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ARTICLES

Hov toNarrow the Gap beween Scho larly R esearch and
Policy-oriented Studies in R Wang Jisi (1)

Intematbnal Relations studies in China are troubled by he lad of both cre-
ative theories and relevance to policy In the synposim of 9 articles by
Chnese R scholars symptams Hund and prescriptons given vary. A fier
mak ng ranaiks on the other artc ks this author agues that creative think-
ing and sensb k policy advice can be generated by applying m d-level heo-
ries to Chnese realites IR scholars shoull reach out to policy circles and
the busness canmunity for a better understanding of the realworld In n-
teractng w ith themedia however scolars should be conscous of their -
dependent identity and not be nflated by short tem popular needs

Overcan ng the DualD ilenma A D iscussion of Theory and Policy
n Chinese Stud ies of International R elations Wang Dong (12)
The Chnese study of Intemational issues faces a dual dilenma n the
propositbn of theory and policy. First the fom aton of theory in Ch+
nese studies of Intemational Relations is still ncanplete Second Chi+
nese R scholars also face what Stephen M. Wal; Joseph S Nye Jo,
and others call he challenge of “ retuming to policy”. W ays to overcam e
these challenges nchide pranotbn of empirical researclh i provem ent
of the mntellectual and academ ic quality of policy study; revival and re-
constiction of history s stais n Intemational R elations Theory and fo-
cus on the nurturng of future decisbrrm akers

A cadeam ic Studies of Policy Pathw ays and A pproaches Zhu Feng (29)

Atpresent area sudies and research in Chna are very weak Further
morg Chna also faces practical issues such as how 1o handle relatbns
w ith the outside world and how to make effective strategies under the
cond itions of expand ng ntemational nterests All these issues require
scholars of Intemational R elations to improve academ ic stud ies of policy

From “M utual D isregard” to “M utual Reliance”:  Connecting Theory
and Policy in Intemational R elations S tudies Su Changhe (40)
Mutual e liance and close connection bew een the goverrment and the aca-
dem k as well as between policy studies and theoretical suud es are an m—



