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Abstract. Introduction. The modern challenges of sustainable development require the active implementation of
mechanisms that promote the rational use of natural resources and reduce the negative environmental impact. Environmental
taxation is becoming one of the tools that can replenish the state budget and stimulate environmentally responsible business
behavior. In Ukraine's context, especially in the aftermath of war-related destruction, an effective environmental tax system is of
strategic importance. However, the current system does not fulfill its stimulating and compensatory functions, and businesses
mainly perceive it as an additional financial burden.

Purpose. This study aims to strengthen the conceptual basis of environmental taxation as a means of promoting
sustainable development in Ukraine. Particular attention is paid to analyzing the current state of the tax system and its
legislative regulation. Recommendations for increasing the efficiency of environmental taxes are developed, taking into account
international experience..

Results. An analysis of environmental tax distribution depending on the physical nature of the taxed object was
conducted and five main categories were identified. The main problems of the existing system were recorded, including the taxes’
low stimulating and compensatory role, the inefficient distribution of revenues between budgets of different levels, and the weak
control over compliance with environmental standards. Proposals for modernizing environmental taxation are presented,
including reforming the CO, emission tax, adjusting the distribution of tax revenues, and introducing incentives for transitioning
to a carbon-free economy.

Conclusions. Environmental taxation in Ukraine requires comprehensive modernization to fulfill its role as a tool for
sustainable development. Improving the legislative framework, rationally distributing tax revenues, and introducing a system of
incentives will foster environmental responsibility among businesses and encourage investments in environmentally friendly
technologies. In the long term, these changes will lay the groundwork for transitioning to a sustainable economy, particularly in
the context of post-war reconstruction, while ensuring the interests of all stakeholders are considered.

Keywords: environmental taxation, sustainable development, taxes, CO, emissions, Ukraine, economic policy,
environmental technologies.
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EKoJioriyHe onoJaTKkyBaHHS K OCHOBA CTUMYJ/IOBaHHS CTA/IOr0 PO3BUTKY Ta 3a6e3ne4yeHHsA ¢piHaHCOBO-
€KOHOMIYHOI 6e3neKu

AHomayisn. IloaaubieHo kKoHYyenmya/abHi 0CHOBU eK0./102[YH020 0N00amKy8aHHsl 1K OCHO8U CMUMY/A08AHHS CMA/1020
po3zeumky. IIpoaHanizoeaHo po3nodin 06’ekmig ekos02iuHo20 nodamky 8 YkpaiHi 3asexcHo 8i0 ¢izuuHoi npupodu cy6’ekma
onodamkysaHHsi Ha N’simb Kamezopili ma akmya/abHicmb 3aKOH00a84uX HOpM y cepi eko.102iYHo020 0nodamky8aHHS.
IIposedeHo MOHIMOpUH2 cmaHy eko.102i4H020 onodamkyeaHHsl 8 YKpaiHi ma cucmemamu308aHo i020 OCHO8HI npobsemu.
BusHaueHo, Wo ekos02ivHUll nodamok 8 YkpaiHi He 8UKOHYE cmuMy1Y0i ma komneHcayiliHoi yHKkyill, Kpim moeo, 6i3Hec-
chisibHoma docums Yacmo cnpuliMae nideuweHHss hodamkis auwe ik dodamkosge PickasibHe HagaHmaxce HHs.. O6rPyHMO8AHO
pexkomeHdayii, cnpsimosaHi Ha nidsuujeHHs eheKmusHOCMi ek010214H020 ONO0AMKYBAHHS SIK OCHO8U CIUMYIHE8AHHS CMa/1020
pO38UMKY 3 Ypaxy8aHHAM nepedogozo ce8imogozo doceidy. OCHOBHUMU npono3uyisimMu €: 800CKOHA/NEHHS KOoHyenyii
eKo/102iYH020 nodamky Ha sukudu CO2 ma modepHi3ayis iHWuUX kamezopill ekos102iYH020 N0JAMKy; KOpu2y8aHHs hponopyitl
po3nodisy nodamkogux HAOX00dxiceHb 8i0 eK0/102[UHO020 0N0OAMKYy8aHH Mixc 6rOicemamu pi3HUX pIieHi8, wjo cnpusimume
dopmysaHHo nocaidosHoi ma y3zodiceHoi noaimuku y cgepi ekosn02i4HO20 0nN0JaMKy8aHHs; hidguujeHHs1 eghekmugHocmi
BUKOPUCMAHHA NO0AMKOBUX HAOX00XCeHb 8i0 eK0/102[YH020 0Nn00amKy8aHHs; NOCUNEHHSI KOMNJAEKCHO20 KOHMpO/ 3a
KOMN/EeKCHUM JOMPUMAHHAM cmaHdapmis; 3anpo8adiceHHsl Cucmemu CmuMyA00YUX 3axo0ie, CnpsIMOBAHUX HA NOCmMynosuil
nepexid do 6e3gyzseyesoi ekoHOMiKU. 3acmocy8aHHs Yux nponosuyill nidsuwums pigeHb eko102iuHoi cgidomocmi ma 3a2anbHy
edpekmugHicmb ekos102iyHUX nodamkie 8 YKpaiHi, wo cnpusmume 3a1y4eHHI0 6i3Hecy 00 iH8eCmy8aHHS 8 eK0/102IYHO 6e3neyHi
mexHo/102ii ma supo6HuYi npoyecu. Y 00820cmpokosill hepchekmugi cmumy108aHHs eKoa102iuHoi mpaHcgopmayii 6izHecy ma
dopMmysaHHs npakmuku 8i0nosidas1bH020 BUKOPUCMAHHS eHep2opecypcie cnpusimume nocmynogomy nepexody eKoHoMiku 0o
CcMas020 p038UMKY, 8NP08AOHCEHHIO IHHOBAYITT y nicAs180€HHUTI nepiod ma epaxysaHHK iHmepecie ycix 3ayikasseHux CmopiH.

Kawuoei caosa: ekosoziuHe onodamkysaHHs, cmasulli po3gumok, nodamku, sukudu CO,, YkpaiHa, ekoHoMmiuHa

nosimuka, exos102i4Hi mexHo102ii,
JEL Classification: A22; C13; 120; 121.

Formulation of the problem. Sustainable
development means meeting the needs of the current
generation without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs. Economic
activities and industry usually result in increased
emissions of harmful substances and environmental
pollution. In these conditions, environmental taxation
can encourage companies to adopt clean technologies
and make efficient use of resources. Effective taxation of
negative environmental impacts contributes to the
development of new environmentally friendly
technologies and effective decision-making. Companies
that invest in sustainable manufacturing research and
development gain a competitive advantage. Additionally,
environmental taxation reduces "consumer aggression"
by changing consumer habits and directing consumers
toward less environmentally burdensome decisions.
Modern investors are increasingly paying attention to
companies' sustainability and environmental
responsibility. Effective environmental taxation makes
"green" investments more attractive to investors.
Increasing tax rates on environmentally hazardous
activities can generate additional budget revenues for
financing sustainable development and environmental
projects.

Ukraine's ongoing war has already had a serious
impact on the environment. The destruction of
important infrastructure, including energy companies
and chemical plants, exacerbates the negative impact.
Fires, explosions, and the destruction of industrial
facilities release hazardous chemicals and pollutants into
the air, soil, and water sources. This has led to poor air
and water quality, public health threats, and polluted
natural ecosystems. Hostilities also hinder the

restoration of natural resources and biodiversity. A large
number of explosions and shelling damage forests, fields,
and other natural areas. This disrupts ecosystems and
leads to environmental pollution from military
equipment, waste, fuel, lubricants, and other harmful
substances. Long-term environmental degradation can
have serious consequences for nature and public health.

The importance of the chosen scientific issues is
evident because environmental taxation is an effective
means of promoting sustainable development,
conserving natural resources, and ensuring the planet's
viability for future generations.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Using
the Vosviewer v.1.6.19 toolkit and Google Analytics, a
thorough bibliometric analysis was conducted to identify
groups of scientists with significant contributions to
environmental taxation research. We carried out
bibliographic analysis using the capabilities of Google
Analytics and Vosviewer.

We selected a list of scientific publications on the
researched topic that had the most significant impact on
the formation of the research paradigm in recent years
using the search, clustering, and keyword highlighting
functionality provided by the toolkit and Google
Analytics. Monographic and bibliographic methods, as
well as analysis, synthesis, deduction, and induction,
made it possible to identify a field of scientific problems
requiring more detailed research and to develop a
framework for our scientific inquiry.

The study [1] examines indicators from 1990 to 2019
for G7 countries in tax policy and economic openness
and their impact on environmental sustainability.
However, it is unclear whether the conclusions can
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inform management decisions in low- or middle-income
countries.

The authors of study [2] attempted to investigate the
relationship between environmental tax rates, pollutant
emissions, and corporate tax rates. The empirical analysis
was based on a preliminary sample of 20 years of data
from 10 industrialized economies worldwide. The
authors did not consider indicators of countries with
weak economies. Work [3] studied the impact of
environmental taxes on energy efficiency, proving that
green technologies and environmental taxes are
important factors in increasing energy efficiency and
reducing energy intensity.

The authors of Article 4 claim that environmental
taxation is an important state tool used to encourage
enterprises to undergo '"green" transformations. The
study's results indicate that environmental tax legislation
increases the ESG indicators of enterprises that
significantly pollute the environment. However, a similar
relationship was not confirmed for enterprises with less
negative environmental impact. Study [5] emphasizes
that reengineering state support for the agricultural
sector should aim to implement digital technologies,
contributing to sustainable development, increasing
sector efficiency, and reducing the need for state
support.

Work [6] claims that "green" fiscal and budgetary
policies are important tools for financing the "green"
economy. These policies are associated with
technological innovations that reduce CO2 emissions.
The authors emphasize that a "green" tax is the most
important element of "green" fiscal policy and that
"green" finance promotes technological innovation and
prevents CO, emissions.

Study [7] analyzes the specifics of tax risks and
generalizes the main forms of tax risks (including
environmental risks) in the economic security system and
monitors methods of calculating tax burden indicators.
Article [8] proposes alternative approaches to increasing
the effectiveness of the carbon tax due to the authors'
belief that it is ineffective. However, the researchers pay
much attention to the fiscal function of this tax,
bypassing its ecological significance.

[9] notes that the Chinese government introduced a
nationwide environmental taxation policy to address
pollution. This policy encourages businesses to optimize
their production processes. We agree with this
conclusion and draw attention to the findings of the
authors of [10], who emphasize that analyzing data from
287 Chinese cities from 2010 to 2019 revealed that this
national environmental tax policy is ineffective in
promoting sustainable development and reducing
emissions. The authors of paper [11] note that
monitoring companies registered on the A-share
exchange from 2012 to 2021 revealed that
environmental taxation in China negatively affects these
companies' overall productivity. Considering the
heterogeneity of the enterprises studied, the authors

emphasize that such an impact is minimal for large
enterprises with high investment efficiency located in
western regions.

Increased carbon dioxide emissions threaten
environmental sustainability. Thus, the authors of article
[17] investigated the interaction between environmental
taxes and CO, emissions using data from 21 OECD
countries from 1990 to 2020. The study resulted in a
recommendation to promote "green" financing and tax
collection in polluting industries. Study [18] models an
alternative carbon tax scheme that takes household
consumption in 88 countries into account. The study
proposes differentiated environmental tax rates, which
would contribute to reducing annual global household
emissions.

The authors of the study [19] focused on specific
aspects of environmental taxation and its impact on
stimulating sustainable development. Specifically, they
examined whether environmental taxation causes spatial
side effects in Italy, France, and Germany from 1994 to
2020. Another study examined the validity of the double
dividend hypothesis for certain African countries
(Cameroon, Mali, and Uganda) from 1994 to 2017. This
study uses panel cointegration and long-run estimates to
analyze the idea that environmental taxes can affect
employment as well. It proposes an approach to
environmental taxation as a financial incentive rather
than a command-and-control policy to combat
environmental degradation and unemployment.

Formulation of research goals. Highly appreciating
the results of the above-mentioned scientific works, we
are convinced that in modern conditions the issue of
facilitating the efficiency of environmental taxation as a
basis for stimulating sustainable development requires

further thorough consideration by the scientific
community.
This article aims to present theoretical and

methodological concepts and practical approaches to
environmental taxation as a means of promoting
sustainable development.

To efficiently achieve the scientific goal, the following
research tasks were identified:

— to deepen the conceptual foundations of
environmental taxation as a basis for stimulating
sustainable development;

— to analyze the state of environmental taxation as a
basis for stimulating sustainable development;

— to justify proposals for increasing the efficiency of
environmental taxation as a basis for stimulating
sustainable development.

Presentation of the main research material. Current
ecological problems are issues of special attention that
require responsible action from the state. The necessary
measures aim to minimize destructive impacts while
supporting sustainable economic development. The
government has a variety of tools at its disposal, one of
the most important of which is the effective use of
environmental taxes.
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An environmental tax is a mandatory payment to the
state for the registered volumes of emissions released
into the atmosphere, pollutants released into water
resources, waste disposal, and the volume of temporary
storage of radioactive waste by producers. It also applies
to the volume of radioactive waste generated and
accumulated as of April 1, 2009 [12].

In the context of international practices, Ukraine's
application of the environmental tax is quite specific.
Depending on the physical nature of the taxable entity,
all entities are divided into five categories (Fig. 1). The
rates for each category are specified in Chapter VIII of
the Tax Code and vary based on the associated hazard
and risk level.

Objects of environmental taxation in Ukraine

—> the number and types of atmospheric air pollutants from stationary sources (the tax base
for carbon dioxide emissions tax is reduced by the volume of such emissions by 500 tons
per vear in accordance with the results of the tax (reporting) year)
> the amount and types of pollutants that are directly discharged into water bodies
—> the amount and categories of disposed waste, with the exception of volumes and
categories of waste as secondary raw materials, which are kept on own territories
> the amount and type of radioactive waste generated during the operation of economic
entities and/or temporarily stored by producers beyond the period determined by special
licanca canditinne
—_—
volumes of electrical energy produced by operating organizations of nuclear installations

Figure 1 — The complex of objects subject to environmental tax in Ukraine

Source: built by the authors on the basis [12].

In the case of performing business operations that
lead to various pollution of the environment and/or
emissions of various types of pollutants, the business
entity has the obligation to determine a separate amount
of tax for each type of pollution and/or each type of
pollutant.

From January 1, 2022, changes were made to the
legislative norms of environmental taxation [13] (Fig. 2).

The increase in environmental tax rates was planned
to influence the economic activity of business entities,

aiming to minimize harmful effects, preserve the
environment, and encourage pollution reduction.
Currently, however, environmental taxes do not

stimulate or compensate. Additionally, the business
community often perceives tax increases as an additional
fiscal burden. At the same time, the volume of
environmental tax revenues in Ukraine remains
insignificant (Fig. 3), providing insufficient funds to
finance necessary environmental protection measures.
Thus, from 2011 to 2022, the environmental tax
accounted for no more than 1.4% of tax payments to the
Consolidated Budget of Ukraine, and this percentage has
a tendency to decrease.
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Changes to the legislative norms of environmental taxation in Ukraine, introduced from

5% increase in the environmental tax rate for emissions pp. 243.1-243.3 of the
» into the atmosphere of pollutants from stationary sources »|  Tax Code of Ukraine
of pollution
the tax rate for emissions of carbon dioxide into the p. 243.4 of the Tax
> atmosphere - UAH 30 per 1 ton > Code of Ukraine
30% increase in the tax rate for discharges of pollution into
.| water bodies, with a further gradual increase to 800% by p| PP-245.1-245.2 of the
> Tax Code of Ukraine
2025
10% increase in the rate for the placement of waste, pp. 246.1-246.2 of the
> including fluorescent lamps and mercury-containing P Tax Code of Ukraine
devices
tax rate for radioactive waste - UAH 0.0133 per 1 kWh of p. 247.1 of the Tax
> electricity produced > Code of Ukraine
5% increase in the tax rate for temporary storage by
> producers of radioactive waste beyond the established > p. 248.1 of the Tax
period Code of Ukraine

Figure 2 — Adjustment of legislative norms in the field of environmental taxation in Ukraine

Source: built by the authors on the basis [12, 13].

It should be noted that in most European countries, tax revenues (Fig. 4). In 2021, the specific weight of
the environmental tax effectively performs a environmental taxes in the total tax payments of
compensatory function. This means that tax revenue is European Union countries ranged from 3.76%
several times greater than government spending on  (Luxembourg) to 9.98% (Greece). Therefore, when
environmental protection measures. Additionally, in compared to Ukrainian realities, it is evident that the
most European countries, the environmental tax level of environmental taxation in Ukraine is significantly
performs a fiscal function, accounting for up to 10% of lower than in  European Union  countries.
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Source: built by the authors on the basis [23].

The main problems in the field of environmental
taxation in Ukraine should be highlighted:

First, the concept of environmental tax is imperfect in
terms of the ineffective implementation of
environmental protection and the promotion of a rapid
transition to a sustainable, low-carbon economy. Second,
there is non-compliance with European Union
regulations. According to the Association Agreement,
Ukraine must harmonize its legislation with the Directive
on Energy Taxes and Electricity Taxes, which establishes
minimum rates for environmental taxes on energy
carriers. Thus, expanding the tax base with an
environmental tax is a mandatory step for Ukraine on its
path to European Union membership.

Second, there is an insufficient level of control over
payment discipline and compliance with environmental
standards in the process of paying the environmental tax.

The lack of incentives for the "green" reorganization
of economic entities is another issue. An analysis of the
best international practices revealed that using
compensation and incentive mechanisms is important for
transitioning business entities to environmentally
"friendly" practices. Thus, countries should not limit
themselves to deterrent instruments, but rather add
stimulating instruments such as grants, discounts, and
subsidies.

The inefficient distribution and use of environmental
tax revenues is another issue.
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The structure of taxes in the field of ecology differs
between countries in the European Union and national
structures. Environmental policy instruments include
general and mixed instruments, such as taxes and
ecological reforms; trade permits and quotas; fees,
tariffs, payments, and pricing policies; and business
entity liability schemes. As noted, reforming
environmental consciousness among the population and
enterprises to increase awareness of the importance of
environmental initiatives is possible only through
economic levers of influence by the state, supported by
normative regulation and administrative support.

In the countries of the European Union, taxes in the
field of ecology form tax revenues for local and state
budgets. A small portion (up to 5.5%) is allocated to the
general budget fund of the European Union as a
contribution. Energy taxes (more than 75% of revenues)
and vehicle taxes are the most significant taxes in the
field of ecology in EU countries. This is because the
carbon tax in the EU is classified as an energy tax rather
than a pollution tax. Additionally, the trading of emission
qguotas, which grant permission to emit carbon dioxide
into the atmosphere for certain industries, currently
generates tax revenue only for the budgets of member
states. It should also be noted that the European
Commission has proposed allocating a quarter of the
income to the general European Union budget.

Studies on the impact of environmental taxes on
economic development mostly do not confirm a direct
impact on macroeconomic indicators. Therefore, the
environmental impact of ecological taxes is usually
evaluated in terms of offsetting negative environmental
impacts, while their impact on employment, economic
growth, and investment indicators is secondary.

An increase in ecological tax rates is not a
prerequisite for minimizing negative environmental
impact; however, accumulated environmental tax funds
must be used effectively and rationally to integrate and
implement environmental protection and security
policies.

Based on the identified problems in the field of
environmental taxation in Ukraine, recommendations
aimed at increasing the effectiveness of environmental
taxation as a basis for stimulating sustainable
development were formed:

1. Improvement of the concept of environmental tax
in terms of improvement of the concept of
environmental tax on CO2 emissions and modernization
of other categories of environmental tax is needed. Thus,
we propose to transform the existing system of
environmental tax on carbon dioxide emissions, replacing
it with an indirect environmental tax on energy carriers
with mandatory consideration of CO2 content (natural
gas, thermal coal, fuel oil, etc.). This proposal will add up
to the grow in the efficiency of the environmental tax by
simplifying the administration of the tax, minimizing the
facts of tax evasion and the corresponding increase in tax
revenues to the Consolidated Budget of Ukraine.

According to the international practice of the countries
of the European Union, a direct impact on CO2 emissions
can be obtained through the implementation of a
comprehensive emissions trading system. It is advisable
to introduce taxation of energy carriers in the transport
sector thanks to the inclusion of the tax on CO2
emissions in the excise tax on fuel, as well as the
introduction of additional taxes on transport.
Considering the directions of modernization of other
categories of environmental tax, we note that the
question of the expediency of increasing environmental
tax rates for individual objects remains open. However,
this proposal requires additional thorough research and
forecasting of tax payments, taking into account the
implementation of special technological solutions aimed
at reducing the amount of pollution and the
corresponding negative impact on various subjects.

2. Adjusting the mechanism that directs tax revenues
from environmental taxation is essential. Currently, 45%
of these revenues are directed to the general fund of the
state budget, meaning these funds do not have a specific
purpose. This practice does not align with that of
developed countries. In addition, constant adjustments
of the proportions of the distribution of tax payments
from the environmental tax between budgets of
different levels and special and general funds
significantly complicate the formation of a consistent and
coherent policy in the field of environmental taxation
and the implementation of long-term programs in the
field of environmental protection. Therefore, it is
advisable to adjust the ratio of environmental tax
revenues directed to special local budget funds, thereby
contributing to the environmental protection function of
the environmental tax.

3. Increasing the efficiency with which tax revenues
from environmental taxes are used is a logical next step
in adjusting the mechanism for allocating these
revenues. This approach is based on increasing the
transparency of how these revenues are used. First, the
system of controlling the use of funds must be improved.
Second, activities belonging to environmental protection
measures must be monitored. This recommendation is
justified by the need to minimize spending budget funds
on initiatives that do not directly address environmental
protection issues.

4. Strengthening comprehensive control over
compliance with standards aims to achieve this. It may
include increasing fines for violations of nature
protection legislation, differentiating environmental tax
rates when exceeding approved emission norms,
expanding environmental diagnostics, and taking
inflation or price indicators into account when calculating
environmental tax liabilities.

5. A system of stimulating measures is anticipated to
gradually transition to a carbon-free economy.
International experience in EU countries demonstrates
the effectiveness of such measures, which may include
financial instruments that promote the use of

212



EaexkTpoHHEe HaykoBe (paxoBe BHAAHHS 3 eKOHOMIYHUX HayK «Modern Economics», No50 (2025), 206-214
https:/ /modecon.mnau.edu.ua | ISSN 2521-6392

"sustainable" technologies and tax incentives for
businesses that demonstrate ecological transformation.

Conclusions. In conditions of significant increases in
harmful substance emissions and environmental
pollution, environmental taxation can encourage
companies to implement clean technologies and efficient
resource use. Therefore, it is the basis for stimulating
sustainable development. Under martial law in Ukraine,
environmental protection has become an extremely
urgent issue due to explosions, fires, and the destruction
of industrial facilities; the release of dangerous chemicals
and pollutants into the air, soil, and water sources; and
more. In these conditions, environmental taxation is an
important tool for preserving natural resources and
ensuring the planet's viability for future generations.

The conceptual foundations of environmental
taxation as a means of promoting sustainable
development were examined, and it was demonstrated
that, in the context of international practices, the
implementation of an environmental tax in Ukraine is
unique. The distribution of environmental tax objects in
Ukraine, classified by the physical nature of the taxed
entity into five categories, and the updated legislative
norms in environmental taxation introduced in 2022
were analyzed. It was emphasized that changes to
environmental tax legislation are mainly aimed at
increasing rates to minimize harmful effects, preserve
the environment, and encourage pollution reduction.
However, at the moment, environmental taxes do not
perform stimulating or compensatory functions, and the
business community often perceives tax increases as an
additional fiscal burden.

The state of environmental taxation in Ukraine, which
is intended to stimulate sustainable development, was
analyzed. It was found that, from 2011 to 2022, the ratio
of environmental taxes to total tax payments to the
Consolidated Budget of Ukraine did not exceed 1.4%.
Additionally, this ratio has a tendency to decrease. When
compared to EU countries, it was found that

environmental taxes effectively perform  both
compensatory and fiscal functions, forming up to 10% of
tax revenues in most European countries. The main
problems in the field of environmental taxation in
Ukraine are summarized below: ineffective
implementation of environmental protection functions;
noncompliance with European Union norms; insufficient
control over payment discipline and environmental
standard compliance; insufficient mechanisms to
stimulate business entities to adopt environmentally
friendly practices; and an ineffective mechanism to
distribute and use environmental tax revenues.

The proposals to increase the effectiveness of
environmental taxation as a means of stimulating
sustainable development are substantiated. The main
proposals are as follows:

1) replacing the current system of environmental
taxation on carbon dioxide emissions with indirect
environmental taxation of energy carriers, taking into
account CO, content. This will simplify tax
administration, minimize tax evasion, and increase tax
revenues for the Consolidated Budget of Ukraine.

2) adjusting the distribution of tax revenues from
environmental taxation among different budgets and
special and general funds. This will create a consistent
and coherent environmental tax policy and enable the
implementation of long-term environmental protection
programs.

It should be noted that the above proposals outline
the main directions of the long-term reform of
environmental taxation in Ukraine. Developing more
detailed recommendations requires an in-depth analysis.
In this analysis, we must consider and thoroughly analyze
not only certain aspects of environmental taxation but
also global environmental protection policy. Currently,
such an analysis cannot be fully carried out since
hostilities  cause  negative and unpredictable
consequences for the environment.
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