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•

• Professor as of December, 2024

• Teaching in Sustainable Business, Forest and Environment (Social-ecological
forest management)

•

• February 2022 – December 2024

• Research on water and landmanagement, economics of forest and peatland
restoration, sponge city and green infrastructure, ecosystem service valuation

•

• September 2017 – November 2021

• Doctoral degree (Dr.rer.pol) on economic valuation of ecosystem services

• Coordinator of SustBusy Research Center

• Teaching in environmental economics

•

• September 2020 – January 2022
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•

• Research program in urban heat mitigation strategies

•

• M.Sc. Water and Environmental Management 

• Master‘s thesis on measuring and modeling greenhouse gas emissions in a 
peatland

•

• B.Sc. Environmental Resource Management

• Bachelor‘s thesis on trading in water markets in California

• Teaching in environmental economics

•

• Environmental Engineering Program

•

• Hometown: Alexandria, Indiana
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•

• Consumption, business, policy making all have social and economic impacts
that may not be directly visible and may be positive or negative

• Various methods can be used to calculate this value

•

• Johnson, D., & Geisendorf, S. (2019). Are neighborhood-level SUDS worth it? 
An assessment of the economic value of sustainable urban drainage system 
scenarios using cost-benefit analyses. Ecological economics, 158, 194-205.

• Johnson, D., & Geisendorf, S. (2022). Valuing ecosystem services of 
sustainable urban drainage systems: A discrete choice experiment to elicit 
preferences and willingness to pay. Journal of Environmental Management, 
307, 114508.

• Johnson, D., Schmidt, K., Scholz, C., Chowdhury, L., & Dehnhardt, A. (2024). 
Valuation of soil-mediated contributions to people (SmCPs)–a systematic 
review of values and methods. Ecosystems and People, 20(1), 2401945.
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•

https://medium.com/@thadcollins/what-is-the-invisible-hand-98ffe691d6a3
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→

https://doi.org/10.1086/721078


13



14

https://www.bmuv.de/media/kohlenstoffdioxid-fussabdruck-pro-kopf-in-deutschland
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Reasons due to

Socio-economicDevelopment Economic systems

Population 
growth

Urbanisation

Economic 
growth

Technical 
advancements

Environment as 
public good

External effects

Social behaviour

Market-oriented 
democracy

Central planned 
socialist systems
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=> Different level of state involvement (spectrum)

Level of state provision of goods and services

Low

Voluntary Mixed Compulsory
High

(Howlett & Ramesh 1995)
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https://www.moorfutures.de/moorfutures-erwerben/
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https://lets-woodify.de/shop/
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https://lets-woodify.de/shop/
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https://lets-woodify.de/shop/
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6p8zAbFKpW0&t=1s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6p8zAbFKpW0&t=1s
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6p8zAbFKpW0&t=1s
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https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/chapter/spm/
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https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/chapter/spm/
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Millionen € / year

Biodiversity

Recreeational value

Emissions reduction

Hunting

Wood production

Source: Naturkapital Deutschland – TEEB (Hartje et al., 2015; von Haaren & Albert 2016)

https://www.klimaanpassung-wald.de/
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→ Is there a case when Q* might be very close
to zero?
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Each firm must reduce 7.5 
tons→ not a cost effective
result since the marginal 
costs of abatement are not 
equalized
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•
Source: https://climatepolicyinfohub.eu/eu-emissions-trading-system-introduction
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Dr. Daniel Johnson, Professor for Value-Based Forest 
Economy 


