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A Theoretical Framework for the Study on New—Style Think Tanks with Chinese Characteristics
Zhu Xufeng

[Abstract | The complexity of China’s public governance and the difficulty of deepening reform under the globalization lead to in-
creasingly more demand for think tank consultation of decision makers. Research on China’s think tanks has entered a
new booming phase. Study of new style think tanks with Chinese characteristic should be based on both international
comparison and knowledge localization, and carries out theoretical framework from three aspects: macro — system,
meso— pattern and micro— behavior. This article focuses on the relationship among Chinese think tanks, decision con-
sultation, and policy making system, and compares the variations of think tanks in different regions and different or-
ganizational types. This article hopes the future research clarify the new identity of new type think tanks with Chinese
characteristics, improve the internal governance structure, and promote the capability of research and policy analysis.

[Key words]Chinese Characteristics, New Think— tanks, Decision—making Consultancy, Policy Process
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Think Tanks: The Quest to Define and to Rank Them
Patrick Koellner

[Abstract | There is no agreement on what essentially defines a think tank. Many definitions have been offered, but not one is en-
tirely satisfactory. The national contexts in which think tanks operate differ and so do the ways in which they perform
their various activities and roles in pursuing their manifold missions. Think tank rankings at the regional or global lev-
els are thus always dubious. Output, public outreach or other performance— based criteria are usually offered to but-
tress think tank rankings, but these criteria are often not weighed or properly operationalized. It is especially difficult
to assess think tanks” policy — oriented influence. Various rankings try to measure some of the output produced by
think tanks — output that can be understood as “intermediary products.” Counting such products can help to get a
better idea of think tanks” visibility, but not of their actual impact on public policy.

[Key words |think tanks;definitions; conceptualization; ranking; influence; impact
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