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Subject: On the Execution of Judgment of Environmental Civil Public Interest Litigations Follow — up Focus on the " High —

price" Environmental Civil Public Interest Litigations

Author & unit: ZHANG Hui( Law School Anhui University Hefei Anhui 230601 China)

Abstract: As the most essential responsibility assumption approach in environmental civil public interest litigations the restora—
tion responsibility is mainly presented as environmental restoration in practice. Given the irreversibility of environment it gener—
ally takes a long time to execute the program for pollution clean — up and environmental restoration which poses a series of chal-
lenges for the execution of judgment of environmental civil public interest litigations. During the execution of the environmental
restoration program specific analysis should be conducted for the determination of the subject to execute the environmental resto—
ration program under different circumstances. The subject can modify the program in the course of execution according to the pro—
gress. Besides it is necessary to inspect and accept the execution of environmental restoration program. The relief costs for dam—
ages to environmental interests are considerably high. It is important to ensure that polluters bear the costs of environmental resto—
ration program. The right to execute the environmental restoration project can be divided into execution guidance right execution
operation right and execution supervision right. The environmental civil public interest litigation execution hearing system prop—
erty disclosure system and execution return visit system are important supporting measures for the execution of judgment of envi—
ronmental civil public interest litigations.

Key words: environmental civil public interest litigations; public interest litigations judgment; public interest litigations execu—

tion; environmental restoration
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