RIRIIR

K EARIFAZ AR SR BIE™ i

K

NBERE. R T LA RN RALREKER” G 1943 Fmel vk k, £ £ B KT %
RAEAFARITHREBRTHOER, TERA CIENRKIFIAL N GG VAR B AR EAKRF Z Fo
EHBAHBAFGIFAEDGE LIS, RARLEREREZLARIFAGIWENT M
(RAEE) P ROBAL RAF X B SRR F ag o KT N0 38 b fo K&, L NS
FRAFAE VA BT T AR 3E A RO N 69 3 I A R OA BOF IR LR B A T B R R, A
FaRIFABERALEBDRAKRAR ZLBANGKFREE, ARALREREZRAL
Bl G R R AL /) 09 A BARE AR, B B AL R — AR AR A A POk F B, A R
BURATBIE G R BANL , FFERAMR T £ BRI ERRGFEIATRL, 2RIFAZ
MARRIEREBZ LS ARLAS TEAANKEFTALAREZGAAHENHE
Hr4E

KB RARRER AKRIFN RREE FaHmR HREKP

RAE, Bk R FRF TR AT,

A RYFIAHIE A 1970 478 (i it 22 005 ) P& Lok 7 4] I 3R 58 b 1 BHfE
W APy I B 728 R REEN REIRITEPGE ARG R . B, A RF
VA B 8 SR AR 22 B 5 5 M AR 0 — TR B kA R TSROk B P E SR
Julal @) H ™ kR OB HE] L XA BN ARREN B TE TR AL LA 3
B 25 0028 BRI, 0 T b A 5 B SORME S (i, R4S 3R B ot R i 57 2 RS IF
VAT RE  AF 2 AR A5 1k ot e 5 2 BROR VA 1 B I B 9 o 17 30X Fof R R S X 28 BRIV —
P T R R A B L D R S R Y 2 5 4 BT, B Ry T R TR A 0 T 3 I RVR VA R AR Y B
T B Al DT 76 0 b L 2 B RO W B 8 AR B, DR L 5 3R 2R T I IR B A 35 TR A
X B — BT &, 4 2 B VRIS BRI AL 19 32 B0 A U S FEHNE R BRI IE DL S FA N
BB KBEIES%, Hh  FAARE B KIS B A 96 E AR @, 02 B URA il BE 9 7= A8 Je
H] RS HA 28 SRR 1Y RS
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“RANKLEE BT IE A SR 5 [ ) A ok i ML A — 303 e A B R TR A W A D O S G
Hh H TR A R B R, B R B A 3 T B 9 2% RO UR A ) BE A R A, B
AF MR A L R AR AL o A O ROV VA I BETE Y B8 SE Al B 118 5 e A, B O b
HORTERY Y 1943 45 3¢ [R5 25 — 3K [m] b Jf vk Be 12: B 9 2% 38 ( Frank ) 7E Associated Indus-
tries of New York v. Lekes ZE{F H 2 B /Y “ FA AR 25 5L K ( Private Attorney General ) ” 38
Ih 22 AR IR AP I AR P U0 SO T, B RN BE SR AUE ] B X
FEERIE A G S, B B X AR T BN E R A G SE MR SR AR TR B9, (ER [ 2 aT LA
MR T8 A — B 5, IR B S, IR Bl — > i R ok B Ak i v AT BT 5 HAE
UL SRR AR B E BL T B SRR B I AT LAUAR 8 A % 2 Sy b AR AP SRR 25 BB
IR GG o RS 25 BRAI I B A B8 B0 28 B B S e Rl A AR I, [ 2 0 AT LA
AR 58 V5 B ML ) R — TR A, BN B 8 E 19 AR BUT A i3 24T BT O f
YRR 5 AR 7R S8 1 BT SR © 480 SEBn 7= A= S T, DA A Aoy 8 el 2% 1 ) 25 4R 90 28
EBRBUEAEZ U0 AR, TR Al 2 B 5 ad 2 i AR, 5% i R E UR ik, B
M ZUF VA B H B ABR T OR3P 22 LR 25 0 AR A5 SRAER B R B9 N B BEFR Jy © FA K %8 6L
Ko7 B S R B A — R AE Wk SR R R AR S R AR O 2 s 4
Br, R AR S BRI R TRIR 200 Y B AR SR (1) B 3R MTRRFF &
el 8 VR B = 2R ML 1 4 1307 25 0 5 (2) VR H A ALBR T AR 4 4 JE A £ 5 (3) Jit 485 AT LA B
JFE S PLAM AR o] A N Bl AR B 22

TE G AL 27 50T, RERE W6 2 M = T 2% PR Ao i — M R E Rl 19 Tk ToBE 2
ZENHELZ PR AR TE 1943 4, R E B 4% L (Douglas ) A1 7 5 [ B 4 i ¥4 Bt
) Federal Communications Commission v. National Broadcasting. Co. , Inc. ZHFRET
B ORI S A e LR D A 56 S BRI L IA O T [ 2 2 1 R AURA N VR
NGRS A 45,1934 4R RO I 5 1 28 ) 26 402(b) Z il & S B AUEAT A, 16 F
it PRIDEFS PL {5 25 B 25 A I D T 52 380 00 3 I R IR0 o IR, X TR S8 AE IR A 1R AL FA
R DL T, H I 0 e 0 56 0 108 15 2 03 25 1 R AT ) 3 o A A 1, FROHIZOE TR 5 %8
PERIRIRBE o (HLJ2 BE RS 3% Tl A G 47 A NS AR T A A5 AR Dy 2 A1) 2 B AR 3 T 3R A5 R ik
BRI TE , a0 SRR A] A AR w2k o A 15 JE R, IR A0 25U A 12 A ) TS AT
Zh AR GRS RE RN, W H O BN L2 R, KRR A AR
A LA R £ B0 T8 2 400 RO AT 5 R O DR AP A LA A SRR VR . Wt U, FAN
R 58 SR P A IR A AT LS BUAR A 2 2L A 45 2 B ARG, (B TR R 4 B b e 251 S s 2
AN NH 55 8 52 0 R BR A2 A5 o 1WA H S 7R 38 [ IR PR 5 R ML 1 4 RRIA TR AR 2K

[ 1) See Associated Industries of New York State v. Ickes, 134 F.2d 694 (1943).
[2] Federal Communications Commission v. National Broadcasting. Co. , Inc., 319 U.S.239, 265 n. 1 (1943).
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B o [FAE A2 A5 T ORI B A L3 A WA, AL A 8 R P 3 — OB B S e s VA e Y
)R SCAS TE AR AT, AT A7 5 FA A 2 SR 0 78 35 1 2 S B b 7 D R A

= GEm A RURA R AR SRS

e 20 fiE42 60 A 1 45T A R B A Bk, 45 Pl A R A AL 2 DR BB AR 2R
JE B R 7 LANE SR VR gl S LR B 858 7 e 55 D AR A Ak 2 (A1 H o ™ H, KOS %
B B AEZEA 22 A AR T3 TR A5 3 A MG TR 5 T, A R A R iR
R A2 B ko R ORI R A S 55 R O T o T B IE BB A SO IR T BT O BEIE
L8 1943 AR5 AR AR S R B LI, A 20 128 60 AR AU BT U, FA AR 48 I
PRI TT i 530 75 1) P OE ok B 0 BT il g TR A R RA BT T Y JE AR A
FHEM T i SO BRI 1) 36 58 OR 470 19 2 ROUR T A9 JE 11, 7E Rl € vk B T
CRAGE S ) 10 IR AT IE IR

(=) (RREZ) FHRABTEK

U 2R RSB R E T AN NG S HE B T R SR Al IR 4 1964 A Y (R AL
Z) (Civil Right Act of 1964) J& 55— YOK FA NG 2 B K IIE BT Ry il i vk L€ 19 BHIE o 3%
VRS 201 5 MUE 1 A RAE A SRR 55 ™ i AT i R Al 8 45 D7 TSR A S8 4 T 4R B AL
A AR AT AN PR N R Bk 8 5% a3 W 7 52 3 B L sl 22 B il ) D T B ki
TR AU 52 45 L 1%L 204 (a) 2R ALSE AT AT B Al U X 572 it 5 WA s 22 531 15 18 119
N B B A B DA R K2 S 8 R 8 2 T o 1 ) B R TR, R 4 T AR Ik 1k
O, LA R KA B B i I PR A 4, 2 TR i 4 0 LAt R I 4 s W SR IR A 56
SN IR G AT R T2 JE A 1 R AP IF o B, 28 S I H R TR B AR B el R G B A R]
PASRVFIR A 28 B A BN IR IR 2 s 852 T N HUE , HF HAE Bl & B IE T,
L e T LA %2 5 A6 E — 24 AL, 7E A S VrRin 2 A 2% T sl AR e i il o0 T
YRR L

(REGEZ) B E T 8 — 002 RAESE 32 2 LR S5 F07 dh J7 10 A 52 8000 o 22 ) £
18 AR, AR g T — 3038k AR DR A ] PR Dy s TR 18 52 472 % el 4R 3 1
(9, 5] Lk Be 4R URin o i T 2R PR IR FE VR IR ICR AN R BR T B Bt i i (8 AR T ]
DASE B SiE A 22 O Bt a8 1 It AR G R A, DR IHg ik A B2 SR S B A 8 I A BE I A AR
M AES T2 AR #i, B 48 32 3 N HRIR , b ik B 4 2 FE AU &2 T 4R E 2R VR .
HIEE 7 B AN e 2 B, 1964 A IOAR 3 26 ) 5 345 201 Z8 N85 204 25 MUE (9 RFIFIRLEA
Jit B8 T MR IR RS AL AR VR IR T, VR IR Y I B AT DU 2 O AT DU ik B
5 5E B, VRIA SOR BE AT LADRFRE B B A g, o vl LS B JEA 4 F Bt o

MR 58 ) 35 — F ML 9 OB RALURIA R Z R iR 8 T 3B~ DL A 44

(3] 42 U.S.C. §2000a(a).
(4] 42 U.S.C. §2000a-3(a).
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AR BB TE T ORBE ARG 5 78 A AR £8P IR IA S B, HA& I JEARFRAE : (1) R iR
Bt DA B O R g5 52 209005 O B R TR A, DI 58 B SRR ) BB AR IR e i TR s
RS EIK 5 (2) Ykin B BIBR T AR BE B B R 25 LA, B8 Sy 35 B %) 2 O s LAt 2 A 7E B 7 THT
AN 2 A ER 22 IR 8 I AL AR 5 (3) URIATE SR AR 9K 0 B B R 5 19 450 58 065 £, i A B T il
JE— A A F 25 1 R 9 S A R 5 (4) 1% VR VA AT DL HT IS VR VA SR8 00, TR B9 Be T DL SR
VR AR R 7 0 & B 9 I S o SR R BRI B vE B 1994 4ETE Fogerty v. Fantasy,
Inc. ZAEHPAEN T WN[R AL Newman v. Piggie Park Enterprises, Inc. Z8F ¥ JL-F A [F] i )
W, A A CRAE 2 ) SEBr b 2 3 1o 22 Fh 7 XSl 26 A 4R 1 FA R 28 KT X B
PERA MM URIA Lo [RIRE 24 5l A X 1976 A8 3 19 € B G0 RCR] 0 9% 12 28 ) o7 16 15 5
M5, & BT S8 0 A 1 D D 22— 3l 2 R AR 1 i s AR M RA AR 2% B K3 R
FURIVRVA B o Fh T LA, CRAR i 58 ) T ML 1) 2 JG R 5 R VR o8 S B bk 2 AN
o 8¢ A BB TE 2 s AR B FEAS BT e — R R AR B B KRR .

(=) (R AEE) & BRBE A K F 72 09 2L 4

1S R 28 ) % T B 0 A AR B S R A 2 A A G B8 B K BB 7 R
Berp R 2235 04 1970 484 1 O 3 28 AR ) B DL 1 Al B B B AT 3 3k 2 %
TA NG 2 8BS 1 — VR T R JE A R, TS T A0 K 28 8 K BIR 7E 28 R R4 40
B RO . AR R AR B KIS S CRBGE 2 ) e 1 5B A 1) RGP A3
358 v B 2 BER VA LE I ) b T L) R IBE  E VR VA AR AE A0 A A B MO PU A, L T LA 4
I8 FA K 22 B FHE Ry S I A B ASUVR VA B T BEVE LA T S B R A R AR WU S 6
B9 1 ROVRIA I ELIE 1T B, BB B BB Vs B BE AR FRAE JLF- JC — 191 40 M g 2 R
A BT MR, M 20 IE 2 J8 A0 38 T T RL A K 56 8K B8 7E 55 [ I ok e v A9 R AR
0 .

1055 EBOR AT, AR IR IR Y 8 R AR YR8 78 3 58 1 i S, 02 (R ALIE
Z) R RAGTFIAFEAR B L R i e . R IR A SUR IR A AR
ST AN ARIE H R RV B A R BE 36 B 2085 3 v B 0 2 R A B 5 RA R 5% R
KW Z BN M SR MR, REER 2w R ARE LK &L
Ja BT 30 4F B RA ARG 2% B K NS O R AR B w) 3R AR S 55 B R g B, {H & 1970 4F
QU ¥ 23 k) s RUF VA T BE B 57 TC BB DI ol 22 TR AR S K lig i miz . LS,
AL B KIS R I AN, FBRE e LW 15 4E R, LP & — 1 TF
H 75 26 [ 1Y) 5E 20 )y 0 2  — 26 1 B sl 7 3 7 HOVE A 0 0 sl 3 SC 78 o i T 30 FA N
g B L) B B, A 90 4RI IR, A AR 2R B K FE IR AR I e B IR
WEZFIEBE AL

(5] Fogerty v. Fantasy, Inc., 510 U.S.517 (1994).

{6) William B. Rubenstein, On What a “Private Attorney General” Is and why It Matters, Vanderbilt Law Review, Vol.57 .
6:2129, 2004, p.2130.

(7] William B. Rubenstein, On What a “Private Attorney General” Is and why It Matters, Vanderbilt Law Review, Vol.57 ;
6:2129, 2004, note 32 at p.2135.
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(Z)“RARRER" G EREZHL AR

JUE R NKG 5 AT Ry 55 [ K G i A b e o i B B AR A DA S YR VA BEE
TR P B (HR, A WA — AR I I L E TR A BT R
W LR A O P R BP0 R A e N, 2004 AR E 0 (RN R SR R R D
(Private Attorney General Act) WAL RO AKG 5 ST 45 1 B AY 5 SCo BRI, FA N KG:
ZE R I A PN TR 0 25 DA 2 B T ) S e e i I T A R R E Y b T LA

AR ZE SRR R B B T AERA N VR SR 26 Fe AR A A, B 22 SOvE E T Asso-
ciated Industries of New York v. Lekes Z2 44 A BABATE Y, BE MG 22 5 KA BURR 48 FLER A, Sl 44
P S A5 BB A £, 5 S B IS AR 1 AR E 03NS E kAT O AR (H R X AN RERH Ik
DT DABE T 58 AR 6 R 22 A — R B 0 R B 3 AT U Sh R A R T I AL
Ao H AT UL, R AR 5 YRR SR IR T X BTG 2 B B A B A X R
TN T — o 1] 0 by ) 3 FRA T B T X B R ARG 2% A A ILRR 1 — b S BRI AR A

SEFR B Attorney General” I AN S5 Hf SCEH 16 1 AR AE 0 02 — 24 R 2R, I 2 36 [ RS
A LRI E R E L BRI A A o MR S8 S ) 5 28 RS 503 AL E AR
BHE T 2 B i B DR, RGN 2 Oy 6 [ 46 — 44 Attorney General , {2 16 R 125 3
R 708 ) B A 3 S8 I A S 1R P A BT A T A G R S 55, AR T SR Dy 36
S B R BN AW AT BOES 1T 17 57 SR At A SO R D 5 R ) S A R A TR
R di iy YA BE 25 B MR E , i A B ok 1 o 55 26 R I A 455 0] 5 10, A A5 AT BORY AR Y
A S5 L, Attorney General” SEPR EATE T AL 360 58 B 76 N A T A 5 16 A R A HR
B HAZOINRETE T A 1Rt , BIAE DR B 25 24 3L 25 FBUR A 55 19 B 09T B AT IS
Y3k G g R b TR L AS SCHR R T A 8 K T R0 Attorney General”

RN BT T R AR 2 A 1 28 B A S PR B RS U — A TR
ST DA BB R ARG 55 S 18 MRS L e B BB A 32 4 1 9 BT AR 18 o X b AR 50 A 7
TEM AR Z b (1) BOE B — D NER 2 Sk & BIER 147 BOYL O PLAM AT ] 24 R 8l
FOE SRR R R A AT A A AU B S 5B AT (2) & “ B 1 Rt s g
A2 B Ty Ross AR ] B R OR | BV AL N BRI RO, BB 7 4R L RS A AR 25 Ab
30 R R RO SO o MR AR B 2 i 3H (Rubenstein) ZIRZ E( R AR B K47
ft A B ) — S4BT, Attorney General” 58 38 (1 SEBR_E I AN & —FER AL, 17 2 —Fh AR
F18 5 3t 52 A L0

SR, AW A2 B R A AR A58 K 58 R T IRAE T I2 1k E AR, B Y B
P B 30 2 RN HESP B B AR R R Or R B T A BT RCR
HCE I BEACR T R by 7 o HE Ja A D 3R R O B R AL VR A I A 4R AL A 1
WAl L DA de KRR B DR AP AL S5 A L R 25 U0 R T A R R AR R BT URIA K

(8) 28 U.S.C.A. §503.

{9) William B. Rubenstein, On What a “Private Attorney General” Is and why It Matters, Vanderbilt Law Review, Vol.57 .
6:2129, 2004, p.2133.

(10) Wikipedia, Private Attorney General, http://en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Private_attorney_general. Jj [a] {5} [A] ;2013 4 6 H
16 H.
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HAAE T ik R A 2 R T BLGE | R 78 TR AR N A7 Bk A kb se . P, %
LA BE A TR F (Jordan) 2L IN A, “ RO AR 28 K™ 48 1Y 2 78 BUR A P40 24 2L 01 25 091
DU i R AR AP 2 U £ B9 s il TR IR R OF B2 B B0R I N B 22 4, BUR Y
AR LS IABBUR UL A BEL A 2 7 SE BT A L A I 0AT , i 7= AR 9 45 R il “ IR 2
il 52 15 B AT STARA BT AR O RO i 47 o i 3k B B AR R O

P, AR 6 R Ik A3 CEE T LA s (1) il RURAT AT [ B A 4 18 52 41 5
oA A I B N5 (2) 4RI R g (9 75 SOBCBR T 170 5 B 43 B R, i A A L E AT LA
SR VRN, BUE T HAR T AR 9, AR TR AR B KT ST RTE R (3)
VPR BICR AU & g B4y, T HA o oAt AL 25 20 AT 20 5 o IR A By HE 22 SR 27 BLEE (Cof-
fee) BT FANKL A BT AL 58 L 9 8 AL VRIS B A 8 2 1A B O 2 R
WO £, T2 2 /0 3 2545 32 P 9 A MR VR B A AT 0 I BT IR A [R) S AR I T AR A8 kS I BH 2
HIEAT AR AT

= RAKEERKBEIER A RIRA B

CRBUOE ) RO BRAGF 1A LA S S8 [ PR 58 125 1 2 BROUF 14 5 385 3 7 1) RA ARG 2%
R HE TR R BRI R R R T A R AT A A R T A
R TR MR 25 1 35 TR AT R B AR R IA I RCR] , Al R bR T T 38 EA HE M BT RO TEAR K
BE BN T R RO PET B . DLRA K 22K IS SRR i R L BE T DL R RALE R )
S AR BRI, AT DL R85 HR A 28 BRI, 8 AT AR Al 405 oAy A vk 25 A 3
Flzgg IFIATE R . ARIFENERARELRKBENERALAZ -  EXH ERET
“HFERFAAMZBK " TERE E 5 R AR ZE B KM — B, 7E VR IA R B 2 R A K 56
SRS Y R RN 20 R

(=) “RAKEER” 6 R4 N BRI AR FR 6 F R

KFRARE SR B LT g ™ 5 e A AR S K 78 2 A 54
T 180 A7 400 F B F SE R I 1)k B AR TE SRR 1 B 7E T ORI A B A SR DA S IR B I IR A
SR REIR DS Y & B/ U NI AT I 37 ) N = 2 A B 7 1 00 B IWNE 7 -9 5 S 7%
A FEAS R HE A R AE L FRATIA Y, < FA K 28 K ™ TS A9 9 AR 56 4 R BRLAE & 10 9 30 44 TR
Z 1 4y g private” | “attorney” DA %  general ” .

“FANKEEE BT Z A (private) 7 19 J& ML E AN 5 TH ) FEAS BEOR L H — , CFA AR £¢
SRR AR AR EE AR EAR T B 2R ik AL RCH: At 557 541
LT RARE AR TIRENIRALAEE TREN ARG IER, E2h TREA
LA £ R A VR IA WA G T 28 M2 A URin . B, i R AK 2 B 7Kk 12

(11} Scott J. Jordan, Awarding Attorney’s Fees to Environmental Plaintiffs under Private Attorney General Theory, Boston
College Environmental Affairs Law Review, Vol.14:287, 1987, p.287.

(12]  John C. Coffee, Rescuing the Private Attorney General; Why the Model of the Lawyer as Bounty Hunter Is Not Working,
Maryland Law Review, Vol.42, 1983, p.218.
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) REFVFIATEAR TR LI Y8 T R VFIA 7 .

JEIE “ YRVA AR (attorney ) 7, 48 A9 J2 “ Fh KR 28 B0 SR AU — A 9 4 A R 94 A
Z5UF U BRI — B A B R R FAL S AR R L MR ARA —E ARG
BERTEEAE, AR BRI & ST A A R B e I — AR AT AR

JITiE 3 B (general ) 7, 5 (02 < FA K 28 K 7 AR T B 10 R URIA 3558 L RENE B 3
FNBH AL 33547 2, BB S PR 37 B 5 2 A AR S5 A LR 25 o RV N R A e S CORA N R %56
KIRZV A AR B 1 X H R IE 5 2699 Z i & 28 om0 17« B K
ST VRIA I B M BUE BR T o7 s AUl K R B AT T oy s R A
Zegs MUK A i 5O BUET RAT AT 3 52 55 3k AT S A% B3 DR WSO 33 3 LA SR AT AT 52 N
Byl AR FR B O R 2 R/ DL R 2 8 A7 e 2R B 1 57 3 L AR A 2699. 3 Z% I HILE 4
REIENE ATIS7 NMEES

FANAG ZE S R 1 FE A R PEXT A RVFIA M R T e m . HAr, EEC &4 15
TRERBE AT IR B R T A ROURIA 33X 26 4% 3K 19 T BB K 7E 1 2447 BURIE AN B0 07 B B2 AL 28
B PHAT 30 e s A ) s o) 1 R UM RO X ROFIA AR N AR K I/ 5, B2 A
A 2 BRI DA %o 38 S 9 35 HE JObm v HE BRI (9 47 Sy, 8 ek 55 SR GRS 1 4T BUAS A
MR PR RS R, SR e B X B K T A LR A Ak M RO, O A B AL T K OF A AL
BORPE 1) A AT G AT g . EVRIARE FAR R R AR TR AR EERKTH
BEA RN (1) Prin 54 b 20 T B 5 R g O P K s R R IRl , & DI A vl BE AN 4 & (26
TR ) B E B9 VR IA BERE " BEOR 5 (2) TE AR T A R — Rl Puk g 427 ko 1) 1k B 4K 1 42
RS URI 5 (3) R A S &8 M R s T B BE 20 ROUF A A I 1 280 7K Gt K B R R E
Bl A A, ) B R R A, A RYFIA M H B RSO0 B, ARIFIAS
AR B R Z AR VR VA R AE 1 A e R AR A b B T R AR SR B BE T A
ORI Y R bV A

() RAKE B K226 3 KF ) ik 69 % vl

Xt F 6 A RUFA R VE, — 58 W UF B S8 L AT & CSETR ) B8 1 UR I BE48 " 11
FEARELR [R] Bt IR A JBUAE ) 5 1 AR AR TR A B U UR IR o I R IA ST L R I R S
Bl 2Z BT 1 21 3 il 5l 2 98 B BRI ) B AR 1 R AP i B AR o 2 D
RE B2 Tl 12 2 10 0T BOG P vk B A S 1 o B oK LS A D R S R e T A e U B R
VAGEAR” R 43 Ry PR A 43 i SE TR VR IA BEAR T AN IR URIA WA T o U IR URIA BEAR
15 (0 2 MG JE VR 50 = AP BB AT 6 Rl B BESR R 5 T R LR VA BE AR T N2
T AL 2 SETR VR VA BT " Z A0, by vk e i o LD UL I 0T UR VA BEAR T I A AN ELOR, R
BEXSR 2L ok T 9837 B Tl 4 0 R A B 52 A UV I U B X T AT A 5 R R N Y R AT

[13) West’s Ann. Cal. Labor Code § 2699.

(14) James H. Hacker, Enforcemeni: Private Attorney General, Private Citizen, or Both? Natural Resources & Environment,
Vol. 8, No.4, Spring 1994, http://www. jstor. org/stable/i40041514. ij5[a) i} [6] :2013 46 H 17 H .

(15) Davis v. Passman, 442 U.S.228, 239 =40 n. 18 (1979).

[16] Michael D. Axline, Environmental Citizen Suits, Butterworth Legal Publishers, 1991, pp.6 — 19,6 -26.
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UL e e

T YR PR S B 5 R 4 i D 2 e e o A Ll g K B R VR IR, X R A B i
WE m] LA S Ak O RLSE ] LUJR R Pk O R AE o TR 2% RORR AR 3R B8 7 i L 2 4R 4 IR
VRV B8, IRV B9 VR 7 IR I R T BAAT 0 B RS 1 AT IR 3 3R R 2 IR B9 LA
T WSR2 RO B B 2 Wk o A R Y U SR R UR T A (T BURE R i)
(Administrative Procedure Act, APA) H 2% G #RAMKHE . o T EIREL A IR IR I “ R A7 B £ 4%
Y580 i A 25 BRI BT 125 1 2% VR A5 B 2 v, 30T TG 7 A0 AL A G 8 I BB X
FOVRIA VR B2 W JE T RIS b AR o FUR, i Tl ik S Bk b X ik Be o6 T B ik Uik
R BN E B A ANTF], B, A SO A RA RS SRR B X 2 BRI B RS AR S B 4
H LA ARG R O R WA AT 3T

1. FAAKR R BREBIEIZTRRE"IANERF M

FE 1 S TR X T SEBR A YR M R 5 A i A AR AR R 2800, A
BUAE : (1) ARG AN IR o 5% [ 8 1k BESRIR IR IE B 1) w35 A Rl A b A0 S AE 5 3 10 VR I
GEAR T Z b WA YRR AR T I B R 2 T BRI E T . XA E A
Je bk T S AT IR W R , T2 A5 T8 0E A — ML E o T o 1 )k S B P B S PR AR
PE W 2 T SR 5 X FA A R I OR3P DA o (2) FIBT AR AN TR] o S 135 A Y
A i P B AL ) AN S A ST AR T AR 400 R SR Atk 2 B TR TR AR AT O iR id ik
7 0 J2 A5 X IS AR A B o PRI, O I T A S PR T ) R oA 2 R T S AR AR
(1 DB, T S e T R A A B S U T v R 9 X T S B A 4 ) W e 20 A S A S
PRAURI 5 T 1 S ik 2 1 B35 6 50 Y A B 0 N B B 7 Al 32 e bRt % . (3) B
HLE A o SEENE A b E T B B, WA E R FE AR, A A
TR, oA 6 B 22 5 R 2 A SD A BB 68 1 (A (e B LA B 2 Sk b i ) £ %) R
PP IR A5 AT AR R R AN B BORIIV 7 A5 A3 A8 N B ) 4 A0 7 ) 2 o

A S BR A ORI T IR A A T R A B B R H R B A RF
VA YRVR BEAR I 5, HE - S PR 9 DA I 25 A AL RS B8 8 I B 1 BE At BT DA A A
HIWr o B AR R ARE SR AN E S ARE RS UE W A 5 A i 0 A2 B 15
ZIURRBIAE T RAREER IR X2 RSB RN T2 RF A B i
BRI A o R, FANKR B BR T SRR 1Y 2 B VRV 40 20 BB 6 DR 7 5 Y [ N A 2 3
Al i, 5 S PR A0 (Y B A RE DU BR T 045 19 R £, 1002 RE % O — 5 VU FBIAY 2 AR 3L TR
AR g, P, 2 ROVRIR P SERR IR T I R 45 0 20 80UE 2 T SO B, N 25 4 22 T
Mt ZAMEIF 4 o R UL, FA K B8 B R BIE X T RVFIA M L Z “ SEbr it & 7 INE A+
oy E B E PR T

(17)  Valley Forge Christian College v. Americans United for Separation of Church and State, Inc.454 U.S.464102 S. Ct. 752
(1982).
(18) Sierra Club v. Morton, 405 U. S.72792 S. Ct. 1361 (1972).
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[ Abstract] The “private attorney general doctrine” , which has its origin in the common
law tradition, has been playing an important role in the civil justice system in the U. S. ever
since its establishment in 1943 and has today become the theoretical basis of citizen suits and
other types of litigation aimed at safeguarding both individual and public interests. The impact
of the “private attorney general doctrine” on citizen suits has undergone a process of expansion
and development from the anti-discrimination civil rights litigation provided for by the Civil
Rights Act to environmental-protection citizen suits. During this process, the legal connotation,
the basic features, and the litigation function of this doctrine have had a decisive impact on the
composition and mechanism of citizen suit, shaping it into the most representative and remarka-
ble type of litigation in the U. S. Citizen suit based on the “private attorney general doctrine” is
not merely a simple interest-protection mechanism, but also a very effective enforcement mecha-
nism. It is an effective supplement to the government administrative law enforcement and togeth-
er they form a very powerful law enforcement system in the U. S. An analysis of the “private at-
torney general doctrine” in citizen suit in the U. S. will not doubt contribute to the development

of environmental litigation in China.
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