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Research on Social Stability Risk of PX Project

Yin Haijie, Jiang Rui, Lin Peiyan
(Department of Sociology, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract: China’s PX (paraxylene) project has repeatedly been opposed by the public, group events occur
frequently, and social stability risk is serious. Through quantitative analysis, this article reveals the profound im-
pact of the relationship among the three major subjects which is people, government, and chemical companies on
the social stability risks of the PX project. The survey shows that people have misunderstood PX and have a strong
sense of distrust in local governments and chemical companies. By using methods such as principal component
analysis, logistic regression, and > analysis, the research proves that the above facts have led to significant public
opposition to PX project construction, serious apprehension, and a clear intention to take actions to safeguard their
rights. Therefore, in order to reduce the social stability risk of PX projects, it is necessary to increase public under-
standing of PX projects, provide citizens with a legitimate channel for participation in project decision-making,
and rebuild public trust in governments and chemical companies.

Keywords: PX (paraxylene) project; social stability risk; trust; cognition



