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Fragmentation and holistic governance of environment emergency incident in megacities

LI Sheng

( School of Finance and Public Administration Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330013 China)

Abstract Due to double disturbance caused by natural and human factors megacities will have increasing environmental risks. It is
hard to deal with challenges such as diversification of sources of environmental risks complexity of risk factors and scale of damage to
the megacities through the way of fragmentation governance of environmental emergencies. In the process of abandoning Weber’ s
bureaucracy and taking the new public management theory it holds the view of reestablishing government’ s value and responsibility in
public governance. By clarifying governance level function as well as the relations between public and private sectors and integrating
the fragmentation of information system we can provide non-separated integrated service to citizens in the ways of cross-border

coordination and cooperation. The paper reviews the incident management and holistic governance of the domestic and foreign literature

and discusses various fragmentation problems in the current environmental governance of megacities through holistic governance theory
and based on the example of Tianjin Port Massive Blast. The research shows that the fragmentation problems are mainly manifested as:
in terms of the idea of governance we have weak prevention awareness and little consideration on public interests and public
responsibility. In terms of the subject of governance market and social participation are insufficient while governments play a strong
role of centralized leading in governance. In terms of the information of governance the information crisis enlarges social risks of these
incidents. In terms of governance mechanism government departments have not clarified their responsibilities and have not established
good communication and negotiation. Therefore based on status quo of fragmentation of holistic governance this paper puts forward
following suggestions: conducting the comprehensive reform and innovation; cultivating the awareness of preventing crisis and the public
responsibility of governments; improving the development of social capital and the social participation; establishing unified governance
information center; promoting the adjustment of organizational structure.

Key words megacities; environment emergency incident; fragmentation; holistic governance
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