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Law on Environmental Protection Nr. 137/1995 introduces economic instruments as incentives or as means of correction.

Law on Environment Fond. No. 73 of 11 May 2000. So far, there is no experience on its effect. The Law is proposing new environmental taxes, such as carbon tax, gasoline tax, water consumption tax, hazardous waste tax, land-fill tax, noise pollution tax, etc. Environment Management Authority under MWFEP is established by the law to manage the fond the beneficiaries of which include projects on the ecological reconstruction of destructed zones, conservation of biological diversity, protection of endangered species, support to protected areas, etc.

Forest conservation fond was established by the Forest Code (Law No. 26 of 24 April 1996). Its funds can be used, e.g., for purchase of private marginal arable land for afforestation purposes.

Law on Environmental Protection no. 137/1995, art. 34 provides that owners of terrestrial and aquatic areas who keep the land as natural habitat or take conservation measures for ecological reconstruction are exempted from taxes. Private owners will be compensated according to the value of the restoration works done.
Land Law 18/1991, republished in 1998, provides the establishment of the “Reclamation fund”. It is used for funding research, planning, and to carry out works for the rehabilitation of degraded and polluted lands established as “reclamation perimeters”. 

According to this law, degraded and polluted areas established as such perimeters are exempted from taxes during their reclamation.

In addition, art. 87 provides that owners of degraded lands, even if the land is not included in such perimeters, could receive for free, by request, seeds, planting material and chemicals for improving the soil ph and technical assistance for grassing and afforestation 

Governmental Ordinance no. 81/1998 on the measures to be taken for the reclamation of degraded lands by afforestation, amended and approved by Law no 107/1999 regulates the establishment and inventory of reclamation perimeters, responsibilities for afforestation and funding resources. Degraded lands are considered areas affected by erosion, pollution, and other natural or human influences, including areas with biogenesis affected or destroyed. 

Hunting Fond was established by the Hunting Law Nr. 103 of 23 September 2000 (Art. 17)

Law on Waters no 107/1996 provides tax on water use. It is in process the introduction of taxes for use of other resources and for wastes. 
Governmental Decision No. 472/9 June 2000 concerning the measures for the protection of water resources quality.

Also, from the proposed actions we may mention: 

-   The improvement of the legal framework in order to promote a more flexible programme for imposing direct instruments for environment protection

-   European Valuation and Assessment tools supporting Wetland Ecosystem Legislation.

The SAPARD rural development plan introduces financial incentives for farmers to make use of agricultural practices that preserve biodiversity and maintain the local genetic resources.

Effects of hydroelectric operations on ecosystems (fish, wildlife populations and related habitats) were identified in the project “Romania Hydro Power Environment Management”.

It was recognized that the ecosystem damage is a responsibility of a variety of stakeholders, yet the hydro-electro operators have to assume leadership in responding to the impact.
There are legal systems promoting sponsorship, tax deduction of 1% as donations for NGOs etc. 
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(2005)

The use of taxes for the utilization of natural resources has eliminated the unfair competition of tax free policy for game trophy export.

There are legal systems promoting sponsorship, tax deduction of 1% as donations for NGOs etc.

2009

Romania
 (2009)

3.4 Ecological sustainable tourism

To prevent the adverse environmental impact of tourism activities, the areas have been identified where the pressure of tourism at peak season can exceed the support capacity by increasing the amount of house waste water, road traffic and implicitly of the car emissions and noise levels. 

Table 12 Taxes paid by the tourism industry
	Taxes paid by the tourism industry

	Dues for renting, franchising or leasing


	To build the infrastructure needed by tourism, the suppliers of tourist services must rent, franchise or lease land


	This is a certain and constant income from the suppliers of tourist services

The supply of tourist services can be thus sized as to limit the impact of tourism


	The tourists usually don-t know these payment dues because they affect directly only the suppliers of tourist services

The industry of tourism tends to invest in “cheaper” destinations, particularly in situations o deflation



	Taxes for damages to the environment (effects of tourism activities)


	If the tourism activities are accountable for ecological damages such as water pollution, for instance, payments are demanded to amend the consequences (according to the principle the polluter pays)


	These taxes can diminish the environmental impact of tourism

This design can be implemented in combination with fines

The design show clearly the principle “the polluter pays”
	The actual payments are usually much too small to cover the costs of damages remediation

The design doesn’t bring a regular income

The income is quite low

The income increases with the damages

	Measures to compensate for the affected area (for effects due to constructions)


	The tourism infrastructure often requires large land areas. To compensate for landscape destruction and for the destruction of the ecological functions, “in kind” rewards may be asked, such as the establishment of new biotopes or the expansion of the already existing ones


	The area where such measures are enforced is protected from long-term intensive utilisation

This design is often used when construction licenses are granted

The design reflects the principle “the polluter pays”


	This is not a way to create regular additional incomes that can be used for conservation projects

In practice, the companies making investments try to avoid expenses for compensatory measures or keep them as low as possible



	Tariffs paid by tourists

	Admission tickets
	The tourists pay to enter a protected area


	This design brings regular and certain incomes for the protected areas and can be cashed by the management unit of each protected area

These tariffs contribute to increasing tourist awareness on the value of nature and of the objectives and measures for nature preservation

The cost of the admission tickets for attractive landscapes are accepted by tourists

Implementation is quite easy even if, sometimes, there are legislative obstacles

The admission tickets limit the tourist number, which reduces the environmental impact of tourism


	The admission tickets can exclude some social groups, which are target groups for environmental education, such as the families with children. In such situations the price should be adapted accordingly.

The incomes increase with the tourist number. The increase of tourist number tends to increase/stress the adverse environmental impact and to add to the management costs of the protected areas



	Additional tariffs for specific attractions


	The management of a natural area requires additional payments to arrange or to keep specific attractions such as exhibitions or scenic spots (belvedere spots)


	Generally, substantial additional incomes are thus generated

The acceptance is generally high

Implementation is not hindered by major obstacles

The tickets limit the tourist number and therefore alleviate the environmental impact of tourism


	Often, the income hardly cover the cost for the required additional tourism infrastructure

Particularly, the personnel costs are not covered



	Permits 
	The tourists pay to obtain a permit for special activities in protected areas, such as climbing or navigating


	The design allows the tourists to use the protected area for sport or for other activities and is, therefore, accepted by tourists

The demanded amounts limit the activities in the protected area and, implicitly, the general environmental impact

The tourists become more aware on the potential damages they can cause


	If the permit price is too high, the tourists will choose sites outside the protected area. Therefore, payments are usually too low to support nature conservation projects

They are hardly accepted by conservationists due to their potential of environmental depreciation, for instance destruction of vegetation, disturbance of the fauna

The implementation of such measures demands additional administrative effort, infrastructure and control mechanisms



	Voluntary contributions

	Donations:

Cash;

Materials;

Inheritance;


	Many protected and natural areas depend on donations. Usually, they are not collected by the protected area, but rather in collaboration with associations or “groups of friends”.

The donors can be contacted by mail, advertisements, donation boxes


	Tourists may decide voluntarily whether to contribute or not to the conservation of a protected area

Income level is only partially dependent on the tourist number in the area


	The incomes depend on the economic situation of the donors and on the way they are contacted, for instance, the donation boxes gather little money

Donations are seasonal, most coming on Christmas or on Easter

Additional administrative infrastructure required



	Eco-sponsoring / Funds 
	Cooperation between the tourism industry and the environmental organisations is mutually advantageous: for instance, the donations for nature conservation and improvement of tourism image


	The social and ecological projects are often sponsored by companies

Tourist business support the projects with regular amounts of money or with materials

No problems with acceptance by tourists


	The projects rely much on the sponsor and they fail if sponsoring ends

On the other hand, such projects wouldn’t have been possible without the support of sponsors

The sponsors prefer to pay specific projects rather than general maintenance costs
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