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Abstract

This paper comprehensively collected some provinces and cities environmental administrative
punishment lighter, reduced punishment working documents and administrative punishment de-
cision. By collating and analyzing the obtained data, we objectively explore the existing problems
in leniency and mitigation of punishment, such as the lack of rationality in leniency and mitigation
of punishment; When the penalty is discretionary, the applicable circumstances are not fully ap-
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plied; In view of the misalignment of the application of lenient punishment, the following sugges-
tions are put forward. First, the circumstances and ranges of lenient or mitigated administrative
punishment are detailed; Flexibility to consider applicable circumstances of leniency or mitigation
of punishment; Applying the alternative punishment of environmental administrative fine and exer-
cising the right of escape reasonably in law enforcement. In academic research, it makes up for the
vacancy of lightening the punishment of environmental administrative punishment, and provides
some ideas for environmental law enforcement personnel to solve problems in practice, helping
ecological civilization and the construction of beautiful China.
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Figure 1. Sample diagram of failure file time distribution
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Figure 2. Applicable circumstances and methods
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Figure 3. Extent of penalty
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Figure 4. Method of application and extent of penalty
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Figure 5. The situation of applying enterprise scale in 76 cases of lenient or mitigated
punishment
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Figure 6. Compliance of enterprises
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Figure 8. The admissibility of the statement or plea
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Figure 10. Social harm consequence degree
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