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Research on the Model of Environmental Risk Regulation

— Normalism, Functionalism or the Combination of Two
ZHU Zhiquan, DENG Ke-zhu

Abstract: Risk Regulation is an important mission of modern environmental law. China has made a legal
system to regulate environmental risks, but there are still many problems. Normalism and functional-
ism are two different models to realize environmental risks regulation. Normalism attaches importance to
the formal legitimacy of environmental risk regulation and requires the systematization of environmental
risk regulation in the legislative, administrative, and judicial aspects; while functionalism attaches im-
portance to the flexibility and applicability of environmental risk regulation and requires multiple ways to
restrict environmental administrative discretion. China should pay attention to the value of different
models, especially the risk absorption function and administrative self-control function of functionalism,
so as to strengthen the effectiveness of environmental risk regulation, and promote the benign govern-
ance of environmental risks.
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