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Policy Innovation with the Support of the Country
------ Comment on The Center for Education Policy Research

Special Correspondent LI Qianya

Editor's note: The Center for Education Policy Research (CEPR) is one of the well-known Research
Centers in Harvard University. In the {2014 Global Go To Think Tanks Report) and {2015 Global Go To
Think Tanks Report) released by the University of Pennsylvania, in the top think-tank ranking on the field of
education, CEPR was ranked the sixth for two consecutive years. CEPR has not only established a powerful
network, but also had two advantages as talent resource and state support. Through many projects, it has
given analysis on the data related to schools, teachers and students to solve the difficult problems in education
policy, promoting education reform in the United States. Through several approaches like literature method
and interview method, our special correspondent makes a comment on various aspects such as the general
operation of the Think Tanks, the research focus etc. in order to provide enlightenments for the construction
and development of an education think-tank in China.
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A Review of Measuring Tools on Youth’s Scientific Literacy

LI Xiuju CHEN Ling

Abstract: Cultivating youth’s scientific literacy is one of the most important goals of science education.
Therefore, measuring youth’s scientific literacy becomes the focus of attention of science education researchers
and governments. This paper reviews the measuring subjects, the contents, and the tools of major measuring
scales and questionnaires. At the end of this paper, we provide several suggestions for the development of
measuring tool suitable for China.

Key words: youth; scientific literacy; measuring tools



