13 1

fy l&%‘ ?’: % 0}!% «if Vol. 13 No. 1

2019 1 Journal of Higher Education Management Jan. 2019

doi:10. 13316/j. cnki. jhem. 20181226. 002

Y
1 2 3
b .
(1. 3610055 2. , 2250093
3. . 315211)
. G640 A : 1673—8381(2019)01—0011—08
. . .
(Emile Durkheim) .- .
, , 7t (1992—2001
\ ), 1993 (
. ),
. . 1997 ) “
C . 1998 ¢ 21 )
, ;1999
N .
\ . ) .
(19781991 )., (2002—2015
. ). « ) (
. . ( » .
o”LZJ b o b
: 2018-10-30
. 2018-11-27
: (16YJC880064) ; “ 7 (FIB160494) ;
(2018SJZDI191)
. 2()18712728’ ’ ’

: http: / kns. cnki. net/kems/detail /32, 1774, G4. 20181227, 1004. 004. html



12 S i 4 aa 13
. 89 14 Ll
s { 20 ,
» (2006 ). ,
{ » (2007 ), o
( »(2008 ). . .
(2016 . .
)6 . .
. 2016 .
, ( € ,
) e { N .
PL4 o
( ) X PL§ 1 , 2017
) 747 ( )
) . 28.59%; 628. 46 )
. 16. 63%, 2000—2017
(G , 16
20 80 . 44
. . ; , (2017 ) .
. , 2017 45. 7%,
. , (2017 »,2017
. . 11 109 ,
. 33 481 . 2017
. . . 2 104
, 2001 .
1 2000—2017 R
C ) 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
(G 43 89 133 173 228 547 596 615 640
( ) 14.00 15.11 31.98 81.00 139.75 212.63 280. 49 349. 69 401. 30
(I 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
C ) 658 676 698 707 718 728 734 742 747
( ) 446. 14 476. 68 505. 07 533.18 557.52 587.15 610. 90 634. 06 628. 46
( »
(G , o
. 20 80 .

. 1982



13

. 1984 ,
. 2001 .2004
. , , L2010 2017 ,2000—2018
1986 370 . 20 ; 2018 11
90 , 169 (
b N )9 20
1994 ,
. 2000 . .
1) N [610
. .20 R .
. 2011
2003 . 2017
747 1223 t, 2018
265 , .

() C ()
1994 1 1
2000 1 2
2002 2 4
2003 5 9
2005 16 25
2006 1 26
2007 1 27
2008 17 44
2009 1 45




14

13

2)

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2018

76

133

141

150

169

N N .
N N
N N
N s . 31
N N N
N N N
. .
9
N
N N N
N N 10
. N
N .
N . .
N N N
. N 38
N N
N N
N N
N N
8
. N N
9
N N
N N
19
. N N
N
,2018
b Y

21 ,

’ ’
) ’ ’
9 o
’ ’
o
’
9 N ’



1 15
,2015 . 14 ,
15.3
, 5760.3 . ;
82.9 , ’
2218.5 T, ;
. . 2015
. 2012 3 ;
2012—2016
; . 15 ; 2010
1700~2 000
; .2016 19. 08 ;
. ) 2011—2016 3
41 ;
51~100 . ; R .
(
¢ ,
L9l
. , 1982
»
, 1998 ¢
) )] ,
2002
w2016, , .
.2017 X4 )

N



16 f]#t?i%.r%éf

13

o . 2002 «

:“ . , o 2016

. 1996—2018 “ 7

2016« ) , .
23 ( N ) )

’ ’
“
b Y b
“ ” “ ” [©)
° 3
“ 9966 9966
o b
’ ’
N
[
o b
’ o
“ ”
’

@  http: / www. xinhuanet. com/ politics/leaders/2018 —11/01/c 1123649488, htm.

)

&

[13]
b

”

)]

o

”

i



17

’
b
°
o b
b o
’
’
~ ~ ~ ~
5 s
b b
b
o b
b
N ’
’ ’ N
’ ~ °
’ H
b
°
« ”
~ ~
’ ~
’
b Y o
’
“ ”»
’
“ ” “ ”

0 . (Roger
L. Geiger)

[14]

”»

[16]



18 ./’3 = % 4 & 7 13
,1994.93.

[3] , .

. 2002 (M.
,2003:95.

(4] 2017 [EB/OL].
(2018-07-19) [2018-10-19]. http: / www. moe.
edu. cn/jyb  sjzl/sjzl  fztigh/201807/120180719
343508. html.

[5]
(. ,2016(3) :64-71.

,2017(Z1) :47-50.
L7]
(2016 )—
[M]. : .
20173,
L8]

. ; . ,2008(12)

. N N N [J]. ,2018(7) .15~

[10] . ) :1975~1997[ M.
,2004 1364,
[11] « » . ,

° [yl ,2012(5) :10-19.
’ [12] , , ,
s [J]. , 2017
” . (3):9-13.
[13] e ” “

7 * ”[EB/OL]. (2016-11-
01)[2018-10-19]. http: // gjs. njit. edu. cn/info/
1060/1180. htm.

[14] GEIGER R L. Private sectors in higher educa-

tion: structure. function, and change in eight

N ’ countries M]. Ann Harbor: University of Michi-
N N N gan Press,1986.:296.

Ll ,2008(5) :16-20.
[16]
[1] . . [M]. , (1. ,2015,9(3):98-104.
,2003:10. ( )
[2] . ( y[M]. : ( 35 )



To be compromising or complementary: rethinking the relationship

between university think tanks and discipline development

HOU Dingkai', ZHU Hongrui*

(1. Shanghai Municipal Institute for Lifelong Education, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062;

2. Fudan Development Institute, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: This paper explores nonlinear relationship between university think tanks and discipline de-
velopment, and makes suggestions to better serve subject development and innovation in new universi-
ty think tank construction. It finds that first-class university think tanks are not always supported by
dominant disciplines, and their relationship is non-linear; there is a contradiction between™ discipline
dependencé' and" discipline deviation' in the construction of university think tanks in China. Univer-
sity think tanks should innovate knowledge value chains by contributing knowledge production, organ-
ization, management and diffusion, and to become one of the most dynamic forces in university disci-
pline development. Governments should improve discipline-related policies: to regularly revise classifi-
cation standards of disciplines and specialties to promote them to better serve the society and lead uni-
versity think tank construction; to identify discipline-related indicators in university think tank evalua-
tion, so as to promote discipline development and think tank construction to complement each other.

Key words: university think tanks; disciplinary development; disciplinary culture
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The retrospect, experience and prospect of private higher education

in 40 years of reform and opening-up

QUE Mingkun', FEI Jian*, WANG Huiying®
(1. Institute of Education, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005; 2. Office of the President, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009;

3. Research Institute of Private Education, Liaoning Education Research Institute, Shenyang 315211, China)

Abstract: In 40 years of reform and opening-up, our private higher education has made historical a-
chievements, with government orientation shifted from restricting to supporting, education scale
changed from small to large, education level advanced from primary to advanced, and education quality
from low to high. These development has accumulated valuable experience: the support of the party
and government is the basic premise; rule of law is an important guarantee; protecting legitimate
rights and interests of organizers is the driving force. Looking into the future, private higher educa-
tion will play a great role in building a strong education country; connotative development will become
an endogenous force to enhance its strength; its public welfare attribute will be more prominent under
the classified management system; globalization and informationization will promote its development
mode transformation.

Key words: reform and opening-up; private higher education; development retrospect; basic experi-

ence; future perspective



