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Abstract 

The problems of risk in the process of industrialization and of modernization have 

affected more and more the public's belief and actions. Meanwhile, the problems have 

aroused fervent discussion in the fields of Philosophy, Ethics and Sociology. This paper 

delves firstly into the relations between risk, rationality and modernity, indicating that the 

theory of "Risk Society" proposed by Beck, seems to be abler to reflect the dilemma that 

modern people have been in, than concepts such as "post-industrial society" and "post-modern 

society". Furtherrnore, this text draws support from Habermas's theoretical explanation of 

social evolution, to interpret Beck's framework of "logic of risk-distribution" in the modern 

society, highlighting risk as an "open social construct", which would become agenda of 

"public sphere" through the interaction between citizens. On the other hand, Giddens conducts 

an in-depth analysis on the role risk and trust play during social transformation. Giddens and 

Beck both recognize that human beings must consistently self-examine the likely outcome 

brought about by their own moves. Therefore, the future will be correcting mistakes of the 

past based on the "reflexive modernity." Lastly, the text examines the ethical problems in 
d 

"risk society" and asserts that Weber's "Verantwortungsethik" (ethic of responsibility) 

principle can be suitable for the present context. In addition, it is suggested that relevant 

systems should be established, where, through learning and communication, individual and 

corporate agents will have an increasing awareness of risk and stronger feelings of 

responsibility, in order to diminish the collective risk caused by utilitarian individualism. 

Keywords : risk society,  risk rationality, reflexive modernization, e thic  of 

responsibility 
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