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Science of Science Policy: The New Phase of S&T Policy Studies

Li Xiaoxuan Yang Guoliang Xiao Xiaoxi

Institute of Policy and Management, CAS 100190 Beijing

Abstract Since 2005, the Science of Science Policy has risen up in U.S. by the call of Dr. John H. Marburger 111, who is the

President’ s Science Advisor and Director of the OSTP. Many countries including China have paid special attention to this is-

sue. The important characteristics different from traditional S&T policy studies in U.S. are analyzed in this article, which point

out that, although SoSP is based on traditional S&T policy studies, there are radical differences in the philosophy, methods as

well as the combination of different disciplines. Therefore, SoSP could be considered as a new research norm in the S&T poli-

cy studies.
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