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Evaluation of urban and rural residents on food safety and
implications for food safety risk governance countermeasures
HONG Wei, WU Lin-hai
(School of Business, Jiangnan University, Research Base of Food Security in Jiangsu Province, Wuxi 214122, China)
Abstract ;. Food safety is a major livelihood issues and it related to public health and safety.Summary the evaluation
of urban and rural residents on the current food security situation and the problem through field research on the

4800 urban and rural residents in 12 provinces, autonomous regions, municipalities directly under the central
government.Based on the related problem, proposed countermeasures and suggestions to improve the food

security status,is contributed to prevent the food safety accident happen.
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Fig.1  Attention of city and rural respondents on food safety
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Fig.2 The assessment of food safety situation in the region
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Fig.5 The satisfaction evaluation

of government supervision and law enforcement for food safety
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Fig.7 The advice to strengthen food safety management

55, MR B, 205 0 AH GG PR
B R BRIz AR B T, A A eI
BA B R A e R S A AR
S B R A UM B 53 AR SE TR N7 IR & A2
B AR Al A AR T B R O R S
PE I EE” SR SIR L, R IR £ Z Ui A —
e, 31X =T Lb 5] 2 A1 53 500 o5 B ARREAS Sl AR AR
VI B R REAR ) 62.54% .63.23% Fll 61.83% . M iX
AR TES 5 B 22 A KU iG B A2 v, <
SRR A PRI IO RS B BT B R
o 2 AR KV KRR i 22 A XU | e Ak 22 R A
JEE B HE LA



@ézﬂi{&l

EXv¥ s

3 MREMLTEIVIKEBMHIXT RS EIL

LR IR T AR R R i & i ik,
B A R B I £ 52 U5 B9 O . AR
AR LA, SZU5HE R B S AR T O TR,
{HAL R B, ABATTXT [ B T Ak 1 XA £ a2 4tk
BUIFARE 30 T, HLRE AR R B il 22 4R 0 o505 1 5
WEk =15 00 WAk, 78 3 R A 2 A SR 00Uk 1 4E
SWET IS R E [0 A ZE 0,
— B A i 22 A R SR AF, AR A ] BEAE [ 45 B
T IBCORAE R 7= A BUR N, et e 51 AT 2
S PA T A, P S A T R B AR AR TR R, e AL
SRRE . I, WAZHUR B S i, 558 XS £ il 22 42
FAFA RS . BRI ANT -

o B E ML B AN . T A
SRR B A USSR S AR B R % S
hn A8 25 5 BB AR (AN S A RS g (6
BTG U IR IR  JE R F FH I B B i 22 A AU PR 3R
Horp B4 @15 g4 5 B 15 Ye A O, Wb KAl s iR
B ORGP AT 22 (R R, PRI, 32 TR) A LA 2 1Y)
PAS LA R, 5 8 Ak B G 23 5 55 BRI RN K e 1) (1)
M, SIHARE B, Hofh =R RIEAFERE S
B A 2B A WO IS BB IE AT A G I,
i EEER ANV B A AR T A SR IBUBUR A
37 S R 206G PRATE 20— IR HIE BT =X,
IS H0 e B 458 5| e B i 22 2 B B N IV 3R, A
SR B i 22 Az R L

B T PR UM AR S BRED A A2 4 XURS: 1Y fiE
Jio VAL BN TR BUN B & IR E S P Ty
THT , Y% 2 52 U533 W BT AN i, A 40% 13205341tk
PR A AR B AW R o Ak, TR X U 5
AR i 22 A AU A BR A T — U, 2 UT A
AR i 22 A WA O RS R MR Y O BORITRR 5%
TTAEN VMRS e A 22 A SR AR b B A )
JET S hNsE M RS Pk T AR A M H A =
GBI . P, 7 AR SR A — BEINF A A, 2 O
JEYTR SN A = W (S = WU RS SO 2o = g UL NI G $5
LB RAT s AT B T 3 50 S Pk T
S5 A BOURT $ v B o 2 A XU W A SR BRAE I 1Y
HETBL

=L IR R A E RS RR . R
i AR AL B A — R A AR
T8 AR AT B R R A B B, B
A A) R AZ O A5 D5 — 2Rl O Ak, BRI 2R,
AATY A8 A i it B 22 4= 2 BT A 22 A (AR BV o XF
ERIEN OON N RE RN AR W IIT - € o5 PN
DYVEAT R Al AR 22 A 30m BRI it A 7 ik b B B
DU o OB i 2 4 R S IE PR ER 5 X T Um0,
BRIy E AL 2 A AR, I R TRT 98 B B
bR M Oy %, VAR s o b 2 e RS A IR AR
REJT o MEAR, X TR bl Ay Al , 75 2R T W i %
R, LA UE B A P i i fe

BBV, IS ET 2 A B A U g — Y
EFRE AR AR R o TR 52 U5 & X EOUN 5L B &

Vol.34,No.13,2013

A R E BN FE A X I A b, Z DT A B
HE BGE Y =G B i AR S e A O, BAR
Crpfe N BSR4 22 4% ) & T 2009 4F 2 J] 28
= BT G N I = T e e U 5 L S S Ly = o T i 2
EH OB LB RTESNA ST THUE Hl
TEMEEFMFORE L HOLE Y, K2t —
A EEH O A MERE AR, VIS E A TR A
R B ™GBV 5T . A, R IR T
LR B E R Z , HARUEMAATE T & 38 XL,
A RGBS . DR, T B AR S 3 S 2 Ak AR AR
AFEA IR B S AR E TS B A M S — 1
I A7 TR [ 5 O B N B R i B o 2 1 B
LA FE AR EIR R o
4 B

XS PO VRIS 12 A HE X VH
FETAL 96 S MR E LI, W 2 JE R E 4k
(P SENIEROE S S iR O R VN VWA= 15 ) B NS AR U
T 27X B 5 A BT i 2 4 IXUBS: 1 B Y 32 22 L
AR e A WA AR LS S TR UM R B RTAR 3¢
DEAEN COIRXS & A B 2 A A R ST
JET ISR BN W R D R I it A S
=, Pt i A RZE SRR B W & A WA A UG 1 o

Fh T 2L 2% A B BIR ], AR 1k ) A A8 A AS K b L
R A X G2 e PEAE J7 AT A TE S VA 2, XE L) 58 4
JZ W H BT ARSI B & 2 2RO A F S PR, BT
AL T — A Iy I T, FEAS BRI AR I R 2
2012 4FJE, DI H 4R &A1 2012 45 R R A #R S0
— 30, BN A BRSO AR RO L B A R
SR A BRI, ATAn] [ SR Hb X #R TC L B B =2 A,
BRI EVA B, 7EFR I, 7 i 22 4 XU B 22 Y
RANEZEF G R, B EAS SR L4
B, 85 e MED U B9 B AR 7 5
B A VE 8] 00 )G, i — 2 5 0
e E B H WA BT N WA, R
AR ARHE (E R L A R SARHEIR R AR
WRIRE S EZE T B, Ef14H 5 A
G, He R S0 Er 2 4 XU B 42 1A 3805E e o

Sk

[1]#£2%, 2% L TEOAREDGRSEERLFHFRE
TRE R AR & [J]. A2 %HH,2012,37(7) :311-315.
[2]9A &4 F BA R E RS R 5% %4 [ EB/OL]
[3]#t4z# . P EALEE L EAE MRS (2011) [R]. 4424
Fh 2 Sk oAk, 2011-07.
[4]#.% 2011 2@z 4F4 .[EB/OL].
[5]2011 AR dc4h 26 22 & X E4%4 5 [ EB/OL].
[6]IRAT TR IEAT, ki A = b R S A e F 42 A 47 4
#AE ST AR5 H,2012(2) :229-232.
[7 ]Henstra D,McBean G.Canadian Disaster Management Policy
Moving toward a Paradigm Shi[ J ].Canadian Public Policy,2005,
31(3):303-318.
[8]&dngA B RARMER 2R [ EB/OL].
(914 %, %630 2012 S+ Kk KA # & [ N]E# B 4R,2012-12
—-24(04).

(201352138 271





