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The System of the Chief Executive Official as Respondent in
Administrative Lawsuits from a Judicial and Political Perspective

LU Chao

Abstract: Upon the revision of the Administrative Procedure Law the system that the chief executive offi—
cial should appear as respondent in administrative lawsuits have become a formal judicial institution with Chi-
nese characteristics. Form the institutional transition perspective this system has evolved from experiments at
local policy level to legislations at national level. Based on the analysis of policy texts from various local areas
it is quite obvious that external factors such as social stability pressure and local legislative competition have
played a vital role. From the perspective of practice this system is more relied on index control for digital ap—
praisal than self — restraint out of ruling of administrative law. From the perspective of administrative litigation
pattern evolution the system of chief executive official as respondent in court is based on the same jurispru—
dence as of coordination and mediation as well as judicial suggestions in administrative lawsuits which aim to
substantially resolve disputes rather than focus on justifiability review.

Key words: administrative lawsuit chief executive official as respondent in court policy experiment
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