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Do Deep Pockets Have More Political Influence? —— The Size of Private
Enterprises and Their Strategy Selection in Resolving Administrative

Disputes «s+ssessseesssseessncecnnnceenn Ji Vingying & Fan Xiaoguang 193

Abstract:Based on statistical analyses of data from the China Private Enterprise Survey
(2006) this article reveals the function of the economic capital of the private enterprise
on the differentiated government-business relationship. When resolving disputes with the
government private enterprises with more economic capital are more likely to directly
contact the government agency displaying greater political privileges. Private
enterprises with middle-range economic capital on the other hand show higher
preference to take advantage of business associations or particularistic relationships.
However instead of economic capital it is the Communist Party membership of private
entrepreneurs that influences their confrontational strategies. There is also regional
variation on the selection of strategies. This article casts doubt on the possibility of the
class formation of capitalists in China. Under the specific context of the Chinese society

the path from economic power to political power in China is shaped by the emerging

characteristics of the economic sector.

The Great Rats Massacre: Exercise of Bio-order and the Social Performance
of Epidemic Campaign in Inner Mongolia (1949 —1952)

N 1T A T

Abstract: During the early years since the founding of PRC the state epidemic
prevention force reached the rural society and initiated campaigns against contagious
diseases. On the one hand it effectively controlled the diseases such as plague

cholera and smallpox. On the other hand the campaigns completely re-organized the
rural daily life mobilizing the rural society through medical—-political social movements.
The case of anti-plague campaign in the Inner Mongolia brought medical epidemical
and political resources together into a constantly escalating social mobilization. It
eventually constituted the specific local context that leads to the “anti-bacteria warfare”.
By tracing the history of the campaign this article shows how a state-wide movement
was implemented as an exercise of bio-erder and how it escalated and turned into a

social performance in the rural society.
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