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The Significance Practice and Trends of Social Stability Risk Evaluation
Mechanism from the Perspective of State Governance

Huang Jie Zhu Zhengwei

Abstract The coming of high risk society directly affects the performance of state governance and whether effectively cop—

ing with various risks or not has become an important indicator to measure state governing capacity. From the
perspective of modernization of state governance this paper regards the social stability risk evaluation mecha—
nism developed rapidly in recent years as a great achievement of local governments to have actively promoted
social governance innovation and strengthened the capacity of risk governance. It also summarizes the new pro-
gress and practices of social stability risk assessment which contains the model characteristics object of as—
sessment third party assessment and institutional construction. Finally in order to further improve the risk as—
sessment mechanism it is necessary to emancipate the mind eliminate misunderstanding and strengthen com-
munication between governments and researchers while making efforts to solve six issues including how to de—

termine assessment subject.
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