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Rassia Ecological Legislation in Risk Society
Liv Hong—an
( Legal Research Institute of China Social Science Academy Beijing 100720)

[Abstract ]In recent years ecological security as a new national security concept got increasingly wide attention
by the international community. Russias ecological security as earlier legislative practice one of the countries both in
theoretical studies of ecological security or the legislative system of ecological security and ecological security system
and other aspects of the building worthy of note. Russias ecological security legislation theory and practical experi—
ence on the international integration of the development of ecological safety legislation provides an academic refer—
ence and for our common response to ecological security provides a reference path and the empirical paradigm.
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