
 1 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Institutional landscape of Social Sciences 
and Humanities (SSH) in China 

 
 

GlobalSSH project background report 

 
 
 
 

Svend Otto Remøe, Prokontra AS 
 
 
 

 
 
This paper was prepared within a Special Support Action “Research Collaboration in the Social and Human 
Sciences between Europe, Russia,other CIS countries and China” – Global SSH. The Action is supported by 
the European Community under the Sixth Framework Programme for research, technological development 
and demonstration  (FP6) Thematic Area 'Citizens and governance in a Knowledge-based society' Call FP6-
2004-CITIZENS-6 --8.3.3 - Promoting international research and policy cooperation in social sciences and 
humanities, contract nr. 028997. Additional support to the Action is provided by INTAS under INTAS Thematic 
Call in Social and Human Sciences 2005, contract nr. 05-1000006-8446. More information on the Action is at 
www.globalsocialscience.org.   

 

 

May 2007, Norway 

 
 

http://www.intas.be/
http://www.globalsocialscience.org/


 2 

 

1. Introduction 
The developments in the field of Science and Technology (S&T), with the process of opening 

up of the recent decades and the rapid economic growth, have once again made China the 

focus of attention. The rapid increase in the Research and experimental Development (R&D) 

expenditure and the huge stock of human resource of S&T, are strengthening the image of 

China as an emerging knowledge-based economy.    

 

In the recently released National Guidelines for Medium- and Long-term Plans for Science 

and Technology Development (2006-2020) of China, S&T is considered the key driving force 

for the sustainable economic growth and for the transformation of China to an innovation-

oriented nation, for example through the construction of an enterprise-centered National 

Innovation System (NIS), equipped with strong indigenous innovation capacity.                

 

In such contexts, a thorough overview of S&T activities in China, is crucial to understand the 

trend, the key characteristics and the prospective of the S&T development in China. In 

addition, the special position of SSH in China warrants a closer look at how SSH is 

developing in the context of the broader S&T development.   

 

This report examines key issues of social sciences and humanities (SSH) in China, following 

the broad outline of the studies of institutional SSH landscapes in the Global SSH project. 

However, as all countries are different, and China being a very specific case regarding the role 

being played by SSH, this report will necessarily adapt to the specific Chinese situation. This 

concerns first and foremost the fact that Chinese SSH cannot be properly understood without 

reference and space given to the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences as the key institution 

organizing SSH in China. Further, some information is added on international collaboration of 

SSH in China. 

 

2. Recent trends in SSH in China 
The modern Chinese higher education and research system was established in the 1950’s, 

based on the Soviet science model. Until the late 1980’s, the universities were mainly 

teaching institutions, focused on supplying an educated manpower supply under a planned 

economy. This was true also for the social sciences and humanities. Most research was then 

organized and conducted in dedicated research institutes and academies outside universities.  

 

To give an overview of recent trends of SSH in China, it is therefore useful to follow the 

developments of CASS, the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences. This history also 

demonstrates how social sciences were tightly interlocked with China’s socialist development. 

From the late 1950’s and up until the finalization of the disastrous Cultural Revolution, social 

sciences were mostly replaced by political guidelines, and served to legitimate the regime of 

the Communist Party. In fact, as the political regime largely disintegrated during the Cultural 

Revolution, so did the social sciences
1
. However, after 1978, when the opening up process 

was initiated by Deng Xiaoping, the social sciences, along with science and research in 

general, was given a new importance, assuming the role of supporting the reform process.  

This reform process was launched with the “Four Modernizations” being announced at the 

                                                 
1
 This overview is largely based on the work by Margaret Sleeboom-Faulkner: The Chinese Academy of Social 

Sciences: Shaping the Reforms, Academia and China. Brill, Leiden-Boston 2007. 
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National People’s Congress in 1978: China was to modernize after decades of lagging behind, 

and this modernization was to take place through four areas of change: agriculture, industry, 

national defense, and science and technology.   

 

The first dedicated research organization for SSH in China was established in Shanghai in 

1958. The Shanghai Academy for Social Sciences was supported by the municipality of 

Shanghai, and received most of its funding from this local government. This academy has 

remained the largest SSH institution outside Beijing. 

 

The Chinese Academy Sciences was established in 1949 with the establishment of the 

communist state. It was devoted to a wide array of scientific areas under a Soviet model, and 

supported the development of the planned economy, but remained very much separated from 

this economy, a fact that still represents serious challenges for the current attempts to generate 

more dynamic linkages between science and industry. However, CAS included some social 

science activities, and in May 1977, the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences was established 

as a spin-out from CAS based on the department of philosophy and social sciences. The 

precursor of CASS, called the Xuebu, counted in 1976, with the end of the Cultural 

Revolution, a staff of some 2000 and included fourteen “paralyzed” institutes, but after the 

establishment of CASS, 13 new institutes were added in the period to 1982
2
. 

 

The Cultural Revolution with its chaos and random oppression was detrimental to intellectual 

and scientific life. In effect, China lost out on significant scientific capabilities, but with the 

new era starting with Deng’s regime in 1978, the role of science, and of social sciences more 

specifically, was reinvigorated. Deng’s regime needed theoretical backing. On the one hand, 

SSH was given the role of responding to the strategic guidelines given by the party leadership 

and fill them with content. On the other hand, social sciences were expected to serve as a 

bridgehead for learning from the West, as much of the input from Soviet academic life was 

seen as less relevant for the processes initiated in 1978. However, this somewhat 

contradictory positioning was difficult, and social scientists has to balance between 

supporting the reform and keeping within the bounds of party guidelines while at the same 

time avoiding pushing to explicitly for political reforms. 

 

As the reforms were essentially economic in nature, the field of economics was given 

significantly better room to grow. Further, so-called area-studies were given increased 

attention and support in the context of greater openness to the outside world. This meant that 

research centers like the South East Asia Studies Institute of CASS could be established.  

 

Greater attention was also given to the lack of scientific capacity after the Cultural Revolution, 

and Chinese authorities perceived a significant challenge in ensuring an appropriate supply of 

human resources in sciences. For the SSH, this had the implication that the Graduate School 

of CASS was established in 1978. 

 

The 10 year period between 1978 and 1989 became one of greater intellectual and scientific 

freedom. Leading intellectuals were rehabilitated, and there was increasing expectations that 

the economic reforms would eventually lead to reforms also of the political system. In short, 

this meant that although most scientists stayed within the bounds of the political regime, and 

to “change it from within”
3
, many also went outside these bounds and hence became 

dissidents in pushing the knowledge agenda and publishing contributions that explicitly 

                                                 
2
 Ibid p. 47. 

3
 Ibid. 
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opposed the regime. Hence, the period up to 1989 induced freedom, but as the expectations of 

more political freedom culminated with the crack-down of protestors at the Tiananmen 

Square in 1989, the conditions for the social sciences were contradictory indeed, and for a 

while negative.  

 

The period after 1989 saw a re-established system with less expectations of political freedom, 

but with deeper reforms both in the economic and science policies. Greater investments were 

made in science and technology, and the SSH saw a renewed importance as the Party 

Committee leadership became milder and provided a momentum in SSH activities with 

launching reforms and policies such as “Socialism with Chinese Characteristics” which 

invited significant contributions from SSH. SSH gained an important role in this process, and 

CASS was involved in setting up the market system, researching the legal system and 

supporting a wide agenda of policy developments through operationalizing the contents of 

concepts launched by the regime. Material conditions became better in some institutions of 

science and education, for example the main universities in Beijing like Beijing University 

and Tsinghua University. It became more legitimate for academics to earn money, and while 

some were recruited to the elite universities that could provide incentives, many others 

entered the commercial world and “jumped into the sea”
4
.  

 

The universities in China were mainly teaching machines, but are currently being revamped to 

take a greater share of research. Expenditures on R&D in universities are still mainly related 

to natural sciences and engineering (see figure ). And only the elite universities are currently 

capable to attracting social scientists away from institutions like CASS. Teaching obligations 

at the universities together with relatively acceptable conditions especially for the older 

cohorts of scientists, make institutions like CASS still an attractive working environment. 

 
Figure 1   Distribution of R&D project expenditure, by field of study ( 2003) 
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Source:China Science and technology indicators, 2004 

 

 

 

The intersection between SSH and policy making and the state will be discussed later in the 

report. But key to the developments of SSH in the period after 1989 is the proliferation of 

disciplines or research areas caused by a specific interaction with party leadership. Symbols 

and visionary concepts launched by the regime (essentially the Part Committee and its 

department of propaganda) have served as mechanisms for identifying projects and fields of 

research, in many cases leading to dedicated research centers or institutes. Social science 

                                                 
4
 Ibid, chapter 10. 
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practically translated political thought. Key political principles became organizing modes for 

research behaviour and prioritization of research tasks: 

 

 The Five Research Cores consisted of Marxism, Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought and 

Deng Xiaoping Theory research cores, the cores of economic reform and development, 

the core of socialist democratic legal and societal development, the core of Chinese 

civilization and socialist culture, the core of international theoretical issues and 

international strategy. 

 The Four Basic Principles consisted of upholding the political guidance of Marxism, 

Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought and in particular Deng Xioaping Theory, upholding 

the basic role of the Party and consistency with the CCP, upholding support for the 

establishment of China’s socialist modernization, upholding the principle that practice 

is the only criterion of truth, and upholding the Doubled Hundred policy, encouraging 

the courageous exploration and the brave creativity of researchers. 

 The Three talks: The Talk of Study (of e.g. Marxist themes), Talk Politics (Four 

cardinal principles, socialism with Chinese characteristics etc), Talk in a Healthy 

Atmosphere, including not doing anything to blemish the country’s or people’s 

character, etc. 

 The Three Relations: Correctly dealing with the relationship between academic and 

political correctness, with the relation between maintaining the Double Hundred 

Policy and upholding the Party leadership and observing the law, correctly dealing 

with the relationship between personal interests and the protection of the interests of 

the science community and its reputation. 

 The Three Represents: deal with the effort put into the development and upholding of 

the production forces, spiritual culture and the people’s basic rights
5
. 

 

Such concepts and symbols have today a strong influence on the performance of the science 

system. In fact, the SSH, seen as a mixture of strategic support for China’s development and a 

potential threat that has to be contained.  

 

There are two other developments that have had an impact on the current situation of SSH in 

China: 

 

 Increasing international collaboration through various exchange programmes, also 

institutionalized through for example CASS’s own office for bilateral collaboration. A 

vast number of Chinese students and scientists migrated abroad, but are currently 

faced with incentives to return. 

 Increasing attention to multidisciplinary research, following this trend globally.  

 

For example, in the higher education sector, the internationalization of academics can be 

observed in the international mobility of students. The number of Chinese students studying 

abroad increased steadily since year 1995 and the growth rate has accelerated since year 2000. 

In 2003 the number of Chinese students studying abroad was 117, 307 persons, which was 5.8 

times more than that of 1995. Among them, 91% were self-financed. 70% of them went 

Europe, the North American, Australia and Japan. In the same period, the number of returnees 

has also increased and totally 20152 Chinese students retuned to China after their studies 

abroad, corresponding 17,3 % of the number of Chinese students going abroad in the same 

                                                 
5
 From ibid, p 283-284. 
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year. The employment and entrepreneurship of the returnees have also been subject to some 

ongoing survey studies.      
 

 

Figure 2  Overseas Chinese students and returnees  (1995-2003) 

117.3
125.2

84.0

39.0
23.717.622.420.920.4 20.217.912.29.17.77.47.16.65.8

0

50

100

150

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003

thousand persons

0

10

20

30

40

50
%

overseas Chinese students

returned students

return/abroad

 
Source: China Science and Technology Indicators 2004 

 

 

Still, SSH is in China today seen as a combination of knowledge and ritual support for the 

regime. Despite a number of dissidents publishing abroad and being jailed for openly defying 

the regime, the vast bulk of SSH conducts politically conditioned research and teaching, 

supports the policy making machinery, with “.. their main task now to maintain the symbolic 

boundaries of the Chinese nation-state, by defining and redefining the meaning of socialism 

with Chinese characteristics, over and over again”
6
 

 

3. Institutional framework 

3.1. The Chinese political and governmental system7 

The Chinese political system of today was established in 1945 and is dominated by the sole 

rule of the Communist Party of China. It has some 67 million members and governs all central 

and local level state organs. The party has political, ideological and organisational leadership, 

but does not duplicate state administration. Hence, the Central Committee of the party has 

direct control of only a few departments or ministries, and these are related mostly to party 

affairs.  

 

The president is the head of the state, and appoints the premier, vice-premiers, state 

councillors, ministers of various departments and state commissions. The most important 

single body of the state is the State Council, in effect the body that supervises ministries, 

commissions and bureaus. It is being chaired by the President and contains the heads of each 

governmental department. However, the executive is the Standing Committee of the State 

Council which is composed of the Premier and the four Vice-Premiers, five state councillors, 

and a secretary general. The state administration consists of ministries and commissions, with 

currently 29 ministries. Commissions are established in areas where there is a strong need for 

horizontal co-ordination. In fact, commissions play an important role in the Chinese system, 

and are often, due to their co-ordinating role, outranking ministries. 

                                                 
6
 Ibid, p. 297. 

7
 Based on OECD 2005b. 
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Another co-ordinating mechanism are certain “groupings” of party, government and/or 

military bodies that are functionally related. These are headed by “leading groups” that create 

bridges between the top level bureaucracy and hence contribute to greater coherence and co-

ordination. The National Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) plays in addition a 

key role in policy co-ordination in designing and implementing comprehensive development 

strategies through the long term plans (see later section). 

 

Fig. 3 The Chinese S&T institutional and policy system 

 

 
 

Source: Cong Cao 2004; Li 2006 

 

 

The key executive institution in the field of science, technology and innovation is the Ministry 

of Science and Technology (MOST). It serves as the central agency responsible for China’s 

science and technology activities. Amongst its key missions are: 

 

 To research and macro strategies for science and technology development 

 To organise the formulation of the national medium and long term development plan 

 To research and implement guidelines, policies and reforms in the field of S&T, 
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 To strengthen the work on industrialization of high and new technologies and 

development and extension of applied technologies 

 

MOST is not only the key ministry in design and implementation of science and technology 

policy. It is also as an executive agency, responsible for several programmes that fund basic 

and applied R&D, as well as serving industry, SME, science parks etc.  

 

Another key institution is the Ministry of Education MoE, similarly subsumed under the State 

Council. Its most important missions are: 

 

 To investigate and put forward the guiding principles and policies for China’s 

educational undertakings 

 To investigate and put forward strategies of educational reform and development and 

master plans for China’s educational development 

 To manage educational funds, take part in formulating guidelines and policies of fund-

raising, financial allocation and capital construction for educational purpose 

 To manage regular higher education, postgraduate education, tertiary vocational 

education and adult higher education, higher education offered by social forces 

 To plan and direct the research work of higher education institutions in natural science, 

philosophy and social science; to undertake macro-instruction on higher education 

institutions in the application, research and popularization of new hi-technology, in the 

transform of scientific and research achievements and in the efforts of combining 

industry, teaching and research; to coordinate and supervise higher education 

institutions in the implementation of state key scientific and research programs and 

national-defense scientific-tackling programs; to direct the development and 

construction of national key laboratories and research centers for national projects 

 

Further, key scientific institutions are directly linked to the State Council, such as Chinese 

Academy of Sciences (CAS), Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASS), and Chinese 

Academy of Engineering Sciences (CAE) as well as the funding institution National Science 

Foundation of China (NFSC). 

 

There are some noticeable features in this system: 

 

 The State Council and the Central Military Committee have a great influence in STI 

policy 

 The Leading group on Science, Technology and Education takes on a powerful co-

ordination role 

 This group not only include core STI issues, but its mission includes educational 

institutions 

 The research organisations Chinese Academy of Sciences (CAS), Chinese Academy 

of Engineering (CAE) (and Chinese Academy of Social Sciences CASS), are directly 

linked to the State Council via the Leading Group, and are thus on the same 

hierarchical level as ministries 

 Ministry of Science and Technology (MOST) therefore does not have an “ownership 

role” over these core institutions, while other ministries of different sectors do have. 

This gives MOST a different role, and possibly weaker, than the other ministries 

which have dedicated tasks in policy implementation. 
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3.2. The institutional setting of SSH 

Even though CASS plays the major role as the leading research organization in China for SSH, 

SSH activities are found in many institutional settings. The most important beyond CASS 

(which will be presented below) are: 

 

 Elite universities like Tsinghua and Beijing University as well as Fudan University in 

Shanghai. Such institutions have developed significant research and teaching activities 

in SSH, and have also to some extent material and financial conditions that make them 

attractive for top scientists. For example, Tsinghua University has its Center of 

Science, technology and society in the College of Humanities and Social Sciences. 

 Business and management schools linked to such universities. A recently established 

example is the Antai School of management at the Shanghai Jiao Tong University. 

 SSH centers and institutes in CAS, such as the GS School of Management, and Center 

for Public Policy. 

 Research and planning units within ministries, such as NRCSTD: National Research 

Center for S&T for Development in MOST.  

 Units for policy analysis and support, in particular the Development Research Center 

under the auspices of the State Council of the P.R.C. This institution is significant in 

its location with the State Council, and has a broad agenda covering the policy 

environment of the State Council. This is illustrated in its research departments: 

o Macroeconomic research 

o Development strategy and regional economy 

o Rural economy 

o Industrial economy 

o Techno-economic research 

o Foreign economic relations 

o Social development 

o And various institutes on foreign relations and other areas. 

 NCSTE: The National Center for Science and Technology Evaluation, which will be 

discussed in more detail below. 

 

With the immense rise of the Chinese economy over the past decades, SSH related to 

economic development and management has been given relatively good conditions, and 

economics, management studies and related fields take a key role in the development of 

national policy.  

 

As mentioned, CASS is the major research organisation for SSH in China. Today, CASS is 

made up of 32 research institutes, three institute-level research centers and a graduate school 

covering altogether 99 disciplines. CASS employs more than 3000 research staff of whom ca 

50% hold senior titles
8
 (see also annex 1 for a descriptive overview of CASS institutes and 

disciplines). CASS is seen as “major think tank of the CPC Central Committee and the State 

Council on the basis of China’s development needs in undertaking social modernization.  

 

The notion of disciplines reflecting areas of research in CASS is somewhat contradictory. On 

the one hand, official information from CASS postulates that the institution covers 6 

disciplines: Economics, philosophy, historical science, literature and linguistics, political 

science, law, sociology and ethnology, and international studies. However, while these seem 

more like umbrellas for organising research, reference is also made to 260 second and third 

                                                 
8
 From CASS annual report for 2005. 
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grade disciplines, including the 99 key disciplines mentioned above. In this case, disciplines 

are typically the result of politically defined specification of research areas arising from new 

guidelines and symbolism by the regime (see below). 

 

4. Policy frameworks for SSH in China 
SSH is tightly intertwined with policy in ways that may seem awkward and dysfunctional for 

western social scientists. As an intellectual endeavour, there is little freedom seen from a 

western of liberal perspective. In a general sense, the following “functions” can be defined for 

SSH in China: 

 

1) Support for policy making and long term plans 

2) Education typically in institutions for higher education 

3) Channels for learning from abroad 

 

However, in understanding the frameworks for SSH in China, there are key policy 

developments and settings that create a more direct influence on SSH. These are discussed in 

sections below. 

 

4.1. Performance, productivity and fraud 

The general development of the science system in China in recent decades has been one of 

privatization and downscaling of hitherto dominant research institutions to push them out of 

the Soviet model and modernise them. This was specifically the case for many CAS institutes 

that were also highly experimental and close to commercial activities. The push for change in 

this case should be seen as a policy to create a more dynamic innovation system and a more 

qualified research system in better shape to conduct basic research.  

 

This particular development did not take place in SSH as these are not seen directly linked to 

the economic and technological development of China. However, there has been a general 

push for productivity and publication that has had effects also in SSH. Firstly, in the areas 

seen as instrumental for the economic transformation of China, there have been changes in 

incentives leading to publication pressure and changes in the age distribution of institutions. 

This has been the case for example in the SSH related fields of CAS. Secondly, and related to 

this, the productivity pressure has led to significant problems with academic fraud. The 

tendency to illegal copying is in general linked to the traditional Chinese notion of knowledge 

as something as freely available. But with increasing competition, social capital in the science 

system has been weakened, and the quest for publication in international journals and to be 

seen as publishing major (often irrelevant) books, illustrating well serious problems in the 

SSH and in general the science system. 

 

4.2. Plans for S&T development 

The “open door policy” from 1986 reinforced long term planning and became integrated in 

economic planning. Hence, planning became part of the system of 5-year economic plans. 

The 15-year plan of 1986-2000 became important to define S/T within the framework of 

economic policy and development. The open door policy was the beginning of economic 

reform, and the focus of the S/T plan in this period became to focus on the lack of 

connectivity between science and the economy as had been the case under the system of 
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planned economy. In this period there was also a configuration of planning and programming, 

and planning became the means of targeting and concretization of the objectives and 

strategies laid down in the long term plans.  

 

From 2002 the background for planning became adjusted again, as the economic policy 

changed more explicitly to support the already gradual change from a planned to a market 

economy. This heralded a new approach to development, and the next (and third) long term 

plan of 2006-2020 contained guidelines for S/T development that were explicitly aimed at 

promoting a national innovation system (NIS). More than 2000 scientists participated in this 

process.  

 

The long-term, 15-year plan includes three phases:  

a) Strategic research: For the current plan, 20 research groups were involved, reporting to 

the Prime Minister as chairman on identified objectives, targets and aims.  

b) Drafting of the plan, involving some 200 staff from government and the science 

community. This procedure includes review of strategic results, selection of specific 

tasks to be given priority, collecting comments and feedback, and including other 

ministries as well as regional governments. 

c) Deciding on the policy instruments 

 

The planning takes place within governance framework of division of labour between actors 

involved: 

 

a) The macro level: This level involves the planning commission and the ministries 

including the leading group on S/T. Its key responsibility is the co-ordination between 

S/T units across ministries. 

b) The middle level involves agencies and specialised ministries responsible for specific 

policy implementation. 

c) The micro level will be the internal management of MOST related to issues like short 

and long term targets, human resources in S/T etc. 

 

Long term planning plays a key role in innovation governance in China, and has some 

distinctive features: 

 

 The main purpose is to clarify tasks and activities in the area of S/T under current 

conditions; 

 This implies also bringing out explicitly the role of S/T within the context of the 

market economy 

 The formulation process intends to adjust guidelines formulated earlier or in related 

policy documents, e.g. to integrate S/T development with economic development, and 

not least in the current plan to give priority to indigenous innovation; 

 It will bring out key fields of priority in the area of S/T; 

 The formulation of the plan and the process in which it takes place is intended to reach 

consensus. 

 

4.3. Science policy priorities 

Chinese SSH benefits from the key role of S&T to be taken in the current and future 

development of China. Science and knowledge has generally a high level of legitimacy and 
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support. The recent long term plan from 2006 stated several policy objectives implying great 

ambitions for the science system: 

 

Key Objectives in the long term plan
9
: 

 R&D intensity to reach 2% of GDP in 2010, and 2.5 % by 2020. 

 S&T and innovation to contribute 60% of GDP growth. 

 Dependence on foreign technology to be reduced to less than 30% (in the ratio of 

expenditure on technology import to R&D expenditure, estimated at 56% in 2004). 

 To be among the top-5 worldwide in terms of the number of domestic invention 

patents granted, and the number of international citations of scientific papers. Targeted 

key areas of scientific and technological research 

 

In addition, there are a great number of specified projects and programmes, mostly pertaining 

to technological targets that also will be discussed in the next section: 

 

 68 priority goals of importance to China’s social and economic developments spread 

over 11 key areas: energy, water and mineral resources, environment, agriculture, 

manufacturing, transportation, information technology, public health, urbanization, 

public security and national defence. 

 16 special projects in e.g. core electronic devices, very large-scale integrated circuits, 

wideband wireless communication technology, advanced large-scale pressured-water 

reactor, new transgenic biological varieties, new pharmaceutical products, giant planes 

technology, and manned space flights, etc. 

 Eight cutting edge technological areas: including biotechnology, IT, new materials 

technology, advanced manufacturing technology, advanced energy, marine 

technologies, laser and aerospace technology. 

 Eight cutting-edge scientific areas: including cognitive science, deep structure of 

matter, core mathematics themes, earth systems, chemistry of creation and 

transformation of matter, etc. 

 Four major new scientific research plans in protein research, quantum modulation 

research, nanoscience, growth and reproduction. 

 

On top of these, some horizontal objectives have been launched that support SSH in the 

future: 

 Broaden international S&T co-operation and exchanges. 

 Introducing a new evaluation system to improve the performance of public research 

organisations (PROs) and the efficiency of public resource use. 

 Investing in S&T infrastructure and encouraging infrastructure sharing. 

 

During the last decades, the public R&D system has been radically restructured but its 

transformation must continue, guided by three main objectives: 

 

 Reinforcing basic research. This is vitally important to strengthen the long-term 

potential of the Chinese NIS and to facilitate its smooth insertion in the global 

knowledge economy. As a large country, China can afford to invest in the whole 

spectrum of science based innovations and use basic research as a springboard for 

                                                 
9
 Source: China National Medium and Long term Science and Technology Development Plan (outline) accessed at 

http://www.most.gov.cn/ztzl/gjzcqgy/zcqgygynr/1.htm 
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fundamental technological developments and, more generally, to increase the 

sophistication of technological innovation in the business sector. This will require a 

reorientation of R&D efforts in the public research sector toward basic research and 

pre-competitive applied research, away from experimental development.  

 Improving the efficiency of public research institutes. While carrying out years of 

downsizing and reform, the government has also steadily increased the funding for 

public research institutes in order to modernize those considered as valuable assets for 

the NIS that is under construction. However, there remains scope to improve the return 

on such public investment, especially regarding its responsiveness to the needs of 

market-led innovation or the exploitation of SSH through consultancies etc. 

 Strengthening higher education research. The performance of higher education 

institutions has been very impressive: the sector has relied on fewer resources to 

produce more output. The principal limiting factor seems to be the shortage of 

professors experienced in world-class research. Also, the development of university-

based research and public R&D more broadly, is impaired by the lack of skills and 

resources to manage quality and ensure scientific excellence, professional ethics and 

dissuade academic misconduct. Increased cooperation between universities and public 

research institutes, could help overcome these skill shortages, as would also the 

pursuit of an active policy to draw on the large pool of talented expatriates. Another 

pending issue is the differentiation of the university system according to the role each 

university is best placed to play in the national and/or regional systems. Universities 

can have the ambition to be national knowledge platforms with high international 

visibility whereas others might better serve as more specialized knowledge hubs 

within regions.  

4.4. Micromanagement, guidelines and symbolic leadership 

The freedom for social scientists and intellectuals has increased. Still, the social science 

system, and the wider science system, still suffers from significant micro-management by 

Party officials, either from a policy level or directly on the management level of the 

institutions. For example, the work at the CASS is increasingly subject to regulation and 

academic guidance
10

. Such guidance can take many forms: For example, references are often 

made to talks and speeches by high level officials which the research community is asked to 

develop theoretically. The symbolic meaning of political guidelines, as also alluded to above, 

serve one the one hand to frame the science system within the accepted boundaries of the 

political regime, and on the other as reference points for defining research tasks and 

“disciplines”. Hence, these guidelines and political-symbolic expressions have direct 

consequences for research management.  

 

The current micro-management can be seen as a left-over from the planned economy. But it 

seems logical in as far as liberalisation of the economy while hardly changing the political 

system will have as a consequence a rigid management of the SSH, especially as institutions 

like CASS are directly subsumed under the Cabinet (State Council). And the micro-

management is tightly linked to the great dominance of very applied research to the detriment 

of high quality, basic research. Fang
11

 argues therefore for a significant change in the way this 

system is managed, in particular to implement governance models more attuned to a modern 

knowledge society.  

                                                 
10

 Sleeboom-Faulkner, op.cit. 
11

 Fang Xin: Some considerations on Deepening the Reform of China’s S&T System. Unpublished paper, 

Chinese Academy of Sciences, CAS). 
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4.5. Policy research 

Ministries, including MOST, are engaged with their respective research communities to 

produce policy relevant knowledge in their respective sector. In the case of MOST, which 

also has internal or linked resources in research in the field of STI policy and indicators, the 

ministry engages with a broad network of scientists involved with research and other studies 

relevant for producing policy relevant knowledge. As such, the sectoral or implementation 

focussed ministries have their own policy knowledge base. 

 

On the level above, the State Council as the most important body in the Chinese government, 

has given priority to dedicated policy research: The Development Research Center of the 

State Council (DRC), mentioned above, is a comprehensive policy research and consultation 

institution whose mandate includes research on long term, comprehensive issues to provide 

policy recommendations to the CPC Central Committee and the State Council, study trends in 

the development of the national economy and macro-economic issues, study industrial 

development and policies, as well as other activities underpinning Chinese priorities, 

including STI development and the NIS. For example, the Department of Techno-economic 

Research is engaged in research fields such as technological innovation, development of 

science and technology, IPR, industrial strategy and organisation, investment and finance as 

well as the engineering sector. Some of the recent projects illustrates further the role played 

by this institution: 

 

 High technology project evaluation  

 Innovation policy and funding of R&D 

 IPR 

 Venture capital 

 Reform of R&D institutes 

 Technological barriers to trade 

 Non-profit organisations in innovation 

 

Hence, this suggests that while there are abundant activities in policy research in the field of 

STI, the knowledge bases for this are complex and potentially duplicated, illustrating also a 

complex structure of governance in STI where ministries and agencies have overlapping roles 

or mandates. 

 

4.6. Policy priorities for SSH in China 

Social sciences have an important role to play both in a country like China that is being 

transformed at an unprecedented pace, and concerning China as it is reconfiguring key global 

relationships. The national needs for learning and identity building are great in cases like this, 

and China’s rise as an economic and thereby also a political power have vast implications for 

global energy markets, raw materials, climate change, geopolitical relations and the like. 

Hence, social sciences and humanities will assume a greater role as a learning mechanism if 

the regime allows it to play that role. This is gradually happening, with emerging priorities 

that resemble thematic foci which are increasingly mirroring those of the West. 

 

A point of departure is again policy documents on the Chinese side, in particular the 11th 

Five-Year Plan (2006-2010). It is recognised in China that social sciences and humanities are 
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important building blocks of Chinese society. Discussions among Chinese scholars and 

leading members of the scientific communities have concluded that the following three areas, 

which are also expressed in the formal and informal proposals in the 11
th

 Five Year Plan, 

represent the major challenges for China:
12

 

 

a) Growth, competitiveness, employment and sustainability in a knowledge based society  

Issues to be considered are: 

 How can processes of innovation become more efficient and effective in generating 

economic competitiveness, growth, and jobs in China, especially considering the 

regional discrepancies between east-coast areas and west-underdeveloped areas and 

between industrial and agricultural sector? 

 How can we ensure the best fit between policy ideals and economic outcomes, in 

respect of population growth, environment protection, energy saving, limited 

resources (water, land, etc.), and, in particular, the social welfare, health care system, 

education, stratification, and social justice of farmers, who constitute 70% of the total 

population in China? 

 How can we ensure that the synergies between public sectors, government institutions, 

and private enterprises are all mobilized to work towards the goals that China has set 

for the future?  

  

b) Societal trends and citizens in China 

Issues to be considered are: 

 How do individuals identify with new cultural and societal trends, and the subjective 

and objective dimensions of such a fast changing society? 

 How do relationships between lives, values, and perceptions of quality of life evolve 

in China and how can the evolution be captured? 

 What are the processes whereby societal and cultural trends are identified and how 

does the identification interact with policy goals of equality, justice, reinforcement of 

laws and a better society? 

 What are the implications of societal trends for political system reforms of active 

participation, evolving Chinese-style democracy, greater freedom of speech, and an 

enlarged media role in Chinese political life? 

 

 

c) China in the world: Understanding change in interactions and interdependencies between 

world regions and China  

Issues to be considered are: 

 Globalization: Understanding and responding to increasing global interactions and 

interdependence 

 How to maintain peace and security and achieve wealth and prosperity for all? 

 Political, economic, and cultural roles for China at a global scale: What are the 

options? 

 Understanding societal, economic, political, and cultural trends in different parts of the 

world and their global dimensions 

 China through the eyes of others: Visions and views of China in other parts of the 

world 

 

                                                 
12

 Presented during a meeting at the British Academy by representatives from the Chinese Academy of Social 

Sciences, London, 20.4.2006. 
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In sum, this is a broad perspective for the social sciences, and illustrates well the gradually 

changing role of SSH during the transformation of the Chinese economy and society. 

 

 

5. Funding of SSH 
Chinese collegues, I hope you have figures for funding and resource allocation??? 

 

 

 

6. Approaches to evaluation of scientific capabilities 
Evaluation is a mirror of the way research tasks are defined. These are for example in CASS 

defined jointly by the leadership and the Party Central Committee and its Propaganda 

department. Hence, a separate organisational unit in CASS is responsible for evaluation. This 

is called the Group for Inspecting Discipline, posted by the Central Discipline Inspection 

Commission by the Party. The work, but also attitudes, of scholars are assessed every year, 

and these assessments hold for three to five years
13

. If underperforming, or if political reasons 

warrant it, scholars can be removed.  

 

SSH has a special status or role in the science system, and is more politically sensitive. 

Therefore the evaluation is different from say CAS, which relies more on academic reviews, 

institutionalised as an evaluation group. CASS does not have such a system, and relies on 

evaluation committees made up of party officials or academics who are also party members. 

The criteria according to which scholars are evaluated by these committees vary and are 

constantly under revision
14

. 

 

CASS management has therefore recently also tried to encourage high quality research 

through systems of competitive funding of projects. This has also extended to rewards and 

prizes, as well as “stimulating pride”
15

. But the overall evaluation system for SSH remains 

one of symbol and ceremony, with heavy reliance on political criteria. 

 

Evaluation of scientific capabilities beyond SSH is also far less developed compared to 

western countries. However, the massive national R&D programmes through which China 

allocates and steers S&T funding, is increasingly being evaluated. This does not include 

programmes run directly by ministries, but many others managed and funded by institutions 

such as NSF (national Natural Science Foundation of China). The evaluation work has 

recently been organised by a dedicated institution, NCSTE or National Center for Science and 

Technology Evaluation. Table  1 gives an overview of the main programmes making up the 

targeted funding of R&D and innovation.  

 

The practice of evaluation, being introduced from the West in the early 1980’s, is mainly 

related to programmes. It has recently changed, implying a change in the governance of these 

programmes that are increasingly integrated into the evaluation mandates. However, 

evaluation as a learning practice is still not a necessary part of policy decision making to the 

extent that it provides a systematic independent knowledge input to policy makers. For 

                                                 
13

 Sleeboom-Faulkner, op.cit. 
14

 Ibid, p. 292. 
15

 Ibid, p. 293. 
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example, ministries which have responsibility of some key programmes, most notably MOST 

with the 973 programme, do not typically have an organised programme evaluation practice. 

In most cases they will use their internal staff for this purpose. The clients of an institution 

like the National Evaluation Center are therefore typically programme managers and not 

higher level policy makers. 

 

The practice of the evaluation center includes assessing complex issues in workshops where 

stakeholders may participate in dialogues. For example, round table workshops are introduced, 

and recently 200 participated in 7 workshops related to the evaluation of the 863 programme. 

Such stakeholders are the programme managers, scientific and technical personnel, but up 

until now industry representatives have not been included. This will change in the next round, 

widening the dialogue to link up with industry participants.  

 

Some of the changes above deserve further attention: 

 

 The move of strategic goals from serving economic growth to a more comparative 

focus on narrowing the technological gap vis a vis Western countries make up a 

significant change, but one that is difficult to define and measure for evaluation 

purposes. Hence, the workshops mentions above address specifically the issue of 

narrowing the gap. One recent conclusion is that the 863 programme has played a 

significant role in narrowing the gap. 

 The role of government is changing to reduce its direct control and instead govern 

through guidelines and regulations. Still, ministerial control and direct management is 

abundant and is contradicting the general move towards a more clear division of 

labour in programme governance. 

 Steps towards more fairness and balancing this against efficiency has proven a 

challenge for programme managers, and will need to be addressed more 

comprehensively in future evaluations. However, openness and transparency is being 

pushed by both evaluators and the science community and will lead to increased 

accountability in the system. 
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Table 1 Current R&D programs (source: MOST undated) 

Program Start year Objective Budget 2004 

National High Tech 

R&D program 

1986 Enhance China’s international 

competitiveness and improve overall 

capability of R&D in high tech 

5.5 bill RMB 

Key Technologies 

R&D program 

1983 Concentrate resources on key and common 

technologies needed for industrial and social 

development 

1.5 bill RMB 

National Program on 

Key Basic Research 

Projects (“973”) 

1997 Support basic research in selected areas 0.9 bill RMB 

R&D Condition and 

Capacity Program 

1984 Support development of infrastructure and 

capabilities through sub programs  

NA 

State key lab construction projects  

Mega projects of science research  

Nat engineering research centers constr.  

S&T groundwork program  

Public interest research program  

Major international co-op projects  

S&T Industrial 

Environmental 

Construction 

 Support and promote environmental projects, 

regional economic development, tech based 

SMEs, and S&T intermediaries 

 

 1986 Spark program for rural development NA 

1988 Torch program for high tech industries NA 

 National S&T Achievements Outreach 

program 

NA 

1988 National new products program to serve as 

guideline for new and conversed products 

NA 

 Trade with science and technology for 

exports 

NA 

 Technical upgrading fund for SMEs NA 

 Agricultural S/T achievements Conversion 

fund for enhancing agricultural technology 

NA 

 Productivity promotion centers for technical 

upgrading of SMEs 

NA 

 University S&T parks  NA 

Major Dedicated 

National S&T Projects 

in 10
th

 5-year plan 

 To enhance domestic strategic economic 

structuring with 12 projects based on the 863 

and Nat Key Techs R&D Programs 

NA 
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Table 2  highlights some key changes in the elements typically making up major programmes 

and their evaluation points as seen from this evaluation center: 

 

Table 2 Key changes in programme elements and their evaluation focus 

 

 From To 

Strategic goals Serving economic growth Narrowing gaps, enhancing 

innovative capacity 

Input priority Inputs needs, exports etc Public goods, interagency R&D, 

Retreat from competitive fields 

Government roles Direct control Guidance, regulations 

Management Efficiency Balancing fairness and efficiency, 

openness, transparency 

HRST 

 

Domestic R&D 

institutions/universities 

 

R&D institutes, enterprises, 

social groups, overseas 

institutions/individuals 

 

 

 

6. Challenges and prospects for the support of SSH in the 
regions 
Chinese collegues, contributions are welcome to cover this 

 

7. International collaboration 

7.1. Collaboration patterns 

There is now a long history of international collaboration in S&T in China, some of which 

was initiated in the late 1960’s and early 1970’s under bilateral agreements for cultural 

exchange. CASS was the key institution for the SSH to engage in such collaboration, and 

participated in scientific exchange from the late 1970’s, gradually stimulated by the opening 

up reform process.  

 

International collaboration as seen from the CASS perspective typically takes on three 

forms
16

: 

 

 Collaboration with international and regional academic organisations through projects 

and joint academic conferences. This also includes Chinese membership of 

governance boards for institutions such as the Inter-Governmental Council of the 

MOST programme of UNESCO. 

 Cooperation with academic organisations, universities and governmental departments 

of various countries.  

 Cooperation with funding agencies such as the Ford Foundation of the US. 

 

                                                 
16

 From CASS Annual report for 2005, p. 10-11. 
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Based on a growing number of exchange and collaboration programmes, SSH exchanges have 

increased considerable since it was initiated. Tables 3 shows data for the inflow (foreign 

academics in SSH coming to China) and outflows (Chinese academics going abroad) for the 

period between 2000 and 2005
17

. 

 

Table 3 Annual flows of exchange 2000-2005 

 

Year 

 

Flows 

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

Inflows 740 1548 1039 802 1983 933 

Outflows 940 968 1103 717 980 950 

 

The following additional information casts further light on the nature of this collaboration: 

 

 Economics dominate the exchange flows together with the field of international 

studies, underlining the point about the renewed importance of economics and 

international relations to the reform process of China. 

 Exchanges take various forms, and visiting scholar exchanges and multilateral 

conferences dominate the picture. Joint research is still a minor exchange form. 

 Countries of exchange vary significantly relative to flows being outflow or inflow. 

Main countries for outflow (receiving countries) are Japan, Korea and the US, while 

the main inflow countries are Korea, India and Japan. 

 

7.2. Scientific collaboration with EU 

It will be difficult to assess the international collaboration of Chinese SSH without taking into 

consideration the S/T collaboration taking place between EU and China in the context of the 

Framework Programme (FP).  International co-operation is an important dimension of the FP, 

and is being pursued through the following three routes: 

 

a) An international co-operation dimension in the activities of each of the 7 thematic 

priority fields of the FP, as well as specific priority areas with a European perspective, 

with a budget of 285 million Euros.  

b) Dedicated international co-operation activities in the name of INCO which are 

relevant for certain groups of countries or regions. These activities generally support 

the Community’s external relations and development aid policies, and include among 

other groups developing countries of which China is a part. The overall budget for this 

is 346 mill. Euro. 

c) A coherent set of actions to support international mobility of researchers in the 

programme « Integrating and strengthening the European Research Area » as 

mentioned in a), this is related to the Marie Curie programme for human mobility. 

 

                                                 
17

 From CASS annual report from 2005, pp. 78-81. 
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In the context of the INCO programme, China is defined as a developing country. This 

implies that such collaboration will take place within the framework of defined priorities. 

These are for developing countries the following:
18

 

A1: Health and public health 

 Reproductive health and child and nutrition  

 Healthcare systems, policy and management  

 Knowledge and technologies to improve control of neglected 

communicable diseases  

A2: Rational use of natural resources 

 Managing humid and semi-humid ecosystems  

 Reconciling multiple demands on coastal zones  

 Managing arid and semi-arid ecosystems  

A3: Food security 

 Health of livestock populations  

 Bio-diverse, bio-safe and value added crops  

 Aquatic farming systems  

 

Of the 10 projects funded under INCO as listed on CORDIS, 7 are in the area of health and 

health care, 2 are in the area of natural resources, and 1 is a project on promoting S/T 

collaboration. All are research activities except one workshop. Current updated information 

on Chinese participation gives 19 projects under INCO, taking into account recent calls. This 

picture does not give any detail of the SSH in this, but apparently the potential is there. 

 

Beyond this, Chinese scientists may as mentioned participate in the general priority areas of 

the FP, as well as the mobility programme that has no thematic priorities as such. These may 

be seen as more important as it concerns a mode of collaboration that is part of a reciprocal 

agreement to open up the respective China’s and EU’s programmes for the others’ 

participation.  

 

The results and lessons across all scientific fields may be summarised as follows:
19

 

 

 European participation in the Chinese programmes is very small, in fact neglible.  

 So far in the FP6, there are 157 Chinese partners in all together 134 research projects. 

 This aggregates to 227 Chinese participations, of which 20% are from CAS and 7% 

from Tsinghua University. Research institutes are most active participants, accounting 

for 41% of the participations, followed by universities (34%) and private partners 

(18%). 

 The areas of priority for the Chinese are ICT, Sustainable Development and Food 

Safety and Quality. 

                                                 
18

 From Cordis website for FP6. 
19

 Data from EU Delegation in Beijing September 2006. 
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 The total budget of the projects are 844 M€, of which the European Commission’s 

contribution was 554M€. The Chinese partners’ participation is largely financed by 

the FP, and they received some 20M€.  

 

The bottom line of the participation pattern under the EU-China agreement is that it is 

extremely skewed in many ways: There is now broad Chinese participation in the FP, but very 

little European participation in the Chinese programmes, and the EU FP funds a great part of 

the Chinese costs for the participation in FP, but there are no funds on either side for 

European participation in Chinese programmes. China has access to much research, counting 

the total project value of the projects, but the Chinese programmes remain closed to Europe. 

On the other hand, the Chinese have shown great willingness to co-fund projects and 

programmes in which they have strategic interest, e.g. GALILEO and ITER.  

 

Chinese participation in the FP5 was not funded by FP budgets. However this was changed 

with the implementation of FP6 and will continue in FP7. It s unclear why this decision has 

been taken, but given the recent and current double funding through the INCO programme as 

well as the specific programmes, the EU strategy may be paraphrased to be a double bind, 

defining China both as a developing country through funding in the INCO with the 

« developing country themes », as well as a developed country and equal partner in S/T 

through funding and participation in the FP.  The INCO solution will be discontinued in the 

FP7.  

 

There are some wider concerns coming out of the EU-China collaboration pattern : China and 

its S/T community is on a fast track of expansion and represents a bridgehead for learning on 

issues and areas that are important to address at home.  Seen from their perspective it is 

pertinent to relate strategically to the opportunities globally for learning and insourcing of 

knowledge. Hence, one can also observe a selective approach in which China selectively aims 

at maximising the benefits from collaborations in « cafeteria » principle. China engages in 

collaboration with individual countries, with groups or regions (like the Nordic region 

recently on welfare state research) and attempts to exploit the opportunities offered them in 

the FP. These opportunities are abundant as China is defined both as a developing country and 

an equal S/T partner.  

 

The S/T agreement between China and EU was evaluated in the form of an impact assessment 

in 2004
20

. This agreement provided the reciprocal opening up of the programmes on both 

sides. One conclusion is standing out as important: The fostering, emphasis and 

communication of mobility schemes is a crucial prerequisite for fruitful cooperation between 

EU and China. Mobility and exchange with great visibility may therefore be seen as preparing 

the ground for more substantial collaboration in research. It was suggested that dedicated 

funds were made available for this. But there is little attention to the lack of reciprocity in the 

agreement and how European participation in China can be increased. In fact, today mobility 

of researchers is widely neglected as part of the EU-China co-operation : While less than 10 

Chinese researchers working in Europe are supported by a European grant, not a single 

European researcher in China is supported.
21
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 European Commission: Impact Assessment of the S&T Agreement concluded between the European 

Community and the Government of the People’s Republic of China. Brussels, DG Research 2004. 
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 From an internal discussion note of the Science Counsellors in Beijing. 
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7.3. Co-authored publications 

 

International collaboration in research in SSH is on the rise also in China, and co-authored 

publications and papers are key indicators of this development. This section is based on work 

by Dr Zheng Haiyan of CASS (Centter for Documentation and Information)
22

. Table 4 

indicates that collaborative research in China has been on the rise during the period from 1995 

to 2004, although with some fluctuations. Table 5 illustrates that internationally co-authored 

papers have also been on the rise, in particular bilateral publication. Table 6 shows that 

Chinese scientists are taking on leading roles, as seen in the dramatic rise of Chinese as first 

authors. 

 
Table 4   China co-authored and solely authored papers in SSCI and A&HCI, 1995-2004  

Year Total Co-authored Solely authored 

Papers Proportion

（%） 

Papers Proportion

（%） 

1995 130 110 85 20 15 

1996 168 131 78 37 22 

1997 133 122 92 11 8 

1998 267 159 60 108 40 

1999 313 203 65 110 35 

2000 314 218 69 96 31 

2001 525 361 69 164 31 

2002 390 287 74 103 26 

2003 514 376 73 138 27 

2004 557 388 70 169 30 

 

 
Table 5   Collaborative forms of China international co-authored papers in SSCI and A&HCI, 1995-2004 

Year  Total 

 

Bilateral Tripartite Multilateral 

Papers Proportion %  Papers Proportion %  Papers Proportion %  

1995 53 42 79 3 6 8 15 

1996 65 53 81 9 14 3 5 

1997 65 54 83 7 11 4 6 

1998 122 100 82 18 15 4 3 

1999 141 113 80 18 13 10 7 

2000 162 139 86 16 10 7 4 

2001 213 176 83 27 12 10 5 

2002 216 172 80 36 17 8 3 

2003 275 219 80 47 17 9 3 

2004 290 227 78 52 18 11 4 
 

Table 7 includes data on the geographical distribution of the partnerships, and underlines the 

great importance of the US. This corresponds greatly to the US being a key country for 
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 Zheng Haiyan: China Co-authored Papers in the Humanities & Social Sciences Indexed by 

SSCI and A&HCI, 1995-2004: A Statistical Analysis. CASS, undated. 
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exchange, in particular outflows of Chinese scientists. Two other features stand out: Japan 

ranges high, and English-speaking countries are key to the collaboration pattern. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 6  International co-authored papers with China researchers as first authors  
in SSCI and A&HCI, 1995-2004  

Year  Total 
 

China-first authors non-China-first authors 

Papers Proportion

（%） 

Papers Proportion

（%） 

1995 53 13 25 40 75 
1996 65 16 25 49 75 
1997 65 12 18 53 82 
1998 122 22 18 100 82 
1999 141 25 18 116 82 
2000 162 33 20 129 80 
2001 213 59 28 154 72 
2002 216 58 27 158 73 
2003 275 71 26 204 74 
2004 290 85 29 205 71 

 

 
Table 7   Major partner countries (regions) involved China international co-authored papers 

in SSCI and A&HCI, 1995-2004 

Year 5 countries (regions) ranking of top 

China-first authors non-China -first authors 

1995 USA 5 ᾿Canada 4 ᾿Hong Kong 

region 3 ᾿ Australia 1 ᾿ New 

Zealand 1  

USA 26 ᾿Canada 6 ᾿Hong 

Kong region 5 ᾿ Japan 5 ᾿

Australia 5  

1996 USA 8 ᾿UK 2 ᾿Australia 2 ᾿

Canada 1 ᾿Netherlands 1 ᾿Croatia

1 ᾿Cuba 1 ᾿Singapore 1  

USA 32 ᾿ UK 9 ᾿ Japan

7 ᾿Canada 5 ᾿Australia 4  

1997 USA 8 ᾿UK 4 ᾿Australia 1 ᾿

France 1  

USA 32 ᾿ Japan 10 ᾿ UK

5 ᾿Hong Kong region 4 ᾿

South Korea 2  

1998 USA 10 ᾿Hong Kong region 3 ᾿

Japan 3 ᾿UK 3 ᾿Taiwan region

1 ᾿Canada 1 ᾿France 1  

USA 54 ᾿ Hong Kong region

16 ᾿ Japan 12 ᾿UK 9 ᾿

Canada 9  

1999 USA 9 ᾿UK 7 ᾿Hong Kong region

6 ᾿Sweden 3 ᾿Canada 2  

USA 60 ᾿ Hong Kong region

23 ᾿ UK 21 ᾿ Australia

10 ᾿Canada 7  

2000 USA 16 ᾿Hong Kong region 7 ᾿

Japan 4 ᾿UK 3 ᾿Sweden 3  

USA 67 ᾿ Hong Kong region

26 ᾿Japan 15 ᾿UK 10 ᾿

Canada 8  

2001 USA 33 ᾿Hong Kong region 15 ᾿

Japan 5 ᾿UK 2 ᾿Singapore 2  

USA 83 ᾿ Hong Kong region

36 ᾿Canada 16 ᾿UK 16 ᾿

Japan 13  

2002 USA 27 ᾿UK 9 ᾿Hong Kong region

8 ᾿ Belgium 4 ᾿ Netherlands

3 ᾿Japan 3  

USA 85 ᾿ Hong Kong region

34 ᾿UK 17 ᾿Canada 13 ᾿

Japan 11  

2003 USA 30 ᾿Hong Kong region 17 ᾿

UK 9 ᾿Japan 5 ᾿Australia 4 ᾿

USA 109 ᾿ Hong Kong region

52 ᾿UK 19 ᾿Canada 16 ᾿
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Germany 4  Japan 11  

2004 USA 39 ᾿Hong Kong region 27 ᾿

UK 12 ᾿ Australia 5 ᾿ Canada

3 ᾿Sweden 3  

USA 106 ᾿ Hong Kong region

52 ᾿Canada 17 ᾿UK 15 ᾿

Japan 14  

Note : The figures in brackets are the papers. 

 

Zheng highlights the following as conclusions of this study: 

 

 Co-authored papers in SSH outpace solely authored papers with 7 to 3. This may 

highlight the importance of collaborative research for Chinese SSH scientists. 

 Internationally co-authored papers tend to become more easily integrated in 

international practice and create greater attention to Chinese researchers. 

 Collaboration within one institution as well as bilateral collaboration are more 

common. 

 Although Chinese authors take on the role as first authors to a greater degree, they do 

not yet play a leading or dominating role.  

 International collaborative researches with non-China researchers as first authors 

involve wider area coverage 

 The main partners come from key scientific countries: The United States, Hong Kong 

of China, the United Kingdom, Japan, Canada and Australia. 

 

8. Conclusions and recommendations 
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ANNEX: 1 Chinese Academy of Social Sciences 
 

Brief Introduction 

Chinese Academy of Social Sciences (CASS ) an institution directly under the State Council and the highest academic research 

organization in the fields of philosophy and social sciences, is a national center for comprehensive studies in the People’s Republic of 

China. CASS was established in May 1977 growing out of the Department of Philosophy and Social Sciences, Chinese Academy of 

Sciences. It has four past presidents, namely, Professor Hu Qiaomu, Professor Ma Hong, Professor Hu Sheng and Professor Li Tieying. 

The present president is Professor Chen Kuiyuan. 

CASS consists of 32 research institutes, 3 research centers and a graduate school. The research areas cover as many as 300 disciplines, 

among which 120 are of key ones. Now CASS has a total of 3,045 research staff members, of whom 1,531 have senior professional titles, 

and 909 intermediate professional titles. 

Basic Mission 

To make Marxism-Leninism, Mao Zedong thought and Deng Xiaoping theory as a guiding principle, to follow the rule of development of 

sciences, to carry out in-depth research in the fields of social sciences and the humanities, to inherit and carry forward the excellent 

historical and cultural heritage of the Chinese nation, and to absorb and enrich the spiritual wealth of the human society. 

To promote research and to undertake and fulfill key state research projects in light of China’s national conditions, economic and social 

development strategies and the trends; to organize academic exchange between the Academy and the foreign countries, and also Taiwan, 

Hong Kong and Macao, in accordance with relevant policies and guidelines of the CPC and of the country; to provide information on 

academic and research forefront and on newly emerging theories, and provide important research papers and policy suggestions to the 

CPC Central Committee and the State Council; and to reflect the new trends of the academic communities. 

The Setup of Chinese Academy of Social Sciences  

I. Administrative organs: 

General Office: 

To assist CASS leadership to carry out comprehensive, coordinative, supervisory and examinational work and to serve as external liaison 

office on behalf of CASS; to be responsible for aggregate statistical work of all plans; to be responsible for organization of meetings, 

correspondence, secretariat, archive keeping, documentation, reception of petition letters, external communication and publicity; to 

provide in-time important information to the CPC Central Committee and State Council on academic research and new theories; to be 

responsible for the compilation of CASS Review; and to undertake tasks of investigations. 

To be responsible for drawing up rules and regulations for the work of safety and political security of the Academy; to inspect and 

supervise the safety and security work of all institutions under CASS; to coordinate and guide internal safety measures in CASS and to 

prevent and handle criminal cases and public security accidents; to be responsible for supervision over and check-up on fire control; to 

investigate and handle relevant important cases and accidents in cooperation with state law enforcement agencies; and to be responsible 

for the security work of important meetings. 

Bureau of Scientific Research Management: 

To be responsible for drawing up annual, mid-term and long-term research plans and for organization of important research projects; to 

keep abreast of new research trends and raise proposals for research directions, allocation of tasks and resources; to examine and verify 

plans of the research institutes and organize appraisal and prize-jury for important research publications; to organize interdisciplinary 
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events and conferences, to assess and employ senior professionals and evaluate overall plans and important programs for academic 

exchange with foreign countries, and to be responsible for CASS degrees granting in education ; to be responsible for allocation of funds 

for key research projects and manage publication funds; to be responsible for the management of all kinds of learned societies, 

associations and foundations under CASS; to examine and verify the creation, adjustment and annual check of academic journals under 

CASS, to compile Academic Trends and Social Sciences Management; and to be responsible for external liaison concerning research and 

its publicity. 

Bureau of Personnel and Education: 

To be responsible for drawing up rules and regulations and manage human resources of the Academy; to be entrusted by the Leading Party 

Group of the Academy to be responsible for personnel management of CASS administrative organs and institutions, and also for cadres at 

the bureau/institute and division levels; to be responsible for recruitment, assignment, assessment, appointment and dismissal, promotion, 

reward and punishment, wages, social security, labor protection, retirement, political policy education for visitors to foreign countries; to 

be responsible for the personnel files and data system; to be responsible for the CASS organization setup, overall size, aggregate payroll 

and personnel planning; to be responsible for posts assessment of professionals and for selection of quality researchers; to be responsible 

for the management of post-doctoral stations; to direct personnel exchange; and to be responsible for on-the-job training, continuous 

education and examination for promotion. 

Bureau of International Cooperation: 

To be responsible for drawing up rules and regulations and concrete measures for international cooperation and exchange for the 

Academy; to be responsible for the planning, coordinating and executing of academic exchange between the Academy and the foreign 

countries; to organize and coordinate the work of foreign affairs of the Academy; to maintain relevant records and archival material of 

external communication; to undertake academic exchange with the foreign countries at the Academy level; to coordinate academic 

exchange between the Academy and Taiwan, Hong Kong and Macao. 

Bureau of Finance, Capital Construction and Planning: 

To be responsible for assets management and funds of the Academy, for financial plans, purchase plans, mid-term, long-term and annual 

plans for capital construction, plans for and executing house renovation; to be responsible for management of CASS assets and properties; 

to be responsible for internal audit of finance; to provide guidance over logistic work of the Academy; and to be responsible for the 

finance work of the administrative organs directly under the Academy. 

Bureau of Work for Veteran Cadres: 

To take care of veteran cadres in accordance with the responsibilities designated by different ministries of the State Council. 

CPC Committee for Administrative Organs: 

To publicize and implement resolutions of the CPC Central Committee and Party organizations of higher levels and to guide institutions 

directly under the Academy to carry out ideological, organizational, style of work and institutional building; to organize Party members of 

study seriously Marxism-Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought, Deng Xiaoping Theory and the important thinking of “Three Represents”, to 

study the Party’s line, guidelines and policies and to give full scope to the role of combat bastion of the Party organization and the 

exemplary vanguard role of Party members; to conduct strict education and management over Party members and to ensure that the rights 

of Party members are not encroached upon; to educate, foster and assess those enthusiasts willing the join the Party and to recruit new 

members into the Party; to supervise and urge Party organizations of institutions directly under the Academy to carry out the work of 

selection of new leadership in accordance with relevant stipulations and to provide guidance to Party organizations of institutions directly 

under the Academy to carry out ideological and political work for Party members and the general public; to assist the Leading Party Group 

to exercise management over leaders of Party organizations and mass organizations of the Academy; to lead the mass organizations of the 

trade union, the Communist Youth League and women’s working committee and so on and to support them in carrying out work 

independently in accordance with their respective constitutions; to implement the united front policies of the Party and to unite democratic 
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and non-Party personages; and to fulfill every task assigned by the Working Committee of Central State Organizations and the Leading 

Party Group of the Academy. 

Supervision Bureau: 

To be responsible for the supervision over institute/bureau cadres of all institutions of the Academy; to exercise supervision over and 

check-up on the observation and implementation of laws and regulations of the country and rules and regulations and decisions of the 

Academy by all institutions and staff of the Academy; to be responsible for putting forward suggestions and proposals for the construction 

of a clean, honest and diligent administration in the Academy, drawing up relevant regulations and organizing implementation with the 

approval of the Leading Party Group or Presidium of the Academy; to accept charges against and reports on acts of violation of 

administrative discipline by institutions and staff of the Academy; to investigate and handle acts of violation of administrative discipline 

by institutions and staff of the Academy; to accept appeals from institutions and staff of the Academy who refuse to obey decisions of 

disciplinary sanction, and other appeals that should be accepted by the supervision body as stipulated by laws and regulations; to improve 

supervision organizations at all levels of the Academy and to conduct training for supervisors; to fulfill every task assigned by the Leading 

Party Group, the Presidium and discipline inspection and supervision bodies of higher levels; and to perform other duties as stipulated by 

relevant laws and administrative laws and regulations.  

II. Research institutes: 

Institute of Economics, Institute of Industrial Economics, Institute of Rural Development, Institute of Finance and Trade Economics, 

Institute of Finance and Banking, Institute of Quantitative and Technical Economics, Institute of Population and Labor Economics, Center 

for Urban Development and Environment, Institute of Archaeology, Institute of History (The Guo Moruo Museum), Institute of Modern 

History, Institute of World History, Center for Chinese Borderland History and Geography, Institute of Taiwan Studies, Institute of 

Literature, Institute of Ethnic Literature, Institute of Foreign Literature, Institute of Linguistics, Institute of Philosophy, Institute of 

Marxism-Leninism and Mao Zedong Thought, Institute of World Religions, Institute of Law, Center for International Law, Institute of 

Political Science, Institute of Ethnology and Anthropology, Institute of Sociology, Institute of Journalism and Media, Institute of World 

Economics and Politics, Institute of Russian, East European and Central Asian Studies, Institute of European Studies, Institute of West 

Asian and African Studies, Institute of Latin-American Studies, Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies, Institute of American Studies and 

Institute of Japanese Studies.  

III. Institutions directly under CASS: 

Center for Services, Center for Computer and Network, Library (Center for Documentation and Information), Center for Personnel 

Training and Exchange, Graduate School, China Social Sciences Publishing House, Social Sciences Documentation Publishing House, 

Editorial Office of Social Sciences in China.  

IV. Corporations directly under the Academy: 

Corporation for Promotion and Development of the Humanities, China Economic and Technical Consulting Corporation  

V. Associate units: 

Institute of Contemporary China, Office of Guiding Group for China’s Local Chronicles Compilation  

  

Notice: The English version of www.cass.net.cn is under construction.  
 

Source: Gov.cn  

 

http://www.cass.net.cn/
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Annex 2 Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences 
 

Established in 1958 and administrated by the Shanghai Municipal Government, Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences (SASS) is China’s 

oldest research institution for the humanities and social sciences and the largest one outside the capital of Beijing. SASS is a leading think-

tank and distinguished academic institution in China. SASS receives most of its funds from the municipal government, and also draws 

financial support from various non-governmental sources. 

Primary Function 

SASS has 2 schools, 15 institutes and some inter-disciplinary centers which conduct theoretical research and applied studies in the 

humanities and social sciences, with a special focus on important issues arising from the social and economic transformation and the 

country’s reform and opening up to the outside world. With its comprehensive research results, SASS contributes greatly to the state and 

the municipality through its policy studies for government authorities and training as well as consulting services. Its publications have been 

particularly influential to the greater public. 

Research and Support Staff 

SASS currently has more than 700 employees, of which over 500 are research staff. Among SASS researchers, there are 115 research 

professors, 167 associate research professors, and 220 assistant research professors. There are 257 women faculty and support staff. 

Meanwhile SSAS has invited 13 honorary professors and 20 specially invited professors. 

Structure 

SASS is administered by an executive leadership committee, which oversees all academic and administrative affairs. Administrative 

branches include the Coordinating Office for Social Sciences Research, International Programs Office (Foreign Affairs Office), Personnel 

Office, Finance and Accounting Office, among others. Academic branches under the executive leadership committee include the Academic 

Oversight Committee and the Academic Advisory Committee.  

Executive leadership 

Prof. Wang Ronghua, President 王荣华院长 

Dr. Tong Shijun, Vice-President,  

Professor of Philosophy 童世骏副院长 

Dr. Zuo Xuejin, Executive Vice-President,  

Professor of Economics 左学金常务副院长 

Dr. Hong Minrong, Vice-President,  

Professor of Economics 洪民荣副院长 

Prof. Shen Guoming, Vice-President,  

Professor of Law 沈国明副院长 

Prof. Xiong Yuezhi, Vice-President,  

Professor of History 熊月之副院长 

Dr. Huang Renwei, Vice-President,  

Professor of International Studies 黄仁伟副院长 

Mr. Xie Jinghui, Vice-President 谢京辉副院长 

Disciplinary Research Areas 

Through its institutes and research centers, SASS conducts general studies in economics, national economy, world economy, law, 

literature, history, philosophy, information sciences, journalism, sociology, youth and juvenile studies, religion, demography, international 

relations, national strategy, regional development and Deng Xiaoping Theory. 

Interdisciplinary Research Centers 

To meet the challenges of social and economic change in China today, SASS has set up two key interdisciplinary centers directly under the 

executive leadership: Center for Studies of Deng Xiaoping Theory & “Three Represents” Thoughts (邓小平理论与“三个代表”重要思想

研究中心), and Center for Urban & Regional Studies (城市与区域研究中心). SASS also organizes other interdisciplinary research 

centers, special programs and teams for studies on priority subjects. 

Key Research Programs 

SASS has decided to focus on eight key research programs: Political Economy (政治经济学), Industrial Economics (产业经济学), World 

Economy (世界经济), International Relations (国际关系), Social Transformation and Social Development (社会转型与社会发展), 

Economic Criminology (经济刑法), Shanghai Urban History (上海城市史研究), and Cultural Development (文化发展研究). 
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Special Research Divisions 

SASS has ten special research divisions: Modern Chinese Economy (中国近现代经济史), Shanghai Culture and Literature (上海文化文

学思潮研究), Modern Chinese Society (近代中国社会研究), Chinese Intellectual History (中国学术思潮史), Employment and Social 

Security (劳动就业与社会保障), Jewish Studies (犹太学研究), Western Literary Criticism (西方文学文化批评思潮研究), Comparison 

of Chinese and Western Philosophies (中西哲学比较研究), Business Ethics (经济伦理学), and Information Resources Management (信

息资源管理). 

Foreign Academic Exchanges 

SASS has a wide international exchange network, having signed long-term exchange agreements with more than 30 foreign universities 

and institutions covering Australia, Canada, France, Germany, India, Israel, Japan, Republic of Korea, the Netherlands, Poland, Russia, 

Singapore, Spain, the United Kingdom, the United States and Vietnam. About 120 SASS scholars travel abroad each year to do visiting 

research or deliver lectures. At the same time, SASS receives over 1,400 foreign scholars and experts annually. SASS also hosts overseas 

scholars in residence, most of whom are long-term doctoral or postdoctoral researchers, with others engaged in cooperative projects 

involving their SASS partners.  

Conferences and Symposiums 

SASS sponsors or/and organizes dozens of international conferences and symposiums every year at the academy level. 

Cooperation with Foundations 

SASS receives annually a number of foreign grants from overseas foundations such as the Ford Foundation, Asia Foundation, Japan 

Foundation and Korea Foundation. Foreign grants have facilitated joint research work engaging foreign partners.  

Schools and Institutes 

Institute of Economics 经济研究所 

Institute of National Economy 部门经济研究所 

School of World Economy and Politics 世界经济与政治研究院 

Institute of World Economy 世界经济研究所 

Institute of Eurasian Studies 东欧中西亚研究所 

Institute of Asia-Pacific Studies 亚洲太平洋研究所 

Institute of Literature 文学研究所 

Institute of History 历史研究所 

Institute of Philosophy 哲学研究所 

Institute of Information Sciences 信息研究所 

Institute of Journalism 新闻研究所 

Institute of Law 法学研究所 

School of Social Development 社会发展研究院 

Institute of Sociology 社会学研究所 

Institute of Religious Studies 宗教研究所 

Institute of Youth and Juvenile Studies 青少年研究所 

Institute of Demography and Development Studies 人口与发展研究所 

 

Affiliated Research Centers 
 

Center for American Studies 

Center for APEC Studies  

Center for Australian Studies 

Center for Buddhism Studies 

Center for Canadian Studies  

Center for Chinese Tradition Studies 

Center for Cultural Development Studies  

Center for Eco-Economic Studies 

Center for European Studies  

Center for Financial Studies 
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Center for Hong Kong and Macao Studies 

Center for Human Resources Studies 

Center for International Strategic Studies  

Center for Internet Studies 

Center for Japanese Studies 

Center for Jewish Studies 

Center for Korean Studies 

Center for Market Credit Studies  

Center for Middle East Studies 

Center for New Zealand Studies  

Center for Policy and Strategy Studies 

Center for Regional Development Studies 

Center for Shanghai Cooperation Organization Studies 

Center for Social Surveys  

Center for South Asian Studies  

Center for Spiritual and Cultural Studies  

Center for Studies of Chinese Enterprise History 

Center for Studies of Contemporary Chinese Politics 

Center for Studies of Developing Countries 

Center for Taiwan Studies 

Center for Women Studies 

Graduate School 

SASS runs a Graduate School with a history of more than 20 years. Enrolling both master and doctor degree candidates every year, SASS 

Graduate School presently has some 500 registered postgraduate students in different disciplines.  

 


