35 5 Vol. 35, No. 5

2015 10 Bulletin of Soil and Water Conservation Oct. , 2015
1 2 2 1 1
’ ’ ’ ’
(1. s 2100955 2. s 210095)
L ] ,
L ] , . .
4 s s
R I: ] ‘ ”
. o L ]
b Y Y 4 b
A : 1000-288X(2015)05-0245-06 . F301.2

DOI:1(.).1-3961jj.cnki.stbctb.2015.05.111 o
Social Risk Assessment of Rural Land Integrated Consolidation

— A Case Study at Jiangning District of Nanjiang City

WU Xiaotao', LI Ye?, ZHENG Huawei*. WEN Bo', LIU Youzhao!

(1. College of Public Administration . Nanjing Agricultural University . Nanjing. Jiangsu 210095, China;
2. College of Rural Development, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210095, China)

Abstract: [ Objective | To compensate for the defects in the evaluation index system and the used methods in
diagnosis on the social risk of the rural land comprehensive consolidation, this paper analyzed the level for the
social risk of the rural land comprehensive consolidation. [ Methods | After defining the social risk of rural
land comprehensive consolidation, the index system of social risk assessment from the perspective of environ-
ment, institution, economy and society were established. Then the social risks of the fertile land develop-
ment project in Jiangning District of Nanjing City were assessed by objective and subjective synthetic method
and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation model. [Results] The social risk of this project was between the third
level(medium risk) and fourth level(small risk), but it was closer to the third level. This indicated the risk
of this project was not high, which would not result in great social instability. However, the existing risks
still need to be prevented. [Conclusion ] In order to further avoid the social risks caused by rural land com-
prehensive consolidation, we can take some measures, such as perfecting targets of rural land comprehensive
consolidation, improving public participation mechanism, strengthening project supervision, assessing risks
scientifically so that to promote the development of rural land comprehensive consolidation healthily and
effectively.

Keywords: rural land comprehensive consolidation; social risk assessment; objective and subjective synthetic

method; fuzzy comprehensive evaluation
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