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Consideration on Evaluating the Environmental and Natural Resources
with Contngent Valuation M ethod

XIE X@n - zheng, MA Zhong,L | Jn - hua
(Anhui Research A cademy of Envirormental Science, Hefei, Anhui, 230061; School of Envirorment
and Natural Resources, The People'sUniversity of China, Beijing, 100872;
The School of L ife Science, A nhui University, Hefei, Anhui, 230031)

Abstract: Evaluating the enviormental and natural reources for the benefit and cost analysis is a very
active area in natural resurce and envirormental econamics Contingent valuation method (CVM ) , which be-
longs  the stated preference gpproach, isawidely-gpplied and controversial non-market valuation technique
The present pgoer discusses sime digputed theoretical isues related b CVM and the key points that should be
paid attention to when CVM isused o value the enviorment and natural resources
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