕ,2017,37(12):60. 
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ψʛ;˧ƣúʼŇƣȂŔȉžʛΞ»̿]�Ŕ��ɾʀʛW±ͼ̣̿P27� 

3. ĭV�Public�Ɠ’¬ 

ĭVƓ’¬Ȃ》Đ�ĻaØ�Vʛ;²$Ɠ’ĭVŔȩǨˆʛʤɔƹĭȉ

žǨˆōZʛ̼̊Ɠ’¬�Đ“;˻˭+”ǻL˭ˣƭ&qƦZǡʛ'̩ĻI

ĉɁ̩ĢͼĭVŔȉžʛ5̯ȍĴʛǲɔȂt³ĭVĻaʛōZŷä·ͼ̣Z

ǡ�ȏĿ˶ȌM˱čŰϟΟǰĿX&ȴ·ǓʽϞʰAĻaƓ’¬ʛÓĉ28Û

ʊ�Ŝ�ɗΜ·ͷʰAĻaŷä�ǨƁ��VʛqƦɐ·�ƅˀ5ņǲ˭ˁ�Ç

Ō�ǡŌŹĐ'̩ʰAĻa Facebook�Twitter�YouTube�Ɔ̽͘æͼ̣qƦ

ÛŰȊǱΈƃƟ�ă:ŗ��ʫʽǀõͬ»ƭ·oǾƬʛʰAĻa͇̱J

˷ŊʊʰAĻaqƦÛŰʛ�˺»ú��»�ʑɁã̪|�¤ʐĭVĻaŷä

ȂȉžÛǌ̇ͫĭVƓ’¬�ĞΉ̼̊Ɠ’¬ʛȏ¬ƴɅŔ�ƊŕúƓ’ǨƁ�

�VŔ̹ϕʛɧƃ̵ʨǖ²̹ϕƅȤ�ȏPv� 

Ȱǎ˭ˣZǡŷäʛ�ë͎ ϕ˚ŗĭVƓ’¬�&ǜːƊǣ�h AĻaú

ņǲ˭ˁ�#9˔》Ȭ�ǜːƊǣ》Ȭ》Đʚƃ�Google!#'̩ǜːƊǣ�ȩ

Ǫ˿ȉž�ʹƯˇʹʛǜːΞ�h AĻa�ɗΞ�ɗȉžĐ'̩ʰAĻaŷä�

ʛˌ ǬΞ�Ŕ:čĪȉž˵œ� Facebook/Twitterʛˌ ƤǬ�Ŕ:č�ȉ

ž�ȂņǲƚÇ͘æúƚq�Væʛˌ ƤǬ�ȍí·ͷ Alexa�ʋúđ¾

ǒì˵œȉžʄˀ˭ˁʛņ˭ɛΞ� 

ĝ:�Ɠ’¬ZǡͩƖÖ˵ŭȏȉžȺÅ》ȬaˎʮŇ�ˋƓ’¬�

ʛ9˔ú�˔》Ȭ��aĵ�̦Ƴʯ� 

  

                                                             
27 ͛σƛ�Ǽǰ,�ȫ�,�́,Δïʵ.ȉžʛZǡ�Ɠ’¬》Ȭ[J].�ˆ�qƦ,2016(08):98. 
28 ʢƛŉ. ǱĻaǻL�ʋȉžʰA˭ˣƓ’¬Ǔȥ[A]. �ɡůʰXʷĿʔ˻éX.$čʁ̍ʰX',�Ŋ
ͪǓː�ʌ̼¡Ǳ  ˕ƠǦωƆǧć¿÷Ÿ��ɡůʰXʷĿʔ（¿�ţĿȗŸXǮρ-2018Ÿƃ�[C].
�ɡůʰXʷĿʔ˻éX:�ɡůʰXʷĿʔ˻éX,2018:18: 589 
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�ˆƓ’¬ 

�ǨƁØ�ˆ˶�ˎ�Ǵ

ͬΩ˟Ñ���Ö�Ƽǂ

͎ϕ�ǨˆƓ’¬） 

�  
Ǫ˿ȉžņ˭�

�ŏƶ� 

ĿȗƓ’¬ 

̼Ǯ 
�Ÿ˰ì&ͅǪ˿ȉ

žʛ̼Ǯ．ȩ̄ƊǬ 

Mcrosoft 

Academic�

CNKI 

ʫ̶X �ŸâƆʫ̶XǬΞ   ȉž˭ˁǀ 

;˧�ɾʀ Ȃðȏ;˧�ɾʀ ȉž˭ˁǀ 

ĭVƓ’¬ 

ǜːƊǣ 

Ǫ˿ȉž�ʹ/ˇʹʛ

GoogleǜːΞ 
Goolge Ads 

Ǫ˿ȉž�ʹ/ˇʹʛ

ʚƃǜːΞ 
ʚƃǖź 

ʰAĻa 
ʰAĻaƓ’¬ú�ɗ

ƃ 

facebook 

twitterƚÇ

ƚq 

ņǲ˭ˁ 
ʄˀ˭ˁʛņ˭ɛΞ

(ʄˀ�˔ěì� 

Alexa�ʋǒ

ìđ¾ǒì 
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���ʋǪ˿ȉžƓ’¬̿P 

1. ȉžìÅʮ̵ 

Ȗʫʽ$Ǫ˿ȉž¹ǇčεȉžìÅ�čĪȉžìÅúč�ȉžìÅ� 

čεȉžìÅȟ̇:L̦ƣčε˚˜ʛǪ˿ǨˆʫʽșȤ¹Ǉ˻éčǪʷ

Ǯ˚˜čεǪ˿̬�ʫʽƳ�˻ éčǪʷǮ˚˜˝ͫĿ3ʫʽƳ�˻ éčǪʷǮ

˚˜˥̳Ƴ��ʔΣ̣ÛŤʫʽŘ˚�˟ɞéd�ÛŤ˚˜Ǫ˿�ƽ̃Š）�

̳ 5ŏ� 

čĪȉžìÅÖ˵5 2018Ÿőĭȉžǒì�2018 Global Go To Think Tank�

�ύǒì  Top Education Policy Think Tanks�2017ŸɩÂĭĿȉžĭǬǎǀ

õ）čεȉžʛȺÅǀõŹJ$΄�ɥʞ'̩čŏMǪ˿&'̩ʫʽϓě

Ưȏ�ΩʛǪ˿ʫʽĊήʛǪ˿ȉž 58ŏ� 

č�ȉžìÅ'̩ȟɭ:č�èĭȉžǒìúʫʽǀõ�Æĭ 2015-2016ú

2018��ɡʰʷι�ɩÂĭǬǎ�ɟĭ�÷əłú�ĭY	$čǪ˿ȉž̿P SFAI

ʫʽǀõ�2019ɾ��$�ʊʛǪ˿ȉžŹ΄L̦ƣȉž�̳ 14ŏ� 
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2. ̿Pˠȧ 

ǒì șȤ đ¾ 

1 ˱čĚůʫʽƳ čĪ 

2 ˱čÉƷʫʽƳ čĪ 

3 �ʔΣ̣ÛŤʫʽŘ˚ čε 

4 É˸ĝǪĿlͼĝΟX čĪ 

5 ˱čŰϟΟǰĿXŰȑǪ˿Ǩˆʫʽ$Ɯ čĪ 

6 ˱č�ƛ�çǪ˿ʫʽΕ čĪ 

7 ˱čǪ˿Ǩˆʫʽ$Ɯ čĪ 

8 ˱č SRIčε�çǪ˿Ǩˆ$Ɯ čĪ 

9 ˱čǪ˿Ǩˆʫʽ˻ʟ čĪ 

10 ǰėʲĭĿ̂cʫʽƳ čĪ 

11 ˟ɞéd�ÛŤ˚˜Ǫ˿�ƽ̃Š čε 

12 ˱ččŏǪ˿˥̳$Ɯ čĪ 

13 ˻éčǪʷǮ˚˜˝ͫĿ3ʫʽƳ čε 

14 ɳĭ¤>Ǫ˿ʫʽķöX čĪ 

15 ˻éčǪʷǮ˚˜čεǪ˿̬�ʫʽƳ čε 

16 ˻éčǪʷǮ˚˜˥̳Ƴ čε 



17 

 

ǒì șȤ đ¾ 

17 ̓č[ǫĭĿǪ˿Ŀι čĪ 

18 ˱ččŏǪ˿ʷĿʫʽƳ čĪ 

19 ǰėʲĭĿǪ˿ĿιǪ˿Ǩˆ�ȥ$Ɯ čĪ 

20 ϊčǪ˿ƆÛι čĪ 

21 ǷȖčˀǪ˿ǨˆʫʽƳ čĪ 

22 Ǳ̨�Ǫ˿ʫʽķöX čĪ 

23 ɔččŏϞ）Ǫ˿ưʕķöX čĪ 

24 ˱ččŏǪ˿ͼɂ̿P$Ɯ čĪ 

25 $čǪ˿ʷĿʫʽι č� 

26 čŏǪ˿ÛŤʫʽ$Ɯ�Ǫ˿ΕǪ˿ÛŤʫʽ$Ɯ� č� 

27 ËƃčŏǪ˿̬��－ʌʫʽƳ čĪ 

28 ˱čǪ˿qƷĝΟX čĪ 

29 ˱ččŏǪ˿Ǩˆ$Ɯ čĪ 

30 ˱čǪ˿Ǩˆ�Ǭǎ$Ɯ čĪ 

31 ºɿ¤Ǫ˿Ǩˆ�ȥ$Ɯ čĪ 

32 ̏�Ǫ˿ʫʽÃX čĪ 

33 ˱ččŏǪ˿�˟ɞ$Ɯ čĪ 
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ǒì șȤ đ¾ 

34 ̓čǪ˿ǨˆʫʽƳ čĪ 

35 ǰɘǮŞ>Ǫ˿Ǩˆʫʽ$Ɯ čĪ 

36 ď˹�Ǫ˿Ǧωu̹ čĪ 

37 ǷȖ$ĮǪ˿ŋ̹X čĪ 

38 21�˕Ǫ˿ʫʽι č� 

39 ̏�Ǫ˿ʫʽι čĪ 

40 ̗� SOCIRES čĪ 

41 ɖĤϑĿιčεϞ）Ǫ˿$Ɯ čĪ 

42 >˱Ş>Ǫ˿úĜ̸Ε čĪ 

43 ğŚ˨>Ǫ˿Ǩˆ$Ɯ čĪ 

44 ȱϟê>čεǪ˿Ǩˆ�̬�ú－ʌʫʽƳ čĪ 

45 ¼Cű̔ĭĿ$čǪ˿�ʰXÛŤʫʽι č� 

46 �Ｒđ>Ǫ˿ʫʽ�ÛŤ$Ɯ čĪ 

47 þcĭĿ�ʋǪ˿¡Ǳ$Ɯ�ʫʽʏι� čĪ 

48 ģ̨“˟ɞʫʽ�Ǫ˿$Ɯ čĪ 

49 ¼CĭĿ$čǪ˿͕ǨʷĿʫʽƳ č� 

50 γğǅʗǪ˿¡Ǳ$Ɯ čĪ 
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ǒì șȤ đ¾ 

51 ϊčǪ˿͎ʻ̿Pι čĪ 

52 ˀλňǪ˿ˆʕ$Ɯ čĪ 

53 ɽɏŞ>ǨˆʫʽŊͪ$Ɯ čĪ 

54 ƛčʷĿŋ̹ķöX čĪ 

55 Â�ű̔ĭĿčŏŅ̫Ǫ˿Ǩˆʫʽι č� 

56 mＲǰǪ˿Ǩˆʫʽ$Ɯ�ʊǪ˿－ʌĿι� čĪ 

57 ˱ččŏǪ˿̿]Ǧͼ$Ɯ čĪ 

58 .��Ǫ˿ʫʽ$Ɯ čĪ 

59 ΨɎǪ˿ʫʽι č� 

60 ̓čǪ˿ĝΟX čĪ 

61 .��čŏǪ˿ʷĿι čĪ 

62 T¤͌TĭĿϚȻ�ȭčŏĿ3ƭȧ̿]Ƴ čĪ 

63 ɩÂĭĿǪ˿ʫʽι č� 

64 ÔΩĭĿǪ˿ʫʽι č� 

65 ŰȑĭĿŃ：\ȱĿȭǦωʫʽƳ čĪ 

66 ˱č͠ΟȡǪ˿�ĻaʫʽƳ čĪ 

67 TȋŞ(IMANI)ǨˆǪ˿$Ɯ čĪ 
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ǒì șȤ đ¾ 

68 ¼Cű̔ĭĿ˻éčǪʷǮ˚˜čε�ȝǪ˿ʫʽ�Ĝ

̸$Ɯ 

č� 

69 �ɡű̔ĭĿ˻éčǪʷǮ˚˜ǪűǪ˿$Ɯ č� 

70 >¤ȵΑũˀĭĿ�ʋǪ˿Ϟ˔ʫʽ$Ɯ čĪ 

71 �¼ű̔ĭĿ�ȝǪ˿ʫʽƳ��¼ű̔ĭĿ$č�ȝǪ

˿ÛŤʫʽι� 

č� 

72 ˱č¡ǱǪ˿ʫʽƳ čĪ 

73 ƋêŞ>ĭĿȫΛ�ȭǪ˿Ǩˆú¶²¬˂7$Ɯ čĪ 

74 ¼CǪ˿ʷĿʫʽι č� 

75 ̓čǪ˿Ǎ͟ĝΟX čĪ 

76 �ɡǪ˿ʷĿʫʽι č� 

77 ʍ�ǰƛ“ŚǟĭĿčεǪ˿ʫʽƳ čĪ 

 

J�ˆƓ’¬ʛ̮ƃȟʤčεúč�ȉž$ēľĐȉžϓŕF�ǨƁņö

-ΫʛǴͬΩș§ͻʶFöɛ·。Ť5ȉžǑǚʛF̄�ˎ˭ˣf�ƙMʡ

ǔ�Ǩˆ�ˆ˶ͼ̣ɐ·�MŰϟΟǰĿX&·�ʊQʛ 200 īìʫʽö$

ȏ9�-�ʛF�ȏǨƁŪd̀ȈǂQͷϜĪĭfʛŝȏ�_-ī��ʊQ'

ų John R. AllenȂ˱čɡ�ζưήƔʛćǿ˔ŗ�MØ¼˓čεŃ�Ǜ³Ε

ήú˱�ʛ©》ǌņ�«'ų Stephanie AaronsonȌQ˱˻yŅ̫˟ɞ�ȥΕΩ

͓͖Fúčŏ͕ǨΕŅ̫˟ɞǨˆ«³ʌΕΨ�ĐƮč$čǪ˿ʷĿʫʽι�

čŏǪ˿ÛŤ）ņǲǪ˿ȉžοť:�Ǩș�đ_ʄʁ�̻ ī͓͖FȖͫŝȂ
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JǨƁÏQʛϞ˔ņö�ǨƁúǪ˿'－ΕΩṵ̌șXīƭȧ�ô·ώʓ� 

κÎǴͬΩș§ĪčεʨìǪ˿ȉžȌÛŰƗī�ȏčεƓ’¬ʛǀõ

ǖ²Ȗč)̈�ʔšψʛǨˆ§Ň�ụ̈̄�É˸ĝǪĿlͼĝΟX: 1973 ŸÛ

Űʛ	Ϟ）ιȭ�ˋȬ�
Ŕ˱č·ͷ̵̾�ãǐ6Ŀ_ʛĿιúĭĿͼ̣�ˋ

J˷Ŕ˱čīȮ»ʛϞ）Ǫ˿șȤͼ̣̀¥úǘ��ʮˀʛϞ）Ǫ˿șȤ�ˋ

Ȭ�̧źɕſʐ:ĭĿǒì�Ǫ˿ˀɔ�ǨƁ�ˆ�X͛ʮŇ）͋īǲψŔ˱

č)̈�ʔèčϞ）Ǫ˿șȤ�ˋΗBʏ5ɧ¨ʛƓ’�ʢɈ-�ĭΕ�č�

ȉž̢ʸȣ&Ǩˆƅ̱ÛŰ5ʢƐǬΞʛʫʽǀõ̂ Ƥʛȟ͉ĐƓ’¬�ȏ

ƳȽˬ 

JĿȗƓ’¬ʛ̮ƃȟʤ̓ č[ǫĭĿǪ˿Ŀι�˱ čĚůʫʽƳȂ�

ŸÛ̦̼ǮǬ©!_ʛčεǪ˿ȉž�˱ čĚůʫʽƳ�ǰėʲĭĿ̂cʫʽƳ

Ȃ�Ÿ̧ƊǬȍϞʛ!#čεȉž�ǰėʲĭĿ̂cʫʽƳ�É˸ĝǪĿlͼ

ĝΟXȂ．ȩ̄ƊǬ©!_ʛčεǪ˿ȉž�ÔΩĭĿǪ˿ʫʽι�$čǪ˿ʷ

ĿʫʽιȂ�ŸÛ̦̼ǮǬȍīʛč�Ǫ˿ȉž©!_�ɩÂĭĿǪ˿ʫʽι

ÔΩĭĿǪ˿ʫʽιȂ�Ÿ̧ƊǬȍϞʛ!#č�ȉž�ɩÂĭĿǪ˿ʫʽι�

¼CĭĿǪ˿͕ǨʷĿʫʽƳȂ．ȩ̄Ɗ©!_ʛč�Ǫ˿ȉž�ĐÛǮΞ�

č�Ǫ˿ȉž�čεǪ˿ȉžūƇ�ĭ̂ ȂƊʐǬ�ͺȏͯĭʛūƇ�ʢɈͯ

˷̱�Ⱥʛ 14 Ƴč�Ǫ˿ȉž$．ēƊʐΞ�čŏWʴǪ˿ȉžͺľĐū

ͨ� 

JĭVƓ’¬ʛ̮ƃȟʤčεúč�Ǫ˿ȉžĐʰAĻaƓ’¬�ʛ̦ʊ

ľĐǽȃūƇ�čεǪ˿ȉžΜ̭ʰAĻaʛ¬ΞĝȖɇ#ȉžΗȏ Facebook

ú Twitter ʛ͘æ�͘æĝȖƗŐǾĐņ˭ƻ¦�ʢɈͯ˷̱č�Ǫ˿ȉž

�Ȋīî�ψî�ˆšáȏƗřʛǪ˿ȉžȏ̇ŬʛņǲƚÇúƚq�Væ

Đ�Ⱥʛ 14Ƴč�ȉž$áȏ¼Cű̔ĭĿ$čǪ˿�ʰXÛŤʫʽιú 21

�˕Ǫ˿ʫʽιƆ·5ņǲƚq�Væ�!#�Ǩȉž�$čǪ˿ʷĿʫʽι�

ú�čŏǪ˿ÛŤʫʽ$Ɯ�ΗɑȏƚÇ͘æƚq�Væά͍Ξ2φŴ`�ʢ

Ɉ-�ɉΫȉžȊ¯ɗΜʰXƓ’¬ʛͱŖ�ƚqƯƚÇʛƆ·ʇúˌ Ǭ

Η̩ͽͽĭ:�Kʶˋʛč�Ǫ˿ȉž�·ĵ 21 �˕Ǫ˿ʷĿιĐƚqúƚ

Çʛˌ ǬΞ˥̳̿]$ƙ�ͯ&χ©�ͻ͉ǽɉΫȉžd&（�ʶ¬Ξ·ͷ

ĐʰAĻaŷäʛͲ�Ɠ’ʦĭVǖ²ʰXɹɶ̹ϕʛ�ʊúƢ˵� 
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3. ̿PŠθƣ��ͦ 

ĝ:¯Ś�ʛʰXˠȤȼęȖǀõJ�ˆƓ’¬�ĿȗƓ’¬úĭVƓ’

¬�ǲψʐǮʆ͏ʫɔ�ͷʻ�ȥɔú˥̳�ȥɔ˪é̿Pč�Ī� 84

ƳǪ˿ȉžʛƓ’¬�͎ϕ˚·ͷŔ 12 #�˔》Ȭͼ̣̳，ú˪éǒìǸĐ

Ξ»ȉžƓ’¬J˷Ŕèȉžͼ̣ʢŔŌ̫ʛ̿P�ɻ˷ɀĵ©ǮƳƓ’

¬d&JƜʌ�lƭŔǲǦÞƨɔʛ¬ΞƗπ̧�a》ȬƳΞ»�Ŝ�Ȃ�ˆ

Ɠ’¬ʑ:Ö�ǨƁ�ˆƅ̹'aʛī{ƣ�Ε�ǨˆķƷ—̈́ύʠʛpŒƣ�

Ε�ȉžİĭ̇ŬŔǨˆƓ’）ÓĉȊ¯πM̧ǽʮ̤ΞúΞ»�ÆCĭĿ�

~ǽǷǀ 2018ŸÛ̦ʛ�$čȉžːƊ��CTTI�ȟɭȉžÛŤǀõ΄ʐ�Ö�

ǀõúƺʯ�ύ》Ȭȟ̤ΞǨˆƓ’¬��Ǭǎ˥̳ˠȧÛʊȟɭȉžˑ̳͔

ʆÅ．�Ö 7000 ．^ 76%ʛ�Ö�ǀíȔ̃ƙ¦Ĉſ�Đ̧ƺʯʛ�Ö

$G 2%ʛ�Ö̙«č˔Ưɀč˔ƺʯ29�ͻ͉ǽş－�Öd&Ʈčȉžȍ�

ʁ̍�ȍ&Μ̩ʛ�ˆ—̈́ƭȧ̂ ʑ:ĭΕ�ȉžΗȔƙ¦čŏ˔�Ö�ÚϘ

ˠȧ�ǽĉɁǶɔL̦ƣđÚȀȉžǨˆƓ’¬��ɡʰʷι�ÆCĭĿ�ć

ŨʣʷιÛŰʛǀõēΙʐ��ŏ̹̿�ʛǲƉ̿]ȉžǨˆƓ’¬�̢ͯ&ʡ

̫đaʊèȉžĐ��țĸFĤƜ$ʛƓ’¬^ǶɔΎ�ƶ��ŏʛ'̫ƣ�

ȖǀõMǴͬΩ˟Ñú�Ö�ƺʯ�Ƽǔ͎ϕǬΞ&》Ȭ2ǶãΎ�ʛÝ¦Ɠ

’¬πMΞ»�Ǭǎ½0�̿£'̫ƣ）Ϊϕʛ§˓Đ�ˆƓ’¬ʛ̿]ǲψ

ʕȃŠθ� 

�ȾĐĿȗƓ’¬ʛ̿]ǲψ͎ϕ˚ĐMicrosoft Academicú CNKIŷ

ä�ȸː�Ÿ˰ì&ͅǪ˿ȉžʛ̼Ǯ̧ƊƤǬú̼ǮÛ̦ƤǬŹMɁd&

�˚�˔》Ȭ�̢ɻãΞ»^�aǬΞÝ§:!#ǬǎžʛńħƧ�ã̃ȏ

Ƴʘɮ��ȾȖǀõáȸː5M̓ǮƯ$ǮÛ̦ʛ̼Ǯ�ǒκȏΕ�ȉžʛ

̼Ǯƭȧʑ:͇̱˷̧ΌɮʛƧ��κÎ̼ǮĪʫ̶Xú;˧�ɾʀʛǬΞȂ

Ȱǎȉž˭ˁǀͼ̣FŪ˥̳˷ƙŐǾȏƳΌɮ�Đ9˔》Ȭʛšψʑ:

πMJ͙Ξ�Ŕʫ̶Xú;˧�ɾʀͼ̣̿£͎ ϕ˚á�ɗǬΞľĐ�ŇŠ

θƣ� 

ȍí͎ϕ˚MȉžĐ Facebook�Twitter�ƚÇúƚqć#ŷä�ʛˌ Ǭ

                                                             
29 ÆCĭĿ$čȉžʫʽ�̿P$Ɯ�~ǽǷǀȉžʫʽ�ÛŰ$Ɯ�	CTTIȟɭȉžÛŤǀõ
（ 3
ϋ� 
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Ξ£ǯ�ʰAĻaƓ’¬�̂ �ǒκΕ�ȉžʛƚÇƯƚqʛņǲ͘æ�M��

ʹƯˇʹƒƉľĐʛƧ�ĉ˷ã̃ĐʰAĻa͘æʛȸːǲψ�ʊΌɮ�κɁ

-Ī·ͷ Alexa�ʋúđ¾ǒì˥̳˭ˁɛΞá̃˥̳¦�˔ěìǶɔ˥̳

¦9˔ěì�ĉɁΕ�ȉžʛņ˭ɛΞǬǎã̃¹ñΌɮ� 
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4. Řˠ 

 ¿�ĭMȟȉžƅ̽ʛǮOϔϔ�äȉžʢ�ʫʽ̝¸ƆŤ$čȉž

ͼ�å�ȍĴșΊȓ�Ȗǀõ΄Üč�Īȉž� 77 ƳJ�ˆƓ’¬�ĿȗƓ
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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  is 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 
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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 researchthe 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. 
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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 is 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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First level 

index 
Second level index 

Third level index 

�observation� 
Data resource 

Decision-

making 

influence 

Relationship with the government 

and decision makers (revolving 

door experience) � internal 

reports, project research, policy 

impact, etc 

�  

Educational think tank 

website, score graded by 

experts 

Academic 

Influence 

Total number of its citation 

The educational think tank’s 

total number of papers cited by 

other articles/ publications in 

the past three years 

Mcrosoft Academic�

CNKI 

Seminars 

The total number of seminars 

hosted by the think tank in the 

past three years 

Official report on the 

think tank website 

Serial publication 
The fact whether the think tank 

has serial publication 

Official report on the 

think tank website 

Public 

Influence 

Search Engines 

Search volume of the full/ short 

name of the education think 

tanks in Google  

Goolge Ads 

Search volume of the full/ short 

name of the education think 

tanks in Baidu 

Baidu Promotion 

Social Media Social Media influence 
facebooktwitter

Weibo, Wechat 

Official 

Website traffic of its official 

website (independent first-level 

domain)  

Alexa global ranking, 

regional ranking 
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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 is 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 l'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 

Development 

Foreign 

43 Centre for Education Policy Foreign 

44 The International Institute for Education Policy, Planning and 

Management 

Foreign 

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 

Management 

Foreign 

57 National Center for the Improvement of Education Assessment Foreign 

58 Ukrainian Educational Research Association Foreign 
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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 

Education , Beijing Normal University 

Domestic 

69 UNESCO Center of Teacher Education,Shanghai Normal 

University 

Domestic 

70 Arizona State University Center of  Global Education Advanced 

Research 

Foreign 

71 Research Institute of  Rural Education , Northeast Normal 

University 

Domestic 

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 is 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 is 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 is 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 : 

l Research of both conceptual and applied education theories 

l Guidance in policy making, from strategy to tactics  

l Evaluation and assessment of current education policies  

l Increase of management efficiency in research, teaching, and 

education service 

l Cooperation among think tanks based on data and evidence 

 

 


