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A Case Study on University Power Elite Alliance
ZHU Jia-de

Abstract: Chinese universities have formed three groups of power elites: political, administrative and
academic. The university internal decision-making model embeds in public policy decision mode, which
is a typical elite model. This article analyzes policy makers behavior orientation in the case of B Universi-
ty in their compiling project planning (2013—2015) of the central financial special funds It finds that:
firstly, there is a stable elite alliance of the political power elite, administrative one and academic one.
The power elite alliance changed their own interests into the public interest of the university, with the
production and dissemination of their policy ideas and the expression and compromise of their
interests, Secondly, the party and government power elite lead alliance decision while the academic pow-
er elite depend on the political and administrative power elite. Thirdly, those who have the same or simi-
lar subject background are more likely to join in the elite alliance and to have the power elite stand by
their side. Subject background is also the key factor affecting policy — making behavior of the power
elite,

Key words: university power elite; elite alliance; alliance members; decision behavior; subject back-

ground
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