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» Abstract. One of the main tasks of humanity on the agenda is the preservation of this planet as a prerequisite for the
functioning of everything we interact with, where we live and what we stand for. Every day, 9 out of 10 inhabitants of the
Earth are forced to breathe polluted air, which affects their health, penetrating the respiratory and circulatory systems
and disrupting the brain, lungs and heart. Therefore, there is a need to find new and improve existing levers of impact
on pollutants in the world as a whole and in Ukraine in particular, given the successful foreign experience of European
countries. One of these levers is environmental taxation, as part of the financial policy of the state. The purpose of the
article is to substantiate and highlight the main ways to reform the environmental taxation system of Ukraine in the
context of the development of European integration processes. The basis of research methodology are abstract-logical
method, dialectical method of scientific knowledge, analysis, deduction, synthesis, statistical, graphical and tabular.
The main ways of reforming the system of ecological taxation of Ukraine in the conditions of development of European
integration processes and experience of the EU countries are generalised. The classification of environmental tax bases
according to Eurostat (Eurostat) and the Directorate General of the European Commission for the Environment (The
European Commission’s Directorate General Environment) is substantiated. Scientific and methodological approaches
to the definition, identification and improvement of elements of the mechanism of environmental taxation and the
structure of distribution of revenues to the relevant levels of the budget system of Ukraine have been further developed.
The system distribution and assignment of the relevant components of compensation and regulatory payments to
the environmental taxation of Ukraine according to the budget classification codes was improved. The main levers
of tax policy to achieve environmental goals and encourage polluters to reduce the burden on the environment are
substantiated. The results of the study can be used at the local and state levels to make decisions on reforming the
environmental tax system in Ukraine

» Keywords: tax system, state budget, tax policy, tax mechanism, levers of tax regulation, CO, emission, financial
mechanism

> Introduction From the standpoint of this issue, the authors ana-

The World Economic Forum, Business Insider and
the World Health Organisation emphasise the issue
of climate change as one of the main issues on the
agenda. According to WHO estimates, diseases caused
by air pollution kill about 7 million people each year.
The main sources of this pollution are hydrocarbon
combustion, high emissions from industry, transport
and agriculture [1; 2]. Mankind is on the brink of eco-
logical catastrophe, so it is necessary to combine the
efforts of governments of environmentally oriented
countries such as Denmark, Sweden and Germany
with major polluters such as China and the United
States to best address the state of the environment [3].

lysed the functioning of environmental tax systems
in the EU to adapt and implement best practices
(Environmental tax reform, hyperemortisation of
energy saving assets, shifting part of the burden on
labor tax, capital, energy taxation, etc.) in Ukrainian
realities. Environmental taxes as an instrument of
environmental policy should not just fill the state
budget, but encourage the payer to a conscious and
responsible attitude to the environment. The accumu-
lated resources can be used to stimulate environ-
mental protection, government programmes for the
development and import of energy-saving technolo-
gies, waste disposal and more.

» Suggested Citation: Nehoda, Yu.V,, & Klymenko, M.V. (2022). Directions of reforming the ecological taxation system of Ukraine in
the conditions of development of European integration processes. Ekonomika APK, 29(2), 40-50.
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The problem of environmental taxation is the
subject of research by many Ukrainian and foreign
scientists. In particular, the theoretical principles of
environmental taxation are devoted to the works of:
W. Baumol [4], who conducted a thorough and compre-
hensive analysis of economic theory of environmen-
tal policy; E. Smeets and R. Weterings [5], who classified
ecological indicators by types; H. Vollebergh [6], who
raised the issues of assessing nature and the envi-
ronment, sustainable national income and economic
growth; F Biermann, [7] in terms of using taxes and
subsidies to internalise externalities; A. Sandmo [8],
who analysed the optimal rates of environmental tax,
proposed to set a rate for goods that create an exces-
sive burden on the environment not only based on
public costs of pollution, but also considering the
elasticity of demand. Issues of practical and effective
functioning of environmental taxes were dealt with
by: T.P. Halushkina [9], who outlined the existing trends
in the field of nature management; M.I. Sovyk [10],
which highlights the concept of the functioning of
environmental taxation as a mechanism to increase the
competitiveness of the economy; Yu.P. Synytsina [11],
which describes the signs of ecological and eco-
nomic transformation that determine the dominant
evolution of society; L.S. Hryniv [12], who highlighted
the theoretical and methodological principles
and latest concepts of environmental economics;
A.L. Bobrovskyi [13], who described the principles
and foundations of the state system of environmental
management and others.

However, despite the significant contribution
to the study of this issue, it is necessary to further
develop and study the issue of effective functioning
of tax instruments of financial policy to regulate ac-
tivities related to the environment and increase the
efficiency of regulatory and fiscal capacity of envi-
ronmental taxation. The purpose of the article is to
explain and highlight the priority areas of reforming
the environmental taxation system of Ukraine in the
context of accelerated European integration processes.
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» Materials and Methods

In the course of the research, the authors first studied
the trends in the interaction between regulatory au-
thorities and polluters in Ukraine and the EU, along
with the dynamics of tax revenues using the method
of analysis; the following were used abstract-logical
and dialectical methods to substantiate the theoretical
principles of the environmental taxation system and
the understanding of European integration processes
with the policy of “The EU Green Deal”; statistical,
graphical and tabular methods were used to collect,
compare, process and analyse statistical data, highlight
patterns and describe the results of the study; meth-
ods of synthesis and deduction allowed carrying out
structural construction of work, studying systems of
ecological taxation of the EU countries and forming
specification of values of categorical tools of a research
subject.

The information base of this material is the
legislative and regulatory acts of Ukraine [14; 15], ma-
terials of the State Statistics Service of Ukraine [16],
the Ministry of Finance of Ukraine [17], the Ministry
of Economy of Ukraine [18], Eurostat [19], the
United Nations [20], publications and materials of
the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD) [21], IMF [22], scientific works
of Ukrainian and foreign scientists.

» Results and Discussion

The study identified that one of the most ambi-
tious and comprehensive environmental protection
programmes is “The EU Green Deal”, proposed by
the EU on 12/11/2019 (Fig. 1). This strategy aims to
achieve zero CO, emissions by 2050 and rethink the
EU economy in terms of resource efficiency. While
the process of economic growth will be separated
from the progressive use of energy resources. The
need for The EU Green Deal strategy arose condi-
tioned upon the increasing pace of climate change
and accelerated global warming because of human
activity [23].

Europe with zero

pollution

e Strategy for sustainable use of chemical products
e Clean air and water action plans

From the farm to the fork

Transformation of agriculture and
rural areas

e Visions for inclusive rural areas
e  Europe-Africa Agenda

The EU Green Deal

Towards a modernised and simplified
agricultural policy and rural areas

Reform of the common agricultural
policy

Do not leave anyone behind

e  Fair Transition Fund

e Incorporating a fair transition into the
multiannual financial development programme
(MFF)

Figure 1. European Green Course Strategy

Source: compiled by the author based on data [23]
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Given the EU’s well-established comprehensive
strategy for climate neutrality, Ukraine faces numerous
challenges in the form of promoting environmental
management, environmental protection, controland
modernisation of the carbon dioxide taxation system,
targeted use of accumulated funds from the environ-
mental tax, but on the other hand, the correspond-
ing opportunities for the creation of an ecological
center of Europe, the development of organic pro-
duction and modernisation of the existing system of
environmental taxation (Fig. 2). Based on the main
functions of taxation (fiscal and regulatory), environ-
mental payments are usually divided into regulatory

Y

Ukraine's environmental taxation system

Compensation payments

Rent for special use of water
Rent for special use of forest resources
Rent for subsoil use

Rent for the use of radio frequency
resources of Ukraine

Fee for the use of other natural resources

Rent for transportation of oil and oil
products by main oil pipelines

and compensatory. Payments made for any negative
impactontheenvironmentarecalledregulatory. Their
main purpose is to stimulate the prevention of actions
that harm the environment (for example, payments
for environmental pollution, waste disposal, etc.).
Another group is formed by compensatory payments,
which are aimed at collecting money and accumu-
lating them in special environmental funds (for ex-
ample, fees for special use of natural resources). In
contrast to the regulatory ones, these payments are
aimed at financing environmental measures and are
not directly related to the magnitude of the negative
impact on the environment and resources [24].

Regulatory payments

Environmental tax
Emissions of pollutants into the atmosphere
Discharges of pollutants directly into water bodies
Disposal of waste (except for secondary raw
materials) in specially designated places or facilities
Generation of radioactive waste (including already
accumulated)
Temporary storage of radioactive waste by their
producers beyond the license period established by
special conditions
Volumes and types of fuel, including those produced
from toll raw materials, sold or imported into the
customs territory of Ukraine by tax agents (excluded
based on the Law No. 71-VIII of 12/28/2014)
Fee for environmental pollution (expired on
02/11/2011)

Figure 2. Environmental taxation system of Ukraine

Source: compiled by the author based on data from [19]

According to EU Regulation No. 691/2011, the
OECD and the International Energy Agency include
environmental taxes, the tax base of which is a phys-
ical unit or its equivalent (conditional unit), which
determines the proven burden on the environment
and which is defined in the European System of
Accounts (ESA 2010) as a tax [21]. The Directorate
for Taxes and Customs Duties of the European
Commission has divided environmental taxes into
seven groups according to the areas of use: 1) energy
taxes (for motor fuel, energy fuel, electricity); 2) transport

Ekonomika APK. 2022. Vol. 29, No. 2

taxes (kilometers traveled, annual tax from the owners,
excise duties on the purchase of a car); 3) payment
for pollution (emission of pollutants into the atmo-
sphere and water bodies); 4) payment for waste dis-
posal in landfills and their processing; 5) taxes on
emissions of substances that lead to global change
(ozone depletion); 6) tax on noise exposure; 7) payment
for the use of natural resources [25; 19].

The general classification used in the EU, OECD
and IEA is the distribution of environmental taxes by
type of object of taxation is shown in Figure 3.
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e  excise taxes on energy resources (gasoline, diesel, liquid fuels, natural gas, coal and
electricity);

e taxes on CO; emissions, which in most countries are indirect and set as a supplement
to energy taxes;

e taxes on potentially environmentally hazardous industries.

Transport Tax

e taxes related to the possession and use of motor vehicles and other vehicles;
e taxes on transport services that meet the general definition of environmental taxes;
e one-time taxes related to the import or sale of vehicles;
e periodic taxes.
Pollution Tax

e taxes on emissions of pollutants into the air;

e discharges of pollutants into water bodies;

e noise exposure;

e payments for activities related to solid waste management.

Resource Tax

e payments related to the extraction or use of natural resources
e payment for licenses for hunting, fishing, etc.

Figure 3. Generalised classification of the EU environmental taxation system
Source: compiled by the author based on data from [19]

To compare the tax burden of activities that
harm the environment, the authors considered the
value of tax revenues from environmental tax in %
of GDP in Ukraine and EU countries (Fig. 4). Among
the analysed countries we can single out Denmark,
which fills its budget conditioned upon environmen-
tal taxation by 3.17% of GDP in 2020 with weakening
dynamics compared to 2007 and Estonia (2.45% of GDP

with strengthening dynamics until 2020). The group
of countries, namely Poland, Slovakia and Sweden,
keep the tax burden at around 2.02-2.55%, which
is approximately equal to the average income of the
27 EU member states (2.24% of GDP). Germany accu-
mulates environmental taxes of about 1.71% of GDP
with a decrease in revenues compared to 2007, which
is due to real GDP growth.
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6.00 ——2.40 2.70 B 2.60 - 200 261
4.00 2.40 2.70 520 R | 2.40 2.98
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m2007 =2011 = 2015 #2020

Figure 4. Dynamics of budget filling conditioned upon environmental taxation in Ukraine and EU countries, % of GDP

Source: compiled by the author based on materials [19; 26]
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While in Ukraine there is an increase in environ-
mental revenues from 2% of GDP in 2007 to 2.98%
in 2011 and a decline to 1.54% of GDP in 2020. Such
fluctuations may be conditioned upon a decrease in
GDP of 6.7% in 2011 compared to 2007 and the in-
clusion in environmental taxation of fees and charges
for special use of natural resources in addition to rent,

environmental tax and pollution charges. To assess
the adequacy of revenues in the development of “green”
economy of Ukraine, the current composition of en-
vironmental taxation and identify potential ways of
reform analyzed the structural distribution of envi-
ronmental taxes and revenues to the Consolidated
Budget of Ukraine in 2011-2019 (Fig. 5)

2011 849 966 647,37 |
2012 1276338 117,74 L
2013 1 869 675 496,98 I
2014 2003 372 638,27 I |
2015 1185370 749,31 [ 68483333924 TN
2016 3132033 775,48 L CRRRRRIOSEE 777 103 848.61 |
2017 2562 750 370,67
2018 2581364 970.48 L BRI ] 027 166 036,40 |
2019 3610977 280,75
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Emissions of pollutants into the atmosphere by stationary sources Discharges of pollutants into water bodies
= Waste disposal B Generation of radioactive waste
Fuel trade on the territory of Ukraine H Import of fuel into the customs territory of Ukraine
Importation of vehicles and/or bodies into the customs territory of Ukraine ~ M Sale of vehicles on the domestic market of Ukraine
B Acquisition of vehicles from persons who are not payers of this tax

Figure 5. Dynamics of environmental tax revenues to the Consolidated Budget of Ukraine in 2011-2019, UAH

Source: compiled by the author based on data from [26]

These data indicate the predominance of rev-
enues from the emission of pollutants into the at-
mosphere by stationary sources, about 59% in 2019.
This is followed by revenues from waste disposal
(20.6% in 2019) and environmental tax levied on the
generation of radioactive waste (17.6% in 2019). The
authors of the study also observed a sharp decline in
revenues in 2015 against the background of hostilities

and the exclusion from the revenue side of taxation
of revenues from fuel imports into Ukraine and rev-
enues from trade in own fuel in Ukraine.

As Figure 6 illustrates, the highest share of
environmental tax was in local budget revenues in
2016 — 2.29% and decreased to 0.83% in 2019, while
in the state budget for 2019 there was an increase of
0.57% with a peak value in 2014 - 1.31%.

2.50%

1.81%

2.00% 1.63% 1.68%

1.39%
1.50%

1.00%

0.50%

0.00%

2011 2012 2013 2014

1.61%

- The share of environmental tax in state budget revenues
The share of environmental tax in local budget revenues

= The share of environmental tax in the consolidated budget revenues

2.29%

1.48%

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

Figure 6. The share of environmental tax in budget revenues, % in 2011-2019

Source: compiled by the author based on data from [26; 27]
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The next step is to analyse the structure of
coverage of expenditures on environmental activities
through environmental taxation (Fig. 7)

That is, there is a lack of funding for environ-
mental measures through environmental taxation,

Nehoda and Klymenko @

which in turn necessitates an increase in the rate or ex-
pansion of the tax base. In combination with the given
structural distribution of revenues from the payment
of environmental tax by levels of the budget system
in Figure 8, ambiguous conclusions were obtained.
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Figure 7. The ratio of environmental tax to expenditures on environmental measures, %

Source: developed by the author based on data from [26; 16]
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For the generation and storage
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L3S
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Figure 8. Distribution of revenues from the payment of environmental tax between the levels
of the budget system in 2021, %

Source: compiled by the author based on data from [28]

On the one hand, the negative fact is that a signif-
icant part of the funds from environmental taxation
is credited to the general fund of the state budget,
where they are not earmarked, but environmental
measures are funded more than taxes paid by pollut-
ants. Funds for the generation and storage of radio-
active waste are credited to the special fund of the
state budget by 100%. The rest — to the special fund
of local budgets and the general fund of the State
budget in the proportion of 55/45 [28].

The CO, emission tax rate has only a Pig compo-
nent (ie it must consider the public cost of pollution
and the need to realise its fiscal potential). Among
the main forms of taxes we can single out the tax
on estimated or measured emission of greenhouse
gas (emission base carbon tax), which is based on
actual emissions and provides a complex proce-
dure of control and consolidation and tax on ener-
gy consumption (fuel base carbon tax), the rates of
which depend on carbon capacity in the fuel, which

Ekonomika APK. 2022. Vol. 29, No. 2
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allows for effective management and audit. The IMF
recommends that the member states of the Paris
Climate Agreement introduce a fee for a ton of CO,
emissions at $ 75 by 2030. Denmark, Finland, Sweden
and Norway were among the first countries to adapt
their CO, emissions tax in addition to other energy

taxes. Tax rates in some EU countries and Ukraine as
0f2021 are shown in Fig. 9. The highest rates are set in
Sweden - 116.33 euros per tonne of CO,, Switzerland
and Liechtenstein — 85.8 euros, Finland — 62.0 euros.
And the smallest — in Poland: 0.07 euros, Ukraine -
0.25 euros, Estonia — 2.0 euros per ton of CO2 [29].
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Figure 9. CO, tax rates in some European countries as of 2021

Source: compiled by the author based on data from [29]

Given the experience of the analysed EU coun-
tries, the practice of using CO, emissions taxes as an
indirect tax on energy consumption remains rele-
vant for Ukraine. This, in turn, will simplify adminis-
tration, reduce the energy intensity of GDP and com-
bat climate change.

International experience shows that to convert
from an estimated emission tax to an energy con-
sumption tax, the following coefficients should be
used, which are the basis for compiling an inventory of
greenhouse gas emissions from the Kyoto Protocol
countries:

— the coefficient of carbon content in the fuel,
which during combustion will be converted into
CO,;

— coefficient of calorific value;

— oxidation factor [29].

Thus, the main recommendations of the model
of reforming the environmental tax system are (Fig. 10):

1. Balance of budget revenues due to efficient use
of the country’s resources and approximation of CO,
emission tax rates to the European level. It is neces-
sary to carry out taxation on a progressive scale and
gradually increase the rate of environmental tax on
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carbon dioxide emissions by UAH 10 each year, to
reach the level of UAH 50 per ton by 2024.

2. Increase the coefficient when charging for over-
limit emissions and discharges of pollutants. Introduce
a system of fines for environmental offenses.

3. Reorient environmental regulation from con-
trolling the level of environmental pollution to energy
taxation.

4. Ensure targeted use of revenues from the tax on
CO, emissions from stationary sources to stimulate
innovation, implement energy efficiency measures,
adapt to climate change and reduce emissions.

5. Establishment of the State Fund for environ-
mental protection as part of the special fund of the
State Budget of Ukraine as a separate legal entity.
Provide sources of 100% environmental tax for CO,
emissions and 30% environmental tax in addition to
the disposal of radioactive waste.

The results of the study were limited to 2019
conditioned upon the availability of data on tax reve-
nues from the environmental tax of European coun-
tries, which have passed through the ESA-2010 system
of accounts published by Eurostat [19] and data from
the State Treasury Service of Ukraine [26].
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Figure 10. Directions of reforming the environmental taxation system of Ukraine

Source: developed by the author

» Conclusions

The study identified that taxes on carbon dioxide
emissions, the rate of which consists only of the en-
vironmental component, and excise taxes on energy
resources, in which the fiscal component is added to
the environmental component, are effective tools to
reduce CO, emissions. The experience of countries
in stimulating the development and use of energy-
saving technologies is interesting, including the pro-
vision of so-called R&D tax credits, which provide
for compensation of part of the cost of technology
by providing income tax rebates. Tax revenues from
the environmental tax in Ukraine only partially cover
the costs of environmental measures, which neces-
sitates the mobilisation of most revenues and the
creation of specialised trust funds. The reserves for

reducing the burden on the environment can be
quickly depleted, so it remains important to find
options for giving economic growth new facets, so
that the revival of the economy and industry is ac-
companied by the implementation of effective re-
source-saving technologies.

To achieve the goals of environmental policy,
it is necessary to ensure targeted and effective use
of funds accumulated from the environmental tax,
stimulate modernisation and innovation of polluting
entities in order to reduce the level of environmental
pollution.

Therefore, it is necessary to further consider
the issue of creating a separate fund as a legal entity
for the effective accumulation and project targeted
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use of mobilised funds under the control of the Ministry
of Finance. It is also advisable to conduct in-depth
research on the control of harmful emissions and
the transition to energy taxation, together with the
experience of countries in the taxation of environmen-
tally hazardous products, vibration, noise, electromag-
netic radiation.

Given the developed proposals, it is possible to
increase the fiscal efficiency of the environmental tax
on carbon dioxide emissions, create an opportunity

to actually calculate and reflect the object of taxation
in the reporting of economic agents, along with im-
proving transparency and simplification of inspec-
tions. However, only raising the tax rate without in-
novative modernization of enterprises, support, de-
velopment and import of innovative resource-sav-
ing projects, application of appropriate benefits for
environmentally advanced tax agents will create an
additional tax burden and will not reduce energy
consumption and emissions.
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Hanpsamu pedopMyBaHHS CUCTEMM €KOJTOriYHOro onoaaTKyBaHHS
YKpaiHM B YyMOBaX PO3BUTKY €BpoOiHTerpauimHUX npouecis

lOnia BonoanMmupisHa Heroga, Makcum BikTopoBuu KnMMeHKo

HauioHanbHWI yHIBEpCUTET 6GiopecypciB i MPUPOLOKOPUCTYBaAHHSA YKpaiHM
03041, Byn. lepois O6opoHMU, 15, M. KuMiB, YKpaiHa

» AHoTauifa. OHYM i3 OCHOBHUX 3aB/IaHb JIIOICTBA Ha IOPSIIKY I€HHOMY IIOCTA€E MMTAHHs 30epesKeHHS i€l IIJIaHeTH
SIK TIepelyMOBH JJTs1 (PYHKITIOHYBAHHSI BCHOTO, 3 YUM MU B3AEMOJIIEMO, Jie 5KUBEMO, Ta III0 Bimcroroemo. KoskHoTro qHsA 9
i3 10 MemIKaHIiB 3eMJIi 3MyIIeHi BAUXaTH 3abpygHeHe MOBITPS, siKe BIIUBAE HA CTaH IXHBOTO 3[J0POB’S, IPOHUKAIOYN
JI0 IUXaJabHOI i KPOBOHOCHOI CUCTEMU Ta MOPYILIYIOYX poOOTY TOJIOBHOT'O MO3KY, JiereHb Ta cepiisd. ToMy BUHUKAE
HeOoOXiIHICTh MOLIYKY HOBUX Ta yJOCKOHAJEHHS iCHYIOUMX BaskeJsIiB BIIMBY Ha 3aOpyJHIOBAYiB fIK Yy CBITi B I[ijioMy
Tak i B YKpaiHi 30KpeMa, 3 OIVIsAy Ha YCHIIIHUM iHO3eMHUI 10CBin eBponeiicbkux KpaiH. OIHUM 3 TaKUX BaskeJliB
€ eKOJIOTiYHe OMOJATKYBaHHS, SIK CKJIaJ0BA YacTUHA (PiHAHCOBOI MOJITUKY Jiep;kaBy. MeTa CTarTi — 0OI'pyHTyBaTH
Ta BUCBITJIUTHA OCHOBHI IIJISIXU pe()OPMYBaHHSI CUCTEMHU €KOJIOTIYHOTO OTIOJJaTKYBaHHS YKpaiHUA B YMOBaX PO3BUTKY
€BpOiHTerpaniiiHux nporeciB. OCHOBY METOIOJIOTI] TOC/IiI3KEHHSI CTAHOBJIATH aOCTPAKTHO-JIOTTYHII METO], Tia/IEKTUIHII
MEeTOJ HayKOBOI0 IIi3HAHHS1, aHAJTi3Y, IeIyKIlii, CHHTe3y, CTaTUCTUYHHH, rpadivyHuiii TabmuuHui. Y3araabHEHO OCHOBHI
ILISAXU peOpMyBaHHA CHCTEMH €KOJIOTiYHOTO OIOJATKYBaHHsS YKpalHU B yMOBax PO3BUTKY €BPOiHTerpauiiiHux
npotueciB Ta gocBiny kpain €C. OOrpyHTOBaHO Kiacudikaiiio 6a3 ononarkyBaHHA eKOJIOTiYHUX IOJATKIB 3rifHo 3
€spocrarom (Eurostat) Ta [enepanbHOro nupexropary €sponeiicbkoi Kowmicii 3 nuranb noskinis (The European
Commission’s Directorate General Environment). Habynu mogasbIioro po3BUTKY HayKOBO-METOAMYHI IIXOMH IO
BU3HA4YeHHs, ifeHTUdIKAIll Ta YIOCKOHAJIEHHA eJeMeHTiB MeXaHi3My eKOJIOTiYHOro OMOJATKYBAHHA i CTPYKTYpH
PpO3IOAiTYy HaAXOIKEHD 0 BiAMOBiAHUX piBHIB OI0M)KETHOI cCUCTEMU YKpaiHU. YIOCKOHAIEHO CUCTEMHHUIN PO3MOIiT i
BiHeceHHs BiAOBIAHNX KOMIIOHEHTIB KOMIIEHCAI[iIHUX Ta PETY/II0I0YNX IJIaTesKiB 10 €KOJIOTiYHOr0 OIOAATKyBaHH S
VYKpaiHu 3rigHO KomiB OromskeTHOI Kiracudikamii. OO6rpyHTOBAaHO OCHOBHI BajKesii ITOFATKOBOI MOJITHKM 3aJJIs
TMOCATHEHHST €KOJIOTiYHHUX ITJIEN Ta CTUMY/TIOBAaHHSA 3a0pyIHIOBAYiB O 3MEHIIIeHHSI HaBaHTA’KEHHsI Ha HABKOJIUIITHE
TIPUPOJIHE CepeloBUIIe. Pe3ysIbTaTy JOCTiIPKEHHS MOKYTh Oy TH BUKOPUCTaHI Ha MiCIIEBOMY Ta Jep>KaBHOMY PiBHSIX 3
METOI0 IPUUHSATTSA pillleHb CTOCOBHO pehOPMyBaHHS CHCTEMH €KOJIOTiYHOTO OTMIOAATKYBAHHs B YKpaiHi

» KnIoYoBi CMoBa: 1oaTkoBa CUCTEMA, JIePKaBHUN OIOMIKET, II0aTKOBA IOJIITUKA, IIOJATKOBUM MeXaHi3M, BaskeJli
MIOJaTKOBOTO perymoBanns, emicisa CO,, (pinancoBuii MexaHizM
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