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Abstract

This paper reviews the development of risk assessment theory and its application in public admin-
istration. It first outlines the origins of risk management as a discipline, tracing its expansion from
corporate management to the public sector and social governance. Subsequently, the paper distin-
guishes between the concepts of crisis and risk, discussing the multidimensional and subjective na-
ture of risk assessment. In examining risk assessment theories, it introduces various risk assess-
ment tools and techniques, emphasizing the necessity of an integrated risk assessment framework.
The paper also explores social impact assessment within risk governance, noting that social risk
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assessment is gradually gaining prominence and development in China. Finally, it proposes future
directions for risk assessment, including strengthening interdisciplinary collaboration and enhanc-
ing the scientific rigor and practical utility of assessments. Through these measures, risk assess-
ment will better serve public administration by providing accurate support for decision-making.
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1. 5l

H 20 D 30 LA, MRS BAEON— DR % A0 B2 ), H o S TR e 4 BRVE L A T BURFHTLA
AE T TLA AR I, FRiRIAE A8 B S E rp A BT N S e . REAG I TR HERS el 2
£ 20 122 60 SEARZ A, RS BLIIWEFE TR R AL S ML RIS 0TE s, Bb g R A AL IR iz
2R BT, AR B A B A FE AN SN I B 1 ISR kAt . £E A S BRI, SabLIT
A RS B A RS AL R 7, L BEERE R AL R BUA . i BTS2 AU R J Pty R (AN
SE PERIER AN H 28 N e SENLTA LB AL FIFIR A 28T« BEAR VPl DL SRS
e, AL HER AR AL REAL . AP N AL B O TR, iR 55
BT AR 255 RS R B S VEREZR, A AR 25 ma iy, DR SEE SR IEREE . RS KU VA BLAK A
XHEHIVEAEELE AL BOA R, OO BIS A B R A E 2w L, thx i A LA 1] €
IRRF A B AR XS B SN AR L AT S B S

2. BT RS KKE

TEASLE IR, K5 AR A AT 2 A 2R RIS, ST EHS R S o 8 52
GUE—E. TEENUEBIRTFH, FEARHE T AR 1@ ORI a2 4ERFE. B4, Hermann Hf
e e N B B M (Threatening) . 538 P (Urgent). F13E% &4b(Non-Routine) %5 J& 4 I 4, 1X—5E X
SRR T AL AT R R A PRER[ 1. 177 Booth U ANZHZ3E ML I 1 FE %, K el 4l
SLLETH W SR B0 AR A BTG A . X LS G 0 AR R IR 03088, X —JUA R T S L L 405 N 1 A
AR I E 2],

tbAh, —Uem A TR T AN ARG A, O fENL ST Re X IS E . SR
P 25E ™ E AR E 3], BEE BT XA AR TSN EENE, UREEHAS
I SR HCAT 2800 it DA 9 TS I R A P o AR, AT S VOR B LR LIS . TR, fERL
FRARRE R, WREE . AFE M BUMFIPSE, ARy H SR T RIS T . 3
SRR ISR AL R B MINL 2 [4]. MALSZTIRE, SNl R] LA A fid & 2H 2325 =) FGI T i feAn 5],
TS LH TR 15 AR5 (5]

A 4 2 22 R S R LA« UL (Ulrich Beck)7E 1986 44 HY “ KUKi#E4: 7 (Risk Society)ixX — & LK,
NS EAEAT “ RS BRI E S RIRN ST 2. A I AARES F, R 2 e SCh—
P BB EAR G SR B L R BT, RIS R 7548 a2 I 18] P R AR5 e AN S s R R s Bk ik i 5 5
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FINEZ” [6]. W2 —NERHZ4EMME, RTINS KESFNREEZ R, X P2 RN Bk
TR AST ERE A, DLAEA RIS T AN [ R 3

— 7], e SRR UL, RS 8 SO SETA SERAETRT PPN R 2 I G . Ak
AT XU B 2 L, DA KU AR AE AT R A A AT NS E R E M. XM AT, KU E B
PIAZOAE TR B E R T, WowgE. Seik Amiil, ke R RESRFI 0, AT A SR AR IR S (1)
BAESTRR[ 7). A — 7T, 9 — Sz 3 s i UG ) 000, 3 T« XUHIE A (Risk Perception) IME & o
AN, A XU FR R EN AN Pl AN 32 B 20 L SERRE I, BRSNS Wi U EWAI SO AL
5 U R B [8]. EXFRLA T, MBS PP AN 75 255 e XS () WARFE, 6 75 EERTE A AR
AR SN RIS L, I HAT 800 RSV 8 A 8 A 5 o A 7 B R AN T Bl sk (305, AT LR DR SR 1Y)
BIHVERI A AR, AR RS R AERITTRE. BhAh, A — sz PRSP Az 1 5 R 3 B 45
R AT 08T AATTAA, RSP AR A AL 2 — AN SIS AR, Z BB R RN, R A%
e NEATH SRR EE 9],

Zi b, WEAREREBERREGROAFENE, HAMIFESR—, M4, ZattiMes. eAq
IR HE A R A IR, 308 R e — BUR AR AT BT SR 1 J5 R AR, DA SGX S BN RE e AL o 254
il B e He sl S AR P = A 2 R . NX—B X EE, KRG EWEN, BaSHEmHts
JEMEFIG SR . T S LI AT DA R AR XU AE — 8 5 T ISR R R, 2 XU DB TE RS B A A ISk
. 5L, EUEE BA R R SavE A m A e M, A R B
b A A R T 1) A i TR 7 A 288011 [

3. RBEPEAEERILHE

HEY)K « Rifh(Rachel Carson)fE Silent Spring —F5HMelE |28 A6 Toll A 2 R IR A =R[10],
I AR L0 3R B XSS 5 L B XS Y B0 T PR AR IS fE B . SR A BURF B J7 4 A LR TS 150
FREIER, BOA TIARAILE B EEANE . EALEHR B, KU PR I8 5 P SO 1L BUP
Wl EACFIVPANY, DA e AH L R 22 M i, AR5 mT VA T FH R G i) R A R 7 VA A s 47 30 3 e el e
RS LA RURE - e ot (R~ R o Aok, A S B AU XU R TR AN TR AL, T 50 4L A 38
AL GBI IELAR ST, 37 B RS E BN A A 5 DA FE R RS R R ISR B . X Fh
SEhATHA Z2 4ER o AT AESE A BT A S B AR B A v B A b R0 XU R, BV T AR
Wi, € SN RO B RTREER VG PSR, AT SE AR 4R 4 AR g, (R AT RS R R, JF
S JER B ) B R A

3.1. EAEET AR T

TEASLE B, FAE T TR KA R NAR, C& K& H— R R HA 0 RS PEALHELE,
TG B S0F A 01T AR XU B S S e LA L S R S i, S IR B S JRE  E  D oa  E IR HP
PV 25 P4/ 7 2% (Continuity of Operations Assessment Questionnaire, COOP) & 7 -l ZH 4U7E 1 lfs 28 & F 4k
PR FFSCBENL 551217 1968 T o 5 BEIEUR A 2 UG A (Community Risk Register, CRR) I 3 T 51 Flid
ST R XS A DX B E S M XU o A SRR AT I UG X B (Hot Spots) ] FH B RS B R GE(GIS)HAR A
RS R X . EHG LT R 22 5 T R 1) 2 35 XU 5 % B4 bR(Indicators of Disaster Risk and Risk Manage-
ment, DRMD) A | —Z P4l A 21 ¢ 35 XU (4R AR AR 2R o IR BEHORJZ T AR TG THO@EHE BT — &
GIBR AR B2 2614, DA R VEAR IS AR 1 R A VER AT EEEYE . Peter A1 Tarpey $i& tH 1 5 FH 1RV
MEAK: W = MR < JREME[11], A, B TARBES CRRAERMSE e A EER,
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AR B LR AT K A AT e A3 AR ER . XA RAEAAR TGN 12 0E, S Timd
EAEE 0 M AN ) RS PP TR IR PR AR PR USSR e RS VP A e PR AT T St HE— 0ok, X
—ZFEAMUR MR T IHEAR AR B A BN R bR eI LI, R U B S P A T
AR VAl T, DA OR SR SRR R A AN DR Al £ R mT Lot

3.2. RIS 5 X R

PR E W 2 5 ) T 500 KU A BOR SR PR AT AT AR L, Al AT TA Dyt sk 2 18 75 325 ] DAAEAff T A
DAL RS, ATy PR SR I 2 LA AR o XM 5 IR 1 RS 7 M i (1 5 59, iR A ST 22 A,
LB ORT A S 2R (2 LI A o AR, A ) 2 SO DR R A 5 ) XU P A SRR, A XU 2
thox i P EMES AR )5k BAH AT W o XMW R, XU PR R B g s ey A A A AR A )
INHIHESE G 1, PRI XU A B 75 255 T8 A AR RN M 2 o Starr 0BT 7 XU T #3208, 435 HH XU
4 SR AN U R T RIS i SR PRV AR UAL B » 38 32 B AR (B AN SCAG T 55 48 S L BT 3R PR [ 12]
X BRI RS VT 38 T A8 B A4 T O 46 S Kasperson %5 A4 H T XU R 4 23 BOR SN B i
BRI A AR S (0o B S NE A 2 45 A 2 2 HE AT SO DR 28 AT AR BB 23 A IR RS R »
BETT A RUSEAT A AR S [13]0 3K —BRRHE 7R 1 KSR 2 AN B 1, DUk 2 R SR AR XU
B EZAEH . Sowby # Hi Y KUSX LE 5 VR I 2 — i 5 XS V4 38 AR R IR RO, B AR L LA
7] RS A 8 5 of PR = WP P B A B [ 14], KPR 00 R 17 IS0 38 1 28 2 Ak KU IR AT e it XL
o B B R

R ER I AR SRR 1 USRI 23 AR S 5 18 KU P At I R v AR B 3 R0 KU PP A AN RE S
P e BB, B9 A MBS UEAR, J0AT B T AL 2 30R, RmBORIEESZ A k. 1eAt,
DR FR) 2 2 A AN 30 28 1 B SR KRS B B DA I 225 18 1 UG8 S A 5 7 T T s R A R P Al IR
BT, LI B AU B BRSSP Bt AU AR AR RBE ST, DL AT XU BEAE 2R ) B
&N o

3.3. MBETEE RS M ES

A 235 1R DRSS, DAty A AR A1 i) R0 4 2 WL 2 1 3 B R R AR R R AT, o Sl B T 2 R i A R B K
AEMTEREE R b, GRS Bt . XM TR R T RORZ T, 45 R AR T iR
SRR 24 T3 R A i) K T AR SR () i o B o ) AU B R AR R AL, AT TR IR BBy 1 IX 48 B 2
JRRAN, AV 22 FAR R 2 mT R0 KU (1) & AR BIOCHE A o Perrow TEERTS 1 B KU HEAR R G472
HO RSB SM, R T “IEWHEH” (Normal Accidents) My, 5HiH 1 1E & E 2 24 AS %00 &1
ARG, FHREBRGREMN “IEEME” [15]. Mok, HFh. FHEIE . NNRIRSEF R W )
R A HERFZAE . Lancaster JRAIRR [ B K TR MK SRR 520, Feol il 7 AN R AE
HAHHER[16]. Vaughan 73047 1 1986 FEHkIE 5 MR CALIRAMEPL SRR, DA RS A A8 1 Ji [RL7E T- 40
U MR R AR, A ROZHE TR & T AN R AN 41T A[17].

Nick W. Hurst £ (Risk Assessment: The Human Dimension) — 5 H1 % XU P4t X — R SR f Hp A w]
BRI R T EAT TIRZIM RIS RO A0 AT, AEAE 8 000 RS PEAl AR BR 0 6l B, s 7 ANSRAT RAA RN 7E
PASSE VP AL A o A B, D9 NATTER S 7 — N B 2 T XU PPARTREZE [ 18] 0 IR T A1t 10 2 A HE 22 MRS
WATFR, TEX—Fr B, Hurst 55 ISR 22 A5 5 AL 22 PR 51 AT B8 23 52 ma Xy /e KU IR s 2R
SRR RS 43 A B B, Hurst 5 1 7E 0 A 22 o 2% 18 NSRS e PEAN S 2 ME R 225 ), o2 e e
T8 BT I, EA G S N IE A2 2 BN E MR m ;s £ XS PPN B, Hurst #8301
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D S VA RS PR AT #5215 DX <5 AT IR X SRS S5 i, g XU, 2 ) 48 R A T
BAERE R )5, Hurst IR 7 XSS A HZNE, IAJA RO XS A T3 R i A M) 2 AR 5G40
REZEAA KU PP 45 R 2 R 2

RSP S PEREZORE — A2l RS, SR E B LR, I8 RO 2 m a4, Ak
Bl SR RS 2 YR AT SR A P, A BT W OR KU DR SRR S FEAE, JF S DR SRR BT R AR
O VENEZ S KU B SIS TEARGE N, BENS BN PR AR AL IR Ak S PR ST ATAN T BB XUz, TRt g
i PRBOR AU RFEA Rt

3.4. MEEE: ST

4 b, 0T AR BB K 22 48 FRAE MDA VR D 5 HE 11 S i S R e I, L R EEPRAL B AR 2 R ix
S AT 0 A 23 BRI ANRISE M o 3% 28 KU T At 30 5 AR T 3 0 BT A O Al 5, iR S R AR IR mT e
MEBEEER. R, BELSERMERAEEFT RGN, RS & B AR R, BTG T4
FESE T2 IR PR AU R L E B AR S, U PPl AN R PR T B — R Bl T i
PPN ], TR KN — DR G TEREZE, AORTERE UM, e sm i KU B A A . &
FLARAL AN AT P8R R B TR o

#1252 PE{% (Social Impact Assessment, SIA)2& XU 76 BRATIE 1 1 BB HE SR 2 —, A% O H 1925
AP T i —— SR AL B AR T H Seiti sl A TR W —— P 5 R AL N S BN A
BT RS HT FRERFVE BE[19]. X — & CIBRIA 1 X5 FrA ml ge A 22 ma g7 3P4l , TRk 2 R
ROREIE AR, HRRE NN BYa ], ATHARII 1At PG e ORI i i A . 516
Gt AT R B BE AR A% O RS P AN, AL e SEm Al U B - A R B R, SOV EBUR BRI H 7E A
[FAh AR HRIX G, B At R R SEPRER . Wolf #2117 “ Nfsgm” MES, P
W FE 2 B PPAR I AZ O H FR 2 ORAP AT AV E VG LR, IR L. AT S 4 2R I st ot ar 5 B T
FEMAE 2R R/, DA R YA BRAT A BV AN 2 [20]

EEPR b, Hhasm i Ah g R T &R ALEOR . Jhnid it g e A s ER s I H TR T
BORRBGA R IR AR RAERAETR R . B, BCA EAH ST H T RGE ML RmavPAL 7%, R
o KU EZYEFEIRIRNNLEE 0T, DA ST AT RFEL A 2 . fESCE T, #h s PRl
AME B TR AE I 7 AL 22 308, B Re R IBOGR BRI H i ERRN G, AR S B R 25
AT IRAC B R RS . BN, Fh g PEAL P EIAS S S5 HERHE, 53R 26 A 7 1 B WAt 2
BRI S, S IEN .. REMATEEZ.

ERE, XA R RET TR, IR . &aAR Lkt iE. REEEK
JE T T ARTE R 12 BRI EEAGN T, —SSBUREET T R LA e AR R B ME . Blan, IR
I ER S PP R R IE D G N 4E RS, AT VEAG T E X8 KAt 2 2R G s mi[21]. 38T AR
AFLEUREE . BRI H S5 28R P A 2 RS AL D735, DAL I PR AIG B S it H AT g oy >k
MR AN, iRt fe e SRS SR . IR, BEAE KEGE. N TR Re it < BIE s Rk
J&, Ao PPl RS AR AE RS DU — T, BRI T R W E A E K . 1R
KK, RGN FIEAFFRAEAL I AL 2 KBS PPl 738, B O A JLVR 3R XS & B ) B i 7,
Bl HES) b A S0 28 1) BEINRL L 3F WA AT RREEIR 7 1) K

4. BESE
A SCRNIRIS T RSP AT R (35030 e FE A SRR TSR I L A7 S0 X 5 B 5 B B LA
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B HE B S TEESR, W 7 SIS AL SR R B E k. Oy 7GRN Hi R A R AR 2 RO
LRILIRIME N EAMEAEAS,  AURETEAl 2 558 i v B ARAR LT 3 S AU VAl AN A 9 — TR
s, ENEO RS HERE A TR AR B T . KU TPAL B S TEAE SR E S 22
BHOFIRMTGE, O aRl e A7 ARA . REERLEASE, DA TR A ELAE XU ) 2 4E 1R I

FEAFRATE 5T, UG S [ 1 M EL I R XU P ity e TR A E AL B A EMER L . X B S E
PR A, L BRAR IS, O iR XU B SRS DA TR ) 3[R0 8 RS DA b AT 11
IR, BEE S AR AR RIHEE, 7 AR SRR AT RS IR AN T H L, DRURS P4 th 75 A i G137 AN B
o XATREW LA RIREE . N TR REAE el BOR KR i AU R A A PP A O HER R, LSO A8 i R
PP R AN T HOR B T WU tEAh, KU PG AT R AR T A A 2 5 B, Rk, Inss sz
AR RAREH BT Aot AR AR AT AR, 2 KA AR E A KAy LA RS S, 7
DLSE Ly i S A 200 AR B DG I AN A ARG PPl SE I i Ak 2 siebr, SERAH a3k, &5, K
IS DA 2 5 IS ¥ B P LA A S 45 s T I PRI A B o IXURS: DAV PR 40 R N T 415 3 XU 7 LA R 35
1713 PR 657 R ) I B AT 2 36 ST LA S 3 38 AU PP A - AN BT DI AE AT 57 38 UG DA ) 7 v AT A

FERCIERE F, R FR B D iR A B AL S AR USSP LA, AR A FL R S BT I
SR BUFAEERBOREE . HOK TR B LA AL H STt A, NS R G S DAL ,
L ATV SR SR I IAR S ST B A E IR BT S SO S TE . [, MR E A
5 Bl L= LI A 58 35 AEAS R T) 2 18] B B I A2 i KU AR 545 IR /5SS BE 22715 A 1)1 T i 2
FEIRESE e, R PP AR TR >4 TR, e — s Z M BeRaE T X, @ AT E Y]l
MR, TSR A AT BUR R B 55 BLAh, EREAE M, R BN 2 2 Sa B A
Z BRI, s RSB BUR ST, BURSHESHAZ MMEE, BdME2rcEhsl
R RIZ, B e B AR RS BE g

gr PR, WSV ER Ia BT, MBON ML 3. S5 RGERE, AENEIEN
PREOEAAL B KB IA ST, iR AR GEL AR R B SR I AW A A e, R
R S AP MR 55 T AE o BT RS R A A SE R 28 A B KA . RIS, ZEBUAGA BAA R A KRR =T,
DS PP AR 3 S — 25 RN N SRR | 2 5 S0t 1 41 A, 385 ) B Ak 22 HERs FL I A 9 i S A KR BEAL AR
I R LA W5 B BALAR, T LB IR e I A e R EAT FIUES , AT S THBURT R AR AT IE R S B2
SRR, RSP AR A 5 R R FE T & Bk, R BT . BORFA DL IR B R R 324
AT A S TR BB SIik. RO ERE ] 5 RNEES, KGR R4 A Wiz
THLRRE ) SR, B SRR M T AR, AR . AR SRSt
PSP R e T
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