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Analysis on Damage of Property Right of
Western Eco-environment Protection Under the Economic Externality
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2. Shaanxi Bureau of Soil and Water Conservation,Xi’an 710004, China)

Abstract: There are two reasons for the backward in the west part of China: the degradation of ecological environment and the
negative impacts of human activity on the poor physical eco-environment. In a legion of the negative influences, the externality
is one of main factors for property right damage on the western eco—environment protection. The property right damage from
the externality for the western eco—environment means causing a twisty flow of the benefits of western eco—environment pro—
tection under the conditions of no compensation from externality. Thus it makes a derogation of deserved benefits for the de—
partments of western eco-environment protection, including the damages for each element of the construction and production
of western eco—environment- The idiographic representation modalities of the damages under the economic externality and the
mutual relationship betw een externality and property right damages are explored for the western eco-environment protection.
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