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On the Failure of Restatement of American Environmental Law

— Viewpoint of the Disputation on Its Restatement
LIANG Zeng-ran

Abstract: There is a debate over whether environmental law should be restated or not in the United
States, forming two opposing factions. The debate actually is the efforts of environmental jurists to
change the dilemma of American environmental law, mapping out different understandings and attitudes
towards the direction of environmental law. Although the restatement of American environmental law
failed, it is worth exploring and thinking about the reasons. China’s environmental law community final-
ly established the goal of “moderate” compilation of environmental code, which shoulders the historical
mission of contemporary environmental law. In the context of the community of human destiny, the
community of environmental law has gradually emerged, and both the exploration of the compilation of
China’s environmental code and the debate on the restatement of American environmental law are aimed
at reshaping the environmental law department to make it more systematic and eliminating the disadvan-
tages of conflict, dispersion and repetition among the internal rules of environmental law. For the envi-
ronmental law code of our country, it is necessary to further clarify the objective of the codification,
consolidate the interpretation method of environmental law, adhere to the procedural orientation of the
codification of environmental law, establish an independent and confident value system of environmental
law discipline, and enhance the cohesion of the academic community of environmental law.

Key words: law restatement; debate; environmental code



