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Abstract: The Environmental Law is an official regulation focusing on environmental
issues; however there are problems of structural imbalance and implementation conflicts
between norms of environmental right and norms of environmental power under internal
tension. Hence common governing by multiple subjects is the fundamental way out for the
environmental problems in the era of environmental risk. The Environmental Law has to
choose a way which can make maximum benefits based on environmental power of political
state and environmental right of civil society and thus theoretical research on the
Environmental Law should be panorama-eriented. On the basis of analysis and criticism of
existing theories about the Environmental Law’s core category this article puts forward the
proposition of “legal rights of the Environmental Law” through the analysis of experience and
facts. Environmental right and power which are based on environmental interests should be
the most fundamental and important core concept in the field of the Environmental Law.
Although they have no homogeneity with each other they commonly form the footstone of the
environmental system through consecutive cooperation and competition. The normative
construction of the structure of the Environmental Law is conducive to realize the checks and
balance in the structure of environmental right and power and lay an institutional foundation

for the mode of modern environmental governance.
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