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Why Does the Local Government Restrict Online Car-hailing?

—A Study on the Logic of Local Government Behavior in the New Policy for Online Car-hailing
YAN Bo & WU Long

( School of Public Policy and Administration Xi‘an Jiaotong University Xi‘an 710049 China)

Abstract: Against the background of the New Era with accelerationin modernization of the national governance system
and governance capacity the central government and local governments have different attitudes towards the policy of explic—
itly encouraging the development of online car-hailing. Existing research efforts cannot explain this phenomenon in a suffi-
cient manner. This study takes the “New Policy” for online car-hailingas an example to reveal the internal behavior logic of
the local government in the formulation of the policy. The study finds that local governments responded to the interests of
different stakeholders with a number of strategies such as flexibility in following superior commands subordinate control
internal compromise and external delay and showed multiple behavioral logics of “multilateral balancing and overall stabili—

. ”
zation .

The “New Policy” for online car-hailing adopted by various local governmentsstill use the traditional “quantitative
control” means and their regulatory means required innovation in an urgent way which provides a new proposition for
comprehensively deepening reform in the New Era.

Key Words: policy implementation; local government; behavioral logic; accountability; response strategy
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