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Innovative Research on Social Stability Risk Assessment in

Administrative Decision-Making in the New Era
He Jun
(Jiangsu Police Institute, Nanjing Jiangsu 210031)

Abstract: The current administrative decision-making social stability risk assessment policy has be-
come blurred and alienated in practice. The reason is not only the deviation of program design, but
also the " development of economic supremacy' and the" stability overwhelming" consciousness
formed by the main social contradictions. The report of the 19th National Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of China made a major judgment on" socialism with Chinese characteristics entered a new
era." Based on the judgment of major contradictions in society, the people-centered development
thinking and stability concept established by the 19th National Congress became the political basis
for the innovation of social stability risk assessment in administrative decisiomrmaking. In the New
Era, administrative decision-making social stability risk assessment innovation should be guided by
the people’s good life, establishing a decision-making process integrated with bureaucratic rationali-
ty, expert rationality, and public rationality into the core value, and using social stability risk as-
sessment to create endogenous social stability. it is necessary to establish an independent and open
evaluation procedure, reasonably determine the evaluation subject and its structure, scientifically
set the evaluation process, and improve the use procedures of the evaluation results.

Key words: the New Era, Administrative Decision-making, Social Stability Risk Assessment
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