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How to Narrow the Gap betwveen Scholarly Research and
Policy-oriented Studies in IR Wang Jisi (1)

Intemational Relations studies in China are troubled by the lack of both cre-
ative theories and relevance © policy In the gmposiun of 9 articles by
Chinee R <holars gmpioms found and prescriptions given vary, After
making ranarkson the other articles this author argues that creative think-
ing and sensible policy advice can be generated by goplying mid-level theo-
ries o Chines realities IR scholars should reach out © policy circles and
the business canmunity for a better understanding of the real world In in-
teracting with the media, howvever, scholars should be consciousof their in-
dependent identity and not be inflated by short-tem popular needs

Overcaming the Dual Dilanma A Discussion of Theory and Policy

in Chinese Studiesof International Relations WangDong (12)
The Chinese study of Intemational isues faces a dual dilemma in the
proposition of theory and policy. First, the fomation of theory in Chi-
nese studiesof Intemational Relations is still incomplete Second, Chi-
nee IR scholars alo face what StephenM. Walt, Jossph S Nye, Jr ,
and others call the challenge of* retuming to policy”. W ays 1 overcame
these challenges include: pramotion of empirical research; improvanent
of the intellectual and acadamic quality of policy study; revival and re-
construction of hisory's status in International Relations Theory; and fo-
cuson the nurturing of future decision-makers

Academic Studiesof Policy: Pathways and Appoaches Zhu Feng (29)
Atpresent, area studies and research in China are very weak Further-
more, China al® faces practical issues such as hov © handle relations
with the outside world and howv to make effective strategies under the
conditions of expanding international interests All these isaues require
sholarsof International Relations b mprove acadanic studiesof policy.

From* Mutual Disregard” t©o* M utual Reliance”: Connecting Theory
and Policy in Intemational Relations Studies Su Changhe (40)
Mutual reliance and close connection betveen the goverment and the acar
damia aswell as betveen policy studies and theoretical studies are an im-



