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Abstract
Facing ageing challenges, long-term care (LTC) has become a focus of policymaking and policy analysis in
China. However, the burgeoning literature obscures a lack of understanding of LTC policymaking, implying
a linear and neutral process. This depoliticisation is unrealistic and contributes little to understanding the
diversity of LTC policies and improving inclusive LTC provision. Focusing on the core institutional
arrangement, LTC insurance (LTCI), this article explores a highly politicised policymaking process and
reveals complex political deliberations behind different LTCI choices across regions. Underpinned by the
multiple streams approach, which supports a systematic comparison of the policy process, this article
identifies four key factors from a relational perspective that influence LTCI policymaking, including the
tension between evidence and politics in the construction of LTC issues, the tension between policy
effectiveness and stability in the assessment of policy options, strong or weak political will, and the presence
or absence of municipal government.
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Introduction

Population ageing is a global phenomenon, but ageing processes vary across regions and countries. In
China, the fundamental problem of ageing lies in “poverty, disease and disability risks” (Dang, 2015,
p. 7), so long-term care (LTC) provision has become one of the most critical social issues facing
governments. However, LTC did not enter mainstream policymaking until 2016, when the National
Committee on Ageing (NCA) released the Fourth Survey of the Disabled Elderly, showing that the
number of disabled seniors exceeded 40.6 million and their financial and service conditions were
worrying (Zhang, 2016).

The survey drew attention to disabled seniors from the central government, triggering a wave of
LTC-related policies that instructed a joint LTC financing system combining three funding mech-
anisms – social welfare or social assistance, social insurance, and private insurance; and the
provision of LTC services through health-social care integration (Yiyangjiehe). Accordingly, policy
pilots on funding mechanisms, service organisation and delivery, and skilled workforce have been
launched nationally and locally. Given LTC Social Insurance (LTCI) as the institutional infrastruc-
ture (Wu, 2020), the LTCI pilot launched by the National Health Commission (China NHC) in
15 sites in 2018 (the national pilot) has received the most attention, with an expansion to 49 cities in
2020.
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With policy proliferation, the literature on LTC has increased substantially. Early research revolves
around estimates of LTC needs and overseas experience of LTCI (Hu et al., 2015; Du et al., 2016; Ling and
Dong, 2019) to prove the imperatives and the feasibility of establishing LTC institutions (Wang and
Zeng, 2015; Zhao and Han, 2015; Dai, 2016), and LTC service delivery and related issues (Luo, 2014; Su
et al., 2015; Peng et al., 2017). Driven by policy pilots, recent research has focused on LTCI system
construction and diverse LTCImodels; effects and problems; and policy instruments and proposals (Sun
et al., 2019; Deng, 2021; Zhu et al., 2021; Gui, 2022; Hu, 2022). Among these, financial sustainability has
received the most attention, for example, state fiscal capacity for LTCI and fiscal balance and deficit risk
(Lu et al., 2019; Li, 2020; Chen et al., 2021).

The rich literature reflects the diversity of policy issues and practice, but is mainly descriptive in
nature. It avoids serious debates about the political dynamics of LTC policy, leaving policy processes as a
“black box.” By emphasising LTC needs, policies, and their effects, the existing literature suggests a
straightforward and neutral policymaking process that faithfully translates LTC needs into policies. This
depoliticisation is illusory, as power is involved in defining the legitimate needs for policy intervention
(Langan, 1998) and political will determines how the LTC burden is shared (Colombo et al., 2011;WHO,
2011). Thus, it hardly explains why LTC policies vary widely across China (the exception is Chan and
Shi’s (2022) work on social decentralisation in LTC reform). For example, Beijing and Shanghai differ
considerably regarding LTCI pilot scope (district- or municipal-level), funding sources, coverage,
insurance premiums and benefits, and services (Chen, 2021).

The very different local policy responses to central directives on LTC call for an investigation of
locality-level policymaking. Furthermore, understanding the politics behind policy enables policy-
makers to use the levers of determinants to improve policy. In particular, LTCI is part of welfare
arrangements characterised by stability (Øverbye, 1997), highlighting the importance of getting this
high-stakes policy right in the first place rather than remediating it by lesson-learning. The research
question is, therefore, Why do localities make significantly different choices under the same central
directives? Answering this question requires an explanation of “how public decision-making works …
why policy output and outcomes differ from place to place and across time” (John, 2013, p. 1).

This article reports findings from primary research underpinned by the multiple streams approach
(MSA). It used the MSA as an analytical framework to examine and compare the LTCI policymaking
process of two sample sites, Beijing and Shanghai. By uncovering this process, the article has generated
insights into the politics underlying LTCI policy, with implications for policy analysis and development.
Given the focus on local discretion, this article pays less attention to the impact of central steering.

Political determinants of policy choices

Policy studies and political science have produced a large body of literature on political behaviour and
policy processes. Policy is usually regarded as influenced by actors/interests, institutions, and ideas, with
power flowing through them. In addition, external events influence policy decisions or non-decisions,
including media coverage, political, economic, and technological circumstances (e.g. finances), and
others (e.g. new diseases) (Birkland, 1998; Pomey et al., 2010).

Power and actors, institutions, and ideas in policymaking

Power, defined by access to resources, for example, funds, capital assets, political connections and
expertise (Shiffman, 2014; Ho, 2022), is most often identified as the key determinant of policy. However,
power is dynamic and does not exist and operate in isolation. Despite different understandings of power
through different theoretical orientations or frameworks, actors/interests, institutions, and ideas are
useful concepts by which to understand the policy process and how power operates (Pomey et al., 2010;
John, 2013; Sabastier and Weible, 2014).
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Actors, who are thought to vary widely in terms of identification, rationality, and power (Howlett and
Ramesh, 2003; Hill, 2005; Knoepfel et al., 2007; Sabastier and Weible, 2014), exercise power and make
decisions. They can be regarded as self-interested utility-maximisers (Cairney, 2019), giving rise to
competing, conflicting, and even contested interests in policymaking. As such, they are presented as
“rational decision-makers” who critically and objectively review and choose between policy options
(Griggs, 2006). However, in this process, powerful actors (e.g. social and political elites) can leverage
other actors to advance their agenda (Shiffman, 2014; Gore and Parker, 2019).

Actors also need to be understood as acting within particular institutions, broadly defined as both
formal organisations and informal but institutionalised norms, rules, precedents, and so on (Hall and
Taylor, 1996; Howlett and Ramesh, 2003; Cairney, 2019). Institutions design power distribution,
relationships, attention, and information flows (May, 2015; Peters and Zittoun, 2016; Dee et al.,
2023), providing incentives or constraints for actors to act rationally and thus shaping actors’ political
behaviour (Béland and Waddan, 2015; Cairney, 2019).

Ideas, referring to knowledge or beliefs about what is and/or should be at three levels – policies,
programmes, and philosophies – play a causal role in understanding policy change (Schmidt, 2008;
Pomey et al., 2010). Beyond the exercise of power to pursue interests, actors, aided by ideas, deal with
uncertainty in policymaking (Carstensen, 2011; Berman, 2013). Specifically, ideas shape actors’ goals,
motivations, and preferences, as well as the constraints and opportunities they face in particular contexts
(Béland and Cox, 2010; Cairney, 2012; Berman, 2013).

Key determinants in Chinese policymaking

Turning now to look at how these determinants of policy play out in China. First, elitism has been the
basic policymaking model in the post-1949 era (Wang and Hu, 2010; Liu, 2016); however, the original
assumption that policymaking only occurs at the top has been challenged. Attention has thus shifted
from the top leadership to bureaucrats (Hammond, 2013), recognising that political compromise within
power elites characterises Chinese policymaking (Lampton, 1992; Wang and Hu, 2010; Duckett, 2019).

Second, central–local dynamics dominate Chinese policymaking (Schubert and Alpermann, 2019).
The Chinese political system is a mix of political centralisation, fiscal decentralisation, and functional
fragmentation (Lieberthal, 1992; Qian and Mok, 2016; Zhang and Rasiah, 2016), creating complex
vertical and horizontal relationships. Implementing state policy initiates a new round of policymaking at
the local level, involving lobbying and negotiation between the central and local government (Shi, 2011;
Wang et al., 2018). Policymaking thus revolves around consensus-building through inter-agency
bargaining (Nathan, 2003; Mertha, 2009; Duckett, 2019), where superiors’ efforts, for example, coord-
ination, mediation, or adjudication, are essential to overcome bureaucratic deadlocks (Lieberthal, 1992;
Duckett, 2019).

Third, rationality as an explanation of human behaviour is context–specific (Townley, 2008). In
Chinese policymaking, rationality manifests itself as problem orientation and self-interest (Zi li xing).
Policy problems are an important driver of Chinese policymaking, especially the logic of “problem-
oriented reform,” that is, advancing reform by solving problems (Han, 2017; Wang and Ning, 2018),
which critically influences Chinese politics. Problem orientation suggests rational policymaking in
response to objective and identifiable problems (Xu, 2019). Since 1978, self-interest has become
recognised as widely present in individual bureaucrats, functional departments, and the government
(Dong, 2008). It is currently reified as maintaining stability, a multidimensional concept referring to
social, political, and financial stability (Wu and Li, 2006; Zhang, 2006; Xing and Chen, 2007).

The emphasis on social and political stability stems from an increasingly heterogeneous Chinese
society “full of anger, political consciousness, anxiety, and uncertainty” (Zheng, 2010, p. 28), and social
unrest is considered a threat to social stability, economic growth, and the political regime. Thus, the
primary task of cadre assessments is tomaintain social stability (Lee and Zhang, 2013;Wang et al., 2018),
making stability maintenance a concrete self-interest of Chinese bureaucrats and local governments.
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Accordingly, attention to public opinion, which embodies the issues that matter to the masses (Kingdon
and Stano, 2011), serves stability, as public opinion that has not been properly addressed causes “mass
incidents (Qunti shijian)” or even social unrest and political instability (Zhao and Xue, 2017).

Maintaining fiscal stability often explains the constant misalignment between central and local
governments in policy implementation. Finances constitute a basic orientation in Chinese policymaking
(Lieberthal, 1992; Han and Kung, 2015). In particular, the asymmetric assignment of revenue and
responsibilities creates tensions between unfunded central directives and stretched local budgets (Qian
and Mok, 2016; Chan and Shi, 2022). Thus, when carrying out unfunded central mandates, local
governments often strategically compromise the intentions of their superiors (Ngok, 2013; Guess and
Ma, 2015; Qian and Mok, 2016).

Limitations of existing research on Chinese policymaking

To date, most studies of Chinese policymaking have either focused on describing the outcomes of a
policy, leaving how policymakers’ motives shape the policy remain underexplored (Duckett, 2019); or
examined one component or aspect of the policymaking process, with little effort being made to
systematically explore the interplay of multiple factors. Thus, the existing literature does not answer
the question that requires tracing and explaining dissimilar LTC policymaking experiences in China:
why do localities make significantly different choices under the same central directives?

While studies have focused on the role of political elites, studies on the role of other potential actors in
the policymaking process, for example, activists, media, and professionals (Zhu, 2013; Cheng, 2014),
remain scarce. This overlooks the increasing opportunities for non-state actors to participate in Chinese
policymaking and extended government-society negotiations (Chan and Cabestan, 2001; Moore, 2014).
Others have focused on the relative influence of central and local institutions (Nickum, 2010; Ahlers and
Schubert, 2015; Zhang and Rasiah, 2016), which fail to explain divergent, inconsistent, or contradictory
local responses to central directives within a unitary system. Moreover, they impede efforts to overcome
institutional constraints to achieve equity and universalism (Lin, 2001; Saich, 2011; Ngok, 2013), a point
highly valued by LTC. Furthermore, the role and influence of socially constructed realities, for example,
policy problems and political interests, has received relatively little attention or recognition. A central
political process of policymaking is to turn conditions into problems (Buse et al., 2012; Bacchi, 2016),
while interest-based political behaviour involves interpreting interests (Campbell, 1998; Schmidt, 2008;
Berman, 2013).

The MSA

Drawing primarily on Kingdon’s work, the MSA was used as the framework to inform and shape an
investigation, overcoming the limitations of the existing evidence base noted above. Unlike univariate
determinism, the MSA captures complex relationships between multiple causal processes, including
interests, institutions, and ideas (John, 2003; Sabastier and Weible, 2014), providing a multifactorial
explanation for different policymaking experiences (Cairney and Jones, 2016).

MSA states that a drastic policy change is the outcome of the convergence of three independent
processes (so-called streams), at a critical moment (policy window) promoted by policy entrepreneurs.
The problem stream is where certain conditions or issues are brought to the attention of policymakers
and defined as policy problems. The policy stream is the process in which policy proposals are developed
and reviewed against various criteria. Meeting these criteria significantly increases the probability of
selection of a particular policy option (Kingdon and Stano, 2011). The political stream comprises the
policy environment and decision opportunities it may afford (Ackrill and Kay, 2011). The intersection of
two or all streams is the driving force for policy change (Ackrill et al., 2013), and it is vital to link a
solution to the other two elements (Kingdon and Stano, 2011).
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Convergence occurs when a policy window opens (Kingdon and Stano, 2011), referring to the
opportunity that defines the context for policymaking (Zahariadis and Exadaktylos, 2016). Due to the
time constraints of policymaking, its salient features are temporality and scarcity, requiring competent
and resourceful policy entrepreneurs to seize the opportunity. Key to critical policy change, policy
entrepreneurs have been broadly defined (Ackrill et al., 2013; Zohlnhöfer and Rüb, 2016); however, three
qualities contribute to successful entrepreneurial action: expertise, the ability to speak for others, and an
authoritative decision-making position (Kingdon and Stano, 2011).

Research design

This article reports part of a study on the implementation of national strategies for LTC provision in
China. The study employed a qualitative approach to exploring the retrospective accounts of individuals
directly involved in LTC policymaking in two Chinese localities.

The location of the research

Beijing and Shanghai were selected by their capacity to elucidate the policymaking process (Barbour,
2007) and analytic potential for comparison and generalisation. Their full-range responses to the central
directives on LTC, including policies and pilots, reflect the richness of policy setting, meeting the criteria
being a core research setting, “bounded, rich … microcosms” (Holliday, 2007, p. 36).

Asmunicipalities, Beijing and Shanghai provide a wealth of information on the complex central–local
dynamics of state policy implementation, as political debates between central and local governments
occur most at the provincial level (Lieberthal, 1992). Furthermore, unlike other provincial-level
governments, municipalities develop specific measures for district-level implementation, allowing
research to explore their political deliberations. Beijing and Shanghai also have the potential to provide
valuable insights into Chinese policymaking. Both are seen as role models of governance and pioneers of
social policy, making them the primary source of policy learning for the rest of China.

However, Beijing and Shanghai show striking contrasts in LTC arrangements, making them well-
matched cases for instructive comparison. Compared to the rest of China, they are first-tier cities with
more developed economies and greater fiscal capacity. Even compared with other Chinese metropolises,
they face similar challenges from large ageing populations with high disability rates. However, Beijing
opted for a system centred on targeted welfare and social care, while Shanghai established LTCI and an
LTC-centric service system.

At the time of the fieldwork, Beijing and Shanghai were at different stages of piloting LTCI. Unlike
Shanghai, which had joined the national pilot, Beijing was running a local pilot without discussing any
form of expansion. However, this difference does not compromise the study, as the way of piloting LTCI
itself, for example, whether or not to join the national pilot scheme, is part of the policymaking process.

Sampling and recruitment of participants

Purposive sampling was used. Given the research question, the samples must be insider view-holders,
included by two criteria: participation in LTC policymaking and information richness (Bradley, 1993),
which is more likely to be achieved when individuals hold key positions (Goldstein, 2002). Based on a
five-stage policy cycle and first-hand experience, the sample was then narrowed down to those involved
in the drafting of the policy text. Once released for interdepartmental discussion, this often means that
the main body of the policy text has been finalised by the responsible department (or jointly with highly
relevant departments), withminor or technical revisions to follow. This critical stage involves three types
of policymakers. Theoretically and empirically, the government is a central actor in Chinese policy-
making (Wong, 2004), especially (deputy) directors as policy drafters. Think tanks and researchers are
increasingly involved in Chinese policymaking (Think Tank Research Centre of SASS, 2013). Invited by
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relevant government departments, service providers usually participate in policymaking as industry
experts.

Using snowballing techniques, including reputation snowballing and interview tracing, 25 people
were recruited, including central and local officials from four government departments (n = 17),
researchers (n = 5), and service providers (n = 3). Self-identified researchers at government-affiliated
institutions were divided into officials and researchers according to their specific roles, for example, those
holding departmental directorships were classified as officials. Those from government-affiliated bodies,
such as the Beijing Municipal Commission on Ageing and the Shanghai Research Centre on Ageing,
were grouped as local government department participants.

Data collection

Informed by the topic and theoretical perspective of the study (Charmaz, 1990; Green et al., 2007),
interviews explored the five topic areas presented in a broad and open-ended format in the conversation
to avoid overdirecting, including (1) Informational questions: state policy development and main
initiatives after 2013/2016; (2) Informational and reflective questions: significant policy changes in
Beijing and Shanghai; (3) Reflective questions: core issues and tension points of LTC policies and
practices; (4) Reflective and feeling questions: the policymaking process and their role; and (5) Conclu-
sion question: future policy changes.

After obtaining ethical approval through the University ethics committee, face-to-face interviews
took place in Beijing and Shanghai between June andDecember 2018. Interviewswere audio-recorded by
the researcher’s encrypted recorder. Before the interview, informed consent was secured from partici-
pants. Most interviews lasted around 60 to 120 minutes (n = 21). Where participants had limited time
(n = 5), the interviews focused on topics (3) and (4).

The analytical process

Audio-recordings were transcribed, and NVivo-12 used to support data analysis. Thematic analysis and
comparative analysis were carried out by referring to MSA concepts (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Analytic process of data analysis.
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Thematic analysis was used to bring together the accounts of different participants, reconstructing the
LTC policymaking process in Beijing and Shanghai. With careful reading through the data, coding, and
interpretation, 8 themes emerged from 64 codes, explaining the core processes of LTC policymaking in
each site. Comparative analysis is central to this research design. A constant comparison of thoughts and
perspectives across purposively selected settings and participants, as well as sectors, was conducted to
identify similarities, differences, or even contradictions, “using qualitative datasets to full advantage”
(Barbour, 2007, p. 1116). In particular, MSA allows comparisons at the theme level, overcoming a
common flaw in thematic analysis – failing to show the connections between themes and gain insight
into the phenomenon (Vaismoradi et al., 2016).

Findings

This section reports findings from the comparative analysis using the MSA, which are summarised in
Table 1. Since the joint LTC funding mechanism instructed by central directives depends largely on how
LTCI as a new element is established, this section focuses on the debates surrounding LTCI rather than
on existing elements, for example, targeted welfare and private insurance.

Table 1. Problems, policies, and politics and their interactions.

Process Elements Beijing Shanghai Key factors

Problems Political pressure Highly prioritised No mention The tension between
political deliberation and
evidence in
conceptualising policy
issues

Public opinion Totally relied on Complemented
evidence

Evidence Made little use Highly prioritised

Capacity/
Budgetary
constraints

Highly prioritised Occasionally used

Policies Policy
responsiveness

Essential No mention The tension between
stability and policy
effectiveness in discussing
policy optionsMultidimensional

stability
Highly prioritised Sought stability

through policy
change and
embraced reforms

Policy effectiveness Occasionally
mentioned

Highly prioritised

Politics Political will at the
municipal level

Weak Strong Political will that shifted
power relations
determined the political
contextPower relations

between
policymakers

Dominance of government officials

Dominance of
Beijing MOCA

Relatively balanced
power relations
led by Shanghai
HRSS

Linking problems,
policies, and
politics

Key actors No forces willing
or able to drive
LTC policy
change

Robust steering by
the municipal
leadership

The absence or presence of
key actors was critical
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The tension in constructing LTC issues

Comparing the factors that influenced the framing of LTC issues in Beijing and Shanghai highlighted the
tension between political deliberations and evidence. Overall, the debates revolved around LTC needs,
and local policymakers in both municipalities used similar factors to frame LTC issues, including
political pressure, public opinion, research evidence,1 and budgetary/capacity constraints. However,
they differed in the importance given to each factor.

Despite its leading role in the LTCI pilot, Beijing HRSS showed little concern for LTC itself. It was
the constant pressure from its superiors, the Beijing People’s Congress and China HRSS, that pushed
it to launch and lead the pilot. Another key actor in LTC policymaking, Beijing MOCA, relied solely
on public opinion evidence and conceptualised the LTC problem as non-existent or viable. Strik-
ingly, regular monitoring of public opinion did not capture voices about unmet or unaffordable LTC
needs in Beijing. Therefore, Beijing MOCA ruled out LTC for policy intervention and thus the
existence of the LTC problem. Importantly, this situation was not specific to Beijing. The account
below shows how incomplete/biased public opinion has shifted the ageing policy system away from
LTC in China.

Most policies aim for ordinary older people dealing with daily life needs… It is healthy older people
that convince the top leadership that aged care [policy intervention] concerns over 200 million
older persons (CBS01: official, China MOCA).

Therefore, neither Beijing HRSS nor MOCA used evidence to inform the conceptualisation of LTC issues.
Note that little use of evidence did notmean that evidencewasunavailable. Instead, research projects and the
Ability and Needs Assessment System yielded ample evidence of LTC needs; however, it was either
overshadowed or ignored in LTC policymaking. Researchers reported that Beijing MOCA shelved data
from a ¥ 11million project, and BeijingHRSS even rejected a proposal for a small-scale survey of LTCneeds.

Unlike Beijing, Shanghai policymakers did not even refer to political pressure from superior authorities
as important in influencing their views on LTC issues. Instead, they perceived central directives as an
opportunity to make or legitimatise policy change, for example, incorporating the unauthorised pilot into
the national pilot. Also, public opinion and evidence were both used to support the policymaking process.
Rather than treating public opinion as comprehensive and reliable, Shanghai official participants believed
in the duty of speaking for thosewhose voices were weak in public opinion and intentionally sought further
evidence on LTC needs. Thus, they reported differentmethods of collecting evidence for policymaking, for
example, bureaucrats’ research, large-scale surveys, and field investigations. Relatively complete informa-
tion revealed rapidly growing unmet LTC needs in Shanghai, forming a consensus on LTC issues as a
societal risk. Unsurprisingly, as cited below, this view was consistent with all researcher and professional
participants who also used evidence on ageing to frame LTC issues.

LTC is a kind of need that everyone may have at some point…most of them will face the problem
that their families can neither provide nor afford [LTC] (CBS20: researcher, Beijing).

In addition to the three factors mentioned above, all Beijing official participants stressed LTC budget
constraints, especially Beijing MOCA sought to use them to define a viable LTC problem, focusing only
on seniors with severe disabilities. The following account explains the prevalence of this “reverse logic” in
Chinese policymaking, which prioritises fiscal capacity over needs.

… starts with measuring fiscal capacity, then identifies the target population, and then decides to
what extent to support them … the so-called inflexible needs [for policy intervention] … are
defined … in terms of fiscal capacity … (CBS15: researcher, Beijing).

1In this article, evidence refers to information obtained through academic or policy research.
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In Shanghai, fiscal and service capacity constraints overtook evidence on one occasion, ruling out
cognitive disability–related needs from prior LTC policymaking; however, emerging evidence compelled
Shanghai to reconsider them in 2018.

… we considered the resources at our disposal … Why should I expose the problem without
solutions at hand? (CBS26: official, Shanghai HC).

For both sites, concerns about budget/capacity constraints were understandable. In Beijing, even with a
severe disability rate of 3% (Tang, 2016), there were still an estimated 128,700 older people in need of
intensive LTC, with a total cost of 3.24 billion per year estimated at the current level of LTCI benefits. In
particular, the financial capacity of Shijingshan District, the LTCI pilot district, was weak. In 2021, its
public revenue was 6.467 billion, the lowest among the six urban districts, less than one-tenth of the
wealthiest district, and a third of the fifth-ranked district. In Shanghai, the LTCI fund expenditures were
estimated to be 3.77–3.87 billion in 2020 (Zhang and Yao, 2022).

Comparing the process of conceptualising LTC issues in Beijing and Shanghai showed that by using
more evidence, LTC issues were more likely to be constructed as a challenge for government interven-
tion, as seen in Shanghai.While responding to political pressure, public opinion or budgetary constraints
tended to ignore or minimise the magnitude of LTC needs, thereby overlooking or underplaying LTC
issues. As seen in Beijing, none of the functional departments considered LTC severe. At most, it was
regarded as a sub-problem of home care, as reflected in the guiding policy, the Beijing Municipal
Regulation on Home Care Services (the Regulation), which placed LTC under the agenda of home care
and integration.

The tension in assessing policy options

Comparing the three main criteria used by local policymakers to assess policy options for financing LTC
revealed a tension between stability maintenance and policy effectiveness. Alongside policy effectiveness
and multidimensional stability, policy responsiveness in this article refers to the “creation and imple-
mentation of timely, intentional, and effective policy actions” (Sogie-Thomas et al., 2018, p. 367).
Overall, Beijing policymakers gave conflicting accounts of the proposed funding solutions, reflecting
their struggle to balance policy responsiveness and stability. Rarely bothered by this, Shanghai valued
policy effectiveness and embraced reforms to the existing policy system.

Beijing official participants believed that instructions from higher authorities must be thoroughly
implemented in the political centre of China. They, therefore, were keen to express their support in
principle, agreeing on the imperative of LTCI. However, resistance to operationalising this new
institution was evident, reflecting a deep-rooted preference for stability and great caution about change
and risk within the Beijing government system.

… Beijing favours ‘early rise and late action’, meaning observing the situation until it becomes clear
before any tangible action (CBS17: official, Beijing HRSS).

Accordingly, various constraints to radical solutions dominated the discussion, being attentive to handy
and low-risk options. In particular, whether LTCI was financially sustainable was most debated. The
following narrative stresses the overall fiscal challenges facing the Beijing government, which effectively
divert attention away from LTCI.

… funding is the most critical issue [for LTCI]… Beijing is also facing difficulties… e.g. relocating
the Beijing government … projected to cost hundreds of billions … [Additionally] the Central
Special Administrative District will include Dongcheng District and Xicheng District…more than
100 billion in tax revenue flowing to it (CBS16: official, Beijing HRSS).
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Then, the primary source of funding suggested by the central directives, the health insurance fund, was
deemed unsustainable. Ironically, to seek financial stability, alternative funding sources were men-
tioned but were promptly abandoned due to political stability concerns, for example, collecting LTC
insurance premiums in the name of health insurance, merging LTC-related social insurance funds, and
reallocating welfare spending, all of which required reforms to the existing public finance and social
security institutions, which entailed political risks. As a result, little data showed Beijing striving for
more funding for LTC, especially dropping the opportunity to secure alternative funding sources for
LTCI.

… Shanghai reduced the social insurance premium rate by one per cent and used it to finance LTCI
… We proposed this route, but nobody supports it! (CBS16: official, Beijing HRSS).

Given the constraints, no forces opposed the proposal for a small-scale LTCI pilot, referring to LTCI
mainly funded by health insurance funds to cover urban residents with severe disabilities in a single
district with the smallest aged population. Although limited to the lowest administrative level and
coverage, it ensured a minimum level of policy responsiveness to central directives, financial stability,
and minimal political risk.

Anticipating its effectiveness in tackling the severe LTC problem, Shanghai policymakers unani-
mously supported the universal approach to LTC provision, valuing LTCI as an imperative institutional
reform, as shown below.

It [LTCI] transforms [LTC] from an individual and family risk to a societal risk. The government
should respond by institutional building. In this sense, it is the last safety-net … (CBS28: official,
Shanghai HRSS).

Thus, unlike their Beijing counterparts, who sought to preserve stability by maintaining the status quo,
they were far less concerned about stability. Instead, they meant to achieve it through action, as inaction
on rapidly growing LTC needs would cause social unrest. As such, Shanghai’s positive attitude to policy
change was clear.

Once decided, we create the conditions for it… You’d better do nothing following all the old rules.
[Policy] pilot is to abolish the old and establish the new (CBS22: official, Shanghai DRC).

Moreover, Shanghai policymakers showed enthusiasm for seeking effective solutions regardless of
political risks. Despite China HRSS’s explicit rejection, Shanghai initially explored LTCI through the
“Post-80s Healthcare Plan” in 2013, which was legitimised till the national LTCI pilot launched in 2018.
Also, Shanghai policymakers strived to overcome budgetary constraints by obtaining alternative funding
sources. Disregarding state policy of lowering the social insurance premium rate by 1% to ease social
burdens, Shanghai retained and reallocated this portion of funding to LTCI, thereby ensuring fiscal
stability without increasing the tax burden.

Comparing the criteria valued by local policymakers showed that local policymakers paying more
attention to responsiveness to higher authorities and to political and financial stability tended to
prioritise retaining the status quo with minimal change over establishing new institutions, while local
policymakers with a greater focus on policy effectiveness were attentive to the latter.

Political environments

The comparison of the political environment for LTC policymaking in the two sites highlighted the
role of political will at the municipal level in shaping adverse or supportive political contexts. In this
study, “political will” refers to the “extent of committed support among key decision-makers for a
particular policy solution to a particular problem” (Post et al., 2010, p. 659). In Beijing, the municipal
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leadership’s weak political will fostered an unfriendly environment consisting of insurmountable
obstacles, whereas in Shanghai, a firm political will constructed a favourable political context, drawing
and sustaining the attention of relevant departments and eliminating constraints on LTC policy-
making.

A lack of political will to drive LTC policy was evident in Beijing, starting with no intention of
participating in the national LTCI pilot. The account below illustrates that active participation in other
national pilots raised doubts about the municipal government’s motives for being passive to the national
LTCI pilot.

Beijing was not designated [as a national pilot area]… why is Beijing taking the lead in everything
but this? Beijing has participated in many national pilots. We must succeed if we want to (CBS17:
official, Beijing HRSS).

Lacking political will was reflected in the low priority of, and little attention to, LTC, for example,
excluding LTCI from the mayor’s regular meeting agenda and the precarious political support due to
cadre turnover. This was particularly true in comparison with other cities.

… both the Shanghai government and the Shanghai CPC committee take it [LTCI] seriously…We
visited Chengdu where the mayor and the CPC secretary chaired the meeting [on LTCI]. Never
happened in Beijing! (CBS16: official, Beijing HRSS).

A lack of political will made various barriers to LTC policymaking unbeatable. As noted above, even in
terms of stability and political risk, which Beijing participants were most concerned about, the proposal
to retain 1% of social insurance premiums for LTCI was achievable because it was a precedent in
Shanghai; however, the municipal leadership did not take any action, declining the opportunity to
remove financial barriers.

Consistent with the above quote, Shanghai policymakers attested to the intensity and continuity of the
municipality’s will to tackle LTC issues despite high cadre turnover, leading to a willingness across the
government system to reform the existing ageing policy system and take political risks.

Themunicipal leadership rarely attaches such importance to it [LTCI]… Every deputy mayor pays
great attention to it… The then deputy mayor held at least two [interdepartmental] meetings every
month (CBS27: official, Shanghai HC).

In particular, a strong will transformed the old power structure unconducive to LTC. The data showed a
relatively balanced power relation in Shanghai; however, it emerged not by natural evolution but by
political intervention, for example, appointing Shanghai DRC and Shanghai HRSS to lead LTC
policymaking successively and involving Shanghai HC. These appointments made more departments
stakeholders and placed two LTCI-related departments at the centre, giving new impetus to LTC policy
development. Note that losing dominance did not mean the marginalisation of Shanghai MOCA.
Instead, with the continued support of the municipal leadership and its knowledge and experience of
ageing policy, Shanghai MOCA remained a key player in influencing LTC, for example, developing new
LTC services and negotiating services covered by LTCI.

Key actors

Comparing the different roles played by all the actors in the two sites revealed that the absence or
presence of key players critically influenced LTC policymaking, as they brought together the problems,
policies, and politics described above to achieve a profound policy change. Central directives created
opportunities for LTC, but no forces in Beijingwere dedicated to and/or capable of driving policy change,
whereas the Shanghai municipal leadership played this central role.
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At themunicipal level, given theweak political will, there was little evidence that the Beijingmunicipal
leadership participated in LTC policymaking in any form, for example, convening special meetings,
coordinating relevant departments, listening to briefings, or giving direct instructions. Without higher-
level involvement, LTC policymaking was carried out by independent parallel departments, for example,
Beijing HRSS and Beijing MOCA, along with loosely linked researchers (see below), demonstrating the
inability to overcome political, financial, and institutional barriers.

Unlike Beijing, the Shanghai municipal leadership showed a strong presence in LTC policymaking,
especially its coordinator role. The early involvement of Shanghai DRC highlighted the municipality’s
awareness and determination to coordinate departments to remove obstacles, mainly institutional
barriers, as cited below.

… the municipal leadership instructed us [Shanghai DRC] to fully integrate health and social care
… and funding … With various institutions, it is easy to say but difficult to achieve integration,
highlighting the role of [Shanghai] DRC… usually to balance and coordinatemultiple departments
(CBS22: official, Shanghai DRC).

A dispute resolution mechanism was also established to address cross-departmental issues. Thus, the
monthly meeting convened by the deputy mayor and attended by all relevant departments became “the
main battleground to discuss various LTC policy ideas” (CBS27: official, Shanghai HC). Through robust
steering, Shanghai reached high levels of agreement on LTC issues and solutions.

At the departmental level, Beijing MOCA dominated the ageing policy system, including LTC;
however, it was the defender of the status quo. Its dominance stemmed from active involvement based on
long experience regulating welfare and aged care. Moreover, Beijing MOCA, as the implementer of the
Regulation, received support from Beijing PC and the municipal leadership, which significantly
strengthened its position, as cited below. Inevitably, Beijing MOCA effectively pushed its targeted
welfare and home care agenda while suppressing LTC-centric solutions.

Beijing PC issued the Regulation [in 2015] … defining most tasks as [Beijing] MOCA’s respon-
sibility … which was rapidly advanced … (CBS16: official, Beijing HRSS).

Conversely, lacking experience in ageing and political support, Beijing HRSS, the implementer of the
LTCI pilot, was weak and showed little intention and capacity to lead LTC policymaking. It held passive
attitudes towards LTCI, with its chief director in particular giving specific instructions to keep a low
profile. Rather than leading relevant departments, Beijing HRSS tended to exclude or distance itself from
Beijing MOCA and Beijing HC, which were only informed of the policymaking outcomes, according to
complaints uncovered in interviews. The following quote captures this exclusive or antagonistic
relationship. As a result, all efforts to draw the attention of key post-holders to LTC failed, as mentioned
above.

Beijing HRSS never acknowledges what Beijing MOCA promotes regarding LTCI, including what
I’m working on [Unified Needs Assessment Standard] (CBS12: official, Beijing MOCA).

In contrast to Beijing, where MOCA was dominant with a passive stance on LTC, Shanghai MOCA
became an active contributor to LTC policy. As noted above, the strong presence of the municipal
leadership changed the interdepartmental power relations by involvingmore departments and assigning
a leading role to Shanghai DRC and HRSS, thus achieving relative balance in Shanghai. This clearly
undermined the dominance of Shanghai MOCA. While in Beijing, none of these changes occurred, and
the old power relations, dominated by Beijing MOCA, remained.

Both sites invited qualified researchers and industry professionals to participate in policymaking, for
example, a good reputation in their field, familiarity with government officials, similar mindsets, and
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cooperation. Overall, mirroring the state-society relationship in China, they were disadvantaged,
unwilling or unable to advance their proposals. This is particularly true of the Beijing researcher
participants, who differed frommost government officials by supporting new institutional arrangements
to address serious LTC issues. More importantly, they lacked the willingness to stand up for their policy
advocacy. As such, they tended to withdraw from policymaking when encountering disagreement, as
cited below.

I suggested a survey of LTC needs, even if limited to a handful of streets. How can you conduct an
LTCI pilot without data? … since they refused, I had no intention of staying (CBS19: researcher,
Beijing).

Interactions of problems, policies, politics, and actors

The interaction of the above four factors determined the different outcomes of LTCI policymaking
in Beijing and Shanghai. Beijing’s LTCI policymaking was characterised by ignoring or denying LTC
issues for policy intervention, an apparent preference for maintaining the existing ageing policy
system, and the municipal leadership staying away without any forces committed to promoting
LTC. As a result, various obstacles led to superficial policy change, a district-level LTCI. In contrast,
Shanghai policymakers reached a consensus on a pressing LTC problem for governmental inter-
vention, prompting them to seek effective solutions. To remove political, institutional, and financial
barriers, the municipal leadership acted as the key actor, directing and coordinating concerted
action across departments. Thus, Shanghai achieved drastic policy change, establishing a municipal-
level LTCI.

Discussion

This article examined different experiences of LTC policymaking in China by applying MSA to a
comparative study of Beijing and Shanghai. Findings on highly politicised LTC policymaking have four
implications for policy analysis and development.

First, this study revealed a highly politicised LTC policymaking process in Beijing and Shanghai,
which was full of ambiguity and political manipulation (Kingdon and Stano, 2011). These findings
strongly challenge the assumption of a linear, neutral, and straightforward LTC policymaking process,
bridging a critical knowledge gap in the current literature on LTC and Chinese policymaking.
Unequivocally, findings on key influencing factors revealed that politics, for example, political actors,
power relations, and political deliberations, run through the entire process of policymaking (Blackman
et al., 2012), shaping the LTC problem and the discussion of policy options and determining whichever
perspective won out on the agenda.

Complex central–local dynamics also manifested the politics in LTC policymaking. Consistent with
the literature, the two cases showed that local governments had considerable discretionary power in
deciding to what extent central directives could be enforced locally, for example, superficially and
thoroughly in Beijing and Shanghai, respectively. Moreover, such significant variation suggests that
merely acknowledging local autonomy or any general statements of self-interest in the current literature
is insufficient to explain diverse LTC policymaking experiences and outcomes across China. For
instance, a recent study argues that central coordination, regional competition, and local protectionism
determine local LTCI models (Chan and Shi, 2022); however, the two cases in this study hardly fit this
explanation, especially given their contrasting attitudes towards LTCI. Therefore, an in-depth analysis of
policymakers’ specific concerns, as done in this study, is crucial to generate accurate knowledge of
policymaking.

As a result of policymaking, an incomplete translation of LTC needs into policies was identified in
both sites, best exemplifying political engagement. Cross-case comparisons demonstrated that in
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Beijing, greater attention to political factors, compared to engagement with evidence and policy
effectiveness, resulted in the least coverage of needs in LTC policy. Shanghai was more inclusive than
Beijing in this regard; however, incompleteness still existed, for example, underplayed LTC needs
related to cognitive impairment due to a lack of knowledge and capacity concerns. This finding
suggests that the extent to which LTC needs were translated into policies, that is, the definition of the
legitimate needs for policy intervention, is political (Langan, 1998), and knowledge use reduces
political manipulation in policymaking (Kingdon and Stano, 2011).

Second, the four influencing factors revealed by this study encompass actors/interests, institutions,
and ideas, providing a multi-factor explanation for LTC policymaking in China. The findings align
well with the core argument of MSA: “policy outputs are neither exclusively rational nor solely a
function of institutional design; rather, they depend heavily on a complex interaction between
problems, solutions, and politics” (Zahariadis, 2008, p. 514). As such, this study challenges prior
studies on Chinese policymaking, which, as reviewed previously, emphasises a single determinant,
enriching the literature by examining social constructions and their impacts on policymaking
outcomes. Empirically, this perspective offers an opportunity to change the policymaking course
for more inclusive social policies.

A striking feature of LTC policymaking examined in this article was the diverse perspectives on LTC
issues, policy options, and assessment criteria between policymakers and places. The LTC problem was
socially and politically constructed by local policymakers differently, which challenged the problem
orientation in Chinese policymaking that considers problems objective to be discovered. Furthermore,
varying LTC policymaking processes in Beijing and Shanghai proved that problem recognition and
construction critically affected policymaking outcomes (Barzelay andGallego, 2006; Kingdon and Stano,
2011), especially the Shanghai case revealed a path-shaping process (Mahoney, 2000), starting with
framing the need for institutional reform (Cox, 2001), namely, a severe LTC problem, followed by
challenging the effectiveness of the existing ageing policy system and turning to a universal LTCI.
Likewise, local policymakers varied widely in understanding key criteria, for example, stability and fiscal
capacity, especially their change-or-not actions on fiscal capacity, confirming that some budgetary
constraints are perceptual (Kingdon and Stano, 2011).

Third, despite the trend, pluralistic participation in Chinese policymaking was contingent on the
government’s acceptance. Defining participants in policymaking is a fundamental political issue
(Baumgartner, 1989), and what role experts play in policymaking is “a consequence of the local
political environment” (Lundin and Öberg, 2014, p. 25). This is particularly true in China, where a key
political environment is a power imbalance between the state and society, leading to a government-
and CPC-centric policymaking model (Wang and Hu, 2010; Ren, 2018). In this study, only qualified
researchers and service providers were invited to participate in LTC policymaking, and their impact on
the outcomes was significantly weak, verifying the state-centric policymaking in China.

Fourth, the policy window is a core component of MSA; however, it did not emerge as playing a
critical role in this study. One possible explanation is that a long duration of the policy window
substantially reduces its significance to LTC policymaking. In this study, when the joint funding
mechanism was formed by central directives in 2016, the policy window emerged in the political stream
at both sites. Notably, it did not close as rapidly as Kingdon and Stano (2011) describes due to two
contextual factors: the evolving LTC system and institutional ambiguity in LTC policymaking. As an
emerging policy area, the LTC system is beginning to take shape in China, especially LTCI, which is still
in the policy experimentation stage. Therefore, until finalising the national policy, the policy window
remains open to local governments. For example, in 2020, Shijingshan District was included in the
national LTCI pilot. Moreover, due to LTC policymaking encompassing sectoral and jurisdictional
boundaries, institutional ambiguity expands the policy window through endogenous spillover (Ackrill
and Kay, 2011). Namely, policy innovations in one department or one place may trigger policy changes
in another department or other places.
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Limitations and future research

First, this study collected retrospective accounts on LTC policymaking and focused on a specific time
period from 2013 to 2018, which may omit some variables occurring over a long period, for example, the
shifting national mood and public sentiment. It is therefore worth considering longitudinal studies of
LTC during its formation. Second, imbalanced power between different policymakers is a key variable in
LTC policymaking. Given the trend towards pluralistic participation in Chinese politics, future studies
could explore changing power relations and how these changes shape LTC over time. Third, this study
examined LTC policy in Beijing and Shanghai. Future studies could test the findings for applicability to
other policy domains and locations.

Conclusion

Using the MSA as an analytical framework, this comparative study reveals a highly politicised process of
LTC policymaking, from framing LTC issues and discussing policy options to the complex political
environment and key players, identifying four influencing factors in a relational way that explain how
and why local governments adopt different policies to finance LTC.

The article has theoretical and empirical contributions. Through the lens of local policymakers to
detail the LTC policymaking process, this article complements and advances Chan and Shi’s (2022)
work, which explains the emergence of different local LTCI models from an institutional perspective,
thereby enriching the literature on Chinese LTC policy. By recognising and understanding the politics of
LTC, Chinese policymakers can utilise the knowledge generated in this study, for example, specific
political processes and factors affecting them, to optimise policymaking for more inclusive LTC
provision. At the very least, it helps policymakers minimise apparent exclusions in policymaking, for
example, disabled seniors with weak voices.

To adapt to the Chinese context, this articlemakesmultiple conceptual modifications to theMSA and
has demonstrated the strengths of the comparative use of MSA to understand different policymaking
experiences across China. Given the focus of this article, the analytical framework will be addressed in a
future article.
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LTCI long-term care [social] insurance
MSA multiple streams approach
NCA National Committee on Ageing
Shanghai DRC Shanghai Municipal Development and Reform Commission
Shanghai HC Shanghai Municipal Health Commission
Shanghai HRSS Shanghai Municipal Human Resources and Social Security Bureau
Shanghai MOCA Shanghai Civil Affairs Bureau
UNAS Unified Needs Assessment Standard
WHO World Health Organisation

226 C. Chen

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15


Acknowledgements. The author thanks all study participants for sharing their experiences. Thanks also to Professor Bryony
Beresford, Dr Antonios Roumpakis, Associate Professor Ijin Hong, and Emese Mayhew for their insightful comments on an
earlier version of this manuscript.

Funding statement. No funding was received in support of this study.

Disclosure statement. The author reports no potential conflict of interest in this study.

References
Ackrill R and Kay A (2011) Multiple streams in EU policy-making: The case of the 2005 sugar reform. Journal of European

Public Policy 18(1), 72–89.
Ackrill R, Kay A and Zahariadis N (2013) Ambiguity, multiple streams, and EU policy. Journal of European Public Policy 20,

871–887.
Ahlers AL and Schubert G (2015) Effective policy implementation in China’s local state. Modern China 41(4), 372–405.
Bacchi C (2016) Problematizations in health policy: Questioning how “problems” are constituted in policies. SAGE Open 6(2),

1–16.
Barbour RS (2007) Introducing Qualitative Research: A Student’s Guide to the Craft of Doing Qualitative Research, Vol. 2007.

Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
Barzelay M and Gallego R (2006) From “new institutionalism” to “institutional Processualism”: Advancing knowledge about

public management policy change. Governance 19(4), 531–558.
Baumgartner FR (1989) Conflict and Rhetoric in French Policymaking. University of Pittsburgh Pre.
Béland D and Cox RH (2010) Ideas, power, and policy paradigms: From globalization to sustainability [Online]. APSA 2010

annual meeting paper. Available at https://ssrn.com/abstract=1642189 (accessed 12 September 2020).
BélandD andWaddanA (2015) Breaking down ideas and institutions: The politics of tax policy in the USA and the UK. Policy

Studies 36(2), 176–196.
Berman S (2013) Ideational theorizing in the social science since ‘policy paradigms, social learning, and the state.Governance 26

(2), 217–238.
Birkland TA (1998) Focusing events, mobilization, and agenda setting. Journal of Public Policy 18(1), 53–74.
Blackman T, Harrington B, Elliott E, Greene A, Hunter DJ, Marks L, McKee L, and Williams G (2012) Framing health

inequalities for local intervention: comparative case studies. Sociology of Health & Illness 34(1), 49–63.
Bradley J (1993) Methodological issues and practices in qualitative research. The Library Quarterly: Information, Community,

Policy 63(4), 431–449.
Buse K, Mays N and Walt G (2012) Making Health Policy [Online], 2nd Edn. Maidenhead: McGraw-Hill/Open University

Press. Available at https://www-vlebooks-com.ezproxy1.bath.ac.uk/Vleweb/Product/Index/339378?page=0 (accessed
18 January 2021).

Cairney P (2012) Understanding Public Policy: Theories and Issues. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
Cairney P (2019) Understanding Public Policy: Theories and Issues [Online]. London: Red Globe Press. Available at http://

ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/bath/detail.action?docID=6234708 (accessed 16 January 2021).
Cairney P and Jones MD (2016) Kingdon’s multiple streams approach: What is the empirical impact of this universal theory?

Policy Studies Journal 44(1), 37–58.
Campbell JL (1998) Institutional analysis and the role of ideas in political economy. Theory and Society 27, 377–409.
CarstensenMB (2011) Ideas are not as stable as political scientists want them to be: A theory of incremental ideational change.

Political Studies 59(3), 596–615.
Chan HS and Cabestan JP (2001) Administrative transformation in the People’s Republic of China: A symposium [Online].

Public Administration Quarterly 24, 4. Available at https://search.proquest.com/docview/226978146?pq-origsite=gscholar&
fromopenview=true (accessed 10 September 2020).

Chan WK and Shi SJ (2022) Central coordination, regional competition, and local protectionism: Social decentralisation in
China’s long‐term care reform. Social Policy & Administration 56(6), 956–969.

Charmaz K (1990) Discovering chronic illness using grounded theory. Social Science and Medicine 30(11), 1161–1172.
Chen C (2021) Policymaking for Long-Term Care Provision for Older Disabled People in China: A Comparative Study of Beijing

and Shanghai Municipalities. PhD Thesis, University of Bath.
ChenH,Zhao S andCui B (2021) Changqihuli baoxian shidian caiwu chizi fengxian de pinggu yanjiu – jiyu diyipi 15 ge shidian

fangan de fenxi [An evaluation study on the risk of financial deficit for the long-term care insurance pilots: Based on analysis
of the operational scheme in the 15 first-batch pilots]. Chinese Journal of Health Policy 14(12), 42–50.

Cheng JYS (2014) Institutions, perceptions and social policy-making of Chinese local governments: A case study of medical
insurance policy reforms in Dongguan. Journal of Asian Public Policy 7(1), 58–70.

Colombo F, Llena-Nozal A,Mercier J and Tjadens F (2011)Help Wanted? Providing and Paying for Long-Term Care. OECD
Health Policy Studies [Online]. Available at https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264097759-en (accessed 25 December 2017).

Journal of International and Comparative Social Policy 227

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://ssrn.com/abstract=1642189
https://www-vlebooks-com.ezproxy1.bath.ac.uk/Vleweb/Product/Index/339378?page=0
http://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/bath/detail.action?docID=6234708
http://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/bath/detail.action?docID=6234708
https://search.proquest.com/docview/226978146?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true
https://search.proquest.com/docview/226978146?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264097759-en
https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15


Cox RH (2001) The social construction of an imperative. why welfare reform happened in Denmark and the Netherlands but
not in Germany. World Politics 53(3), 463–98.

DaiW (2016) Changqi huli baoxian: Zhongguo yanglao baozhang de lixing xuanze [Long term care insurance: A rational choice
of old-age security in China]. Population Journal 38(2), 72–81.

Dang J (2015) Yingdui laoling shehui shi quanmian shenhua gaige he tuidong fazhan de zhongyao zhanlue yichang [Coping
with Aging Society is an Important Strategy Plan of Comprehensively Deepening Reform and Promoting Development].
Scientific Research on Aging 3(1), 3–10.

Dee EC, Eala MAB, Robredo JPG, Ramiah D, Hubbard A, Ho FDV, Sullivan R, Aggarwal A, Booth CM, Legaspi GD and
Nguyen PL (2023) Leveraging national and global political determinants of health to promote equity in cancer care. JNCI:
Journal of the National Cancer Institute 115(10), 1157–1163.

Deng Y (2021) Jiyu CiteSpace de woguo changqihuli baoxian yanjiu redian yu qushi fenxi [Research hotspots and trends of
long-term care insurance in my country based on CiteSpace]. Statistics and Management 36(1), 114–119.

Dong Z (2008) Zhuanxing shiqi woguo zhengfu zilixing wenti yanjiu zongshu [A Review of the Research on the Self-interest of
Chinese Government in the Transition Period]. Journal of Yanshan UNIVERSITY (Philosophy and Social Science Edition)
[Online], 9(2). Available at https://www.ixueshu.com/document/9ccb7b1c7a71e8ffcfff9a348a809e56318947a18e7f9386.
html (accessed 10 September 2020).

Du P, Sun J, Zhang W and Wang X (2016) Zhongguo laonianren de yanglao xuqiu ji jiangting he shehui yanglao ziyuan
xianzhuang [The demands of old-age care and the family and social resources for the Chinese elderly: A study based on 2014
China longitudinal aging social survey]. Population Research 40(6), 49–61.

Duckett J (2019) International influences on policymaking in China: Network authoritarianism from Jiang Zemin toHu Jintao.
The China Quarterly 237, 15–37.

Goldstein K (2002) Getting in the door: Sampling and completing elite interviews. PS: Political Science and Politics 35(4),
669–672.

Gore R and Parker R (2019) Analysing power and politics in health policies and systems.Global Public Health 14(4), 481–488.
Green J,Willis K,Hughes E, Small R,WelchN,Gibbs L andDaly J (2007) Generating best evidence from qualitative research:

The role of data analysis. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health 31(6), 545–550.
Griggs S (2006) Rational choice in public policy: The theory in critical perspective. In Fisher F, Miller G and Sidney MS (eds.),

Handbook of Public Policy Analysis. Boca Raton, FL: Taylor & Francis, pp. 173–186.
Guess GM andMa J (2015) The risks of Chinese subnational debt for public financial management. Public Administration &

Development 35(2), 128–140.
Gui T (2022)Woguo changqihu baoxian yanjiu redian yu qushi tanxi – Jiyu CiteSpace zhishi tupu de keshihua fenxi [Exploring

the hotspots and trends of long-term care insurance research in China – Visual analysis based on CiteSpace knowledge
graph]. Advances in Applied Mathematics 11, 3270–3280.

Hall PA and Taylor RCR (1996) Political science and the three new institutionalisms. Political Studies 44(5), 936–957.
Hammond D (2013) Policy entrepreneurship in China’s response to urban poverty. Policy Studies Journal 41(1), 119–146.
HanX (2017) Xijinping zhiguo lizheng sixiang dewentidaoxiang fangfalun [The problem-orientedmethodology of Xi Jinping’s

thoughts on state administration]. Journal of Harbin Institute of Technology (Social Sciences Edition) [Online], 05. Available
at http://www.cssn.cn/zzx/201709/t20170921_3648660.shtml?COLLCC=3140815570& (accessed 10 September 2020).

Han L and Kung J (2015) Fiscal incentives and policy choices of local governments: Evidence from China. Journal of
Development Economics 116, 89–104.

Hill MJ (2005) The Public Policy Process, 4th Edn. Harlow: Pearson Longman.
Ho CJ (2022) Benevolent policies: Bureaucratic politics and the international dimensions of social policy expansion. American

Political Science Review 116(2), 615–630.
Holliday A (2007) Doing and Writing Qualitative Research, 2nd Edn. London: Sage.
Howlett M and Ramesh M (2003) Studying Public Policy: Policy Cycles and Policy Subsystems, 2nd Edn. Oxford: Oxford

University Press.
Hu J (2022)Woguo changqihuli baoxian yanjiu jinzhan: 2001~2022 [Research Progress of long-term Care Insurance in China:

2001~2022]. Advances in Applied Mathematics 11(8), 5900–5909.
HuH,Li Y andZhang L (2015) Zhongguo laonian changqi huli fuwu xuqiu pinggu yu yuce [Estimation and prediction on long-

term care needs among older people in China]. Chinese Journal of Population Science 3, 79–89.
John P (2003) Is there life after policy streams, advocacy coalitions, and punctuations: Using evolutionary theory to explain

policy change? The Policy Studies Journal 31(4), 481–498.
John P (2013)Analyzing Public Policy [Online], 2nd Edn. London: Routledge. Available at http://www.vlebooks.com.ezproxy1.

bath.ac.uk/Vleweb/Product/Index/2051070?page=0 (accessed 10 September 2020).
Kingdon JW and Stano E (2011) Agendas, Alternatives, and Public Policies, 2nd Edn. Boston, MA: Longman.
Knoepfel P, Larrue C, Varone F and Hill M (2007) Public Policy Analysis. Bristol: Policy Press.
Lampton DM (1992) Two: A plum for a peach: Bargaining, interest, and bureaucratic politics in China. In: Lieberthal K and

LamptonD (eds.), Bureaucracy, Politics andDecisionMaking in Post-Mao China [Online]. Berkeley: University of California
Press. Available at http://ark.cdlib.org/ark:/13030/ft0k40035t/ (Accessed 18 January 2021).

228 C. Chen

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.ixueshu.com/document/9ccb7b1c7a71e8ffcfff9a348a809e56318947a18e7f9386.html
https://www.ixueshu.com/document/9ccb7b1c7a71e8ffcfff9a348a809e56318947a18e7f9386.html
http://www.cssn.cn/zzx/201709/t20170921_3648660.shtml?COLLCC=3140815570&
http://www.vlebooks.com.ezproxy1.bath.ac.uk/Vleweb/Product/Index/2051070?page=0
http://www.vlebooks.com.ezproxy1.bath.ac.uk/Vleweb/Product/Index/2051070?page=0
http://ark.cdlib.org/ark:/13030/ft0k40035t/
https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15


Langan M (1998) Welfare: Needs, Rights and Risks. London: Routledge in Association with the Open University.
LeeCK andZhangY (2013) The power of instability: Unraveling themicrofoundations of bargained authoritarianism inChina.

American Journal of Sociology 118(6), 1475–1508.
Li J (2020) Zhongguo changqihu baoxianzhidu caizheng fudan kechixuxing yanjiu [Research on the sustainability of financial

burden of China’s long-term care insurance system]. Chinese Social Security Review 4(4), 53–71.
Lieberthal K (1992) Introduction: The fragmented authoritarianismmodel and its limitations. In Lieberthal K and Lampton D

(eds.), Bureaucracy, Politics and Decision Making in Post-Mao China [Online]. Berkeley: University of California Press.
Available at https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=0bjADwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=decision+making+in
+China&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjX5ouZrOjrAhVDilwKHU25DkcQ6AEwBnoECAcQAg#v=onepage&q=decision%
20making%20in%20China&f=false (accessed 18 January 2021).

Lin K (2001) Chinese perceptions of the Scandinavian social policy model. Social Policy & Administration 35(3), 321–341.
LingW andDong Y (2019) Changqizhaohu de xuqiu fenxi, guoji jingyan yu zhongguo fangan – yige wenxian zongshu [Long-

term care needs analysis, international experience and Chinese solutions – A literature review]. Social Security Studies 4,
105–111.

Liu SY (2016)Dangdai zhongguo zhengfu yu zhengzhi [Contemporary Chinese Government and Politics]. Beijing: China Social
Sciences Press.

Lu R, Fang F and Li H (2019) Changqihuli baoxian caiwu “zhitaijunheng” tanxi [Exploration and analysis of “Qualitative
balance” of long-term care insurance finance]. Health Economics Research 67(05), 59–63.

Lundin M and Öberg P (2014) Expert knowledge use and deliberation in local policy making. Policy Sciences 47(1), 25–50.
LuoX (2014)Woguo chengshi shineng laoren changqizhaohuwenti yanjiu [A study on the long-term care of the disabled elders in

urban China]. PhD Thesis, Southwestern University of Finance and Economics, Chongqing.
Mahoney J (2000) Path dependency in historical sociology. Theory and Society 29, 507–548.
May PJ (2015) Implementation failures revisited: Policy regime perspectives. Public Policy and Administration 30(3–4),

277–299.
Mertha A (2009) Fragmented authoritarianism 2.000 : Political pluralization in the Chinese policy process. The China Quarterly

200, 995–1012.
Moore SM (2014) Modernisation, authoritarianism, and the environment: The politics of China’s south–north water transfer

project. Environmental Politics 23, 947–964.
Nathan A (2003) Authoritarian resilience. Journal of Democracy 14(1), 6–17.
Ngok K (2013) The recent social policy expansion and its implications for inter-governmental financial relations in China

Australian journal of public administration. Australian Journal of Public Administration 72(3), 344–358.
Nickum JE (2010) Water policy reform in China’s fragmented hydraulic state: Focus on self-funded/managed irrigation and

drainage districts. Water Alternatives 3, 537–551.
Øverbye E (1997) Risk and Welfare: Examining Stability and Change in “Welfare” Policies. PhD Thesis, University of Oslo in

Coop.
Peng X, Song L andHuang J (2017) Zhongguo shineng laoren changqizhaohu fuwu de yingxiang yinsu fenxi [Determinants of

long-term care services among disabled older adults in China: A quantitative study based on Andersen’s behavioral model].
Population Research 41(4), 46–59.

Peters BG and Zittoun P (2016) Contemporary Approaches to Public Policy: Theories, Controversies and Perspectives [Online].
London: Palgrave Macmillan. Available at https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1057%2F978-1-137-50494-4.pdf
(accessed 10 September 2020).

Pomey MP,Morgan S, Church J, Forest PG, Lavis JN,McIntosh T, Smith N, Petrela J,Martin E and Dobson S (2010) Do
provincial drug benefit initiatives create an effective policy lab? The evidence from Canada. Journal of Health Politics, Policy
and Law 35(5), 705–742.

Post LA, Raile ANW and Raile ED (2010) Defining political will. Politics & Policy 38(4), 653–676.
Qian J andMokKH (2016) Dual decentralization and fragmented authoritarianism in governance: Crowding out among social

programmes in China. Public Administration & Development 36(3), 185–198.
Ren P (2018) Xinshidai zhognguo tese zhengce zhiding moshi [Policymaking Model with Chinese Characteristics in a New

Era]. Studies on Marxism [Online], 6. Available at https://www.ixueshu.com/document/22cde1e97521595ba9fd08e89ad02
f50318947a18e7f9386.html (accessed 10 September 2020).

Sabastier PA and Weible CM (2014) Theories of the Policy Process, 3rd Edn. Boulder, CO: Westview.
Saich T (2011) Governance and Politics of China, 3rd Edn. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
Schmidt A (2008) Discursive institutionalism: The explanatory power of ideas and discourse.Annual Review of Political Science

11(1), 303–326.
Schubert G and Alpermann B (2019) Studying the Chinese policy process in the era of ‘top-level design’: The contribution of

‘political steering’ theory. Journal of Chinese Political Science 24(2), 199–224.
Shi SJ (2011) The contesting quest for old-age security: Institutional politics in China’s pension reforms. Journal of Asian Public

Policy 4(1), 42–60.

Journal of International and Comparative Social Policy 229

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=0bjADwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=decision+making+in+China&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjX5ouZrOjrAhVDilwKHU25DkcQ6AEwBnoECAcQAg#v=onepage&q=decision%20making%20in%20China&f=false
https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=0bjADwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=decision+making+in+China&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjX5ouZrOjrAhVDilwKHU25DkcQ6AEwBnoECAcQAg#v=onepage&q=decision%20making%20in%20China&f=false
https://books.google.co.uk/books?id=0bjADwAAQBAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=decision+making+in+China&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjX5ouZrOjrAhVDilwKHU25DkcQ6AEwBnoECAcQAg#v=onepage&q=decision%20making%20in%20China&f=false
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1057%2F978-1-137-50494-4.pdf
https://www.ixueshu.com/document/22cde1e97521595ba9fd08e89ad02f50318947a18e7f9386.html
https://www.ixueshu.com/document/22cde1e97521595ba9fd08e89ad02f50318947a18e7f9386.html
https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15


Shiffman J (2014) Knowledge, moral claims and the exercise of power in global health. International Journal of Health Policy
and Management 3(6), 297.

Sogie-ThomasB, Sankofa J,ReedC,MfumeK andDoamekpor LA (2018)Health policy responsiveness: Lessons learned from
Maryland and Prince George’s county. Journal of Racial and Ethnic Health Disparities 5(2), 366–374.

SuQ,PengB andChen J (2015)Woguo shineng laoren changqizhaoliao xianzhuang ji yingxiang yinsu-Jiyu chengxing chayi de
shijiao [An analysis on long-term care and influencing factors of the disabled elders: Based on rural-urban difference].
Population & Economics 4(211), 69–76.

Sun M, Sun S and Wang G (2019) Jiyu zhengcegongju de woguo changqihuli baoxian zhengce sanwei fenxi [Three-
dimensional analysis of my country’s long-term care insurance policy based on policy tools]. Chinese Rural Health Service
Administration 39(11), 764–769.

Tang J (2016) Shineng laoren changqizhaohu baozhang: xuqiu diaocha he fang’an sheji – Beijingshi ge’an yanjiu [Long-term
care security for the disabled elderly: demand survey and program design –A case study in Beijing]. Available at失能老人长

期照护保障:需求调查和方案设计 – 北京市个案研究|老年照护|失能老人|北京|老年服务|养老|-健康界 (cn-
healthcare.com) (accessed 12 July 2023).

Think Tank Research Center of SASS (2013) Zhongguo Zhiku Yingxiangli de Shizheng Yanjiu yu Zhengce Jianyi
[An empirical research on the influence of Chinese think tanks and policy advices]. Journal of Social Sciences 04, 4–21.

Townley B (2008) Reason’s Neglect: Rationality and Organizing. OUP Oxford.
Vaismoradi M, Jones J, Turunen H and Snelgrove S (2016) Theme development in qualitative content analysis and thematic

analysis. Journal of Nursing Education and Practice 6(5), 100–110.
Wang L and Hu A (2010) Jiegou, nengli yu jizhi: zhongguo juece moshi bianhua de shizheng fenxi [Structure, capability and

mechanism: An empirical analysis of the changes inChina’s decision-makingmodel]. Exploration and Free Views [Online], 06.
Available at http://www.cssn.cn/zzx/ggxzygl_zzx/201409/t20140902_1313958.shtml?COLLCC=2903590871& (accessed 10
September 2020).

Wang RY, Liu T andDang H (2018) Bridging critical institutionalism and fragmented authoritarianism in China: An analysis
of centralized water policies and their local implementation in semi‐arid irrigation districts. Regulation & Governance 12(4),
451–466.

Wang Y and Ning Y (2018) Xi Jinping xinshidai zhongguo tese shehuizhuyi sixiang de sanwei xiangdu: Wentidaoxiang,
fazhanfangxiang yu shijianzhixiang [The three dimensions of Xi Jinping’s thoughts on socialismwith Chinese characteristics
in the new era: Problem orientation, development orientation and practice orientation]. Wenhua Ruanshili [Soft Power of
Culture] [Online], 03. Available at http://www.cssn.cn/mkszyzghpd/mkszyzghpd_xjpxsdzgts/201909/t20190925_4977275.
html?COLLCC (accessed 10 September 2020).

WangL andZeng S (2015)Guanyu shineng laoren zhuangkuang yu laonian changqihuli baoxian de yanjiu zongshu [Review on
situations of disabled older people and long-term care insurance]. Population Journal 37(4), 86–91.

Wong L (2004) Market reforms, globalization and social justice in China. Journal of Contemporary China 13(38), 151–171.
World Health Organization (2011) World report on disability [Online]. Available at http://www.who.int/disabilities/world_

report/2011/en/ (accessed 20 December 2017).
Wu Y (2020) Laolinghua xingshi xia, woguo yiyangjiehe yanglaofuwu:Yige yanjiu zongshu [Under the aging situation, the

combination of medical care and elderly care services in my country: A research overview]. Labor Security World 6(2),
30–31.

WuC and LiX (2006)Woguo shehuiwending yanjiu zongshu [Literature review on social stability in China]. Journal of Ankang
Teachers College 01, 34–37.

Xing Z and Chen W (2007) Zhuanxingqi zhongguo de zhengzhiwending jiqi tiaoshi [Political stability and its adjustment
during the transitional period in China]. Jianghai Academic Journal 03, 217–221.

XuL (2019) Zhexue shehuikexue yanjiu yao jianchi wenti daoxiang [Philosophy and social science research should be problem-
oriented]. China Education News [Online]. Available at http://www.cssn.cn/gd/gd_rwdb/201912/t20191226_5065361.
shtml?COLLCC=3140922543& (accessed 10 September 2020).

Zahariadis N (2008) Ambiguity and choice in European public policy. Journal of European Public Policy 15(4), 514–530.
Zahariadis N and Exadaktylos T (2016) Policies that succeed and programs that fail: Ambiguity, conflict, and crisis in Greek

higher education. Policy Studies Journal 44(1), 59–82.
ZhangT (2006)Woguo zhengzhiwending yanjiu zongshu [A review on political stability in China].Mao Zedong Thought Study

23(2), 159–163.
Zhang B (2016) Woguo difangzhengfu xingweiluoji yanjiu shuping [A review on the behaviour logic of local governments in

China]. Journal of Zhejiang Gongshang University 4(139), 71–81.
Zhang M and Rasiah R (2016) Localization of state policy: Shandong’s experience in financing cheap rental housing in urban

China. Habitat International 56, 1–10.
Zhang T and Yao J (2022) Jiyu jingsuan moxing dui changqihulibaojian jijinzhichu de yanjiu – Yi shanghaishi weili [Study on

long-term care insurance fund expenditure based on actuarial model –Taking Shanghai as an example].Advances in Applied
Mathematics 11(1), 133–140.

230 C. Chen

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.cn-healthcare.com/articlewm/20220421/content-1342474.html
https://www.cn-healthcare.com/articlewm/20220421/content-1342474.html
https://www.cn-healthcare.com/articlewm/20220421/content-1342474.html
http://www.cssn.cn/zzx/ggxzygl_zzx/201409/t20140902_1313958.shtml?COLLCC=2903590871&
http://www.cssn.cn/mkszyzghpd/mkszyzghpd_xjpxsdzgts/201909/t20190925_4977275.html?COLLCC
http://www.cssn.cn/mkszyzghpd/mkszyzghpd_xjpxsdzgts/201909/t20190925_4977275.html?COLLCC
http://www.who.int/disabilities/world_report/2011/en/
http://www.who.int/disabilities/world_report/2011/en/
http://www.cssn.cn/gd/gd_rwdb/201912/t20191226_5065361.shtmlCOLLCC3140922543&
http://www.cssn.cn/gd/gd_rwdb/201912/t20191226_5065361.shtmlCOLLCC3140922543&
https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15


ZhaoM andHanL (2015) Changqihuli baoxian zhidu de xuanze: Yige yanjiu zongshu [A research review on the choice of long-
term care insurance institution]. Chinese Journal of Population Science 1, 97–105.

Zhao J and Xue L (2017) Huiyingshi yichengshezhi moshi – Jiyu zhonggugo gonggong zhengce zhuanxing yilie znli de fenxi
[Responsive agenda setting model – Analysis based on cases of China’s public policy transformation]. CASS Journal of
Political Science 2, 42–51.

Zheng Y (2010) Society must be defended: Reform, openness, and social policy in China. Journal of Contemporary China 19
(67), 799–818.

Zhu Y (2013) Policy entrepreneurship, institutional constraints, and local policy innovation in China. The China Review 13(2),
97–122.

Zhu G, Jin S, Hu J, Zhang N and Wu A (2021) Guonei changqihuli baoxian de yanjiu xianzhuang yu fansi – Jiyu CNKI de
wenxian jiliangfenxi [Research status and reflection on domestic long-term care insurance – Based on CNKI bibliometric
analysis]. Journal of Neijiang Normal University 36(6), 67–74.

Zohlnhöfer R and Rüb F (2016) Decision-Making under Ambiguity and Time Constraints: Assessing the Multiple Streams
Framework. Colchester: ECPR Press. Available at https://www.sfu.ca/~howlett/documents/Pass%2005.pdf (accessed
9 September 2020).

Cite this article:Chen, C. (2023). Political dynamics behind different policy options: Long-term care insurance policymaking in
Beijing and Shanghai from the perspective of local policymakers. Journal of International and Comparative Social Policy 39:
212–231. https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15

Journal of International and Comparative Social Policy 231

https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.sfu.ca/~howlett/documents/Pass%2005.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15
https://doi.org/10.1017/ics.2023.15

	Political dynamics behind different policy options: Long-term care insurance policymaking in Beijing and Shanghai from the perspective of local policymakers
	Introduction
	Political determinants of policy choices
	Power and actors, institutions, and ideas in policymaking
	Key determinants in Chinese policymaking
	Limitations of existing research on Chinese policymaking

	The MSA
	Research design
	The location of the research
	Sampling and recruitment of participants
	Data collection
	The analytical process

	Findings
	The tension in constructing LTC issues
	The tension in assessing policy options
	Political environments
	Key actors
	Interactions of problems, policies, politics, and actors

	Discussion
	Limitations and future research
	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding statement
	Disclosure statement
	References


