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On Policy Problem Structuring in Multi — dimensional
Theoretical Perspectives

Abstract: Policy science has been problem — oriented from the very beginning. Policy problems are
unrealized needs values and improvement opportunities that could be realized through public action.
Policy problems are not out there but are structured through steps such as problem sensing problem
perception problem search and problem definition. Policy problem structuring is the primary stage of
the process of public policy and the logic starting point of public policy analysis. However public
policy problems are complicated and interdependent having the characteristics of subjective recogni—
tion and dynamic. Few policy problems are pure economic technical or political and a great many
policy problems are ill — structured. Hence only by starting from a multi — dimensional theoretical
perspective could it be possible to be studied and analyzed on every side. The main ways for public
policy problem structuring include carrying forward information disclosure optimizing expert consul—
tation and expanding public participation etc.
Key words: public policy problem; policy problem structuring; policy analysis

Qian Zaijian

Nanjing Normal University

China’ s Characteristics in Public Policy Implementation

Abstract: To achieve its objectives the central government’ s policy needs to be implemented in
multilayer local governments where it is refined and reset. In order to prevent public policy imple—
mentation from being fragmented it is advisable to adopt measures such as introducing an impetus
from higher — level authorities establishing administrative contract system and implementing promo—
tion championships. The above steps are implemented based on party — government dual — track sys—
tem administrative matrix system and the CCP occupies the dominant position in the process of poli—
cy implementation.

Key words: policy implementation; impetus from higher — lever authorities; administrative contract
system; promotion championships Zhu Shuicheng

University of Shanghai for Science and Technology

The Formation of American Cultural Policy

Abstract: The United States is neither like the notion that it has no cultural policy nor like another
view that there should not be a cultural policy. On the one hand the concept of cultural value re—
quires the government to stay away from culture On the other the real needs of the development of
culture is dependent on the government’ s work. From the protection of cultural rights of the creator

to tax exemption to guide social capital to support culture to the direct subsidy culture project to di—
rect funding of institutionalization agreements are reached in value idea and the reality demand be—

tween culture and the government; hence the construction of the unique cultural policy discourse ex—
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