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Research on the Social Characteristics of Fires and Governance in Mega Cities

——Shanghai as an Example

Cui Xiaolu (Shanghai Maritime University)

Abstract: There are significant differences of urban fire occurrence and fire hazard on a societal level. Take Shanghai as an
example. Firstly. the characteristics of the affected population were significantly different.Secondly, the proportion of fires in
Shanghai’s tertiary industry is higher than that in the primary and secondary industries. Fire occurrence is relatively
concentrated in the non-public economy unit with the private economy.Finally, there are significant regional differences of fire
occurrence, Therefore, this results show that the difference of the social characteristics of fires in the inner city is not a simple
quantity or increase or decrease,but a kind of social structure.To improve the effectiveness of urban fire control, the future
fire prevention strategy should not be taken just for hazard prediction, control or rescue technology.but should have a correct
understanding of the social characteristics of fires and bring it into system reform, should be for a comprehensive social
reform of the vulnerable social groups.the affected area,social relations and so on.

Key words: mega cities; fires governance; social characteristics of fires; structural problems of governance

s ; 201306, E-mail;cuixl@shmtu.edu.cn,
(14AZD025)



