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g2 §40d4FLE A4 o9dg BAY &HE Be FHHE 4
g 4 ol ol diF FA9 EAx A4 EAE dFE Aot
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¢ t8re} Richard Lazarusi4=7} ‘%Kﬂ "Restoring What's Environ
mental About Environmental law in the Supreme Court"2¢} v]y]A€}
t)8te] Daniel Farber®4:¢] "Is the Supreme Court Irrelevant? Ref
lections on the Judicial Role in Environmental law”® 28|31 1989l
AAr A~ 8] Richard Levyx 49} Robert Glicksmani 47} 3% ZHE
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Restoring What's Environmental About Environmental law in the Supreme
Court, 47 UCLA L. Rev. 713 (2000).
2) 47 UCLA L. Rev. 713 (2000).

3) 81 Minn. L. Rev. 547 (1997).
4) 42 Vand. L. Rev. 343 (1989).
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5) Yol BHEHA 71EAY RAolgls i Aol & shtel HAA
7t FAE R Aokyol AHatA] 2] fFolets Hciqld] o8 ste] YWAAE
F45tn Byadeiyel Hale FAet zAdel dAL url A% HAFH £I]9
Fojgte dzchdotd shie] SAAQ PAAE T ANY #YE &
Lhe] S HAAZ A7) AHAE §AFEA] 2L oj¥fsn FHRA
olgte oldg gz olof # el

6) 1980 o|F nFATFHAH(EPA)Y] 84y HYL BUZ2YPA o3 g3e
FAYES NEsIEA 2 oJAd) ANHAE EAFES AHsy, ARHA B
P HEES B0 FAssln A 22z $4%] 42AE A
7] A8 MWL A% AR ol 97 ARG Rubol HAYPL AR B
HEE gD 84 Aol gelol & Ao dHNE BT} TAHolm ANow
wAEisich  ojed YRvIede WiE HQ JdE B, 1987 amendments to
the Clean Water Act, 33 USC. § 132 (1988), 194 amendments to the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 US.C. § § 69916991 (1988), 1990
amendments to the Clean Air Act, 42 US.C. 7501.(1990). Robert Glicksman &
Christopher H Schroeder, EPA and the Courts: Twenty Years of Law and
Politics, 54-Aut Law & Contemp. Probs. 249, 253-54 (1991) =,
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Z 2 A 3PN H AAdee HEE HAFH Qo

9) Sierra Club v. Morton, 405 U.S. 727 (1972). 5420+ WYL 83448
A7187) 948 duyde a@oe2 87HE "AMAAY &#(injury in fact)”
7} 2487 98 233 B ALY &3E AU & Haglel §494
7F Qed Fadn Bt

10) Named Individual Members of the San Antonio Conservation Society v.
Texas Highway Department 400 U.S. 968, 969-71 (1970).

11) @& B EA Scaliagwe AR TEld vdidte F3& 284 BH
t}. Sweet Home Chapter, 515 U.S. 687, 714(1995)(Scalia dissenting)¥Z o 4]
9] w7, Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003, 1025
n12(1992) W4 ¥, Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 566(1992)%+4
¥ ZolA Z8A =ed Lazarus, AA % 739 I
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12) #1= v|Fo AYdiHYe g Mgl AFH ALAE FoM ARAH
o2 NAlYRZAA (order of Certiorary)E & 4 itk weld didde A4
4 838 W H(agenda)S 18 F Ut}

13) Metropolitan Edison Co. v. People Against nuclear Energy, 460 U.S. 766
(1983)(Three Mile Islandoll Al 2% AAHFZ o|F LA st} A
e FAY FE7be49 Tl B #E9S THE £ et B
A = 21ch); Weinberger v. Catholic Action, 454 US. 139 (19818 F7)9] &
A e BEA T ARE vdAgeng Y FHFYIHs) des
A 5o @3 & A EiHvia @A) Farber, 4= §550-55100
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24, dide 87489 45U F94 B BHEL YA
o} du o] HE $838x ¥e BHEA ADE #rIx =
B¢ AF F8% AP Holg, 53] 58 A APEL &
4o A sol T 2EAY AFE F e AH FA
GAY 4538 £ 9 A2 A9 AFE 2T APEAS
& FAE AN sertolth. #5832 AP Blde 87
¥ Hopolad #EAEL Ud AL gn AP R AY(Occupational
Security and Health Act, OSHA)Yl #% #de] gl& #ojthld o

14) Farber AHAl =8 51-552. 1 d&2& tjesd Ze @3Ee] vk Ohio v
Kovacs, 469 U.S. 274 (1985)(873 A stg o] gatel o8] H4LE 5 U7t
BE 228 Ao B Aol ARE HYFH(injunction)ot FA
% (administrative order)g F3E3 I 1E H4E T FAPHE Y3ty
ok a2y dyde AHEEe ou UMY AFE wuiYe=z
B4 F FAATE AWSTE dulo]Ee JAd Z2AE WAL oiyde
AgHgo] Yty oz siog Agstevld B ofHE A dI A
&2 99tth); Weinberger v. Romeo-Barcelo, 456 U.S. 306(1982).(&3 2 ¢4
2 s E AAY do & g8 FRE R E B0 84UT EFAF
g s $ deA qd¥7 2AEAS. g HToldn AT FAE
d Z xes gug d9d wAsin gxgezA seE 2GATE ¥4
7t 2AEAt e oldE cdgdl B FFHYL FAERL o
Az g Mdupe) Hog oM T 5 A2 HYS AR §
oz u& ¢ LE¥Urt duseEas aRe A9sE £ Aoy By
ot Aggiy e #HFol Yoy /e FSPULH TAEYRE A58 F 3
gz BASET dudyde Ui QgAEe FHd AAH TAE ofR
#AYFe] 248 AYY 5 YA FHNE ofFH FAE FA &%)
Lucas v. South Carolina Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003 (1992)(5&¢ &%
¢ olale BAlE 23 4AME T i g A A
A7t GAE ZAE Ao veldd a2y o] @eeiME Bne EX9
7HA7E Ao ¢As ol WA g FEHA Ffoldch olHd SEHY
7A%-9] HYge oln AAAE Tt oigde SN A 85 YA
o 28y 3z ol EAE AR Jhxvh REFeg fag B F
d ojw g zHQlstely o]d] el & Fele & B HA FETh)

15) Industrial Union Dept. v. American Petroleum Inst., 448 U.S. 607 (1980).
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AEA B EYPAasol it A #EE WeA 4 4
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FHL HAsgct WYL FEe HASAA BFAY JYHA
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prigto g dig e Et@deA Z2FE okt ste A4l
E I ZAE dutAo] uig & 7|eFd olfelA o oiH
gL W$ g3 27 7|3 AHET FAHE AYsA. dE
EW AWAa4%(citizens suit)lA LF7F Sle XY EH ZL
Aol 249 NIPEF ALY ANy 7hsAd dig 454
1oz 22 Aot oI} AFPEL AUAFAAN T
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B 2o Fo3 4P vAAE EEch

3. CHEiRe| BN HEry

Levy @49 Glicksman®4E g do] B BaASA Abgazd
o FAYAT AYHozE A3 1A 23Fo| Yyvtn F3
Sk AP A 279 Gudicial activism)® Hl@eHE AREL AP
Zo7h £ WYl A% FAYYL oy BFH FPAH 2 3
ohg JAALTL HBETHO HITAYNYAS 53 QY] RopiA

17) o}l 45 33-44 A=

18) Hallstrom v. Tillamook County, 493 U.S. 20, 23(1989).

19) Gwaltney of Smithfield, Ltd. v. Chesapeake Bay Found., Inc., 484 U.S. 49 (1987).

20) “AMIHIFFY"E AT YAAME APEERe] AXF YYoRREH AREE
Z|Bolu2 o] Hyel Fd UXHEE Yok W FTE del §
Alglol gitln FA3C vREA olfE, BAA ] HEo] AF S & ¥
AYE A=E Qo] HF FAEol dvtn FA, WiE APYASF e
UHelM e e} AL XA g A& 7|gEolng TR Bl
olg 7)@ute]l AAE ol Frin TS HYL AXHoz HYL A=
7180] ohlEE AAE FylA AMgshe AL WIFEF o wkltta F3) o)
T BN BE APYaTFedE Heo] U A g o BHEH7B
oix] 2 ¥ Rojetn FAj) Levy & Glicksman, AA=§ 344-45.
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21) @&k UM iUy APAFTFo] thd Ao BAHME o4
=, "vEoig A AR AHSF" Aedgta HAEkY =g, 1977 3=,

22) APEAFF G AlHaF T 3 =A4E 2" =PAHY AEF
FFd AL FTFYY NEE FF HE¥aA oo 53] FAAH| 1t
EoAe EZE $AFALALAME 2 AEEY HELol i 44 &
th Holm F FHY EFe] AHE F A& FHold AA, 35 &
FFe ddAdo] ofyate Aot F w3 FEEAW M2 BHF
T MEE A9 e Holth 4, Bty HIF9 4£3FF9E
Eod =L vy s I =9 gAY WA FA o
doz YoloA HU HFFoo AIFoe ZAAY Fost AR B3
At Aolg. APPAITFo(judicial activism)®t  AFE &3 9] (judicial
restraint)®} A& HE3 87| A8 A=A (nstitutional) Ev HHF
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FF971 4 3 gle e olyth Marbury v. Madison, 5 US. 137
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& Glicksman, 37 =§ 348-352.
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ghe 97HE AE F Ytk 2 ol AA, diFEe Bele 18R £ wEd
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9} e Add Witk APHATFIE FHE HarlanBAlS United States
v. Standard Oil Co., 384 U.S. 224 (1966) BddA HYel A=z HIFoe=
HALEo] Aol MEsle IREAYEL FAsEe A=stn g4 2
E9 ojotgd FAMEI R PR Ao o5 I wdHm low
APAFFYR Yoprta w2 g F Ay vige] #$3& FE3 13
g1 A gow #Hzd HY AN APoz dasled FAHA gEre
Aotk o 9% HYYPAHL Ho] Ao o3 o AFE HolA
I EHESA Ys-e AR aFdTYPAE JdEA 2otn 8o

24

~
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€ AXNEA Be TSN NBFAHY AAE opide #EES
Weskth. 22u A=A, A0 HSF9 Fe L3F47 4 2ol
+3ole AL o=z o IAAMNL Ao BHE dIE
Hite AL of$ ¥ & tiE@Ec] IVFRZ APH S v
Ayd FE AT dFdel duFA A=Y £3F98 AY A% ¢
A3l yehd 29d FE e Aou®

Levy® ¢ Glicksman®se ol APE2IFIE 1483
E 37t =% FAEo P FHRIEE ANE YL FT7Y
g1 F3EY. 197613 ol Fd UL dEABHE F A 24
o] o] #4& AHHEY. WHHULL 239 s} W2 WIYH
A ARE & YA AA detde HFHoR A|LAIFIE
HAFEQdh 23y g2 APEAHSAY dEg A794A 23 ¢
= WY ¥EEL o5 WA ojge R JAEFAHA ARE ¥
T WA ZAEY diM e AMASFAE € BRAFT. oA
M, dAHezE AYPLIFYTL FE o FAAT dBHA £}

orl

2

26) 2u BHE F AFAMGER BB AL HIFAg w21 Y=
3431]‘=°I A3y EAE g & do diydy ARAALZY HEI &4
ig= i & APERTT 9l AR A3F0E a5YT AAAAL A
A% @4“ ‘&-r"& $9Y Bolels 4 24 %A A4S5¥o] g welA
FATE SFHAAM 9 A= HIF9 2FFole By o] wr} A
& EAo] dastA "k B 84 RSN dE9e HEA dEs]
B oj3e] FAEF} w2 A Ho] AUAA AAH 1HE e EA
€ wdsiA g 2ela 92le AARYL AYsed F dasin Jug
Fooz A FAE HETH) Y $F8d e § AYY FASEE
Fogtn IAY NSRS AN F4& A F3H 7)3E Yofsin
AE A7t Aok 2 B4 Hdol A3NE P AEH £2FF)F g
P9 944 E B Axy 358 e AT 9. vz ¥
o] AFYE B Az £23FYE FHUdW YU 937 HgF Py
HAANFIEA YRR B AR FYE Yse 27l Aok Levy &
Glicksman, 3A=& 362-63.
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A A71AAQA g HES Wl € Rolrh diEdy oY HEE
93l 93 Meg AFHFRIAHN | uhsl= Aot}

35S FANVE 190U olF FHelAA Yehd AAEAFFY
W] AR HEG 4 giolgtn FAsAY. ALREA 9
Hz 258 gEE Bgozyd Hde 937 nisax
¢ AR RUAE AEAA B4 L B3t P4 A
7|2 H(NEPA)O] tg AAMALE AFeign B4 durtygos 3
Ao v 9%E F2B7EAY FAGE BRI MES 2
2 984tk

sy Hee PARIE ARAH 2 S WE ASele 2 g
ZA4TE YAFY AR S EFHA FU oA T Hde PR
7b ALY Z2HE RS dE v EF3e HEE 2 99 I8
AU 2R L JHE " d EFoE HEE HYoEN AEHAE
FFYE AgH o g Agste] o QA9 FAH A5 E F73ThD

1976130l dEY S FAUAA ZEAHAAN dBEHA AMLHFA
BAFd. Be BHENA AZHLFTF A BYAT
B AgEe U FHY 425599 ¢4 Adane
e AAY HIFYE utd Aoz Rojof I}

1
HHe2 TS T dHdM INETEHE FE3] A AEH

A

in3

e
Lo

o,

=
a2

tlo

o

oo
ol =

2

26) 12 19800 #oldyA R FAAFHL B Aol g xFHe]
AL Aoz fHEch wEld $AYL AYPshe SFRY HHFEL WS V]
JR5H A S v Aotk

27) 1 ZH 24 Levy®t Glicksmane 18] ¥4 19763 HE 19883 Aleje] %
dEe FAXNE AAZ Avk dEALe 109 AddA W8HY FH &
Wi 32709} HEAA ANEAEge] FAE HHch IR PN A
AR J3F0g W #HHL2 10 2oy AEAH AAANA ALY H=5
g 9 4L 370 B3tk Levy & Glicksman, A4 =%, 361.
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AZZ0E Yuzch o dgde AZHLFTRAE 939 Y
o ojFuUe HS7H BUT

Lazarus2479] @738 EAE v&d 238 o F2 Yo 1970
GRE 1998717 $AEA7 #¥E F 243%eE ¥ 1¥AA
wAy Aoz FEAL F de 10079 #HHEL 2T I8AH

A5 O4oAe o BAESN WA BAE A ol
2 BABE BAs]l BAEY ARRH = VERH 4PL AL

33AT.B

Douglas tid#& J@733 A4 100¢ Y533k F, 171 JF4E
1599 #2dAM 25 2& 1843 gz Ao BEE B9y A3
o] Falolw A ol DouglasBAbe 7L Aol 7HEsdve
Hol FEF etk 1 9 WEAH A7t A UYL BAES
Ginsburg, Marshall, Brennan, Blackmun, Stevens, Souter %°|t}. 1
HY ol8e AFE EF 66uwololM ol HZHM BF247 I
&g vjzcn F&r)e WF £k 22y Blackmun WR#S 73
19853 3)7] olF 7t 2EE wrkx] Fdg 1509 BN 1
A4 B58 o FAh 15¥We BAFHBH AN hRE YA

<o

rir

2R) LazarusTFE 22 2l d7dge] @3ty 2423 HEE B9 Fu
slch &, Ad# Jhd BAEY A§ T wEE A£E AN sdax
a2 Agatelrt 28 A VA g § 2 A9 ol & ong o
# 4 givke Aok zdlm 1 Aolrt vif FH o vehdtt s,
& ARAA 5 AR F7 FEEHA F oG H9E sy, I Aol
o] EWg oly HEL U¥ £ ¢& Aotk iy ulg SEHd 9¥ of
HAEA AN 2 AFEe FHFRIT Y JFPolghx 847 ik d¥E VA
tn Hole F2& I £ & Aot adx 2} TEE MY He bR
MY @Sl dAWHA FHRIEA0] 18 P dEHY g
g8 nHEA oY BARIZUS vIEHOR FJYE vFHEA A%
232 gow M Y Edo| $ARIZUNE ©X $HAHA AL
TAT Qe ¥ F737 FHEE SAHA YHFHY FHL gE AUA o4F
olt}. Lazarus, AA =& 723,
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A A E FAdE= Aotk @A Douglas$ Blackmuno] 99 HA}
9 A% 289 AFAAFE 289 BEE $HRIZH 9IS

vztn £ $E g Aotk W2 JBAAFT /P EE WA
ScaliaBAlZA 21 A 134 B3tk 19 Adc #3RI5FH
A3 ALY AAE AT AF- AL Fulde 2HE ¢
F n E3F BFEIE APEAAY] HAE St dARe A
h& 7Fshstir AWrel3lel F7Hdd & A(dormant commerce clause)
& AYAA gdste 2FS Yed F Qg EFd FALD ofg
3 ool digt 32 Scalia® 3t F WEHA A B A S
g ZedAe 94& FEHHEAA] FFEIFHE R BFL
2 w70 UsiA k30  Scalia: AAY AsE dHHoln IIE
A B8 Aoz 9y ot §HE3Y Fdd dafx Hox
o$ 3o Ho|n £F APde HEE Bk

Scalia®A}  olgjel  AFAAGFTE FE  FAELS Thomas(),

o rlo rlf

ol

29) Molly S. McUsic, Looking Inside Out: Institutional Analysis and the Problem
of Takings, 92 Nw. U. L. Rev. 591, 618-20 (1998).

30) PUD No. 1 v. Washington Department of Ecology, 511 US. 700
(1994).(Scalia, J. dissenting(F#2< A EAHUCWA) 40129 44
o] EAFAT. A01Z@(1)E FARAA Fairte=d F2od Aut F7
&2 e 9o dia J7HEE A = UARE . A401d)e A7
tEo] o8 ARzAE FF + gty FAs Yotk FRAdME das
FYUHAE HAdsH sHn FHYRZRE Qe 2oy Ay FHF
71E A oFRIE A Mo dAT F&E FAE AL 2US
gt ole] AnE Al AAMLL 2 HEAL uiEslE YUt opjERE
BRI AAFEE FAE AE 8T Ado] TN FoHo] Y&
o] ellgtn F4stqrh At Y 729 ¥AE AN FAATS 5
4t F BN ScaliaBabs WAl 7HEE e StevensBANE
19 AFANANA F PEZFE FUE FAHLI FEANY FERAE 9
& FAE & de 8L duyez ¥oda o v #Ng 247
qicki Pratd ek PUD No. 1, 723(Stevens, J. consenting).)

3D 9 ZF 1 AR

L AN e i

o
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Kennedy(25.9), Powell(30), O'Connor(30.9), Burger(34.3),
Rehnquist(365) Solth. E7]% W Agre 1975 Rolle §3AF7}
200131 WAL AF AL 3308k FAE o B AU 6
o] #A% & 9 Stk 2y 1999 ddle AT 2000891
wAZE 2 W, g 330kl BAE 49, el 660144 |AE @
Hx ézﬂa}z] ZA HAk ol ¥sE 1970d e viE HZE
9] JRFAF7 W Folrve AL Avgt. a3 o &
AlE 1980dd B0 9k F43] A8y AlFsAthE Aol

Lazarus@9] ©j2l3t AFZ = Levyi %9 Glicksman2se @
T2} dHEs F 1980d ) BN FAES] UnkAHA A4
ol 714 T AAANL HEgo 2 HEHYTE Holth

0. 734 2 H4)733

$AEA S} #¥E SRS BHYES F2 F¥EE UFo 4FE
AR 953 2.

1. 339l AW st AFHAAR) JIE

dEo] WYL MEBY PAHYSo| 39 BHED JYEL A=
FHIESF ke Aol AMERY oFeta 971 A=Y HIFY g
BAFe 237] HY Hxe HEY uiE Pdo] BAAEHE 1
2 A{UNEE ARRMY A BA F238] LT YY) 2A
datde A &F3A 4sich 1971 Citizens to Preserve Overton

32) Lazarus, AA =& 735-36.
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Park, Inc. v. Volpe® #ZAM e PGHEC] JES 5 AF
Aol AZA AL3dertol Tl ALstA 4AAle Fojgke ¢AE B
FA} o] #alel YAste] sFULL MEA ZAstd APEAAe HE S
trokgt Hh o2 ARty 2 olH¥ APHAALY FHES FAS
o] “hard look doctrine”]2tal £-24 & Aotk

TVA v. HilBY#ZA 9 d£971% U (Endangered Species
Act)9] A4 Tellico® B4 F9& A} &S + oz 2
4t daAd 23L& 257 ¥ Envvh HHEHAUE oFE
oju] AFAA e UHFE HAHE FUY A= IA4E 2Yd
B Aoz dFY7FHE ddME ddtn FEsAT A
ay 32 ol FFE EFsA Furh didAde] FAH &
A& AR AL PAA dsMe AR HFFYE ouet 1
Ay digYge AxE7E 938 U2 AxH 23T FHstz
dxetn Zzsgch 957t A€ 54 A A ke oy S
of tisle] Weo] Wt AL HES FHAHE do& FHE&H M
AT B3 F WES 7t 9 =duvn 2 §8Aol
AR APPAAE AVlA Edui s

WYL 19803t % "hard look doctrine”®l BIEE ZAA37IE 3
29k 2o} AghE FAos HE3lo gk A8 A #2¥, Baltimore

33) 401 US. 402 (1971). €A F7E Tdg BF3he nEx229 Add aPls
& 293y A TURAE AEEA g & dATAE e Aol
B diete gy EXFE FURAE AEERE AMSEIA] Dolof Frpx
due T3k BAdME BHYe] n&ER AHE A dAF
A9} Aol sHseta EfREAel Bt gui2A BLHAEA TA7F HA
ot oYY e FAR BAg ue 2 e AARAY BT 2
Q@7 szt 27 s te G TARAC 1&x2E 343
A ste e ee 2L ARd Holgn BAA

34) 437 U.S. 153 (1978).

35) A &, 194,
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Gas & Electric Co. v. NRDCO)HZ A diiUe WAFsH 7B #730
713 HE oW %E Aolde ALY EHE £F
(deference)3tgiTh. & BAANA dYPLL PG Ho] FH&o HHG Aol
Jo] A9 AEAHE e AL WEE dode AbEEe 239
&l HojF SF& sloF don AT HES TEHY A &
A 39t 237t AL AT A o] ALY ARtolxL 3 &
el 23 Ag, 2¥AW F8F, Y F PAH o] WEL Y
A YARY 58 e ETE R Bt
PRl HEN B APEAAL] 7]1& & Chevron, USA, Inc.
v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc.3® #ZA AgHch o

36) 462 U.S. 87 (1983).

N ZFn2 @AYPSEHE oJAAT ZL &, Motor Vehicle Manufacturers
Association of the United States v. State Farm Manual Automobile
Insurance Co., 463 US. 29 (1983) #doA tidYe F7ta4Ezngetdy
(National Highway Traffic Safety Administration)o] RE &3¢ ¢tAdE
o} oojul Fag o FIAAPd AL HIYUIE & HA b e AR
EFHUEE B9 FAU) HY¥9L “hard look doctrine”® W& ik FA
Agshe APYAAY AL FYsNch & F4AY gAY e g
7350l “ae)Holm HYAYC} (arbitrary and capricious)Z ¥ 4 Utk $3
Aol o7t x| ¥L SAES nFAS o, Algte] F8% WL 2
Hile g 443 AFHHE o, gAYl £IF A wdHE 49
2 239 ZTAZ ¥ AL, B g AWl glo] yAAe] AENE &
e ¥ wEont} AAetn B £ gl 2% Tl did¥e "hard look
doctrine”o] %3S Aolgtn ZZstA). Ald4Ale] U8 FA BEE g
FEe 1 A9 Bo R YA wekE dA SR Zojol ¥ AL FFs
At 22jn PP AR AN FEH olfE 2L £ UANA 2 A
o]l FAE o]24 Edel: 1 S AAY Aolgtn Yt

38) 467 U.S. 837, 843-44 (1984). i Y& o783 A U(Clean Air Act)o] A&
W71 8A718E @48A B AdalA “bubble’/HdE o)838td FAE A
& FEgvhs $3e HME AXAL MEnERGold )71 GA A
& 248 RHonz HIFAM gAY NMo} &AL wie A
gite HUMARE Eslol st AHg @l “bubble”/hdoldM o9
AE & TN o 29 o A + dow & AdUdAN B
A2 e A 298 23N 5 AUtk
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WY PFH] HEHN A LY AU 2L 7IEE A E
L AA, HEE Al @ FAR ARt gt 3z} AH A4
AEZHE Bosteiol gvh 2¥OH, P4 Y At o
#Aglel 987t HEgs] Wil 1 oxdE YJEL M &
1ok &4, HEANAM 29 o] &3] Y& HE9) 3t YA &
Holle Hde FHA siHo] LAV A7} 4% E Fd
slof g}, BAA 9 o] J84d welvtn FostH UL PAA
o] a9} 2& #H4E EFdoF @t ChevronBHZ 2 93|71 ofujx
T FAA NEE e o FYE 2 PFFA Ads As
deolls 1 AT A PP AHe2 YT Aolmz WAL
g o] galHA(reasonable) A2 B 5 Johd FHAH 9
AN a2 EFsol e Aotk IFHL BRI Ve Ad
o] 87HE WENY oA AP MEHE 7HA Jlerz Y
4L 2R EFHol e Aotk 19 2 A, HYS HF A
o3 A PaAAE AN Yoz dildMe & g A
olt}y. Chevron®2& HAFH o2 A4 (adjudication)ol] W3t 283t
AFEAALY 3 g e Aoz B 4 gloy ¥ UH tah 23§
gt Fag Aolg BJozN AAFYYA oA FFHS AFl o
g AIHEAE gslsigith

RAA, ChevronBZde HES 233¢e zAHoz FAHsm ok
2 FAo diside BEE77 oYk Chevron@d o] A AR A}
g £ZA7189 939 ox7t BEe] flo] W of gt 1 A,
Hde JEAAY EAE o HY FAZ AFE & U B5F
o] Ay EAsIA X& Wil AAH At owA] meT I
glo] BAE 2¥ 5 YA Bk 2 &3 FE& HES AY
gloez isle ¢ ChevronilAlel 5 WA FEOZ o|F3A drh

30
T

o8 o
Ak

poA
o
I

o
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A, 9319 =7} BB &St #esiA HY ARNE Chevrond
Aol F WA dAld 3 SEHA Hed B3P o] FHY
A7ke wdz S8E 5 PSTE AAr #doln dwizow
PP #He] LY & UL AEE LFE 32 Aoy HLE
A5E7IE w$ o2E Aot WM ChevroniAte F WA &
< iR BF P4 AN E EFA =r dEoE FAZH
A At olml A WA AA SACAM FAY At BF 23 =
7 B9A gvtn Badderng T HA dAdAME AFH Z2H
I 237t BES FTHAIIEA ZEE A YPEE vl
g Chevron@Z oldd= HEo| H&A AY 25d 44 HdL
PP 2AF o3 Gt xE wlwarle YAW T 2ALE
78 HAHA AR B A E EFde HEE ouit 2
2} Chevron® 22 HYL 2 stojg FIF HUL FEF A 3
A AN E NEA EFHES 3= oA Aozt U Chevron
BAL yHdol A HENHS ARk 3= AFeL s F
A B2kd. a#std P AT AFAHE SuSEAt

Chevron 7|&& #A Yol HELS 28 43 Fold FHEL F
e AL S8z FPY AFE FES FAHA R 7|
9 A HA 248 9A F8FAY 22E 5 vk Aol B4
e EFHLE FA ESAFA videldh. YUAAFY AR (legisla
tive history) =& Z2& HXe X¥ ot I+ dWE 3IUA
ol 2 ZE PPEL 424 & U 2dE2 FF EIAEA
g€ el @ EAd distd F&e] F3tn IA Fvhe Re 9y
ot metA ChevronZ| &4 239 =g WA= oHH. F
A 71EL 39 g7t R UA J1EHAIN 2HEA e Ao
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2 =y o3e AAYAE AFS B A4 Aol ¥l
T 7Hel wigsta gl 937} ojgt o] fde WS dole ¥
< B30 Y PaEtA] Potop dopE onr}t vk 3 Y
of i@ AFHY Ml dat] YA EFde Hee EH ¢
At FASE A9 AHodES FASA He FFHE oI
2 T Ao @M, ChevrondAte #4340l 4wt AAEFEE F4
8 s A& FRE}A X,

Chemical Manufacturers Association v. Natural Resources Defense
Council, Inc39 BZL Chevron®Z 9 HEo] PAHAY o7 3lodF 93
o YHARE FUx=eA st FL 4§ By €tk F BEAAN #
A3 B A (Clean Water Act, CWA)E SAHLGEA F&=HE v
27189 848 WAse AL AL Asox EFsty #4FLe
dolg UMY dTol AT BAEHH. T HEANA HAoTHE &
ol& At UA &7l WEel tELL T HES AHA duje
qe| o] Fd AR AFeeA B A v FEA
Aok webd AHAE, AUEH, T AT 293 wEHE o

g =R ¥ 3 FHAAx J9zFo] A XA geve
#7234 el dgd &FL Chevrond Al FAgt= Aotk i
1 AFFAE FAAHA BAES SAYUE 939 £HE A=E
=UA gtk 2Ee WL #3 HEHH S AXHE

39) 470 US. 116 (1985). (CWA §30D7HL dit¥ ez o dE49 wEd &)
F3% #ud 24 83%0] AAY olf £49 =S olf2 WAL 7
# & o xolM Faln Y= S4TAe Widel 445t ol B}
o WA BHTn FHD Atk BARE B2 FAAn Ak WA
AARol§ Ex 429 AEZ FT ot WAL Aed B SHE
Helols TE olfel 2AY WAL HEWTn WNsT "2edez te
2478 o2 SAHBAY A97 EHIE HeAdTh)
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olg|g #2412 ChevroniAte] A& =ik 44 CWAS
FA Zgo] EHEA U ¥ EE B3 FA}T YE
2 HQlth Holx o9} o] YEZRIYE FMse Aol #FAY HY
B2 o 898 AeE Btk 2P E E7E EES § HE
A ga 238 F& Fohlne 99 JHARE 5] IE Y
gaxgd JHME 1 23FL H2E & Yok &HA Chevrond
T WA 71 Hedld P AL SFHUGD. 2A #Fe=
A dEYe SH9EAE By 973 FAdEE 89 2d ¥
< Y=g YEY TEEHE FASAG. e 3 X
By o Bgse g A4S AFrsdd Ao,

HAZo] & Solid Waste Agency of Northern Cook County v. US
Corps of Engineers® #Z4& ChevroniAte] $AE thA] Rt
FR4e FAFFRAY(CWA) Ad0427F At e IR 8t
Aojgs s A9 HAE dF 31 k. CWA AdMa)e §TTHE
o P75 £z wHH/IATE Fogstn ded ‘UAtEE 5
&"(navigable waters)?] W& o9 A £ AUV} FAHAL

FTHee o] 197530 WA FANYANA F HEZFS WA=
A F37F 7Fe sty 3R ohe aed 29 AR, o

FZ AXe 8, 283 3o Evbsstn st Fetdl A8
AT FAEF FFE VA F e FAEE EF g 7
Atk oz FEES 9 Al £ FAYHA EAdte

» B
)

o

40) 531 US. 159 (2001). (& BZoM e ze9 A7t Ao vizid i
of 2y7lvlggE dAseln 2 AU ITHde] WYsHE W FA 4
AR 25E AU EA @ Hed FAe o de 2
AZE AAHE Foldou 1960del¥F vz HElE Fo |7]A7] A%
o] g n FYNEEF fo] FAHE FHAUT)

41) 40 Fed Reg.31320(1975).
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EE 95 §AE I A 19770 THYHL FEEx
9 Age dtHoz FANE @ FA4Zo FAEA A e
ARy BE A2 A3 o 2ol3 JIAY g&d A9E e
3 RS2 dHo] oYL 19853 United States v. Riverside
Bayview Homes®#ZoAM CWAAS “navigable water’® 348
AoA FH o] Pt FRWd JXF FAAAE Eisidn
TR AL WETH, B4, 28n PG w50 B o A
dHoletn wddrty AANHAY TP FAHL €E st
TR BAS QAT "gRrteEe] gug ERadE A
TE 8 93 FAHAE dE eYozRE mIgua JEd

€ a3t FAHY "FYrted R4 UiF K] FyHA}
A RS AAbstof dtkn Btk aEln 29} E9 Fuo| 4%
3 FH AEE LEEEY 54 4 vHozRH $£E248 9
ety gk 2ol EHsER AWANYI} "W EH 2E £ &

AR TP A2 AT AL 8 B Nolztn ug

=

&2

BSHE AT AYAZ AEIHE e F YRe SRR F
Hee) FAATe vlAckan FHSATM olo] ths} AL Aol

42) 33 CFR §323.2(c)(1978).

43) 474 US. 121 (1985). (¥ WM& MichiganFoll 24T & 37} &dlo)#
€ &nE AL AFE geln EFE AT A AR 2fAd B
AHE UEE) AlFE T AEIHEe 9 EXZL ¥ #ddo) vlAe ¢
T A2 Rol EFAE T 24& AVEAL. ¥ RN E A7}
¥ EAZL g9 ddsheAe AMddAe X3 sidets audyde) g
o] vlAlE “FA7ked 27 EEEIe] WA gdo] 47t =k

44) 51 Fed Reg.41217(1986).
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U2 Solid Waste Agency of Northern Cook County v. US Corps of
Engineers #Z0A @ M2 4, 29 “HA A" (migratory
bird rule)& #eHolgtn HA Utk F, "I FEEGE ¥
ETACl HEA T FAT A Ao AYPLe FAE o
Axo olgthd 2z FFHY #HAeE B 4 bz gk F,
F Ui EAste w20 @A HARIAYGAA QARFR] 74
Ho] HAEE e AL HAFAHY Fo YHALEE AUAA T
At Aol Ho dRo]l A3 Uv AWALZY HA oRd
Atk Bkt
24208 AgAd FLG AviE Ze §AF B3Iy Y 4
W FHde] 2 d¥FEE §4 Wi HENHE & A distd
A9 F BN FudiEe AAE dHY F BHAA AL
B8] A4FE zolzt AW AL PAPFY v &
Aol & Bolx 1A vk FUS FAA Qo AX @ FAheln 3
o] B7bs¢ Afoldas AWAR wyfdHrt d¥dol w3itte 3
A7 YEHNNA dE HAlete HoA F Bele 98 A3 &
o b3 AN 2y WEYE ChevrondAMTE S H&8 ¢
A gZdAMe YA 4ol ot £ Wi, HI29 BA
dre el ¢ 2 Fojt. wekA Chevron®Z 9 AAVIE
< FAHH ] YPEHA A3t o] HAFHOE EFY ST E 9
2 ARE FE de AAE AH3 EAFE de FHelth ayx
ZBAH HYe] 7HeAE A3 dA He Aotk

2. HAYEWOlO| ChE CHEHAS| MADIE

874 A 471 2% (National Environmental Policy Act, NEPA)2 R E
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PRH 02 slodF @A FFE viAE HELE FAHAY UHE F
AFE & o a2d ZAo] A4 vA 4% 1y ARG NE
TSRS a38ta lth4Y NEPAE 1
of &g APYAAKY 7Ths AT APEAALS] FRel #aME AR Qlth
1 A7, HYo| T NEPAZF AT $724347te A3AA Wi
ZAs PAA ALAAE A7 £ YA ol A HvkE
ol FEAT | + SUeA A3 it P&sHA] Yrh NEPAY &
FEL dAH o2 HAHY Aolghe A2 278t digde o] &4
of &t wi$ EFHQ APEAAIES H LS4k

W Ye 19763 Kleppe v. Sierra Club®d oA Ao A&
Fol A BEGEFE AY AASHA ¥ BHHol 1 2R E
Wl doix 8R4 mXe dFE 2 PeAT L FHojgxn
AR, o] #Ao] WX olF dHYUS NEPAY #F9¥H7IL
29 AAlel SloiA w)$- g HFES gz ok dEEY #4
A AUAAZ YA FAHE EFEE HEE BJAHAD

45) NEPA Section 1022)(C)= 943 o] #FAslz: vk “The Congress
authorizes and directs that, to the fullest extent possible .. all agencies of
the Federal Government shall ... include in every recommendation and other
major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human
environment, a detailed statement by the responsible official on--(i)the
environmental impact of the proposed action, (ii)any adverse environmental
effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implement, ..., and
(v)any irreversible commitments of resources which would be involved in
the proposed action should it be implemented.” 42 U.S.C. §4332(2)(C).

46) 427 U.S. 390(1976).

47) 32 dE & A #ow g3 ) Stryckers Bay Neighborhood Council,
Inc. v. Karlen, 444 US. 223 (1980) S#2oA didgdd o dAdHo] AL
5% 9% FEARE AYsr|2 AYEEA A E §He A IR
do] EAFE PHHL MUXAE A5}y g o]fel TOhE A F
A5 2HSA gyuttn AT Bty oide AAHY FA4E
NEPAS]4le] oletzn &r) oS Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. v.
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3. 09 EH|

o

2y A3 A2z FAL HW APERY] ¥ A Ee 2
(case or controversy)l 3t wictn #FAST ok EF HE &
3 el ApgAANE S Boste A4E AUt PEA AMEAAEE
asn e A4 #FAAYAPA) AT2E7 FD Ae FAA
o} AR F 249 a2z ZF SFPLY FA AW 2F(citizen
suit) #3-2 vtEstn de 297t dEF oIt 1960d et 1970
Zute] diEYe AYA a3 YELY dn¥AY ¥AE €A ¢
Ak WA APEAALY AEE Fddn Qe BelE APEAA

12 el Atn Sle fdd 745E wEH Sierra Club v

2

NRDC #ZoA did9e NEPAY o] He 33 2L PAAXH
(Administrative Procedure Act)d9] "Ze|ZolAY WY 22§ (arbitrary or
capricious) AAF71E0] HE@Tkn FEA AAHEL F VI1EE HEHEA
¢ £F39 YEE Bojol foin Fxagd digde ¥l vl
e 3714 980l EA8A gevin € dFAHde] §riLsrigy
& AA st P BAGYYIIE FuEA ¥ AP PAAY) &
NGO A §74 9ol Fo8A] gria FES W o] zejst M| s
AHA & T f49siA g9 vk Robertson v. Methow Valley
Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989) #AdA ¥ NEPARYHA Aw
Uehdes A-e 1 WEo] AFAe a7wg #E A& 878Es old
AR T FHLAES 44 ¥ A& a3 Yerteld I3A
B S YL 9Estd P de NEPAZL Yoz dayel a4 #3
&2 gl& $oigtn WAIFHTh

48) 5 US.C. §702. "A person suffering legal wrong because of agency action,
or adversely affected or aggrieved by agency action within the meaning of
a revevant statute, is entitled to judicial review thereof.”

49) ARASFAEL T2 U WEEL F2 gy ¥t Federal Water
Pollution Control Act §505, 33 U.S.C.§1365(1988)(Clean Water Act); Oil
Pollution Act §1017, 33 US.C.§2717 (Supp. I 1990); Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act §7002, 42 US.C.§6972 (1988); Clean Air Act §707, 42
US.C. §7064(1988 & Supp.JI 1990); Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act §113, 42 US.C. §9659 (1988).
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Morton0 @A & FAEa Yol Hehutel o] P49 9o o
3 APAHALE FEEE AR Ed(injury in fact)7t glolob dtm
E3 2 &7t % MEol BEske oYl B3 Z(zone of interest
to be protected)o]o{oF @ria Btk 1y ALEAe] EalE AAF
Eaol gt FIHE Aol ofdm &l vXE HUE TG B
itk 22y 4n3AE AR deME 22 E St $4d n)
Ade ATeEE FEMA 3 288 8744 &8/ 931 A
Al vAge AE FEE 5 dojor dvm BFsAY 1 F gy

24 FALS dEdY 258 AV £ e 917
Ae ARSI & FHDA FHLE UBIS 2458 AV
F 7] M E FEE AAde] AMA vA &g FAE 5+ 9
T 913 ZA0l glolok st Hsjd &8yt B8 @A} F7ee B2
I GAFoF stn] Aol AFHE FFIY FAFE] FAY A
Ao Fog FoR e Ao] otolof it} oA ¢std AuHA
o] g8t FHTGAEL #AMAE Ao PAY AAE B

50) 405 U.S. 727 (1972)(Douglas, J., dissenting). ¥ B2 t]Z QAP (the
Forest Service)e] 9ET]=Y 3Ab7} Mineral King Valleygts A3 o] &
T8 R AFIAE 24 RE H7MEA §4 DAY Sierra Clube] %
PAHo] AHES Avtaly HLE AT #1719 PN FAE Aler
olAtt. ¥ ¥L Sierra Club® 3]9Y o}FE Mineral King ValleyS A43lx
At FF3A Foerz dudA Y F&r) ofrlHAE ggteng 9
AR AAFEY & g BN AT FHANAN DouglasBAlE uhe e
AYsHA #A7A7 Adge AL B3sy] dME 844 & 2d 2
AN2E 2de BAE At 24& A7E ¢+ AES sof drtn F2s
ok 22d AAd vl BAE MY ALE, dE B9, olR J2ax,
FEYA, WAL, WEFH 2 AIFEo AdE duEse} gin 35y
th. Mineral King= vh7bA2 AH4¢ Sasta, Abgstn, obgaAd e
93] WESE AFZEC] A9 dEdEeln waEtd aEdA gnFAo)
Folo} dvln FA4 s

51) Hunt v. Washington State Apple Advertising Comm’n, 432 U.S. 333, (1977).
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8 &%& A7]8717F &oltd Tt

a2y 1990dd] Eo diiEe dnAAY 83& ti AYEA
e BEES U U Scaliadlg @ s 247 Fiie #HEE
< 53] #a%dAMY 414 E Adse HEE B9 FUt
Lujan v. National Wildlife FederationS2 @@= YnEoe] FH/A 9
olAg-& AAse FAol Ayt FHRY dae dud
el 2% 3UEol AFI MEHE UE 2AE AYH /M &
FEAE AMEE vt gleng Yae g9’ 4134 e JiEda F
Feidch. diEde 419 134 FEE FUs%Y AR, d1s
< A48 AY 2 AAE AHETE F34E Aol okn 1 7t
& A9E AHgdgTa sYong AnHAE AFE + gz 3
Aok €A, el SHFEA sty duHA L ARLEY iz
T 159 dud4L FAE FAAY PAEA dAd WA &= ¢
ot el dae &9 FAolA upe] Aol HHoz Z Ex] R
A8 23& =8 43349 E F3E + A& Aoz I
Scaliat® &L o|g g Aol ALY 4 Aoz AJEHT 2
gu g4 AAY AYE FF3e 71FL o HEGHY 9n
< 238 ¥ S & WrIBeA FT7alor & Aojga Fxa At

Scaliati®¥ #2 Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife3®ol| 4] A&siA 9x
A oo wigidc. o] #AMA EAEAE FIFAVIFY
(Endangered Species Act)el "3 oA wZARI} 3 Pl
HEd AUt AU YNEL vFo] AFE & o|JES 2
f@le TET oA Il LA oA US| I E
dtn FFHY HPdS dugo] FH AuNAFFAHAN 2A

52) 497 U.S. 871 (1990).
53) 504 U.S. 555 (1992).
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SgAT 4ndAL BRdnn wAS T W) dnE AN
of oWES 2eY7E T A PR glon v oA HER

AZQ vt vlzo] AU ALAY o HEFH7I AP FHAEE
o] @Fd 7ksAel U AXA HY B 183 FAEZS ¢
Al E 7S @A Hdva F38% Scaliatig @S vt v
o J4g& & HAolze FEE d&3dtt. 1 AL ©x vl
gz Holn Bud AYE ofll, 1 vgrt AAZe] E A B
HNE FASHA Fivtn dn dnHZe] 2A7 € F gida
Aok & wFo Y3t duHAE AALY] HsME A, AMEY
&7t EAor drh. Gy AR EdE EdEa
(concrete and particular) Zlolojo} stz @9 &3jo]AY )
g(actual or imminent) Aolojof &g oujdtts) EX, 1 & £
AZF @ 539 ol g Aolojof gt AA, 1 &7t 202
2 A3 HAZ FAE 5 e Holojol FhH oYY olg} o
AR YL I3 7UEA TR Y1EY $HH3 &
de LEol de FHE disiA W4AFHA HEE B FU
£, 41EL AdAde 7EE £ 2 WA FUE Hojof 3 A

J
-

dm
)
(i

o

—_—

54) Scalia@rbe APEAALY] HAE 7Hsd AdEieia g e Yt ApEA
AHE ATE7) 9alE Buldconcrete) ©]2ol i A&7t Yolel Eoim
Btk AnAHAE o9} go| A#sele AL 93sF B HEA AviLS
AL S0} FdAEo] AvlogA HAYPS ERIHIEE 3l FHd
35 gxgtn B 4+ Utk Cass Sunstein@aE 43 AE 2A4s7] 9
8] "concrete and particularized interest’?) A7} 24 AL L7 AL
48 $FHEENA =Y e AuigFAE] HFolgty FHsle A
ojy o& wl givtm w|Watdct Cass R. Sunstein, What's Standing After
Lujan? Of Citizen Suits, Injuries, and Article III, 91 Mich. L. Rev. 163,
200-02 (1992).

55) Defenders of Wildlife, 560-61.
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A9 AFE AHgae AHEE U A dF o B
VLS EA Ha wA a8 gFo] obfe] el dojxA AR
O stdx AN &HE W UF dndAL gEdn FHEY
oy e olg AU FHEC] FEHE YA BEE
FHeoz 33 gl7le AT BHA dRE A A §
Ao gFd 3l A4 & Y& FE=Z(perceptively) FFg w3
%2 AEEA 43342 AAE & o gk

WYY APEAALY Wl BF =9 AlWlAF(citizen suit) TS
43} AARAME o BelolA A71= Ut} Friends of the Earth
v. Laidlaw Environmental Services, Inc56 SZoXe $ARARAY
Ao NRAETAE A7 A% duHA FAl9 P &
A4 (mootness)8] EA7} A71=AE CWAIN = #A AU F B
LEEAY WAL HReH WEATL MY £ U B
AS5zE el AT AFHFA] AUES] o P F Y=
33 QIS8 of7]A AjRlo|ld e HER wlEATE ¢utsle #Y

Ju o e

56) 528 US. 167 (2000). & ¥d& FAH/E2EE 93k Hao] sy
South Carolina®& A& E F HFE o] W2 AL $2& 2
2EEA Mz ATL JFEA HAFuEEE B F HaE HrloA
AT AR 2dde 2 FGEAS HEe T /MRS e 14 4
Yol A ulo] 3 19WTIREH 19951 Aolol 489xt@o] FH ¢y
€ shnh 1992d ARIEAY d3nE Hash PR Al Aniagel
YAHE DAY AAHA FA AWAaEE AZISgD ol QA Y
< 0% i AMEEYE Ry 2AFAYHL FHes] Yt
Ay Faqol APFLULE FARAN ARHRo) B He AR
de gne HHE FASE A7t Y Qlonz ARIE APFAALY tgol
HA et 3o 44E ArEFag oo dis e A o)
2EANA 2HE A gt Aol Yo o= Yol Ham Uk
£4838% FFAUCUR 1o Faie A S )@

57) 33 USC. §1342

58) 33 US.C. §1365(a)(g).
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of o8 Eoloe de AR EE AHREE I, o8 AlTAEE
A718E7] 604 Aol AR H, FAF, 2 AN A T

Aol Bal 2AE sob Bk oeP TAE HES S gt A
W44e A7le) Bol BEARAAEE SoiF UTFE T4AES @

7188 RAsly] AsjMelttsd aeln @AYo FARIL HukalA
of @3l HAP S5 UAMA HH GA AvAES FHEHA ¥
ot 60¥e] AUEE PFA & FAA} olFd 22X E HEA FoW
AaE ANLES S FL] A7 5 ok dne g
Z A4 ¥ (injunction)& T&AY WAPEE(civil penalties)& 7& & U
th RIABEFE A3 A AEHE Ao oide nANAFEE AEH

| Eot. 4 FHHQA HIA LT ARV FA 288 v F
A48 2gg HaxtdA 2dAE F Qi

Laidlaw @24 sl 9419 duids FUse 3¢ 4
A fazt A &slE g2ut gicka F3sgch 28y 91
gAe FAHLE T IFE ARo] HAY SFHOZRE ol ol

of

of AT FUERA H4 2F02 Asf ¥4, A4, £9 5 4
Agsl ke YUntn FAYD ol ols9 AnHAL AR
7ol FRstha BUHAG. 190 Yugo] FFE ADE Ja4
£ 4uge Feolele] FAY ¢ Yon 2479F Aol Yo

59) o]2|§t o] A Gwaltney of Smithfield, Ltd. v. Chesapeake Bay Foundation,
Inc, 484 US, 49, (198N QHANE APa$A7] ojdd o]v] Hutair} 4w
P8 Fdsgeng dnes 93348 2 gevn FAFAT Steel
Co. v. Citizens for a Better Env't, 523 U.S. 83 (1998) @2+ Emergency
Planning and Conservation and Recovery Act #326Z A" AlNA:4$74
o A A7 Al Adro] A7|H ] o]A el Yyt thEie] AIRIEE
el AL g AHE FAFE Ayt 48 gleng duyFHo] gl

3 @A T



vSdud el $Rud g £4 555

Ao 2(moot) AHAL Zstsjolor Brke Wms] ol thstel
ge WEd ANLEE FRAVA AWEL AHES @ AAE I
AAE AR A PHE Aol bl LFYAE ALsHE A
& WA A PSRN BEA oz 257Y F £
o glolzitte A€ FA%Y AAME Wus} videl LdBNE o
A s g Rolds A dFselol dokn BAISGL,

4. J|E} HAUH MUE

71el 4 BA AIPEL FEol AHAA HEHYE AY3A
U FATEE HE0E AL e B4 Ad difde] EH:
o FAFEE BT £ Je7t B9 diYgde & FRVH
€ EF&e AddA AR AFE AT g AEdS
F BHLGEAE T BT AT 2A}A ABE
AtE60 ey City of Milwaukee v. Illinois6) #ZojA diggde
9]3}7} the Clean Water ActE SHAI7|HEA 7|1&9] Aty
t} Clean Water Act7t ¢4 HL8doz BTt F o3& 242
durlEe §9e g 2A 931 HEVR] YO ddF
FEHAY FAZZaPE TEOJA o] EokE HAREE AEE A
olglm H it}

60) Mlinois v. City of Milwaukee, 406 US. 91 (1972). ¥ ¥&dA MlinoisFE
Milwaukee?l 34522339 90| Ilincis? FAd FF& Frie ojF=
AR ZUL Fe(nuisance)d] AFTFIT FFI T Milwaukees CWA
7t A% #A7EE THE o ol YA Re] gn Aol CWAYL
A 71ER o 4AF $37EE F4E +& vy FAH4T dyd
& aw gl 713t ool CWASH dxe ApiAg At & itk
I BAEAY,

61) 451 U.S. 304(1981).
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V. dg<de] nlgzg &) g Ad

AN 2 vis} Zo] SAEe] Fgo A3d HARI B wjY
T de] #2& WY A dEHE A3 FHA
238 B9A Hol ot W wEA g diEd A
BREE olds} o]F gAsy] 8 utdE o |
el A2 FAHo|ATh  ofd] Yol #AAA e
o Fsjok & ApAlgt 2utE o i e

1. Bzigol S0l Cf2t olsie

B dAo] PdY FFo] FASHI HHA e PHE B
T 2F st Eutg olsfsiop irh. U] FAAYL
Ao vt fod He ALE oFHIYL o], FHIEH,
T AEA H7|go] T wEHE LEEZd dstd wWErIEE A
3] 29E& TAISHE EE ZAF dEHe A AR ooy
AA YolXE I Boe FHEAV P B

B35 E FF 2ol F fie FEE dHE 29Ik 48 =9
AstrEe I3, EFYY, 2&F 33 Fol 2t 2 #45
de ASHE SA4e 72 o A9 e FF EYFoR ¥4
HA gerh @ FaoAY 8Fc] ulg B "o Fadd GFYS
oplgt. e ¥ FadAe &Fo] AFTTALA d9FE vA
715 @k U7|e9EAY UE olFoldETt LEFS FAEY 2

62) o} &L LazarusiT9 =9 YF-& 24AE AY. Lazarus, 44 =
= T44-748.
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2 Aol 2ASoIT. 479 B¢ ojuF YA dE Iz ¢ o ¥
AHgE ¥ AFAM FEEm 1 o]dL H "ol fE Ao
ke 2ol detes 93 digE 317t ¢ oA drh
olgd Euljdl gloiMel EUAE ZAAE YT UH FA 2o F
d= &73tx 1 E9), &, AL vf$ oA BEDL oHT oY
& FAAE A LT P o T YT LPEAAME
HEhd

B39l FAS L st EHEL SR gL Ao BY. o
WY BFAAETLS A BASRAT 22 AF &HE AAE W 7
Hol vetdA He FeEclt W2 &de 4 JehdAT ARle]
Aol w2t 1 FE7 7R =2 AR F¢= Esith v
&7 DA AR ol2E ERFFAIAE or] g £ e BolF
F fie 429 Aol Ha F7AHY &2 A He Aotk o9
2ol dAdE vv@ &2 dehida vl Gdd &8st 2s
T 4L 94 Bule] EYX did e AAHA AP YA B
o gustd ¥ A3y o] 2F vPAtirt SR o] v
AAE dA AP FAsA 7] wEolth ol o] 1
a3el glo] Azt Zol& Yetlie §AFAY EAL mad UA
E olYe Fx HEA He vHel ok 2y B 2EFem
ol2{¥ ZEH] Mt HEFHL PAZE WA o]y B
o} g =93 Ao EAE ArIgh

BEHER AN E o AT EFAA EA%. a1 o
dE BgAde 8789 AL o ogA WED BHAYY 2
23 ol AA#ACl nEZ EFsy] wWEolth a2z ojy@
EEEAL A 3ol BF9 viXE 9L viE ¢ ZIA @
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o B¢ opuzt oju] wistd #79] dde] FAJAA FFF) & £ ¢l
Al jrEG o2 2FHA HEA v YehdAE 2E HsE 3
Aet7] A3 AFHE FEPL A 9 £E UUdL AUz @
Zol ol EFAF A¥E AUZE 34 He Aol 84l 1A
stz e Agol d4stHAS W Ao FFHE Aol o}
Uzt oz d4EA ¥ AAH dae xgdch fdo] sy
A 37 44, 989 A 2 AATeEE AEH A5E 2y
3 AA7E s & & o olH@ olf2 el ddsE g
A 7 e 2use #EE &3 27e AR £ A Aol

}E R SN & e YTl & opiEHE ASE A
9 it BFLEHE A7) g AR FroA A e 3
FECl FHIAAY 439%E YoA 1 A3yt Ugd ojRe &
3 TRE AMEE] FAlG o RelA AlgsE FEALY B4
&3 yes @4t

BEAI2RY S YA EHEL vl EoF FUY £
AT 53 A BAEHA XA G 4FE Rz ik 3
g el ¥ e AdALY vujetd BZel 2 7iXHME oY
A e Az AHAE BEsy] A% A9 FAF kAo o
3 azglol o]Foirt. Y FAAL WX FARAY EFAAF
Az A o] d FAHA Gl dig Fele otk £Y ddFo
2 Bste B4 23 ALY 12 22 @43 A9
M 83859 ddo] dojWrE @t BHFAAZRE op)E £ 9
T AR Y TR o8 sy oy Eokoltth dF AAIT
AHEE AFE ALE wiEgl oM A At EAEA Huz
Ak A7 wAE T dANT FAH X8} sHesitn

rir

o

KX
-
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F¥ £ 788 7HKE EAEA @¥on RE ZAZL a2 U
QA He 71868 EAdA doe Rold U dFL ¢
olgig AA=de s te HES HEan Ay A oA
t 933 FdsME YIS BAY AT A 52 1Y
¥ 4 e Aol

ol ol M dug #AYe 3 AL AFEAE wFE THY
dAHo] ES Frh FH R EAlde wA&Ho|n go2 FH4Y
F Qe 7HA7F EAstn #93 23¥ JHA7F dde A& tEA
ok 23 JHES $AY, YU, APEROE WA B FYYA
Aol A Papste o] FolA FaEA TejHojor & A A
€ 48 &t 283 AAH FHe AUAA nste Re FFEA
o} A& Bzt Aolge AEE ¢HEH

2. Lo H§t

ARl Qo o3 Fstd 4RI VHRIO] Faw Y
B9 AT wde vy & 48E AU B FAYYEL
A, BHgd, A, s, a9z 39 59 @dd 793
ok AR A 309dz 84 Ao o d¥E TA ¥ ¥Y
& Fotr7] ol g ot wWtA FFYE dd IHHY YW
3 JYAYTER FY 2HE Wo] opvnt. FHL WEEH A
e HES dAY ufs Hoi@ 9FE BAE ¢ Z4H
Rl £33t} 6)

WA AL A diEde q8e PAFAL HHo] o

63) Lazarus, 24 =&, 741.
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A d 2% FYHL 9FHezE AYAE FHE £9E F o
E7bl 2ol %Fo] Ao gk AL AMAARG YA HAY )
ol T8 48 A ok APEAFEY EokdMe 25u89 A,
AlaF, Atoldl o3 A2 Fol HEH Y. FHHAY AN
AR 138 JFIEE 51 = NEPAS ESASH 2& H
o] giEHolrh ot 22 AHHA Aol 7 FFIEE e A
& o oz ¢ dojt}k. ERFog 1 YFE FHIY] dAME A
F7b AB2YA A F2HE LI Aol o

e $RFAE Adsted o F2E 7198 T + U A
olth, YU AHHA FAPEES &3 HWAAA FEAE
F2¥ 4FE HEe & AE Aotk oHF YFE FHHA 3
WA e 9399 dHE P AT Folok & Aot gyde
PAH S FAPAFAA AAA e v AR gL R
Held A% ol & Holth ¥ = BTt 9439 5o}
A ZFstaof gt AgotlME AP LS EHE AAe
gt olgd ¥ APHY Y ¥ BT AFHA A ¥ <&
o itk APRe wigAY 4¥e FAFAE IHHAY s
FRAgog AFdes Aol o It BRFAHY APl 3lo]
AH HAH £4E 7heke Aojrksd

64) Farber, 4A =&, 566-66.
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[ ABSTRACT ]

An Analysis of Environmental Cases of
the U.S. Supreme Court

Chae, Young Geun

Throughout the last thirty years, the United States Supreme Court
did not make much effort to support Congress’ strong intent to
protect national environment. Rather, by showing strong deference to
the pro-development-biasd agency decisions it frustrated many
environmental goals. An analysis of individual Justices showed a
substantial change in their individual policy preferences leaning
toward pro-development side. The Court’s lack of apprehension of
environmental law could be attributed to the practice of the Court.
To make the Court play more and better in the field of
environmental law, we should immerse Justices into the what is
environmental about environmental law. Environmental law makes
distinctive because it concermns about a great deal of uncertain risks
and irrevocable disasters. Environmental values are quite different
from the others in human value system. The Court need to put
heavier weight on environmental values when they exercise
balancing. There are more creative role the Court can play between
the Congress and the Executive branch. The positive role the Court
can play will not be merely deferring to the agency but giving more
balanced view to the role of the other branches.



