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Abstract

In this paper, we take the proposed Yellow River Estuary National Park project as the evaluation
object. After 31 days of field research on the relevant interest groups within 5 kilometers around
the project, including 9 thematic discussions, 23 key information person interviews and 1045
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questionnaires, the risk assessment of social stability is carried out according to the evaluation
standard of social stability risk grade, and using the comprehensive evaluation method of risk in-
dex calculation. After evaluation, the comprehensive risk index of the project is 0.248, which be-
longs to the <0.36 range, and the risk degree is judged as low risk (general negative impact). In
view of the eight main risk factors existing in the project and the possible risk events during the
implementation of the project, we should take necessary measures to prevent and resolve the risks,
reduce the risk level of social impact, and lay a good foundation for the construction of the Yellow
River Estuary National Park.
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Table 1. List of communities and population around the proposed Yellow River Estuary National Park
F 1 PERTOERAREBEEHK R AR

X H 2 H(1H1H) AT FH NE
REHBITRIX 1 9 19,466 45,805

REZTTFKIX 1 3 813 4145
WX 1 72 9525 26,197
BAX 4 42 6560 20,595

B 1 2 552 1147
Hit 8 128 36,916 97,889
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NSRS I T fRECSEIE L, 2020 4 8 H 14 H~20 H I8 48 17 BURF R ol HEAT 50 8 Tl B i A 15
BEJG TR 9 IR L AR . 23 AL REE BN VIR . L BRI a3 MHOCTHIARIN ZE 5, gl 4 R A G (0 N R
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Table 2. Analysis table of relevant interest groups of the proposed Yellow River estuary National Park

2 MERTOERAEEERFZEXE SR

RIS SHHAA ESHBE BEE T XHRS SUH AR R A BUH AR R4

FRAR e R B R PN i S FasE KK

REWBUN FERT] Wiz AL 91.67% 100.00% 75.00% 91.67%
B ZEBUN R E A 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
Al AL (MR ALD) BRMRE i 98.00% 97.92% 77.55% 68.75%
AR XER  BHEMEKE  ZRwmE 92.60% 94.57% 72.30% 68.34%
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Table 3. Impact level of single-factor risk
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Table 4. Single-factor risk probabilities table
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Table 5. Single-factor risk rating table
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Table 6. Main risk factors and their risk grade determination table
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Table 7. Weight table of major risk factors
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Table 8. Reference criteria for the evaluation of social stability risk levels
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Table 9. The quantitative calculation table of the comprehensive risk index
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