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Evolution of the content of monetary compensation for marine ecological environment
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Abstract: Monetary compensation for marine ecological environment damage is the fundamental means to
implement the principle of “Environment is Valuable, and the Damager Shall be Liable” and to carry out
damage relief. This paper traces the evolution of monetary compensation for natural resources and ecological
environment damage in the United States and the European Union, and summarizes the changes in relevant
legislation, as well as the controversies over damage assessment methods. The study shows that in the past 30
years, with the changes in human understanding of the relationship between natural resources and ecological
environment functions and sustainable development of human beings, the content of monetary compensation for
marine ecological environment damage in Europe and the United States has undergone significant changes.
That is to say, it has shifted from solely compensating for the losses of direct use value such as fishery resources

and recreational activities to taking both use value and non-use value into comprehensive consideration in terms
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of damage. However, the uncertainty of the assessment methods and results of non-use value damage has led to

controversies in the management practice of non-use value damage compensation, which has continuously

prompted scholars of law and economics to carry out the innovation of non-use value damage monetization

assessment methods and exploration of legislative practice. The conclusions can provide references for the

establishment of a monetary compensation system for marine ecological environment damage and the

formulation of management policies in China.

Key words: marine ecological environment damage; polluter pays principle; monetary compensation;

monetized valuation; non-use value
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