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Abstract: Since most eco-risks, as complex processes in 

modern society is not reducing, has long established 

itself as a need for more reliable assessments, or for 

efficient control and management of them. This, 

however, is not easy, especially because most of the risk 

is procedural. The risk, therefore, is not to be 

considered as an instantaneous act, event or short 
situation. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  
 

The actual occurrence of a risk usually 

is the last link in the chain of events 

processual, who can start the process, 

situations or events, which may not have 

any (visible) relationship with the end 

result. The risk, therefore, appears as a 
result of a complex series of causes and 

effects, linked in a chain of events. Its 

identification, detection and treatment, 

therefore, is progerssively developed as a 

specific process, involving a multitude of 

variables. 

 

 

2. HAZARDOUS NATURE OF 

CIVILIZATION 
 

After nearly two centuries of industrial 

development, which took place in the 

universal sign of progress, more frequent 

reviews are substantial impact and 

meaning of such progress. The modern 

enthusiasm quickly wears thin before the 

cardinal dilemmas and issues of 

postmodernism. Rational monism Modern 
gradually replacing realistic possibilism of 

postmodernism. With all the almost 

immeasurable scientific and technological 

production "boom" in the modern era, 

some of its results (and/or) is increasingly 

threatening the future of man and the 

world. The world is sharply divided into 

subject (human) and object (nature, 

society, technique). It has long been 

forgotten unity of man and the world. In a 

life that has largely defined and limited 

technology, largely lost the sense of being 

a man in the world. In their arrogance, the 

man was reaching for a complete mastery 

and heartless exploitation of nature, the 
environment, and another man with the 

intention to do so and so, and with the 

universe. In addition to other powers and 

science itself is mostly used as a means of 

instrumentalization of mind. And the 

ideology of excessive consumption has 

intensified and indifference towards nature 

and towards other people. Therefore, it is 

only certain that the future is more 

uncertain than ever ''before''. As time 

passes, the more it shows no doubt that 
this type of development - technological, 

economic, social - and then both the 

dominant forms of culture, make modern 

society more vulnerable. This especially 

applies to the actual and potential risks, 

which threaten increasingly dangerous and 

long-term consequences. They just point to 

the hazardous nature of industrial 

civilization. Besides the fact that we are 
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and what the nature has bestowed upon 

essentially fragile, its activity, the man is 

dangerous and jeopardize their own 

survival and the survival of life on the 

planet. In such a world, the main threat and 

the greatest risks are the results of human 

activity, and the anthropogenic origin and 
character. That is why the great 

questionable ruling puts the type of 

development and overall social function of 

science and technology, as well as 

dominant forms of culture and lifestyle. It 

is no exaggeration to say that the sense of 

responsibility to future generations, and 

especially the willingness of the radical 

change in the ruling paradigm of 

industrial, depends not only on the future 

of new generations, but also the literal 

survival of life on Earth. It's hard to say 
which of the many global problems, and 

thus the global environmental risks as a 

result of this way of life, dangerous for life 

on our planet. Is it the shortage of natural 

resources, whether they are climate change 

(global warming), is a mass of water, air 

and land, endangered biodiversity, nuclear 

weapons, nuclear power, nuclear waste, 

population explosion, crime, epidemics, 

AIDS, terrorism, drugs, or possible 

consequences of genetic engineering 
intimidation. Suffice it to recall, when it 

comes to the consequences of eco risk, it's 

just the last 30 years, killed 5.5 million 

people and about 230 million people were 

injured (of which ½ hard ) and only in 

highly developed industrial countries and 

Japan. All this, however, does not mean 

that human existence is possible by any 

risk. Science and philosophy have long 

recognized that the risk always is the 

inevitable companion of human existence, 
that risk seems inescapable dimension of 

human action and social dynamics. From 

this perspective, progress is a kind of 

history of risk, and contradictory process 

between man's freedom of choice and the 

objective limits of the choice. It’s not 

because of a little accident that intellectual 

Pascal wrote that a man is always in front 

of risky choice between finite and infinite 

possibilities of reality, between safe 

present and an uncertain future. Man, by 

the way, genetically innate fear and 

insecurity as a result of biological and 

social experiences species. The risks are, 

therefore, always represented and are part 
of man's everyday life and a component of 

his mind, no matter, whether individual or 

collective, rational or imaginary, value or 

fair. This is precisely the time weakened 

human self-confidence and strengthen the 

belief in the fragility of the human 

thinking. Problem, therefore, is not that the 

man lives in an atmosphere of risk, but 

they also make all sorts of risks (natural, 

economic, social, and especially 

technology) is increasingly increased and 

their latent and/or manifest consequences 
are all the more dangerous. The entropic 

effects of progress on a daily basis to 

assure man practically lives in the 

''civilization volcano'' or, as some call it, 

the raging technological civilization, with 

top-quality products can serve to 

destruction of the sense of civilization. 

This is best illustrated by the limits of our 

civilization, which is one and the culprit 

and victimes. With globalization, life and 

production processes, while the 
globalization and risks, which means 

nothing to risk distribution, or distribution 

of problematic consequences of 

technological development. If the 

industrial society and modern general, 

faced with the risks of progress, post-

industrial society and the postmodern as a 

whole face a constant risk of progression. 

Favoring quantitative growth and the 

related profit, power, prestige, this 

civilization without exception scatters and 
destroys human and natural power and 

potential. At the same time, systematically 

increasing global risks. And the nature, 

scale and intensity of these risks can be 

read and all the key components of modern 

philosophy of life. The consequences of 

progress of science, technology and 

industrial development are in fact 'the sum 
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of risks and hazards whose achievements 

can not be predicted until the end. These 

are the main reasons why the mid-eighties, 

launched the phrase ''risk The Company'' 

or ''risk society'' that is formed in the stage 

of late modernity and early post. This 

syntagmas expressed fear and uncertainty 
for the future, and possibly apocalyptic 

picture of that future. With the tremendous 

advances have increased the risks and 

potentials of human self-destruction. It 

could be argued that the development of 

modern society and the growing 

production and distribution of risk. This is, 

again, other authors reported that speak of 

''risk culture'', bearing in mind the fact that 

in modern society the inevitable risks that 

we take some risks and consciously, and 

we are left with most other decisions. 
Some of the risks are so large and 

intimidating that neither science - taken as 

a whole - can not be resolved. Therefore, 

acting as a pure utopian construction of the 

story about the alleged possible zero-risk 

society (Zero risk society). On this basis 

they created and it overly optimistic 

expectations of the future, that maximizes 

the potential of positively radicalize the 

present. It is, of course, obviously 

unrealistic, as it is, hopefully, unrealistic 
and totally pessimistic scenario of the 

future, which radicalized the negative 

aspects and potential present and expected 

catastrophism. However, this does not 

mean that one does not try to establish a 

more or less oversight of risk management 

in all areas of human endeavor. On the 

contrary! Increasing threat imposed a need 

to search for solutions that amount to an 

effort to more fully realize the risks 

(detection and identification of risk), and 
to establish which of them more effective 

control and management. The goal, 

ultimately, eliminate or at least mitigate 

the potential consequences of risk. Hence, 

it is understandable to man's desire to 

master the circumstances of his own life, 

or to establish a government - control 

factors and the environment - both external 

(natural and technological) and internal 

(biological, physiological and genetic). 

Therefore it is important (if not already 

accepting the rules and way of life of this 

civilization, we have to live with the risks) 

that are constantly looking for 

opportunities zoom controls and risk 
management. The key is, in fact, a critical 

evaluation of risk situations (risk 

assessments) and risk management, and 

usability evaluation of social control 

mechanisms of risk. In this regard were the 

key questions, such as whether it is 

possible and how to accurately calculate 

the risk level of certain situations that are 

so social and technological boundaries, 

risky situation and how to handle a risk? 

These and similar issues, of course, 

precedes the question that was put out of 
the era of ''uncertainty'' - is the 

continuation of the Enlightenment - the 

rationalist understood progress or 

construction of society that is based on a 

different paradigm. It is, in short, the 

subject of this paper. 

 

 

3. SOCIAL CIRCUMSTANCES 
 

If the risk is clearly recognized and 

identified, and thoroughly examine and 

know, then it raises the possibility that it 

controls, to possibly manage it. Then it is 

possible by means of their regulation, and 

an institutional network. The key reason 

that makes it difficult to precisely define 

the risk is the uncertainty. Therefore, it is 

not difficult to agree with the view that the 

notion of uncertainty (whether it is a 
descriptive, either on quantifiable military 

insecurity) is the basic concept in defining 

risk. There is no doubt, however, that risk 

involves at least two types of content 

probability of occurrence of an accident at 

a certain time and the- probability of an 
accident consequences to people, property 

and the environment. The definitions of 

risk, different authors vary the contents. 

Thus, the simplest definition of risk 
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emphasizes that the risk level of the 

product damage caused by a specific event 

and the probability of its occurrence. The 

degree of risk is a measure of risk that 

occurs in a given situation. The risk, then, 

is determined as the ''potential for 

realization of unwanted and negative 
consequences of an event.'' Cutter, 

however points out that technological 

hazard arises in'' the interaction between 

technology, society and the environment. 

Risk is a measure of the probability of 

occurrence of hazards.'' The concept of 

risk is obviously not reducible closely (as 

lay people generally do), but the technical 

and technological components. No less 

important or so. situations are context, and 

structural components of risk situations 

that can significantly affect the appearance 
and perception of risk. Thus, defining risk 

Thebes contain at least three groups of 

elements, namely: a real situation, then the 

probability of manifesting a risk and 

unwanted output. Although the probability 

of occurrence of the risk and its potential 

consequences are rarely calculated 

precisely, it is, at least in some situations, 

it is possible to estimate the approximate 

likelihood, and then take appropriate 

preventive measures. It is essential, 
however, when it comes to risk 

management, they can be seen as objective 

characteristics of a situation, matter or 

processes, but also as a cultural and social 

construction, i.e. a socially constructed 

category. In the first case, in terms of risk 

as objective fact, while the second 

component about value of which depends 

largely on whether the risk experienced in 

one way or another. All types of risks, 

including technological risks, have 
emphasized the social dimension. In 

addition, the risk is considered as a matter 

of personal choice. For example, parts of 

companies, some very risky situations do 

not see at all these while, at the same time, 

avoid those situations that mostly, and for 

society as a whole, is considered to be 

harmless. In some circumstances, social 

risks are easier to accept, and other much 

rarer and harder. It is logical that in 

situations of social prosperity risks easier 

to accept, because they are then more 

opportunities for better control and 

eventually management (at least some) 

risks. Unlike the expert, layman's 
perception of risk is usually unilateral and 

maximally reduced. What the risks mainly 

down to one immediate and obvious. 

What's more, they often identify risk and 

hazard, risk and danger, risk and disaster. 

Although it is closely related phenomena 

and processes, they are not completely 

identical. Hazard is a much broader 

concept, which includes the probability of 

occurrence of events, the impact and 

severity of the events in society and 

around. Linu, as well as socio-political 
context in which the situation unfolds. 

Hazards have been ''a danger to people and 

things that people appreciate, a risk is a 

measure of the degree of risk each hazard.'' 

In other words, not all hazards and risks at 

the same time , and all the risks are also 

hazards. Although the risks and hazards 

and potential hazards, the risk is obvious 

and measurable risk. It is similar to the 

relationship and risk and disaster. While 

some risks can lead to disaster, however, 
the majority of the risk does not have to be 

disastrous. Some, however, disasters can 

occur as a result of risky situations that 

exist for a long time. Long-term exposure 

to even small risks can lead to catastrophic 

consequences, such as exposure to toxic 

substances in food, water or in a 

radioactive emission. I run the risk may 

eventually turn into a big one. There is 

always uncertainty and the possibility of 

an accident, even in the least painful 
situations (e.g. driving a car, plane, taking 

drugs, etc.). There is no doubt that eco - 

risks, regardless of the type and intensity 

have many levels and dimensions - the 

technological and social, to economic and 

political, the cultural and psychological. 

No, that would be closer to determine 

these levels and dimensions, which are 
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usually intertvined, it is itself a risk, as 

such, the more accurately defined. And 

this, again, is not easy, especially when it 

comes to risk as a process and therefore it 

is not surprising that the government is not 

complete agreement on the definition of 

risk. The important thing is that you risk 
approach expertly, layman or 

institutionally. A more precise definition 

of risk is, of course, and usability. Of 

course, not all the risks of the same weight, 

of the quantity of the sense of values. 

Some are heavier, others lighter, an 

independent choice, while others impose 

on us the other individuals, community 

groups, businesses, states, some are short, 

others long term, some are friendly, others 

not, and so on and so forth. In a risk 

situation engage, therefore, consciously, 
and in others, only partly conscious, while 

most of the risks are not even aware. Some 

risks are specific to certain circumstances, 

while others are less certain or even likely. 

Some have, therefore, unexpected, 

unpredictable, while others expect in 

advance and are ready to take measures to 

reduce their cocnequences. some 

individuals are more willing to take risks 

independently to ''show'' in front of others 

or actually sacrificed to someone or 
something saving, which is especially 

characteristic of certain age groups and 

certain professions. Other at all costs avoid 

the risks and potential risk situations. The 

third was, however, utterly indifferent to 

the possible risk or because they do not 

know the actual dimensions of risk, or as 

fatalistic. Some high-risk activities are 

undertaken consciously, justifying them by 

being exposed to other, stronger risk 

management, unknown - the origin, 
intensity, type, duration and time of the 

outbreak (smokers or drinkers who sanely 

harm your health, mostly to justice 

fatalism or some other kind of 

rationalization of such). 

 

 

 

4. RISKS OF EVENTS 

 
Like the concept, and the typology and 

classification of eco-risks important not 

simple. Among other things, because many 

of the potential risks just are not yet 

known. They come from a ''future''. A 

typology of risk, again, is important 

because it is a necessary assumption of 

creating a social theory of risk in modern 

society. Course, long ago, there are 

different classifications of risk, but they 

are often uneven, depending on the 

principles and criteria on which they are 
based, as well as from the the concept of 

risk. Often, for example, the division of the 

risks as well as natural events and the risks 

caused by man's actions. The latter is 

subdivided into the so-called intentional 

(on - steel with intent, supervisors good or 

bad consequences of the) so called. 

accidental (created intentionally or 

accidentally negligence). At the risk of 

accidents is, then, possible direct and 

indirect impacts. From the global point of 
view of the risks, however, are usually 

divided into natural, technological and 

social, each of which in turn itself contains 

numerous subtypes. Among Nima there 

are some similarities, but more differences. 

Natural risk is easier to classify. They are 

simply ''event'', mostly without human 

intervention. By intensity, width, and the 

consequences of these risks often have the 

character of natural disasters. The most 

obvious risks of this type of flooding, 

drought, earthquakes, storms. The general 
public does not need to know their causes, 

and of the consequences. Unlike natural, 

qualifications technological risks is 

difficult, even though they are in the 

spotlight. For them is still not fully 

developed matrix that would facilitate their 

systematization. It is important that they 

are technological risks - product of human 

activity, because at this time we actually 

live in a sign of technological paradigm. 

Although, most technical invention, the 
plant and the process itself, not risky 
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(unless the abuse), yet there are also those 

whose work inevitably produce effects that 

are harmful, even potentially dangerous to 

human and natural environment. Related to 

nuclear, and the conventional tech plant. 

This type of risk is generally not 

transparent to the general public. She often 
does not understand them. Therefore, it is 

important here that the experts informed of 

the risk and to provide guidance as to your 

behavior in certain situations. Out of many 

possible examples, related to technological 

risks, we will point out only to a few. 

Thus, for example, only in the last one 

hundred years, the population of Europe 

increased by three times, and economic 

effects for about twenty times. At the same 

time consumer the power consumption of 

fossil fuels has increased by more than 
thirty times. All this happened mostly in 

the last five decades, as it says in the report 

on the state of the environment in Europe, 

submitted DOBRIŠE in Czechoslovakia in 

1991. year. Or, in the case of (non) air 

quality, it is enough to recall that at the 

beginning of this century the annual 

Manufactured by about three billion tons 

of carbon dioxide, and that is the end of 

this century in the air drops of more than 

fifty billion tons. Or, to poison the 
atmosphere today than half a million of 

various man-made chemicals. Today, 

virtually every day in the atmosphere 

reaches a hundred million tons of 

greenhouse gases that destroy the ozone 

layer. This caused global climate change, 

causing the survival ''ozone hole'' has led 

to massive water and air pollution, the 

degradation and soil erosion, endangering 

forests (every day disembark about sixty 

thousand acres of tropical forests), the 
impoverishment biodiversity , as well as 

the actual disappearance of many plant and 

animal species (as many as two hundred a 

day on the planet). It is logical that this led 

to a rapid increase of industrial and other 

major accidents. Europe, or, more 

consumed natural resources than them and 

has disproportionately more polluting than 

its size and share of the world population. 

Europe consumes much more energy than 

it produces. The environment here 

threatens exponentially. It is no 

consolation, but it should be added, that 

the information in this regard, even worse 

when it comes to the United States and 
their ''contribution'' to pollution of the 

natural and human environment. The 

increase in the new forms of harm to the 

environment, such as genetic engineering. 

Thus in the European Union countries 

reported more than three hundred of 

genetically modified organisms. Since 

1990 was working on a big project to 

decode the entire human genome (assumed 

to be concerned about my three - billion of 

codon of human genome). Despite the 

indisputable fact that it is a huge 
undertaking, given the possible beneficial 

effects, both in terms of great risk 

adventure with possible catastrophic 

consequences. And social risks include a 

wide array of potential dangers. The most 

prominent of these are the ones related to 

food and hunger problem (given the 

increasing number of the population), for 

fear of future, for large-scale social 

conflicts (wars, revolutions is, terrorism). 

Misery, poverty and hunger in many parts 
of the world dramatically expressed. It is 

known, for example, that as many as one-

third of deaths per year of waste to those 

who have died from the nave. If this is so, 

then it is understandable widespread fear 

of the future. No less dangerous of wars 

based on ethnic or any other type of social 

conflict. What wars are technologically 

more sophisticated, they and their terrible 

consequences greater and worse Although 

social risks, in general, relate less human 
life, but technological and natural (such as 

industrial accidents , nuclear explosions , 

urban pollution, earthquakes, storms, 

floods), they in no way are small. In 

addition to the division of the natural, 

technological and social, it is possible (and 

present) and different risk sharing certain 

kinds and types. So, for example, with 
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respect to their intensity, the risks can be 

divided into an intense and pervasive, 

regardless of age, old and new, 

Considering the still voluntary component, 

voluntary and involuntary, that is selected 

and imposed on the known and unknown, 

Due to the so-called probability, the highly 
probable and improbable (improbable in 

the certainly incurs consequences, 

including catastrophic and highly probable 

with small effects) in terms of duration, the 

short-term and long-term risks with far-

reaching consequences (High 

Consequence Risks), which can guess a lot 

of people, most people, even all the people 

on the planet. 

 

 

5. CONTROL OF WORK ECO 

RISK 
 

Since most eco-risks, such complex 

processes in modern society is not 

reduced, has long established itself as a 

need for more reliable assessments, and for 
more efficient control of fracture and 

control over them. This, however, is not 

easy, especially because most of the 

procedural risk. The risk is, therefore, not 

be considered as an instantaneous act, 

event or short-term situation. The actual 

occurrence of a risk usually is the last link 

in the chain of events processual, who can 

start the process, situations or events, 

which may not have any (visible) link with 

the end result. The risk, therefore, appears 

as a result of a complex series of causes 
and effects, linked in a chain of events. Its 

identification, detection and treatment is, 

therefore, progerssively developed as a 

specific social process, involving a 

multitude of variables. It is the 

technological dimension is only one 

element, usually the initial element in the 

chain of social process, which begins by 

recognizing the appearance of a hazard or 

risk, and ends by removing or reducing the 

potential damage and consequences, using 
different measures. Risks are also 

generally connected to each other. The 

emergence of a risk usually entails the 

appearance of the two, and the entire chain 

risk. In many cases, they cross the borders 

of states and threaten the wider spaces. 

And these are additional reasons why risk 

identification usually difficult and time 
consuming process. In some situation as it 

can be done only after a long introduction, 

the first consequence, and after their 

duplication to some extent. Sometimes it is 

not enough to show up the basic clues that 

will increase the suspicion of a substance, 

process or technology. It is therefore 

important assessment of economic, social 

and political conditions and the potential 

consequences, i.e. the width of the risks to 

the immediate and wider environment. If 

the price is too high for the reduction of 
these risks and hazardous situations, it is 

possible that the company is easily 

reconciled to live still with some potential 

risk, independently of what he identified as 

such. In this case, people adapt accidental. 

Situations in different ways (whether it is a 

current adjustment to new circumstances 

or continuous adaptation to the risk of a 

certain type, as a way of life). Some risks 

are, therefore, simply have to endure. It is 

then seen as a ''civilized'' necessity or 
unavoidable price for achieving some 

social benefits (e.g. the relationship of risk 

and profit). After all, while some of the 

risks we can assume with great certainty 

that it will happen, for many others it is 

hard to imagine that it will ever happen. 

Hence the problem of the so-called. 

probability risks, and evaluate the 

possibilities of transforming a threat into a 

concrete risk. He is one of the more 

difficult problems of identification, and 
risk management. That's why I created a 

separate discipline, which deals with the 

assessment of the possibility of outbreaks 

of risk and its consequences (risk 

assessment). It is also relatively 

successfully developed methods of 

identification, control and management of 

the kind of risk, in which a more or less 
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distinct possibility of their occurrence and 

extent of the risk assessment. These 

situations are then socially regulated and, 

therefore, different models help in such 

circumstances. In recognition of social 

regulation, and control of risk management 

may well have a practical effect shows, for 
example, the case of the U.S., which are 

the biggest polluter, while the more done 

to prevent, at least in one part of the 

problem. In the U.S. SO2 emissions 

greater than ten times the natural 

production, and average consumption of 

carbon per capita fifteen times higher than 

the average in Latin America (and three 

times higher than the world average). 

However, social activity and rather large 

allocation of financial resources in the 

United States for the last twenty years 
significantly reduced the pollution of air 

and water. The amount of emissions was 

reduced by 63% (in the period 1970-1988), 

and emissions of SO2 and lead in the 

atmosphere is reduced by as much as 96% 

in this period. An important element of 

risk control is the control of the risk of 

social space, divided according to different 

criteria. Natural and social conditions of 

life are separated by excessive 

technological improvement of living 
conditions. Monitoring of natural, 

technical and social generator risk and risk 

behavior (risk behavior) becomes the most 

important problem of the society. The goal 

is as transparent as a social space, that is, 

subjecting control and isolation (and 

possibly penalties) for each risk or 

pathology group. In connection with this 

are efforts to define the procedures for the 

organization and management of risks and 

accidents (in the ecological management - 
Environmental management according to 

ISO 14000), with a view to their 

prevention, care and sanation. Thus, for 

example, established and internationally 

accepted system for the disposal of 

chemically APELL accidents. In this 

regulating BIH of hazard analysis includes 

identification of high-risk places and 

objects of possible threats (threat), the 

possible types of risks and accidents, (who, 

what and when can be exposed to 

accidents), in what way and to what extent 

might damage (consequences) and the 

likelihood of accidents, and factors that 

increase the risk. All this represents the 
first phase in the system APELL. One of 

the most important instruments (assets) 

system APELL is the Program for the 

Protection of Industrial Accidents, 

specializing in chemical accidents, called 

CAMEO (Computer Aided Management 

of Emergency Operations - computer- 

supported management of operations 

during disasters). Of course, the protection 

of larger industrial accidents is more 

complex, because they themselves are 

accidents of this kind are complex 
dynamic systems, so the requirements for 

mastery of such events is very high. It is of 

particular importance, and information 

technology. It is very important to enhance 

the effects of the protection of industrial 

accidents in the collection, processing, 

storage and dissemination of data. This 

Technology is driving distribution include: 

databases, simulation models , geographic 

information systems, process measurement 

systems and other physical quantities, 
computation communication, expert 

systems. Great is also the problem of 

quantifying risk. According to some 

quantification of risk is very important and 

usually possible, in others it is simply not 

possible, because some risks, especially 

some unfathomable dimensions of risk (for 

example, the value of human life). 

Quantification, however, there is some 

value in terms of psychometric 

measurement of risk perception, especially 
in the comparison of lay and expert 

understanding of specific risks. When it 

comes to quantifying risk, Psychometric 

researches show that there are large 

differences between lay people and 

experts. While, for example, lay people 

perceive nuclear power as the biggest risk, 

so far as the experts even twenty times less 
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considered dangerous in comparison to the 

layman's perception. Similarly, the 

perception of other risks. The experts on 

the other hand, risks and dangerous 

perceived of x - radiation, of the motor 

vehicle, smoking, alcoholism, rather than 

lay. These differences in perception are the 
result, primarily, of different levels of 

(non) knowledge, but also a distinct social, 

cultural, ethnic, religious and moral values, 

as well as the characteristics of certain 

social groups. However, although 

unavoidable, the role of experts in 

identifying, monitoring and managing 

risks is not always unambiguous, as it 

seems at first glance. In fact, their role is 

largely in the public spotlight, on the one 

hand, and under the direct control of the 

state and the company, on the other hand. 

It is the latter case, the experts sometimes 

do not inform the public of the existence of 
a threat, either because they want to avoid 

panic, or they want to ''tune'' the state, or 

that protect the interests of the company, 

or, again, what they hope to the potential 

problems are quickly resolved. It is 

therefore necessary public oversight and 

operation of the expert. 
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