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Discussion on the Key Problems of Natural Disaster Risk Management

Shang Zhihai' and Liu Xilin®
(1. Department of Geography Zhanjiang Normal University Zhanjiang 524048 China;
2. School of Geography and Planning Sun Yat-sen University Guangzhou 510275 China)

Abstract: Management of natural disaster risk is a hot issue in disaster study presently. However some key
issues of disaster risk management have not yet been understood clear. In view of domestic and international disas—
ter risk research achievements a definition of disaster risk is discussed firstly and it put forward that uncertainty is
the most important feature of disaster risk adverse effect is its essence and a sustainable development is its influ-
ence object. Secondly risk assessment models are summarized to three kinds: features elements and scene and
risk management demand is the center of risk assessment. At last the idea of living with risk is emphasized and
more attention should be paid to risk communication and acceptable risk then risk management based on accepta—
ble risk is put forward.
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Legal Effect of Governmental Emergency Response Plan

Liu Zhixin
( Shanghai University of Engineering Science Shanghai 201620 China)

Abstract: The key issue that external factors of governmental emergency response plan are collided with re—
quirements of operation lies in the obscureness of its legal effect. Governmental emergency response plan has legal
effect from the vision of content and procedures for establishing while it should not have legal effect from the re—
quirement of operational flexibility. It shows from the nature that governmental emergency response plan is totally
different from legal norm. It is an optimal working program of emergency management provided by the government
and can be optimized and accommodated. Therefore it should be instructive instead of compulsory.
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