Assignment #3 for Environmental and Resource Economics
Economics 359M, Spring 2017

Due date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017
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Hedonic Pricing

On the readings

. These next questions refer to the Gayer and Hart article (2006 J. Regul. Econ.).

(1) How large is the estimated cost savings to achieving the given level of mercury

reduction using the cap-and-trade versus the regulatory approach?

(2) In lecture, we analyzed the efficiency of cap-and-trade programs as conse-

quences of the equalization of marginal costs of reduction across different

sources. Unlike those analyses of cap-and-trade programs, the authors discuss

flexibility not only across sources, but across time. Why might this provide

additional savings to society? What margins are being equalized with this that

were not considered in lecture?



(3) The authors base their estimates of benefits by valuing the decline in babies’
1Q’s. How were these estimates derived? How does the choice of discount rate
affect the estimates?

(4) Mercury is but one of the pollutants emitted by coal-burning sources. How do
the authors try to achieve separation between mercury reduction benefits and
the reduction of other pollutants?

. One of the two main methods for establishing the value of an environmental good

is directly challenged by the Portney (1992 J. Policy Anal. & Mgmt), article

on “Happyville.” Which? In which direction does Portney’s example bias the
valuations? Give an environmental good or bad which might have the opposite

bias, and explain what evidence there might be for this bias.



