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Abstract: This article compares three policy advocacy campaigns in China’ s health—
care policy domain and examines factors leading to different outcomes of those collec—
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fected by HIV/AIDS through contaminated blood products and the policy campaign
seeking compensation and justice initiated by the patients who got infected with HIV/
AIDS through hospital transfusion. The former two campaigns were successful but the
last one failed. The author argues that the different outcomes could be explained by
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use of various tactics and the political opportunity structures shaped by problem
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mains.
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constructed by ritual organizational activities. In brief the implementation of the new
institution is a process of overcoming the vertical boundary structure and its structural
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Abstract: The questionnaire survey results show that peasant households generally
understand the new-type rural social pension insurance and actively participate in it

but with low level of payment. Propaganda and mobilization could improve peasant
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