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Summary

SUMMARY

Among the Principles for Human Rights in Fiscal Policy, the power-duty of
the States to encourage and/or discourage behaviors and correct externalities
through specific instruments of fiscal policy (Principle 12) stands out. This princi-
ple highlights the regulatory function that fiscal policy can and should have over
economic agents' behavior in order to promote conditions for progress in the
access to the rights to health, adequate food, and a healthy environment.

Explicitly related to the environment, Principle 4 decrees States’ duty to guarantee
that their fiscal policy is environmentally sustainable. This means that the State is
obligated to mobilize the necessary resources to achieve a healthy and sustain-
able environment, prevent the foreseeable damage to human rights and at-risk
populations due to climate change, and protect biodiversity, soils, oceans, and
nature in general.

In the framework of these principles, this document stresses fiscal policy's po-
tential to drive forward State obligations in health, food, and environmental sus-
tainability. In particular, this paper develops a series of theoretical and empirical
arguments that show the tax potential of taxing goods and services that negatively
impact health, food, and the environment, such as alcohol, tobacco, ultra-pro-
cessed foods, carbon emissions, or single-use plastics. For example, green and
health taxes can be helpful for mitigating the lack of information regarding the
negative impacts of consuming these goods or as a political strategy so that peo-
ple can internalize the cost of consumption in the long term.

Additionally, this paper re-examines a series of normative arguments—both spe-
cific and general—that justify the implementation of these kinds of fiscal instru-
ments and whose sources can be identified in the specialized reports and recom-
mendations of several international and regional human rights agencies as well as
in papers published by international development and financial agencies. Overall,
they are focused on the health, social, and economic costs originated from the
consumption of tobacco, alcohol, ultra-processed foods, and sugar-sweetened
beverages as well as the different public policy strategies that governments can
use to mitigate such costs.

In addition to stating the benefits of this kind of taxation—such as reducing the
production and consumption of goods and services that are harmful to the envi-
ronment and health or the additional resources it may involve for the State cof-
fers—, this paper includes some warnings and challenges to ensure that these
fiscal instruments comply with other relevant principles, like the fair taxation
sub-principle (Sub-Principle 3.1.), and that they are not regressive (for example,
compensation measures through expenditure as called for in Sub-Principle 12.2.)
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INTRODUCTION

Throughout history, there has been a discussion
among economists about the role of fiscal policy®.
While some think that fiscal policy should have a pro-
active role—generating changes in supply and demand
that stimulate economic growth and the market partic-
ipants’ decisions through prices—, some others think
that fiscal policy should be neutral and only play its role
by collecting and allocating public resources.

Concurrently, in the field of human rights, there has
been a debate in recent years about the role of fiscal
policy regarding States’ obligations towards respecting,
protecting, and guaranteeing human rights. Although,
for a long time, these kinds of policies were excluded
from the analysis and evaluation of compliance with in-
ternational treaties on human rights, in the last decade,
some bodies and special procedures of the universal
human rights system have focused their attention on
the fiscal policies of States and the way they contribute
to or hamper the realization of human rights (Lozano
etal., 2019: 35).

This paper argues that instruments that stem from fis-
cal policy, such as taxes, can encourage or discourage
behaviors and have the potential to contribute to obli-
gations related to the realization of the rights to health,
food, and a healthy environment.

This exercise is carried out within the framework of
the Human Rights Principles and Guidelines on Fis-
cal Policy. It aims to go into greater depth in research
on the usefulness of fiscal policy instruments for rights
enjoyment and, given the strategic importance of this
issue, to extract applicable public policy guidelines with
a human rights approach for the Latin American and
Caribbean region.

As opposed to Hayek, Barro and some other thinkers
from the “Chicago School"—who state that fiscal policy
should not influence investment decisions because it
generates inefficiencies and distortions in the markets
(Jiménez, 2012: 25)—, this paper's position is clearly
defined. We believe fiscal policy can and should be a
tool to enact a regulatory exercise when clear market

failures are detected. In this case, taxing goods and
services that negatively impact health, food, and the
environment, such as alcohol, tobacco, ultra-processed
foods®,carbon emissions, or single-use plastics.

As will be shown throughout the text, there are solid
arguments, both theoretical and empirical, that justify
the use of fiscal policy instruments for these purposes.
Likewise, there is a belief that fiscal policy has an intrin-
sic connection to the fulfillment of States’ human rights
obligations. Not only through rights funding and the
redistribution of income and wealth but also through
incentive management, which has direct repercussions
on habits and behaviors that are closely linked to the
protection and guarantee of rights.

The methodology used in this paper pivots on the
review and synthesis of the theory behind so-called
green and health taxes (or Pigovian taxes), the state-
of-the-art literature on the subject, and, in a broad
sense, the normative instruments that stem from in-
ternational human rights law and other fields apart
from human rights. Among the latter, there are reports
from international agencies (World Bank, Organisation
for Economic Co-operation and Development, among
others) and related academic papers that are used as
secondary sources.

The paper is structured as follows: In the first section,
there is a presentation of the theoretical analysis and
of the political economy that frames the issue of health
and green taxes in the region and also in the context
where the public issue at hand emerges. In the second
section, the normative standards on the subject are
presented, making a clear distinction between human
rights standards and standards from other sources.
The third section offers a review of the relevant em-
pirical evidence that allows for identifying the impact
of these measures, of some practices that are in ten-
sion with consolidated normative standards, and of the
obstacles or challenges identified while implementing
these policies. In the last section, the paper's main con-
clusions are presented, and a proposal for public policy
guidelines with a human rights approach is formulated.

01| Itis important to clarify that, although the concept of fiscal policy includes both taxes and public spending, this paper will exclusively focus on
fiscal policy in terms of taxes. This does not exclude some discussion on public expenditure associated with the collection of the analyzed taxes.

02| There is a debate among civil society organizations about the language used to refer to these kinds of goods. Although WHO and PAHO use the
term ultra-processed “foods,” some consider that the proper term would be ultra-processed “products” because only those that are natural could be
considered “food.” In this paper, we will follow the standard term used by WHO and PAHO.

Introduction
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THE PUBLIC PROBLEM
AND PIGOVIAN TAXES

S 2.1 Contex

The implementation of fiscal instruments such as Pigo-
vian taxes is of paramount importance given the con-
text and the current data on environmental, food, and
nutrition issues, as well as public health.

Regarding environmental issues, according to the last
report by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC), the consequences and costs of a glob-
al warming of 1.5 degrees Celsius will be much more
drastic than previously estimated. The report also
states that this temperature rise could happen in 11

years if carbon dioxide emissions are not immediately
reduced (IPCC, 2018). According to Our World in Data,
carbon emissions have not been significantly reduced
in recent years (see Graph 1) despite the multiple inter-
national agreements that most countries have signed
in the last decades, such as the Kyoto Agreement or
the more recent Paris Agreement, where 190 States
committed to progressively reduce CO2 emissions, re-
viewing their targets every five years (Framework Con-
vention on Climate Change, 2015).

Graph 1. Global Average CO2 Emissions Per Capita 1900-2017 (tons)

6.00

5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

1.00

0.00

4,79)

OMWOUWONLOV—<IMNOMWOUONLOO  —<IMNOMUOUONLWM —<MNOMWOWO NN WO — <t M~

OO OO0O ——c— AN AN NOMOOMOOMONIITIEITITLWLWLWOOOONNNOVWWWWOOOODONO OO v~ v« —

[e)le)lNe) o) e e e o) o) e e e o) e e e o) o) e e e o) o) o e e o o NN N NONO N NeNeoNo o Mo N

B e T i ettt s s s e Y
Source: Our World in Data

On the other hand, single-use plastic production has
been growing steadily over the years. In 2015, around
300 million tons of plastic residue were generated,
of which 79% currently lies in dumps, landfills, or in
oceans or strategic ecosystems, while roughly 12% has
been incinerated and only 9% has been recycled (Gey-
eretal,2017; UNEP, 2018).

The Public Problem and Pigovian Taxes

Regarding the goods that are harmful to public health,
food, and nutrition, such as alcohol, tobacco, and ul-
tra-processed foods like sugar-sweetened beverages,
the situation is also concerning.

For ultra-processed foods, there is evidence showing
that the global prevalence of obesity has increased
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three-fold since 1975. In 2014, approximately 39% of
the adult population was overweight, and in 2016, the
number of children under the age of five that suffered
from being overweight or obese was 41 million. Fur-
thermore, the increase in the prevalence of childhood
overweight has clustered, especially in middle and
low-income countries. This is because, in recent years,
the problem of malnutrition due to being overweight
has ceased to be a problem that is exclusive to devel-
oped countries (FAO et al., 2020). Similarly, the num-
ber of people with diabetes has increased abruptly.
While there were around 108 million people with some
type of diabetes in 1980, in 2014, this number rose to
422 million, almost a 300% increase. Besides diabe-
tes, overweight is a major risk factor for cardiovascu-
lar diseases, some types of cancer, and other chronic
non-communicable diseases (WHO, 2017). Ultra-pro-
cessed food consumption and unhealthy consumption
are highly associated with these types of diseases. In
the ultra-processed food group, sugar-sweetened bev-
erages stand out as the products with the highest sug-
ar content that do not provide any significant nutrition-
al content (WHO, n.d.).

Concerning tobacco, each year, more than eight million
people die from its consumption. Of these 8 million,
seven die from direct use, while the remaining one mil-
lion die as a consequence of involuntary exposure to
second-hand smoke (passive smoking). Of the 1.1 bil-
lion smokers worldwide, 80% live in middle and low-in-
come countries, so it can be considered an epidemic in
developing countries (WHO, 2019).

As for alcohol, 3 million people die each year due to
its harmful consumption, amounting to 5.3% of the to-
tal deaths worldwide. Additionally, harmful alcohol use
causes at least 200 different diseases and disorders,
and 5.1% of the global burden of morbidity is attrib-
utable to alcohol (WHO, 2018). According to research
published in The Lancet magazine, alcohol is the most
harmful psychoactive substance for both its users and
the people around them. Its negative impact on health
even reaches beyond that of heroin, crack, or metham-
phetamine (Nutt et al., 2010).

For all of the above reasons, in recent decades, gov-
ernments around the world have implemented several
strategies and policies to reduce the negative impacts
described above as much as possible. In most cases,
these strategies have focused on regulation through
reform or creation of laws that regulate markets;
command-and-control® strategies for environmental
issues and harm reduction® policies for tobacco, al-
cohol, and ultra-processed foods. Only recently have
some governments envisioned strategies involving
economic instruments, such as Pigovian taxes or the
use of targeted subsidies.

In part, this late venture is due to the interests of the
large economic groups involved in these markets,
which have an influence on public policy decision-mak-
ing (Aidt, 2010; PAHO, 2015; WHO, 2014). Imposing an
additional tax or surcharge on these goods or activi-
ties, alongside the already implemented strategies of
command-and-control/harm reduction, would involve
a negative impact on the sales and production costs
of their goods and services, which goes against their
economic profit maximization objective. As a result, the
governments that have taken the lead in implementing
regulatory policies through economic instruments have
faced intense pressure from stakeholders through
lobbying and other pressure strategies. These strate-
gies are aimed at hindering and creating an adverse
atmosphere for the adoption of these policies. Some
of them will be analyzed in greater depth in Section 4.

While this paper only addresses the subject of regula-
tion through taxation, it is also important to mention
that governments’ direct spending can encourage (or
discourage) the consumption or production of the
goods that are harmful to public health, nutrition, and
the environment, and this is fundamental for the is-
sue at hand. Thus, state policies that subsidize fossil
fuels or sectors with significant impacts on the environ-
ment—Ilike the cattle industry or public food programs
with low nutritional value products—should also be
considered in this discussion on fiscal policy and hu-
man rights.

S 2.2 Market Failures and Pigovian Taxes

The economic theory that establishes a link between
the regulatory role of taxes and human rights—and
that lies behind the use of fiscal instruments such as
health or green taxes—is based on the classic princi-
ples of taxation that are followed to correct external-
ities, as stated by the English economist Alfred Pigou

in 1920. According to this theory, in the presence of
market failures, States must intervene in the markets
through their fiscal policy. Among the most common
failures are those caused by the negative or positive
externalities derived from the market (Pigou, 1920).
This happens when the marginal social cost of produc-

03| Normative and regulatory instruments that set standards and limits to productive activities to achieve environmental targets (ECLAC, 2015: 8).
04| Policies, programs, and/or practices that seek to reduce the harm associated with the use of psychoactive substances without the need to end

their use (Grover, 2011).

The Public Problem and Pigovian Taxes
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ing or consuming a given good or service exceeds (in
case of a negative externality) or is below (in case of a
positive externality) the marginal social benefit (Allcott
et al, 2019). That is, in some cases, the production or
consumption of goods and services can have positive
or negative impacts on people who are not involved in
the market. If this market is not regulated, people or
corporations will produce/consume a lot of this good/
service, impacting other people who do not receive a
compensation/correction for the generated impacts.
Therefore, taxing goods or services that cause nega-
tive externalities can increase welfare by restricting the
consumption or production up to a point where the
marginal social cost and the social benefit are equal—
thereby mitigating the negative externality in question
(Allcott et al., 2019; Pigou, 1920).

An example of Pigovian taxes are those that exist to
contribute to mitigating the negative externalities as-
sociated with the consumption of goods that directly
affect the health of other people who do not consume
these goods, like in the case of alcohol, tabaco, and
sugar-sweetened beverages.

The negative externalities associated with alcohol use
and abuse present themselves in different kinds of
violence (Cogan & Ballinger, 2006; Collins et al., 1997;
Peralta & Cruz, 2005), traffic accidents (P. J. Cook, 1981;
Hingson & Howland, 1987), and in the public resources
allocated to treating diseases associated with alcohol
use (Bouchery et al., 2011; Cargiulo, 2007; Dall et al,
2007).

There are similar externalities regarding tobacco use.
In addition to the allocation of public resources to treat
diseases associated with its use (Dall et al., 2007; Lai
et al., 2007; Reynales-Shigematsu et al., 2006), there
are also impacts on the health of the so-called “pas-
sive smokers” (D. G. Cook & Strachan, 1997; Strachan &
Cook, 1997, 1998).

Finally, in the case of sugar-sweetened beverages,
the externalities are primarily related to the public re-
sources that are allocated to treating non-communica-
ble chronic diseases derived from the consumption of
these products (Brownell et al., 2009; Dall et al., 2007;
Wang et al., 2012).

Regarding green taxes, there is copious evidence of the
negative impacts of carbon emissions on global warm-
ing and the current climate crisis, with all the negative
consequences for human beings that this entails (IPCC,
2018). Similarly, the production of single-use plastics

contributes to generating non-biodegradable waste
that affects strategic ecosystems that are vital for the
planet (Geyer et al., 2017; UNEP, 2018).

In both cases, the negative consequences on health
and nutrition rights are evident, considering those that
stem from the unregulated consumption of alcohol,
tobacco, and sugar-sweetened beverages and the pro-
duction of goods and services that emit carbon into the
atmosphere along with single-use plastics—in the case
of the right to a healthy environment.

Taxing the production and consumption of these goods
has a double benefit. On the one hand, increasing the
price of the goods or services in question discourages
the consumption of goods or services that generate
externalities®, generating environmental, nutritional, or
health gains associated with lower consumption. On the
other hand, as a secondary benefit, additional resources
are obtained by collecting the tax that can be invested to
mitigate the negative impacts caused by the externality.
Nonetheless, it is important to highlight that this sup-
ply of resources should be seen, ideally, as a temporary
source; since the main goal is to reduce the production
and consumption of these goods, revenue would tend
to decrease in the medium and long term.

However, the existence of negative externalities is not
the only argument that justifies the State’s regulation of
these markets through fiscal policy. Health and green
taxes are also a mechanism that encourage consum-
ers to consider the impacts of these goods or services
that affect their own health or their environment. This
idea stems from behavioral economics, which argues
that, in some cases, people are not able to internalize
all the costs of consuming certain goods or services,
either because of information asymmetries—the con-
sumer does not have all the available information to
make decisions that consider all the costs and benefits
associated with consumption—or because of intertem-
poral impatience when consuming these goods—in
other words, the agent gives more importance to the
benefit of consuming the good in the present without
adequately considering the future costs of the con-
sumption (Allcott et al., 2019: 207). In this case, health
and green taxes can work as complementary tools to
mitigate the lack of information about the negative im-
pacts of consuming these goods® or as a policy strate-
gy so people can internalize the cost of consumption in
the long run® (Monroy, 2017).

05| Price elasticity of the demand for these goods and services is fundamental here. In other words, how much demand changes as a result of chan-
ges in their prices. If price changes lead to significant changes in demand, the good or service is elastic. Otherwise, it is inelastic.
06| In contexts where there are no clear labeling policies nor awareness campaigns that warn against the negative impacts of consuming these goods

and/or services.

07| Based on the concept of behavioral economy developed by Richard Thaler, which includes policies or programs that offer incentives to agents to
achieve proposed objectives, this policy instrument could be understood as a nudge (Thaler & Sunstein, 2009).

The Public Problem and Pigovian Taxes
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NORMATIVE AND PRACTICAL

N\

STANDARDS ON FISCAL POLICY AS
REGULATORY INSTRUMENTS

S 3.1 Normative Standards from International Human Rights Law

To review the normative standards that stem from in-
ternational human rights law, we surveyed all the hu-
man rights documents issued by the universal human
rights system and the inter-American human rights
system. Specifically, we reviewed resolutions, general
commentaries, recommendations, reports, and rulings
from the various treaty bodies and special mechanisms
of the United Nations that were relevant to the issue of
fiscal policy and the rights to health, food, and a healthy
environment. Similarly, a review of jurisprudence, min-
utes reports, thematic reports, country situation re-
ports, and advisory opinions of the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights and the Inter-American Com-
mission on Human Rights was carried out.

This survey revealed that, although some actors with-
in the international human rights system have devel-
oped normative standards that are explicit regarding
the use of Pigovian taxes as policies to encourage the
enjoyment of human rights, there are also more gener-
al normative developments in which these types of tax
policies have a foundation in human rights standards.

All of the above can be illustrated with the joint state-

ment on climate change and human rights, issued in
2019 by five UN treaty bodies® It states that:

For States to comply with their human rights obliga-
tions and to realize the objectives of the Paris Agree-
ment, they must adopt and implement policies aimed
at reducing emissions, which reflect the highest possi-
ble ambition, foster climate resilience, and ensure that
public and private investments are consistent with a
pathway towards low carbon emissions and climate-re-
silient development (OHCHR, 2019: para. 2).

Even if there is no explicit reference to the adoption of
green taxes to reduce emissions and foster climate re-
silience in the statement, the theoretical foundation of
these taxes and the copious evidence on its effective-
ness and efficacy in protecting the environment make
these instruments a good alternative for States to com-
ply with their human rights obligations.

The normative development of the actors in the inter-
national human rights system that have worked the
most on these issues is presented below.

3.1.1 Treaty Bodies: Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights

The treaty body within the universal human rights sys-
tem that has worked the most on producing and devel-
oping some form of authoritative doctrine on taxation
as a regulatory instrument to protect and guarantee
human rights is the Committee on Economic, Social,
and Cultural Rights (CESCR)®. This doctrine can be
found in the recommendations to States that the com-
mittee issues after the States’ reporting sessions be-
fore the committee. These observations mainly focus
on health taxes and, to a lesser extent, on fiscal instru-
ments to mitigate climate change and pollution.

Thus, of the 135 recommendations that the committee

has issued over the past ten years to countries with
which it has held constructive dialogue during its ses-
sions, 11 final observations explicitly addressed the
use of fiscal policy to guarantee and protect health and
food rights. Specifically, the CESCR has framed its rec-
ommendation on tobacco and alcohol taxation within
the protection and guarantee of the right to health,
while sugar-sweetened beverages and junk food tax-
ation has been framed as protection and guarantee of
the right to health as well as the right to food.

For example, in the concluding observations to Argenti-
na in 2018, while addressing the issue of consumption

08| The five treaty bodies are the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women, the Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural
Rights, the Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families, the Committee on the Rights of the Child,

and the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities.

09| The committee was established under the United Nations Economic and Social Council's (ECOSOC) Resolution 1985/17 of May 28, 1985 to moni-
tor the implementation of the International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights (ICESCR).

Normative and Practical Standards
on Fiscal Policy as Regulatory Instruments
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in terms of obesity and unhealthy foods, the committee
stated that “it regretfed] the lack of express recognition
and protection of the right to food in the constitution” and
that it was “concerned about the increasing incidence of
overweight and obesity, the absence of State measures
to reduce the consumption of sugary beverages, and the
lack of suitable regulations to restrict the advertising of
unhealthy foods.” It recommended to “take effective mea-
sures to discourage the consumption of unhealthy foods
and beverages, including an increase in the tax on sugary
beverages” (CESCR, 2018b: 8).

Similarly, in the concluding observations to Poland in
2016, the committee expressed its concern “about the
increase in child obesity rates and the low rates of breast-
feeding, particularly among infants between two and six
months of age” and recommended the introduction of
“higher taxes on junk food and sugary drinks” (CESCR,
2016: 7).

Furthermore, regarding the issue of tobacco consump-
tion and its harmful impact on health, in its concluding
observations to Argentina in 2011, the committee rec-
ommended that “the State party ratify and implement
the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control and
develop tax and pricing policies” because it was “con-
cerned about the high level of tobacco consumption in the
State party, especially among women and youth” (CESCR,
2011: 7). Seven years later, in its review of Argentina
in 2018, the committee was much more specific on its
recommendations: “The committee is concerned about
the negative health impact of the high rate of tobacco use
[and] the insufficient level of tobacco taxes,” so it recom-
mended the adoption of “measures for the prevention of
tobacco use, in particular a ban on advertising [and] an
increase in the tobacco tax to a level sufficient to have a
deterrent effect on tobacco use” (CESCR, 2018b: 9).

Finally, with respect to alcohol, in its concluding obser-
vations to Finland in 2014, the Committee stated that
it was worrisome that the “consumption of alcohol and
drugs remainfed] remarkably high among young people”
and “recommend]ed] that the State party adopt all mea-
sures necessary, in addition to high taxes or the prohibi-
tion of advertisements, to counter alcohol abuse and drug
use” (CESCR, 2014: 7-8).

It is important to note that these concluding obser-
vations are “soft law” in their nature. That is, they are
documents that lie between hard binding law and not

Normative and Practical Standards
on Fiscal Policy as Regulatory Instruments

law (although closer to the former than the latter). They
are normative documents that are not strictly binding
(unless they become customary practice for States),
but they are not documents of doctrine. They could
be regarded as soft law since they were developed by
the body that received the function of interpreting and
monitoring compliance with the treaty from the treaty
itself (or from international law). Thus, its interpreta-
tions and doctrines deserve particular consideration
and respect.

Considering that the committee has been including this
type of recommendation in its concluding observations
for nine years, it could be said that they are part of its
consolidated evaluation doctrine on fiscal policy and
human rights. Although there are differences in the
specificity of the recommendations on fiscal policy, it
is clear that, for the body in charge of ensuring com-
pliance with the International Covenant on Economic,
Social, and Cultural Rights (ICESCR), fiscal instruments
that regulate the consumption of unhealthy goods are
crucial for protecting and guaranteeing the rights to
health and food.

Moreover, in recent years, the committee has in-
creased its focus on climate issues. In 2018, 42% of its
concluding observations to States addressed the issue
of climate change (HRC, 2019: para. 22).

In a similar fashion, the committee has also developed
an emerging doctrine regarding States’ obligations to
mitigate impacts on the environment through fiscal
policy. In its 2018 statement on climate change and
ESCR, the committee stated that “failure to prevent fore-
seeable human rights harm caused by climate change, or
failure to mobilize the maximum available resources in
an effort to do so [...] could constitute a breach of [the
legal human rights] obligation.” Subsequently, it states
that complying with these obligations in the context
of climate change requires “protecting human rights, by
effectively regulating private actors to ensure that their ac-
tions do not worsen climate change; and fulfilling human
rights, by the adoption of policies that can channel modes
of production and consumption towards a more environ-
mentally sustainable pathway.” (CESCR 2018a: para. 6,
10). Among the public policy options that are available
to States to regulate private economic activity and to
channel modes of production and consumption, green
taxes can be an effective and efficient way to do so.
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3.1.2 Special Mechanisms: UN Special Rapporteurships

The search for broad, explicit developments about the
use of these types of fiscal instruments within the uni-
versal system regulations made it clear that the docu-
ments prepared by the special procedures of the UN
system and the reports of the Special Rapporteurs, in
particular, were a relevant niche.

For example, in its 2011 report, the UN Special Rap-
porteur on the right to food highlighted that States
should protect the right to adequate food by adopting
measures that reduce the negative impacts on public
health of the existing food systems and that:

The introduction of food taxes and subsidies to
promote a healthy diet constitutes a cost-effective
and low-cost population-wide intervention that
can have a significant impact [..., as, for example,]
the taxation of HFSS foods and beverages can be
an effective tool. Price is an important determining
factor in consumption levels, and demand
elasticity is especially high for snacks and drinks
consumed outside the home.

To face the possible negative impacts of the use of
these instruments, the report suggests that this “con-
cern can be met by using the public revenue from the
tax to make healthy foods more affordable, for it is rela-
tive prices that must change” (HRC, 2011: para. 38, 39).
Similarly, Special Rapporteur on the right to food, Hi-
lal Elver, devotes an entire chapter to the appropriate
economic measures for guaranteeing a healthy diet,
stressing the use of taxes on ultra-processed products
as a strategy to guarantee the effective enjoyment of
the right to an adequate diet (HRC, 2016: para. 84-87).

In line with this, the Special Rapporteur on the right of
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable
standard of physical and mental health, in its 2012 re-
port, recognizes:

The so-called sin taxes—excise taxes levied on
socially harmful goods such as alcohol, junk
foods or tobacco—are also used to raise funds
for health, and maybe specifically earmarked for
health spending. Sin taxes may serve a secondary
purpose of discouraging unhealthy behaviors

by raising the cost of consumption, which may
promote overall public health, [clarifying that
these taxes should not be regressive, otherwise
they would not be] in accordance with the
obligation of States to respect the right to health.
(HRC, 2012: para. 17-18).

Normative and Practical Standards
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Later on, in the fiscal measures section of their 2014
report, the Special Rapporteur highlights the use of
taxes on sugar-sweetened beverages to control the
obesity and overweight epidemic that plagues many
countries around the world (HRC, 2014: para. 19-21).

On the subject of green taxes, the Special Rapporteur
on extreme poverty and human rights, in its report on
climate change and poverty, emphasizes that:

“addressing climate change will require a
fundamental shift in the global economy [...],
decoupling improvements in economic well-being
[...] from [...] fossil fuel emissions” and that “States
have obligations to adopt legal and institutional
frameworks that protect against, and respond to,
environmental harm that may or does interfere
with the enjoyment of human rights.” Also, they
point out that “fiscal policy and carbon pricing can
incentivize low-carbon investment and emissions
mitigation” (HRC, 2019: para. 25, 43, 44).
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3.1.3 Regional System: Inter-American Court of Human Rights

With regard to the inter-American system, the In-
ter-American Court of Human Rights has emphasized
that to uphold the right to life and integrity of the per-
son, “States have the obligation to prevent significant en-
vironmental damage within and outside their territory,”
and to comply with that obligation “States must regulate,
supervise and monitor the activities within their jurisdic-
tion that could produce significant environmental dam-
age” (I/A Court HR, 2017: para. 174, 242b). As in the HRC
joint statement, even though the court does not explic-
itly mention the use of green taxes to regulate and con-
trol activities that harm the environment, it is clear that
this is one option available to reach that goal.

However, during the review, no human rights docu-
ment was found that directly stated the regulatory use
of taxes to protect and guarantee human rights. The
only reference to this type of instrument was found in
a thematic report on business and human rights by |A-
CHR to the ESCER Special Rapporteur. While denounc-
ing industry lobbying against some regulatory policies,
the report points out:

Economic power is thus reflected in the
companies’ political and legal ability to influence
for their own benefit, for example, when “the
transnational corporations lobby for fewer
regulations that apply to them (e.g., no regulations
on marketing unhealthy food to children or
warning labels on processed foods), promote
regulations that apply to other sectors (e.g.,

trade and investment agreements that bind
governments to protect corporate investment
interests), resist or reject taxes that apply to

their products (e.g., taxes on sugary drinks and
energy-dense, nutrient-poor foods), and lobby
policymakers for subsidies that benefit their
businesses (e.g., agricultural and transportation
subsidies)” (ESCER Special Rapporteur, 2019: 133).

Normative and Practical Standards
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Even if the report does not have explicit normative
standards on the use of taxing sugar-sweetened bev-
erages or energy to protect and guarantee the right to
health and a healthy environment, it can be interpret-
ed that some of the strategies that companies use to
block this type of initiative go against the effective en-
joyment of these rights.
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2 3.2 Non-Normative Standards from Other Sources

For this review, documents from international and mul-
tilateral bodies were considered, such as the World
Bank, the International Monetary Fund, the Organi-
sation for Economic Co-operation and Development
(OECD), the Economic Commission for Latin America
and the Caribbean (ECLAC), the Inter-American De-
velopment Bank, the World Health Organisation, and
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Rel-
evant academic papers that address the subject from

3.2.1 Health Taxes

The regulations found among the different documents,
both from international and academic organizations,
focus on the health, social, and economic costs of con-
suming alcohol, tobacco, ultra-processed foods, and
sugar-sweetened beverages and the different public
policy strategies governments can employ to mitigate
these costs.

Direct and indirect health costs are mainly associated
with different types of cancer, cardiovascular diseases,
respiratory diseases, diabetes, mental disorders, and
early deaths (Sassi et al., 2013; Sornpaisarn et al., 2017;
World Bank, 2020; WHO, 2014). In the case of alcohol,
the economic and social costs—which are indirect be-
cause they are market-generated externalities—relate
to productivity losses, health care costs, and high rates
of violence and accidents (Allcott et a/,, 2019; Bouchery et
al., 2011; Cargiulo, 2007; Cogan & Ballinger, 2006; D. G.
Cook & Strachan, 1997; Dall et al,, 2007; Hingson & How-
land, 1987). Furthermore, these negative impacts cluster
together to a greater extent in medium and low-income
countries, and therefore have an even greater impact
on narrowing socioeconomic gaps between countries
(Sornpaisarn et al., 2017; WHO, 2014, 2017).

Fiscal policy instruments, such as health taxes, are
shown as a cost-effective measure to reduce the con-
sumption of these products. There are different types
of taxes that can be applied. On the one hand, specific
taxes are flat rates on physical units (whether per ciga-
rette, pack, gram of sugar, alcohol content, etc.). On the
other hand, there are ad valorem taxes which repre-
sent a percentage of the price regardless of its content
(Bird, 2015).

Even if taxing the final stages of the tax chain, as is the
case of ad valorem taxes, implies higher costs in tax ad-
ministration, the increase in consumer prices has the
potential to generate the necessary encouragement
to reduce consumption, and, in this way, the benefits
associated with the reduction outweigh management
costs (Sassi et al,, 2013: 18). These benefits also include
the additional fiscal resources that the tax would gen-
erate for national governments.

Normative and Practical Standards
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both theoretical and practical approaches were also
reviewed (books, working papers, papers published in
international indexed journals).

In clear contrast with what happens in the human rights
field, the standards that can be found in documents
of international bodies and academic papers on green
and health taxes are abundant and widely developed.

The decrease in consumption depends to a large extent
on the price elasticity of demand for these products. If
demand is inelastic—that is, not sensitive to changes
in price—the expected effects in reducing consump-
tion and mitigating health, social, and economic costs
will not be as effective. The availability of healthy sub-
stitutes or the unavailability of equally harmful substi-
tutes is a key issue to obtain the expected effects (Sassi
etal, 2013:9).

Elasticity also depends on the structure of the markets.
In markets with greater competition, where companies
are price takers, the effects of the decrease in con-
sumption are greater. In markets with monopolies or
oligopolies, producers can manipulate the costs struc-
ture in the long term through technological changes
and thus reduce the product's price despite the tax
(Sornpaisarn et al., 2017: 25).

As health taxes are indirect taxes, the tax burden falls
more heavily on lower-income consumers and can be
considered regressive. However, these consumers, be-
ing more sensitive to changes in prices, obtain greater
health benefits as well as greater economic benefits in
terms of healthcare savings and productivity improve-
ments (Allcott et al., 2019; Sassi et al., 2013; WHO, 2017).
In the case of sugar-sweetened beverages and ul-
tra-processed foods, as lower-income households and
young people are the most price-sensitive, they also
have the greatest health gains (Faulkner et al., 2011).

The fiscal resources generated by these taxes can be
used to improve health systems, for prevention pro-
grams, or to strengthen the fiscal administration ca-
pacities (Sassi et al, 2013; Sornpaisarn et al., 2017,
WHO, 2017).

For alcohol, the decrease in consumption in view of
price increases changes according to the type of alco-
holic beverage and the cultural relationship each coun-
try has with each beverage. For example, the decrease
in alcohol consumption due to taxes is smaller for wine
in countries such as France, Spain, and Portugal (Lep-
panen et al., 2001), while in Anglo-Saxon countries, re-
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ductions in beer consumption are not significant (Rab-
inovich et al.,, 2012).

These measures, in addition to having the potential of
reducing alcohol and tobacco consumption, also have
a considerable impact by deterring new consumers,
especially young people in medium and low-income
countries (Sassi et al.,, 2013: 10; WHO, 2014 6).

State intervention through taxes that seeks to reduce

3.2.2 Green Taxes

The guidelines on green taxes found in the documents
of international organizations and academic papers are
built upon the premise that fiscal policy should be used
as a tool to achieve the full development of countries
and the highest welfare of their peoples. Moreover, to
reach both goals, environmental protection is crucial,
as stated by ECLAC:

Modern tax policy calls for the inclusion of non-
fiscal objectives to supplement the traditional one
of financing the State. This is essential for turning
particular taxes into social or economic policy
instruments oriented towards different goals of
general interest, such as environmental protection
(ECLAC, 2017a: 62).

Ante la abrumadora realidad de los costos ambiental-
es, sociales y econdmicos que surgen de la produccion
y el consumo de bienes vy servicios que afectan el me-
dio ambiente, los gobiernos pueden incorporar en su
politica ambiental instrumentos de politica fiscal, como
los impuestos verdes, para hacer frente a estos impac-
tos negativos. A través de sefiales de precios, crean in-
centivos para reducir a un nivel 6ptimo la produccion
y el consumo de estos bienes y servicios (Huppes &
Simonis, 2009; OCDE, 2010, 2017; Pigato, 2019)

Nuevamente, se justifica la intervencion del Estado en
Faced with the overwhelming reality of the environmen-
tal, social, and economic costs arising from the produc-
tion and consumption of goods and services that harm
the environment, governments can include fiscal policy
instruments, such as green taxes, to their environmen-
tal policy in order to address those negative impacts.
Through price signaling, they create incentives to re-
duce both the production and consumption of these
goods and services to an optimal level (Huppes & Simo-
nis, 2009; OECD, 2010, 2017; Pigato, 2019)

Once again, State intervention in these markets is jus-
tified because of the negative externalities they gen-
erate. Without State intervention, producers and con-
sumers have no market incentives to internalize the
environmental affectations generated. By matching
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the consumption of these products can be justified by
the existence of negative externalities and by the ad-
dictive nature of the consumption of these products
that limit the rationality of consumption decisions.
Without this, the interventions could be seen as “pater-
nalist” measures, where the State would limit individual
liberties or benefit from unhealthy behaviors (Sassi et
al., 2013: 8).

private benefit and social cost, this tax ensures that
both producers and consumers consider these costs in
their supply and demand decisions (OECD, 2010, 2017;
Pigato, 2019).

Green taxes comprise taxes on carbon dioxide emis-
sion (CO2), energy, air pollution—either through taxes
on motor vehicles or liquid fuels—, single-use plastics
and artificial fertilizers and pesticides (ECLAC, 20173;
Pigato, 2019).

The associated costs of the aforementioned goods and
services include climate change, impacts on vital eco-
systems for the planet, loss of human lives and multiple
human rights violations, private property, infrastruc-
ture, and public goods destruction, productivity losses,
and reductions in economic growth (Pigato, 2019: 15).
These costs are primarily concentrated in medium and
low-income countries, while, in general, most of the ex-
ternalities are generated in high-income countries (Heil
& Wodon, 1997).

By incorporating these negative externalities, green
taxes are cost-effective policies to reduce costs and
raise social welfare by modifying the production and
consumption patterns of those goods and services that
generate environmental impacts (OECD, 2017; Pigato,
2019). They are cost-effective because they minimize
the associated costs of regulating production and con-
sumption more effectively than direct environmental
regulations such as command and control. Addition-
ally, as a result of the higher costs derived from the
tax, they generate dynamic efficiency gains by stimulat-
ing businesses to innovate in clean energy technology
without impacting other economic variables in the pro-
cess that could sabotage economic growth objectives
(ECLAC, 2017a; OECD, 2010, 2017).

These taxes can have a double dividend. The first
dividend is derived from the benefits generated by
reducing the production and consumption of goods
and services that harm the environment, such as CO2
emissions, polluting gases, or non-degradable mate-
rials. The second dividend comes from the additional
resources received by governments through the col-
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lection of these taxes. This additional revenue makes
it possible to

I. Fund development projects that generate addition-
al benefits in other spheres (health, education, infra-
structure).

1. Replace regressive taxes or those that create dis-
tortions in wealth or job creation. This second divi-
dend is very important because the additional re-
sources invested in development projects are crucial
for medium and low-income countries to mitigate the
negative impacts of climate change.

At the same time, together with investments in public
goods and services, the elimination of regressive taxes
or those that tax job creation leads to equality gains
and, thus, to welfare (OECD, 2010: 9; Perthuis & Jouvet,
2015: 132; Pigato, 2019: 7). Itis very important to stress
that, when used wisely, the benefits of the second div-
idend (the additional resources these taxes generate)
can help consumers accept the costs that the first divi-
dend can represent for them. If, on the contrary, there
is no progressive and fair use of these resources and
it is used to reduce the fiscal burden of the higher-in-
come population, or in regressive measures, the accep-
tance of the tax can be significantly compromised. This
can even result in widespread discontent, as was the
case with the tax on fuels and the yellow vests move-
ment in France, where President Macron used the ad-
ditional revenue to suppress the wealth tax, a tax that
is highly progressive by its very nature (Piketty, 2019,
Chap. 13).

There may also be a third dividend for developing
countries. A properly designed and implemented
green tax policy can stimulate economic activity and
growth through productivity and competitiveness im-
provements that result from technological change, im-
provements on tax systems (regressive or distortion-
ary tax replacement), and increased investment levels
from the new fiscal resources. It can also contribute to
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reducing the informal sector by replacing distortionary
taxes that affect formality, such as payroll taxes, that in-
crease labor costs and encourage the informal employ-
ment of the labor force (ECLAC, 2017; Pigato, 2019).

However, this kind of tax can be regressive in some
countries. Although higher-income households con-
sume more carbon or energy-intensive goods and ser-
vices, lower-income households would allocate a high-
er proportion of their income toward paying this tax
(ECLAC, 2017a; OECD, 2010; Pigato, 2019). Nonethe-
less, in low and medium-income countries, households
consume fewer goods and services that impact the en-
vironment—such as cars and appliances—than poor
households in high-income countries; in these sce-
narios, therefore, green taxes are not regressive, and
they even tend to be slightly progressive (Parry et al.,
2019). In any case, in countries where green taxes are
regressive, a targeted compensation measure should
be implemented for the households most affected by
the measure (Pigato, 2019; Postic et al., 2019). Uncon-
ditional cash transfers to vulnerable households and
voucher systems have proven to be effective policies
for protecting the poorest households from the neg-
ative impacts of the energy price increases that some
green taxes generate (Beylis & Cunha, 2017).

Therefore, the instrumental use of fiscal policy for reg-
ulatory purposes has solid justifications, both from
practical (cost-effectiveness) and utilitarian standpoints
(due to its multiple benefits). These measures, simul-
taneously combined with other instruments, are cru-
cial in achieving the commitments of the Paris Agree-
ment and the Sustainable Development Goals (ECLAC,
2017a). Besides contributing to mitigating global warm-
ing and the impacts on strategic ecosystems as well as
increasing general welfare, the instrumental use of fis-
cal policy can also raise environmental resiliency and
manage the economic and social risks associated with
the natural disasters caused by climate change.
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CASE STUDIES IN LATIN AMERICA
AND AROUND THE WORLD _

This section discusses the existing empirical evidence. Different implementation cases of health and green taxes are
reviewed to identify the main short, medium, and long-term impacts of using these fiscal instruments as regulatory
measures. It also helps to understand the challenges and obstacles faced when designing and implementing such
policies; they should be kept in mind even if they are specific to each case.

D 4.1 Health Taxes

Cases from all over the world related to the implemen-
tation of taxes on tobacco, alcohol, and sugar-sweet-
ened beverages are reviewed to analyze the impacts
and challenges of health taxes. It is important to note
that information and evaluations about taxes on tobac-

co and alcohol are more abundant than those about
taxes on sugar-sweetened beverages since taxes to reg-
ulate the consumption of these products are relative-
ly new, and their adoption by different jurisdictions is
just beginning.

TOBACCO

Worldwide and regional evidence of the impact of
tobacco taxes on consumption, health, and fiscal re-
sources is compelling. In general, in countries that
have implemented a tax on tobacco, it has been
found that its consumption along with the number
of smokers and new users have been considerably
reduced. The same has been found regarding the
number of deaths and the diseases associated with
cigarette smoking. In addition, governments' fiscal
resources have seen a significant increase as a re-
sult of these measures.

For example, since 2008, the progressive increase
in tobacco taxes in Turkey led to a 12% reduction in
cigarette consumption by 2012. Similarly, the pro-
portion of adult smokers fell from 31.2% to 27.1%
over the same period. In France, the implementa-
tion and gradual increase in tobacco taxes between
the early 1990s and 2005 led to a 50% reduction
in tobacco consumption. The same was true for the
number of deaths associated with tobacco, which
showed a 50% reduction over the same period. In
Egypt, the increase in tobacco taxes in 2010, which
lead to a 46% increase in the price of the product,
lead to a reduction in consumption of 14% and an
increase of fiscal resources from this tax of 151%
between 2010 and 2012 (WHO, 2014: 7-9).

Regarding countries in Latin America and the Carib-
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bean, a study that examined 32 studies about the
impacts that increasing the price of tobacco had on
consumption concluded that, on average, tobacco
price increases have a less than proportional impact
on consumption. Thus, on average, an 10% increase
in the price of tobacco reduces the demand by 3.1%
in the short term and by approximately 4.3% in the
long term (Guindon et al., 2018).

However, there are significant variations among
countries in the region. For example, in Colombia,
a 200% increase in tobacco taxes translated into
a 23% reduction in consumption in 2017. This de-
crease came with a 54% rise in fiscal resources from
this tax. In Brazil, a 34% rise in the price of cigarettes
led to a 19% decrease in consumption, followed by a
50% reduction caused by a price 033% increase be-
tween 2012 and 2016 (The Task Force on Fiscal Pol-
icy for Health, 2019: 10-11). Regarding Panama, it
was estimated that for every 10% increase in tobac-
co prices, there was a 4% reduction in consumption.
In this case, there was evidence of differentiated
impacts among demographics: between 2007 and
2013, for urban areas, the prevalence of tobacco
use went from 9% to 6.8%, in rural areas from 8.6%
to 3.9%, and in indigenous communities from 13.5%
to 6.9%. The fiscal resources generated by the mea-
sure increased 2.3 times between 2009 and 2015
(Herrera et al., 2017).

O

@

¥ oN 3NSSI



-

Evidence about the impacts that alcohol taxes have
on consumption, health, and fiscal resources for
governments show a tendency similar to that of
tobacco taxes. There is evidence of reductions in
consumption, deaths, and diseases directly and
indirectly associated with alcohol and increases in
government tax revenue.

According to the 2012 Global Status Report on Al-
cohol and Health, 75 countries had an ad valorem
tax on alcohol, 75 had a specific tax, and 42 had a
unit tax (Sornpaisarn et al., 2017: 50). In Latin Amer-
ica, 18 countries have included some form of alco-
hol tax in their tax systems. However, most of those
taxes are not motivated by the correction of exter-
nalities. Seven countries (Argentina, Chile, Guate-
mala, Mexico, Nicaragua, Paraguay, and Venezuela)
have ad valorem taxes levied on the value of what
is consumed. The logic behind the tax would be
that the consumption of these beverages is asso-
ciated with a “luxury” and, thus, it is the luxury that
is taxed. Only three countries (Bolivia, Honduras,
Panama) have specific taxes that tax the volume or
the alcoholic content. There is a mixed system in
the rest of the countries, partially ad valorem and
partially with a specific tax (Paraje, 2019).

The impacts of such taxes on consumption change
depending on each context and the cultural use of
each beverage. However, after reviewing 50 evalua-
tions on the price increases of alcoholic beverages
and their effects on demand, it can be stated that,
in general, a 10% increase in the price of alcoholic
beverages is associated with a decrease of between
5% (in the case of beer consumption) and 7.9% (in
the case of distilled beverages). Differences in re-
duced consumption that were dependent on in-
come were also found: For people in the lowest 25%
of the income distribution, in general, the decrease
in consumption as a result of a 10% price increase is
between 9% and 10%, while for people in the high-
est 25% of the distribution, it is between 2% and 4%
(Elder et al., 2010). There are also differences in the
changes in consumption between developing and
developed countries. In the former, a 10% price in-
crease leads to a reduction in consumption of 5.6%,
while in the latter, that reduction is less, approxi-
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mately 4.4% (Selvanathan & Selvanathan, 2017).

Moving forward to specific cases, evidence shows
that, in the United States, a 10% increase in the
price of alcoholic beverages leads to a 16% reduc-
tion in consumption. In addition, it was found that
the price increases of distilled alcoholic beverages
impact deaths from cirrhosis and car accidents. A
10% price increase for these types of beverages
decreases fatalities from car accidents by 7% and
deaths from cirrhosis by 9% (P. J. Cook, 1981: 278).
In Canada, at two years after the measure was im-
plemented, a 10% price increase in all alcoholic
beverages is associated with an 8.6% reduction in
all hospital admissions attributable to acute alco-
hol consumption and a 9.2% decrease in all hos-
pital admissions attributable to chronic alcohol
consumption (Stockwell et al., 2013). In India, it is
estimated that a 10% increase in the price of alco-
holic beverages led to a 4 to 10% reduction in con-
sumption (John, 2008; Musgrave & Stern, 1988). For
African countries like Kenya, it has been estimated
that this reduction is 3% in the short term and 10%
in the long term (Partanen, 1994).

In Latin American countries, the estimated price
elasticities of demand differ by the type of alcohol.
In Argentina, a 10% increase in the price of wine
comes hand in hand with a 3% reduction in con-
sumption, while in Chile, this reduction is almost
8%, and 9.3% in beer (Araya & Paraje, 2018; Urru-
tia, 2015). In Peru, a 10% price increase leads to a
2.3% reduction in beer consumption; 2.4%, in chi-
cha; and 5.2%, in other beverages. In Ecuador, a
10% increase in the price according to the alcohol
percentage in all beverages translates into a 4.4%
general reduction in consumption (Chavez, 2016;
Villaran Sala, 2019). Unfortunately, for Latin Amer-
ica, there is limited evidence on the impacts of this
tax on consumer health. However, there are esti-
mates of the additional resources that have been
collected as a result of this tax. For example, in Co-
lombia, one year after a 25% increase in ad valorem
and specific taxes on alcohol, revenues from this
tax increased by 17% (The Task Force on Fiscal Pol-
icy for Health, 2019: 8).
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SUGAR-SWEETENED BEVERAGES

As with taxes on tobacco and alcohol, the evidence
on the taxes on sugar-sweetened beverages has
shown potential to effectively reduce consumption
of this type of products and increase state revenue
in a non-negligible way. Unfortunately, given that
the implementation of this measure in different
countries is relatively recent, there is insufficient
evidence on its impacts on health', since they can
only be estimated in the medium to long term after
the measure is implemented. However, one of the
outcomes has been the consumption of healthier
beverages—a specific objective of this type of mea-
sures that not only seek to decrease consumption
of sugar sweetened-beverages but also to promote
the consumption of healthier substitutes.

From the evaluations conducted in the countries
that have implemented this tax, the cases of the
United Kingdom, the United States, South Africa,
Mexico, and Chile report an increase in the price of
sugar-sweetened beverages, which discredits the
theory that companies, due to their market power,
can manipulate their cost structure to avoid affect-
ing the final sales price. In several cases, there are
also decreases in the consumption of these bever-
ages. In Philadelphia (Pennsylvania, US), the 1.5-cent
increase per ounce translated into a 38% reduction
in the consumption of these products one year after
the measure was implemented (including the sales
increase in the city's border areas) (Roberto et al.,
2019). The same was observed in the Chilean and
Mexican cases. In Chile, the 13 to 18% tax increase
on sugar-sweetened beverages with more than 6.5
grams of added sugar per 100 ml led to a 21.6%
reduction in consumption.

In Mexico, the 20% tax on sugar-sweetened bever-
ages led to a 6% consumption decrease one year
after the measure was implemented (Nakamura et
al, 2018; OMS, 2015). In addition, with the available
information, tax gains in health and fiscal revenue
were estimated. The projections made with the
preliminary results show that the tax could pre-
vent 239,000 obesity cases, 39% of which would
be in children. A decrease of 61,340 cases of dia-
betes and gains of 55,300 quality-adjusted years
of life were also projected, as well as the preven-
tion of 5,840 disability-adjusted years of life (Bas-
to-Abreu et al, 2019). Finally, a 26% long-term re-
duction in consumption with fiscal gains and savings
on health services of 22.86 billion Mexican pesos
(US$1,687,200,000) is projected. In 2015, the tax
generated revenue of approximately 1 trillion dol-
lars (WHO, 2015; The Task Force on Fiscal Policy for
Health, 2019).

Finally, in most cases, the measure has also been
successful in encouraging the consumption of
low-sugar beverages. In the United Kingdom, sales
of sugar-free products increased between 17 (Pep-
si Zero Sugar) and 50% (Coca-Cola Zero), and the
ratio of sugar-free sales changed from 60-40% for
Coca-Cola and from 83-17% for Pepsi (Bandy et al.,
2020). Furthermore, one year after the measure,
Mexico recorded a 7% increase in consumption of
the beverages not covered by the tax (sparkling wa-
ter, juices with no added sugar, milk with no add-
ed sugar, and beverages with artificial sweeteners)
(PAHO, 2015).

10| While there is no evidence of real impacts, robust estimates of their potential impacts do exist. Vecino-Ortiz & Arroyo-Ariza (2018) have
modeled the reductions in obesity and overweight in Colombia for households of different incomes.
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IMPLEMENTATION CHALLENGES AND TENSIONS WITH

OTHER GUIDELINES AND NORMATIVE STANDARDS

Challenges in the adoption and implementation of health taxes can be summarized as A) opposition from
interest groups, B) potential regressive impacts of the tax, C) rise in smuggling and illegal trade, and D)
substitution by other equally or more harmful products that are not covered by the tax.

A. Opposition from Interest Groups

As stated in the last report from the ESCER Special
Rapporteur on business and human rights, there are
commonly observed industry practices that hinder
the implementation of health taxes (ESCER Special
Rapporteur, 2019). The tax forces companies to in-
clude the social cost generated by the consumption
of their products, so the measure increases their
general expenses. In addition, there is a clear conflict
of interest because the measure aims to decrease
consumption and, therefore, the sales of these prod-
ucts. Considering all of this, when faced with discus-
sion of bills and reforms to adopt health taxes, the in-
dustry has adopted different strategies ranging from
massive communication and advocacy campaigns to
aggressive lobbying strategies. In the various coun-
tries where there have been legislative initiatives to
implement this type of tax, there is evidence of inter-
est groups intervening to sabotage them.

In Mexico, the industry formed a united front
against the tax on sugar-sweetened beverages in
2014 through intense activism in the media. One
of their strategies was to position health and nu-

trition experts in the debate, who repeated their
arguments against the tax and, consequently, won
over the public opinion. Other strategies focused on
positioning the tax’s alleged economic impacts on
the industry, such as a reduction in industry growth,
massive layoffs, and even that foreign companies
that produced sugar-sweetened beverages would
leave the country (WHO, 2015). Something similar
happened in Colombia when there were attempts
to implement the tax in 2016. The industry managed
to prevent the reform article from passing in con-
gress by using lobbying strategies, by positioning
a narrative of job loss and impacts on small shop-
keepers, and by presenting dubious scientific stud-
ies in the media (Liga Contra el Silencio, 2018, 2019).
In this case, there were even censorship cases and
threats to the security of activists (The New York
Times, 2017). These same strategies were identified
in the Philippines and Mexico when increments and
improvements on the tobacco tax were discussed
(WHO, 2014).

B. Potential Regressive Impacts of the Tax

One of the arguments used the most by those op-
posing taxes that protect and guarantee the right
to health is their potential impact on lower-income
households and consumers. Since taxing these
products will increase their prices, lower-income
households and consumers will allocate a more sig-
nificant portion of their income toward paying this
tax (Allcott et al., 2019; Sassi et al., 2013). This be-
comes even more relevant if we consider that the
consumption of tobacco, alcohol, and sugar-sweet-
ened beverages is most prevalent among lower-in-
come people, households, and countries (World
Bank, 2020; WHO, 2014, 2017, 2018, 2019). This
means that health taxes are potentially regressive
since the tax burden falls more heavily upon the
most disadvantaged. This would cause a contra-
diction with other normative standards on human
rights, as it would have undesired impacts on these
levels, resulting in higher socioeconomic inequality.
However, the analysis of the potential regressive-
ness of the tax should be comprehensive, including
all the possible effects and elements of the measure.

Case Studies in Latin America and around the World

First, in order to know if the tax is truly regressive, we
must examine low-income consumers’ sensitivity to
the changes in product prices, that is, determine if
the demand in this segment of consumers is elastic
or inelastic. If the demand is elastic, i.e., it responds
to changes in price (decreases if it is a normal good),
the regressive impact of the measure is less, both
because the consumer will not allocate a portion
of their income to these products and because of
the economic and health gains derived from a lower
consumption of this product. The evidence available
on the price elasticity of demand for different coun-
tries seems to indicate that young and low-income
consumers are the most responsive to health taxes,
as they change their consumption patterns (Sassi et
al., 2013). This is especially so in tobacco consump-
tion (Chaloupka et al., 2012; Czubek et al., 2010; Gal-
let & List, 2003; Levy et al., 2004) and the consump-
tion of ultra-processed foods and sugar-sweetened
beverages (Faulkner et al., 2011). Even so, for sug-
ar-sweetened beverages, the cases of Chile and the
United Kingdom have shown that low-income popu-
lations are not always the most responsive to chang-
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es in price. This can mainly be explained through a
poor tax design that fails to achieve a price increase
that is enough to change the incentives surrounding
the consumption of these products for the target
population. This is the case with Chile, where the
recommended rate was a 20 to 25% increase, but
the one established was lower (Lin et al., 2011; Na-
kamura et al., 2018).

In any case, even if the demand among the most vul-
nerable populations is inelastic and the tax does not
discourage the consumption of unhealthy products,
the fiscal revenue generated by the tax could gener-
ate benefits that exceed the costs of the measure.
This net benefit arises from:

I. The decrease in health problems associated with
these products (diabetes, cancer, and noncommu-
nicable diseases in general).

1. The decrease of out-of-pocket expenditure on
health.

Ill. The gains in productivity and income derived
from the reductions in the rate of sick leave and the
increase in quality of life (Allcott et al., 2019).

All of the above is only possible if the resources are
invested in public goods and services that, to a great-
er extent, benefit lower-income households and in-
dividuals, such as drinking water infrastructure or
improvements on the coverage and quality of the
health and public education systems. Fiscal revenue
can also be used to fund targeted social programs
that compensate the population segments that the
measure affects the most (Ozer, 2019). As discussed
in the final section, transparency surrounding the
use of the funds that are collected is of paramount
importance for accepting the tax. So, it is import-
ant to combine the policy with communication cam-
paigns that show the benefits of the compensation
measures and the targeted social programs that will
be possible with the new tax.

C. The Rise in Smuggling and lllegal Trade

Another challenge of implementing health taxes is
the possibility of a rise in the smuggling and ille-
gal trade of the taxed products in the jurisdiction
where the measure is adopted (Sassi et al., 2013;
The Task Force on Fiscal Policy for Health, 2019). II-
legal trade of tobacco is between 9-11% of its global
trade (Eriksen et al.,, 2015), especially in medium and
low-income countries that have higher crime and
corruption rates as well as lower institutional capac-
ity to effectively address the problem (Joossens et
al., 2010). Sales at borders with other jurisdictions
that have not adopted the tax may also increase, as
was observed in Philadelphia with the tax on sug-
ar-sweetened beverages (Roberto et al., 2019). How-
ever, the lack of information does not allow to state
causality between health taxes and the rise in smug-
gling or illicit trade (Sassi et al., 2013). In fact, the
little evidence that is available on the subject shows
that consumers in countries with lower tobacco tax
rates recall seeing more smuggled tobacco prod-
ucts than those in countries with higher rates (Joos-
sens et al., 2010; Joossens & Raw, 1998). Likewise,
although there may be a rise in smuggling, it is not of

significant scale, so the additional revenue generat-
ed by the tax would offset the costs associated with
smuggling (Maldonado et al., 2018; WHO, 2011).

However, given the possibility that a higher tax cre-
ates perverse incentives for smuggling and illegal
trade, jurisdictions that have already adopted some
form of health tax have reduced their rate to lessen
these incentives, especially if they have neighbor-
ing jurisdictions without the tax. For example, Fin-
land reduced its alcohol tax by a third after Estonia
joined the European Union because, in this neigh-
boring country, alcohol was available at substantially
lower prices (Anderson, 2009). This reduction led to
increased alcohol consumption and deaths associ-
ated with it (Koski et al., 2007). Because of this, mea-
sures must be adopted regionally and in a coordi-
nated fashion between cities, states, and countries
so that incentives for smuggling, illegal trade, and
tax evasion through purchases in other jurisdictions
are substantially reduced. Also, the strengthening of
tax and customs administrations is paramount for
mitigating the negative externalities (WHO, 2014).

D. Substitution by Other Equally or More Harmful Products

Designing a good health tax that has a real impact
on the effective enjoyment of the rights to health
and food—beyond the chosen tax technique (ad va-
lorem tax, specific tax, etc.) and the quantification
of the social cost—involves major challenges. One
of the most important is to include all the potential
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harmful substitutes for the regulated product in the
tax, since the change in price derived from the taxa-
tion of certain products may lead to changes in the
demand for substitute or complementary products,
which may result in impacts of equal or larger scale
on these rights (Sassi et al., 2013). However, identify-
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ing these potential substitutes a priori is not an easy
task, and some products may lie outside the scope
of the tax.

For example, for cigarettes and cigars, loose tobac-
co, smokeless tobacco, and e-cigarettes have been
identified as substitutes. In the United States, these
products have a specific tax, but their rates vary. In
the case of alcohol, some studies show that some
drugs such as cannabis or cocaine are substitutes
and that their demand increases when alcohol pric-
es rise (Petry, 2001; Sumnall et al., 2004). Even more
important is the complex relationship between to-
bacco and alcohol consumption. Evidence shows

) 4.2 Green Taxes

A review was conducted to better understand the im-
plications of green taxes, and it focuses on two types
of taxes:

I. Taxes associated with emissions of carbon dioxide,
particulate matter, and other gases that cause harm
to people’s health and the environment.

Il. Taxes on pollutant materials, such as single-use
plastics. While the first group focuses on taxing en-
ergy sources and cars, the second focuses on plastic
bags and bottles.

Implementing taxes on emissions may translate into
substantial reductions by encouraging new companies
with cleaner production processes and even strength-
ening the energy supply from renewable sources,
as the simulation with different general equilibrium
models of a generalized CO2 emissions tax policy has
shown in Colombia (Calderdn et al., 2016). However, a
similar exercise for the Brazilian, Chilean, and Mexican
economies (Mardones & Flores, 2017) suggests that
the efficacy of environmental taxes largely depends on
the national composition of the energy matrix. In these
three particular cases, it was found that if the matrix is
more carbon-dependent, a carbon tax would resultin a
steep increase in electricity prices, without necessarily
implying a relevant difference in the level of emissions,
so it should be implemented in a coordinated way with
other measures to achieve the respective environmen-
tal targets.

Currently, a significant proportion of countries have
some type of tax on goods and services associated

that the demand for tobacco decreases with rises in
the price of alcohol, but not the other way around,
i.e., alcohol demand does not decrease with rises in
tobacco price (Koksal & Wohlgenant, 2011; Pierani
& Tiezzi, 2009). This suggests the need to levy the
former more than the latter. Finally, in the case of
sugar-sweetened beverages, it is important to in-
clude all the products with high sugar content, such
as sodas, teas, energy drinks, and juices, in addition
to all the products with non-caloric sweeteners™. If
this is achieved, the trend of consuming healthier
products as a substitution is seen, as is the case of
sparkling water in Mexico (WHO, 2015).

with the emission of gases that are harmful to health
and the environment. The first countries to implement
this type of instrument in the early 1990s were Fin-
land, Sweden, Denmark, Norway, and the Netherlands
(ECLAC, 2017b). Taxes were related to the energy sec-
tor and primarily aimed at reducing carbon dioxide
emissions (CO2), although some countries like Sweden
also sought to reduce sulfur dioxide (SO2) and nitrogen
dioxide (NO2). Years later, many countries from differ-
ent regions started to implement taxes on emissions,
with differences in scope and the goods and services
that it covered (ECLAC, 2017a).

The Danish experience, which was one of the firsts cas-
es, set a precedent for the tax’s usefulness and effica-
cy. In 1993, the Danish government adopted a CO2 tax
levied on commerce and industry at 20 kroner (6.71
EU) for each emitted ton. Two years later, this tax rep-
resented 15% of the cost of electricity, 23% of the cost
of fuel oil, and 35% of the cost of coal, which made it
evident that there was an effective increase in the pric-
es of these goods and services. Over time, the tax in-
creased gradually, and a tax on NO2 emissions was in-
cluded. By the year 2000, CO2 emissions had dropped
by 10%, and the energy consumption went down by
15% (Bjorner & Jensen, 2002). However, in some cas-
es, such as in British Columbia, Canada, the reductions
in emissions resulting from this type of tax were not
as significant. In 2008, the province adopted a tax on
carbon emissions from fossil fuels. The initial rate was
10 dollars for each CO2 ton emitted, which gradually
increased to 30 dollars per emitted ton by 2012. Over
those four years, the tax’s impact on the reduction of

11| While evidence on the health impacts of non-calorie sweeteners (whether natural or unnatural) is still inconclusive, the approach based
on the principle of precaution would tend to suggest that the consumption of these products should also be regulated.
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diesel emissions was 1.3% and only 0.2% of the prov-
ince's total emissions (Bernard & Kichian, 2019).

In turn, the French experience with the tax on vehi-
cles shows a tendency towards a sales shift that favors
less-polluting vehicles. The market share of CO2 effi-
cient Class B vehicles went from 20 to 50% in 2008, a
year after introducing the tax. However, emissions as-
sociated with cars only had a 5% reduction (Teusch &
Braathen, 2019).

The revenue generated by these taxes varies depend-
ing on their rate and coverage. It is estimated that in
Denmark, Italy, Slovenia, and Turkey, the revenue from
environmental taxes is around 4% of each country's
GDP, while in Mexico, Canada, and the United States,
the revenue is nearly 1% of the GDP. In Latin Amer-
ica, revenue in countries such as Brazil, Costa Rica,
and Honduras is almost 2%. In some others, it is less

IMPLEMENTATION CHALLENGES AND TENSIONS WITH
OTHER GUIDELINES AND NORMATIVE STANDARDS

than 1% of GDP, as is the case of Peru, Guatemala, and
Colombia. Regarding taxes on fuels, although revenue
has been declining in recent years, it still accounts for
more than two-thirds of green tax revenue in OEDC
countries. In Latin America, the revenue from this tax
varies among countries: in four years, Ecuador collect-
ed 0.11% of its GDP; in 2015, the Dominican Republic
collected 0.017% of its GDP, and in Chile, this revenue
is equivalent to 0.02% of the GDP (ECLAC, 2017a).

To conclude this section, it is worth mentioning the ex-
ercise carried out by the Irish government as an exam-
ple of the changes that green taxes can bring about in
people’s behavior: By introducing a 13-cent charge per
plastic bag, consumption was reduced by up to 90%,
which in turn led to a noticeable improvement in the
pollution generated by discarded bags (Convery et al.,

2007)

The challenges faced when designing and implementing green taxes can be summarized in three main
groups: A) the challenges associated with estimating the tax so that it captures the social costs of emissions
and environmental pollution, B) the potential regressive effects that these types of taxes can have, and C)
the effects on competitiveness losses and leakage of emissions to unregulated markets.

A. Tax Design and Efficiency

In the case of direct taxes on the emission of pol-
luting compounds, it is a generalized fact that the
tax rates on most greenhouse gases are below their
level of efficiency; therefore, the market price sys-
tem still fails to reflect the environmental costs of
the economic decision accurately (Pigato, 2019).
This gap between tax rates and social costs, which
results from the negative externalities of the pro-
duction and consumption of these types of goods,
mainly arises from the energy subsidies that prevail
in many countries and from the technical difficulties
of designing the tax correctly, but also from a very

B. Regressive Impacts of the Tax

Regarding the distributional effects of environmen-
tal taxes, although most of the findings for “devel-
oped” countries have contributed to the idea that
this type of tax burden is always regressive, as is the
case of Denmark (Wier et al., 2005), studies in “devel-
oping” countries tend to show the opposite pattern
(ECLAC, 2019), perhaps due to differences in the so-
cioeconomic composition and consumption habits
of their populations. In fact, the World Bank points
out that, while these taxes may negatively affect the
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low estimate of costs due to the political economy
behind these taxes (McLure, 2014; Perthuis & Jou-
vet, 2015).

For example, coal, one of the most significant con-
tributors to carbon emissions, is usually taxed at a
meager rate, and in some cases, it is not taxed at
all. Even if, in most cases, there are green taxes on
gasoline, diesel, and natural gas, which are the other
contributors, they tend to be taxed below their level
of efficiency, which fails to capture the total cost of
the negative externalities (Pigato, 2019).

poorest households’ income, this is not an auto-
matic relationship. It can be addressed with other
compensatory measures or with tax deductions in
other areas. At the same time, the political decision
not to act against environmental devastation—in it-
self—contributes to a regressive scheme where the
better-off benefit from under-taxed polluting goods
(Pigato, 2019). The experience in Thailand supports
this notion because it shows that a tax which has
regressive impacts (due to higher electricity costs)
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and also deepens poverty may become progressive
by “recycling” revenue through social transfer pro-
grams (Saelim, 2019).

As far as taxes on fossil fuel consumption are con-
cerned, the Chilean experience points at a mild or
moderately progressive result, contradicting some
political sectors’ demand to reduce the extent of the
tax under the assumption of regressiveness, since a
household's gasoline budget increases as its income
increases (Agostini &Jiménez, 2015). Moreover, esti-
mating regressiveness using the Suits Index'2 shows
that a rate reduction that sought to counter the as-
sumed regressiveness ended up being regressive in
itself, while the actual tax is no less progressive de-
spite recent improvements in the income levels of
the studied population. While studying the case of

gasoline taxes in Mexico, Renner (2018) finds that,
even if the rate adopted in 2014 is low and does
not have considerable effects on household welfare
since it only focuses on products associated with
CO2, the transition towards a tax base that includes
other types of polluting agents may increase the
prices of consumer goods in a way that could end
up increasing poverty levels nationwide. Finally, the
estimation of a possible tax on gasoline consump-
tion in Costa Rica, where fuel consumption clusters
around the wealthiest sectors of society, suggests
that it would be progressive. Meanwhile, its side
effects—understood as the variation in the prices
of goods that depend on gasoline consumption—
would be regressive but of a lesser magnitude,
and the overall effects would end up being neutral
(Blackman et al., 2010).

C. The Effects on Competitiveness Losses and Leakage

of Emissions to Unregulated Markets

One of the major reservations that policymakers have
about taxing emissions is that they may cause a loss
in competitiveness to other markets that do not
have the tax. As taxes fall on energy sources, which
is an essential input for the production of almost
every good and service, the costs of production
and the sale price would increase. This would rep-
resent a competitive disadvantage in international
and domestic markets, especially for energy-inten-
sive sectors. There is also the fear that reducing
emissions in one market would translate into the
increase of emissions in another market or jurisdic-
tion that does not have this type of regulation, which
is known as leakage (Baylis et al., 2013; Pigato, 2019).

However, the evidence addressing these kinds of
concerns shows that these taxes do not cause com-
petitiveness losses in developed countries (this, in
part, because the share of energy costs in the over-
all cost is very low) and even shows that for devel-

oping countries (such as Indonesia from 1990~ to
2015 and Mexico from 2009 to 2015) the increase
in energy costs improves the performance of com-
panies by generating gains in labor productivity and
profitability through technological change and inno-
vation (Pigato, 2019).

In any case, the benefit of green tax “dividends”
could offset potential losses in competitiveness that
may arise (Perthuis & Jouvet, 2015). Energy-inten-
sive sectors that see a disproportionate increase
in production costs could be compensated with
targeted tax credits or other types of fiscal instru-
ments. In addition, to reduce the carbon leakage to
other jurisdictions as much as possible, it would be
ideal to adopt regulations at the local, regional, and
national levels in a coordinated way (OECD, Europe-
an Unions, Pacific Alliance, etc.) (Smulders & Volle-
bergh, 1999).

12| Anindex used to measure public policy progressiveness. Similar to the Gini coefficient, it compares the area under the Lorenz curve to
the area under a proportional line. For a progressive tax, the value is positive, for a proportional tax, it is zero, and for a regressive tax, it is
negative. The index ranges from -1 to 1, where the first value would be a tax in which the poorest person pays the entire the tax, and the
second, in which the person with the highest income pays the entire the tax.
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CONCLUSIONS AND GUIDELINES FOR -
THE IMPLEMENTATION OF HEALTH AND

GREEN TAXES

After analyzing the different normative sources and the
empirical evidence related to health taxes and green
taxes, it could be concluded that these types of fiscal
instruments are relevant to guaranteeing the rights to
health, food, and a healthy environment. The eviden-
ce shows that these taxes generate real impacts in the
pursuit of public health, food and nutrition security,
and environmental objectives while having relatively

llenges, they can be addressed in many ways to achieve
greater benefits from these instruments and reduce or
compensate the associated costs as much as possible.

From the analysis carried out in this study, some guide-
lines could be further developed so that the taxes can
promote the effective enjoyment of the rights to food,
health, and a healthy environment.

low costs. Even if there are some implementation cha-

> 5.1 Health taxes
[

The design of a tax is important for its effectiveness. When choosing among the different options, the costs
and benefits of each alternative should be taken into account. The evidence and experts’' recommendations
indicate that the tax should be specific, i.e., tax the content of the product.

@

However, there are differences among products. For taxes on tobacco, for example, the recommendation is
to adjust the tax base to the volume, not the weight, of the tobacco because, otherwise, it could incentivize
the industry to produce equally harmful but lighter tobacco (WHO, 2014). For alcohol, the recommendation
is to adjust the rate to the beverage’s alcohol content, just like the recommendation to adjust the rate to the
grams of sugar in the case of sugar-sweetened beverages (Sassi et al., 2013). It is important to keep in mind
that, while specific taxes are easier to administer, they should be adjusted each year for inflation, which
can be less feasible politically (Bird, 2015). Finally, it is crucial to include within the taxed goods those that
may be considered as substitutes and have all the same negative externalities and internalities that were
discussed in sections two and four of this paper.
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+ These economic instruments must be complemented with other harm reduction strategies in order for
the results to be robust. Some of these strategies are the prohibition of advertising in specific sites and
toward particular populations, clear labeling that states the content information, and warning campaigns on
the risks associated with the consumption of these products (Sornpaisarn et al., 2017; World Bank, 2020;
WHO, 2011).

While the evidence shows that the effects these taxes may cause on smuggling and illegal trade are relati-
vely low, some strategies can be recommended to mitigate these effects, including strengthening tax admi-
nistrations’ tracking strategies for addressing tax evasion, although it is desirable for the same regulation to
be adopted in neighboring jurisdictions (Faulkner et al., 2011; Lai et al., 2007; WHO, 2014).

Conclusions and Guidelines for the
Implementation of Health and Green Taxes
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Health taxes may have an initial regressive impact, as they are taxes that do not consider the taxpayer's
payment capacity. For this reason, it is very important for the revenue from these taxes to be allocated to
the health systems and other public health strategies. In the long run, these investments generate benefits
for the lower-income population that offset this regressiveness (Allcott et al., 2019).

Finally, it is important to communicate these initiatives massively by sharing the tax’s benefits as well as the
use of the new resources it generates so they can be widely debated by the public. Likewise, the dissemina-
tion of information is a counterweight to pressure from the industries and interest groups that may block
the bills in negotiations, especially when these measures are announced (Buckton et al., 2018).

) 5.2 Green Taxes

For green taxes to have effects that can contribute to the effective enjoyment of the right to a healthy envi-
ronment, they should include the actual social cost of the carbon emissions or the negative externality they
seek to offset in their design. If there is a failure to set the rate at the valuation of those costs, the measure
may be ineffective (Perthuis & Jouvet, 2015). Also, the tax must be levied on all the activities that cause the
negative environmental impacts that the government seeks to mitigate (Renner, 2018b).

g
®

The use of the resources from green taxes is very important for achieving the double or triple dividend that
this instrument has the potential to generate. While the resources may be used to mitigate the environmen-
tal impacts of the production of emission-intensive goods and services, they can also be used to invest in
public goods and services, such as infrastructure projects, public schools, and hospitals. On the one hand,
these investments reduce the vulnerability of the households and territories that are most vulnerable to
climate change. On the other hand, they benefit the most vulnerable households to a greater extent, thus
having an impact on inequality levels. In cases where regressive effects are evident due to the price increa-
se of basic goods and services or if there are impacts on the competitiveness of energy-intensive sectors,
the extra resources can be used in offset transfers and subsidies (ECLAC, 2017a; Perthuis & Jouvet, 2015;
Pigato, 2019; Postic et al., 2019; Renner, 2018).
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The extra revenue generated by green taxes can open the field to eliminating or reducing regressive taxes,
such as consumption taxes, or distortionary taxes, such as payroll taxes. In this way, these instruments
can generate additional equality benefits, economic growth, and the formalization of employment. (ECLAC,
2017a; Perthuis & Jouvet, 2015; Postic et al., 2019).

Finally, just as with health taxes, it is crucial to extensively share information throughout the society regar-
ding the benefits of these instruments along with the use of the resources generated by the tax in order to
reduce pressure from interest groups. It is even recommended to apply some compensatory measures to
the affected sectors and population groups before implementing the measure to obtain greater support
from the public opinion (Aidt, 2010; Pigato, 2019).

Conclusions and Guidelines for the 25
Implementation of Health and Green Taxes



—

| REFERENCES ) &

» Agostini, C.A. & Jiménez, J. (2015). The distributional inciden-
ce of the gasoline tax in Chile. Energy Policy, 85, 243-252. ht-
tps://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.06.010

» Aidt, T. S. (2010). Green taxes: Refunding rules and lobbying.
Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 60(1), 31-
43. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jeem.2010.04.001

» Allcott, H., Lockwood, B.B. & Taubinsky, D. (2019). Should We
Tax Sugar-Sweetened Beverages? An Overview of Theory and
Evidence. Journal of Economic Perspectives, 33(3), 202-227. ht-
tps://doi.org/10.1257/jep.33.3.202

» Anderson, P. (2009). Is it time to ban alcohol advertising?
Clinical Medicine (London, England), 9(2), 121-124. https://doi.
org/10.7861/clinmedicine.9-2-121

» Araya, D. & Paraje, G. (2018). The impact of prices on al-
coholic beverage consumption in Chile. PLOS ONE, 13(10),
e0205932. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0205932

» Bandy, L.K., Scarborough, P., Harrington, R.A.(2020). Reduc-
tions in sugar sales from soft drinks in the UK from 2015 to
2018. BMC Medicine, 18(1), 20. https://doi.org/10.1186/5s12916-
019-1477-4

» Basto-Abreu, A., Barrientos-Gutiérrez, T., Vidafia-Pérez, D.,
Colchero, M.A,, Hernandez-F., M., Hernandez-Avila, M., Ward,
ZJ., Long, M.W. & Gortmaker, S.L. (2019). Cost-Effectiveness
of The Sugar-Sweetened Beverage Excise Tax in Mexico. Heal-
th Affairs, 38(11), 1824-1831. https://doi.org/10.1377/hltha-
f£.2018.05469

» Baylis, K., Fullerton, D. & Karney, D.H. (2013). Leakage, Welfa-
re, and Cost-Effectiveness of Carbon Policy (Working Paper N.o
18898; Working Paper Series). National Bureau of Economic
Research. https://doi.org/10.3386/w18898

» Bernard, J.T. & Kichian, M. (2019). The long and short
run effects of British Columbia’s carbon tax on diesel de-
mand. Energy Policy, 131, 380-389. https://doi.org/10.1016/.

enpol.2019.04.021
» Beylis, G. & Cunha, B. (2017). Energy Pricing Policies for In-

clusive Growth in Latin America and the Caribbean (World Bank
Group). Publicaciones del Banco Mundial.

» Bird, R.M. (2015). Tobacco and Alcohol Excise Taxes for Impro-
ving Public Health and Revenue Outcomes: Marrying Sin and Vir-
tue? The World Bank. https://doi.org/10.1596/1813-9450-7500

» Bjorner, T.B. & Jensen, H.H. (2002). Energy taxes, voluntary
agreements and investment subsidies—A micro-panel analy-
sis of the effect on Danish industrial companies’ energy de-
mand. Resource and Energy Economics, 24(3), 229-249.

» Blackman, A., Osakwe, R. & Alpizar, F. (2010). Fuel tax in-

References

cidence in developing countries: The case of Costa Rica.
Energy Policy, 38(5), 2208-2215. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

enpol.2009.12.007

» Bouchery, E.E., Harwood, H.J., Sacks, J.J., Simon, CJ. & Brewer,
R.D. (2011). Economic Costs of Excessive Alcohol Consump-
tion in the U.S., 2006. American Journal of Preventive Medicine,
41(5), 516-524. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2011.06.045

» Brownell, K.D., Farley, T., Willett, W.C., Popkin, B.M., Cha-
loupka, FJ., Thompson, J.W. & Ludwig, D.S. (2009). The Public
Health and Economic Benefits of Taxing Sugar-Sweetened Be-
verages. The New England journal of medicine, 361(16), 1599-
1605. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMhpr0905723

» Buckton, C.H., Patterson, C., Hyseni, L., Katikireddi, S.V., Llo-
yd-Williams, F., Elliott-Green, A., Capewell, S. & Hilton, S. (2018).
The palatability of sugar-sweetened beverage taxation: A con-
tent analysis of newspaper coverage of the UK sugar debate.
PLOS ONE, 13(12), €0207576. https.//doi.org/10.1371/journal.

pone.0207576

» Calderon, S., Alvarez, A.C., Loboguerrero, A.M., Arango, S.,
Calvin, K., Kober, T., Daenzer, K. & Fisher-Vanden, K. (2016).
Achieving CO2 reductions in Colombia: Effects of carbon taxes
and abatement targets. Energy Economics, 56, 575-586. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2015.05.010

» Cargiulo, T. (2007). Understanding the health impact of al-
cohol dependence. American Journal of Health-System Phar-
macy, 64(5_Supplement_3), S5-S11. https://doi.org/10.2146/

ajhp060647
» Chaloupka, F.J., Yurekli, A. & Fong, G.T. (2012). Tobacco taxes

as a tobacco control strategy. Tobacco Control, 21(2), 172-180.
https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2011-050417

» Chavez, R. (2016). Elasticidad precio de la demanda de ci-
garrillos y alcohol en Ecuador con datos de hogares. Revista
Panamericana de Salud Publica, 40, 222-228.

» Cogan, R. & Ballinger, B. C. (2006). Alcohol Problems and
the Differentiation of Partner, Stranger, and General Violen-
ce. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 21(7), 924-935. https://doi.
0rg/10.1177/0886260506289177

» Collins, J.J., Kroutil, L.A.,, Roland, E.J. & Moore-Gurrera, M.
(1997). Issues in the Linkage of Alcohol and Domestic Violen-
ce Services. En M. Galanter, H. Begleiter, R. Deitrich, R. Fuller,
D. Gallant, D. Goodwin, E. Gottheil, A. Paredes, M. Rothschild,
D. Van Thiel, & D. Winczewski (Eds.), Recent Developments in
Alcoholism: Volume 13: Alcohol and Violence—Epidemiology Neu-
robiology Psychology Family Issues (pp. 387-405). Springer US.
https://doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47141-8_20

» CESCR (Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights).

()

@

¥ oN 3NSSI


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2010.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.33.3.202
https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.33.3.202
https://doi.org/10.7861/clinmedicine.9-2-121
https://doi.org/10.7861/clinmedicine.9-2-121
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0205932
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-019-1477-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-019-1477-4
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2018.05469
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2018.05469
https://doi.org/10.3386/w18898
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1596/1813-9450-7500
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2009.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2009.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2011.06.045
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMhpr0905723
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0207576
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0207576
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2015.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2015.05.010
https://doi.org/10.2146/ajhp060647
https://doi.org/10.2146/ajhp060647
https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2011-050417
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260506289177
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260506289177
https://doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47141-8_20

(2011). Examen de los informes presentados por los Estados par-
tes en virtud de los articulos 16 y 17 del Pacto. Observaciones
finales del Comité de Derechos Econémicos, Sociales y Culturales
(E/C.12/ARG/CO/3). ECOSOC. https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/ la-
youts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%-
2fC.12%2fARG%2fC0%2f3&Lang=en

» CESCR. (2014). Concluding Observations on The Sixth Periodic
Report of Finland (E/C.12/FIN/CO/6). ECOSOC. https://thinternet.
ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?sym-
bolno=E%2fC.12%2fFIN%2fCO%2f6&Lang=en

» CESCR. (2016). Concluding Observations on The Sixth Periodic
Report of Poland (E/C.12/POL/CO/6). ECOSOC. https://thinter-
net.ohchr.org/ layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.as-
px2symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fPOL%2fCO%2f6&Lang=en

» CESCR. (2018a). El cambio climdtico y el Pacto Internacional de
Derechos Econémicos, Sociales y Culturales. Declaracién del Comi-
té de Derechos Econdmicos, Sociales y Culturales (E/C.12/2018/1).
ECOSOC.  http://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.
ashx?enc=4s1Q6QSmIBEDzFEovL CuW1AVC1NkPsgUedPIF1vfPMK-
bfGrX9uRn%2B6xBL]dysiH4PHFyMSAHXcjhBQ6 CvIBwz6KxuvVPtS-
F%2F%2FKbyil%2FPweWbpnZyZkOjaaGo46rfRIu6

» CESCR. (2018b). Concluding Observations on The Fourth Pe-
riodic Report of Argentina (E/C.12/ARG/CO/4). ECOSOC. https:/
tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.
aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2fCO%2f4&Lang=en

» Convery, F., McDonnell, S. & Ferreira, S. (2007). The most po-
pular tax in Europe? Lessons from the Irish plastic bags levy.
Environmental and Resource Economics, 38(1), 1-11. https://doi.
0rg/10.1007/510640-006-9059-2

» Cook, D.G. & Strachan, D. P. (1997). Health effects of passive
smoking. 3. Parental smoking and prevalence of respiratory
symptoms and asthma in school age children. Thorax, 52(12),
1081-1094. https://doi.org/10.1136/thx.52.12.1081

» Cook, PJ. (1981). The Effect of Liquor Taxes on Drinking,
Cirrhosis, and Auto Accidents. En Moore M.H. & Gerstein,
D.R. (eds.), Alcohol and Public Policy: Beyond the Shadow of
Prohibition (National Academy of Sciences, pag. 463). Natio-
nal Academies Press (US). https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/
NBK216412/

» Czubek, M., Johal, S., Czubek, M. & Johal, S. (2010). Cigarette
Consumption in the UK.

» Dall, T.M., Zhang, Y., Chen, YJ., Wagner, R.CA., Hogan,
P.F., Fagan, N.K., Olaiya, S.T. & Tornberg, D.N. (2007). Cost
Associated with Being Overweight and with Obesity, High
Alcohol Consumption, and Tobacco Use within the Military
Health System'’s TRICARE Prime—Enrolled Population. Ame-
rican Journal of Health Promotion, 22(2), 120-139. https://doi.
0rg/10.4278/0890-1171-22.2.120

» ECLAC (Economic Commission for Latin America and the
Caribbean). (2015). Guia metodoldgica: Instrumentos econdmi-
cos para la gestion ambiental. ECLAC. https://www.cepal.org/es/
publicaciones/37676-guia-metodologica-instrumentos-economi-

References

cos-la-gestion-ambiental

» ECLAC (2017a). Fiscal Panorama of Latin America and the
Caribbean. Mobilizing resources to finance sustainable de-
velopment. ECLAC https://www.cepal.org/sites/default/files/pu-
blication/files/41047/51700070_en.pdf

» ECLAC. (2017b). Consensos y conflictos en la politica tributaria
de América Latina. United Nations.

» ECLAC. (2019). Panorama Fiscal de América Latina y el Caribe
2019: Politicas tributarias para la movilizacidn de recursos en el
marco de la Agenda 2030 para el Desarrollo Sostenible. CEPAL.
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/44516-panorama-fis-
cal-america-latina-caribe-2019-politicas-tributarias-la-moviliza-
cion

» Elder, R.W., Lawrence, B., Ferguson, A., Naimi, T.S., Brewer,
R.D., Chattopadhyay, S.K., Toomey, T.L., Fielding, J.E. & Task
Force on Community Preventive Services (2010). The effecti-
veness of tax policy interventions for reducing excessive al-
cohol consumption and related harms. American journal of
Preventive Medicine, 38(2), 217-229. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
amepre.2009.11.005

» Eriksen, M., Mackay, J. & Schluger, N. (2015). The Tobacco At-
las (5a edicién). Sociedad Americana Contra el Cancer.

» ESCER Special Rapporteur. (2019). Business and Human Ri-
ghts: Inter-American Standards (CIDH/REDESCA/INF.1/19). In-
ter-American Commission on Human Rights. Special Rappor-
teurship on Economic, Social, Cultural, and Environmental
Rights.http://www.oas.org/en/iachr/reports/pdfs/Business_Hu-
man_Rights_Inte American_Standards.pdf

» FAO, IFAD, UNICEF, WFP & WHO. (2020). The State of Food
Security and Nutrition in the World 2020: Transforming food sys-
tems for affordable healthy diets. FAO, IFAD, UNICEF, WFP, and
WHO. https://doi.org/10.4060/ca9692en

» Faulkner, G.E., Grootendorst, P., Nguyen, V. H., Andreyeva,
T., Arbour-Nicitopoulos, K., Auld, M. C., Cash, S. B., Cawley, J.,
Donnelly, P., Drewnowski, A., Dubé, L., Ferrence, R., Janssen, 1.,
LaFrance, J., Lakdawalla, D., Mendelsen, R., Powell, L. M., Traill,
W. B., & Windmeijer, F. (2011). Economic instruments for obesi-
ty prevention: Results of a scoping review and modified delphi
survey. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical
Activity, 8(1), 109. https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-8-109

» Framework Convention on Climate Change. (2015). Adoption
of a Protocol, Another Legal Instrument, or an Agreed Outcome
With Legal Force Under the Convention Applicable to All Parties.
http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2015/cop21/eng/I09r01.pdf

» Gallet, C.A. & List, J.A. (2003). Cigarette demand: A me-
ta-analysis of elasticities. Health Economics, 12(10), 821-835.
https.//doi.org/10.1002/hec.765

» Geyer, R., Jambeck, J. R. & Lavender Law, K. (2017). Produc-
tion, Use, and Fate of All Plastics Ever Made. American Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Science, 3(e1700782), 5. https://doi.
org/10.1126/sciadv.1700782

@

@

¥ oN 3NSSI


https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fFIN%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fFIN%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fFIN%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fPOL%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fPOL%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fPOL%2f
http://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW1AVC1NkPsgUedPlF1vfPMKbfGrX9uRn%2B6xBLJdysiH4PHFyMSAHXcjhBQ6CvIBwz6KxuvVPtSF%2F%2FKbyil%2FPweWbpnZyZkOjaaGo46rfRlu6
http://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW1AVC1NkPsgUedPlF1vfPMKbfGrX9uRn%2B6xBLJdysiH4PHFyMSAHXcjhBQ6CvIBwz6KxuvVPtSF%2F%2FKbyil%2FPweWbpnZyZkOjaaGo46rfRlu6
http://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW1AVC1NkPsgUedPlF1vfPMKbfGrX9uRn%2B6xBLJdysiH4PHFyMSAHXcjhBQ6CvIBwz6KxuvVPtSF%2F%2FKbyil%2FPweWbpnZyZkOjaaGo46rfRlu6
http://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW1AVC1NkPsgUedPlF1vfPMKbfGrX9uRn%2B6xBLJdysiH4PHFyMSAHXcjhBQ6CvIBwz6KxuvVPtSF%2F%2FKbyil%2FPweWbpnZyZkOjaaGo46rfRlu6
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2f
https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=E%2fC.12%2fARG%2f
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10640-006-9059-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10640-006-9059-2
https://doi.org/10.1136/thx.52.12.1081
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK216412/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK216412/
https://doi.org/10.4278/0890-1171-22.2.120
https://doi.org/10.4278/0890-1171-22.2.120
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/37676-guia-metodologica-instrumentos-economicos-la-gestion-ambiental
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/37676-guia-metodologica-instrumentos-economicos-la-gestion-ambiental
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/37676-guia-metodologica-instrumentos-economicos-la-gestion-ambiental
https://www.cepal.org/sites/default/files/publication/files/41047/S1700070_en.pdf
https://www.cepal.org/sites/default/files/publication/files/41047/S1700070_en.pdf
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/44516-panorama-fiscal-america-latina-caribe-2019-politicas-tributarias-la-movilizacion
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/44516-panorama-fiscal-america-latina-caribe-2019-politicas-tributarias-la-movilizacion
https://www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/44516-panorama-fiscal-america-latina-caribe-2019-politicas-tributarias-la-movilizacion
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2009.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2009.11.005
http://www.oas.org/en/iachr/reports/pdfs/Business_Human_Rights_Inte_American_Standards.pdf
http://www.oas.org/en/iachr/reports/pdfs/Business_Human_Rights_Inte_American_Standards.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4060/ca9692en
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-8-109
http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2015/cop21/eng/l09r01.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/hec.765
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1700782
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1700782

» Grover, A. (2011). Derechos Humanos y Politica de Drogas. Re-
duccién de dafios (Reporte informativo N.o 1). Harm Reduction
International.

» Guindon, G. E., Paraje, G. R. & Chaloupka, F. . (2018). El im-
pacto de los precios e impuestos sobre el consumo de pro-
ductos de tabaco en América Latina y el Caribe. American
Journal of Public Health, 108(Suppl 6), S503-S514. https.//doi.

nel on Climate Change https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/
sites/2/2019/09/IPCC-Special-Report-1.5-SPM_es.pdf

» Jiménez, F. (2012). Macroeconomia: Breve historia. In Ele-
mentos de teoria y politicas macroeconémicas para una econo-
mia abierta (Pontificia Universidad Catélica del Perd, Vol. 1).
Fondo Editorial — Pontificia Universidad Catdlica del Peru.
https://files.pucp.education/departamento/economia/LDE-2012-

0rg/10.2105/AIPH.2014.3023965s

» Heil, M. T. & Wodon, Q. T. (1997). Inequality in CO2 Emis-
sions Between Poor and Rich Countries. The Journal of
Environment & Development, 6(4), 426-452. https://doi.

020-03.pdf

» John, R. M. (2008). Price Elasticity Estimates for Tobacco
Products in India. Health Policy and Planning, 23(3), 200-209.
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czn007

0rg/10.1177/107049659700600404

» Herrera, V. H., Moreno Velasquez, |., Gdmez, B. & Rodriguez,
R. R. (2017). Impacto del incremento del impuesto a los pro-
ductos de tabaco sobre la recaudacion y los precios en Pa-
nama. Value in Health Regional Issues, 14, 57-63. https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.vhri.2017.05.007

» Hingson, R. & Howland, J. (1987). Alcohol as a Risk Factor for
Injury or Death Resulting from Accidental Falls: A Review of
the Literature. Journal of Studies on Alcohol, 48(3), 212-219. ht-
tps://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.1987.48.212

» HRC (Human Rights Council). (2011). Report Submitted by the
Special Rapporteur on the Right to Food, Olivier De Schutter (A/
HRC/19/59). United Nations General Assembly https://www.
ohchr.org/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/RegularSession/Ses-
sion19/A-HRC-19-59_en.pdf

» HRC. (2012). Right of Everyone to the Enjoyment of the Highest
Attainable Standard of Physical and Mental Health (A/67/302).
United Nations General Assembly. https://digitallibrary.un.org/

» Joossens, L., Merriman, D., Ross, H. & Raw, M. (2010). The Im-
pact of Eliminating the Global lllicit Cigarette Trade on Health
and Revenue. Addiction (Abingdon, England), 105, 1640-1649.
https://doi.org/10.1111/}.1360-0443.2010.03018.x

» Joossens, L. & Raw, M. (1998). Cigarette Smuggling in Eu-
rope: Who Really Benefits? Tobacco Control, 7(1), 66-71.
https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.7.1.66

» Koksal, A. & Wohlgenant, M. K. (2011). Alcoholic Beverages
and Cigarettes: Complements or Substitutes? A Pseudo Panel
Approach. In 2011 Annual Meeting, February 5-8, 2011, Corpus
Christi, Texas (N.o 98788; 2011 Annual Meeting, February 5-8,
2011, Corpus Christi, Texas). Southern Agricultural Economics
Association. https.//ideas.repec.org/p/ags/saeal1/98788.html

» Koski, A., Sirén, R., Vuori, E. & Poikolainen, K. (2007). Al-
cohol Tax Cuts and Increase in Alcohol-Positive Sudden
Deaths: A Time-Series Intervention Analysis. Addiction
(Abingdon, England), 102(3), 362-368. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1360-0443.2006.01715.x

record/734212?In=es

» HRC. (2014). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the Right of
Everyone to the Enjoyment of the Highest Attainable Standard of
Physical and Mental Health, Anand Grover (A/HRC/26/31). Uni-
ted Nations General Assembly. https://undocs.org/A/HRC/26/31

» HRC. (2016). Interim Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
Right to Food (A/71/282). United Nations General Assembly.
https://undocs.org/A/71/282

» HRC. (2019). Climate Change and Poverty: Report of the Spe-
cial Rapporteur on Extreme Poverty and Human Rights (A/
HRC/41/39). United Nations General Assembly. https://digita-
llibrary.un.org/record/3810720?In=es

» Huppes, G. & Simonis, U. E. (2009). Environmental Policy Ins-
truments. In J. J. Boersema & L. Reijnders (eds.), Principles of
Environmental Sciences (pp. 239-280). Springer Netherlands.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-9158-2_13

» I/A Court HR (Inter-American Court on Human Rights).
(2017). Advisory Opinion Oc-23/17 of November 15, 2017 Reques-
ted by the Republic of Colombia. The Environment and Human Ri-
ghts https://www.corteidh.or.cr/docs/opiniones/seriea_23_ing.pdf

» Lai, T., Habicht, J., Reinap, M., Chisholm, D. & Baltussen, R.
(2007). Costs, Health Effects, and Cost-Effectiveness of Alcohol
and Tobacco Control Strategies in Estonia. Health Policy, 84(1),
75-88. https.//doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2007.02.012

» Leppanen, K., Sullstrém, R. & Suoniemi, I. (2001). The Con-
sumption of Alcohol in Fourteen European Countries: A Compara-
tive Econometric Analysis.

» Levy, D. T., Chaloupka, F. & Gitchell, J. (2004). The Effects of
Tobacco Control Policies on Smoking Rates: A Tobacco Con-
trol Scorecard. Journal of Public Health Management and Prac-
tice: JPHMP, 10(4), 338-353. https://doi.org/10.1097/00124784-
200407000-00011

» Liga Contra el Silencio. (August 22, 2018). El ‘agridulce’ impe-
rio del lobby en el Congreso de Colombia. Cerosetenta. https.//
cerosetenta.uniandes.edu.co/lobby-azucar/

» Liga Contra el Silencio. (2019). Una multinacional de la cien-
cia en Colombia para los intereses de la industria. Liga Contra
el Silencio. https://ligacontraelsilencio.com/2019/10/31/una-mul-
tinacional-de-la-ciencia-en-colombia-para-los-intereses-de-la-in-
dustria/

» Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. (2018). Resu-
men para responsables de politicas. The Intergovernmental Pa-

References

» Lin, B.-H., Smith, T. A,, Lee, J.-Y. & Hall, K. D. (2011). Measu-
ring Weight Outcomes for Obesity Intervention Strategies:

()

@

¥ oN 3NSSI


https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2014.302396s
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2014.302396s
https://doi.org/10.1177/107049659700600404
https://doi.org/10.1177/107049659700600404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vhri.2017.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vhri.2017.05.007
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.1987.48.212
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.1987.48.212
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/RegularSession/Session19/A-HRC-19-59_en.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/RegularSession/Session19/A-HRC-19-59_en.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/RegularSession/Session19/A-HRC-19-59_en.pdf
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/734212?ln=es
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/734212?ln=es
https://undocs.org/A/HRC/26/31
https://undocs.org/A/71/282
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3810720?ln=es
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3810720?ln=es
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-9158-2_13
https://www.corteidh.or.cr/docs/opiniones/seriea_23_ing.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2019/09/IPCC-Special-Report-1.5-SPM_es.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2019/09/IPCC-Special-Report-1.5-SPM_es.pdf
https://files.pucp.education/departamento/economia/LDE-2012-02a-03.pdf
https://files.pucp.education/departamento/economia/LDE-2012-02a-03.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czn007
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.03018.x
https://doi.org/10.1136/tc.7.1.66
https://ideas.repec.org/p/ags/saea11/98788.html
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2006.01715.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2006.01715.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2007.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1097/00124784-200407000-00011
https://doi.org/10.1097/00124784-200407000-00011
https://cerosetenta.uniandes.edu.co/lobby-azucar/
https://cerosetenta.uniandes.edu.co/lobby-azucar/
https://ligacontraelsilencio.com/2019/10/31/una-multinacional-de-la-ciencia-en-colombia-para-los-int
https://ligacontraelsilencio.com/2019/10/31/una-multinacional-de-la-ciencia-en-colombia-para-los-int
https://ligacontraelsilencio.com/2019/10/31/una-multinacional-de-la-ciencia-en-colombia-para-los-int

The Case of a Sugar-Sweetened Beverage Tax. Economics
and Human Biology, 9(4), 329-341. https://doi.org/10.1016/].

php?option=com_docman&view=download&slug=guillermo-pa-
raje-9-oct-2019-impuestos-alcohol&ltemid=270&lang=es

ehb.2011.08.007

» Lozano, L., Casas, J. O., Uprimny, R., Chaparro, S., Domin-
guez, C. A, Antunez, D., Corti, J. M., Sigal, M., Billardi, C., Corti,
H., Garcia, E., Pautassi, L. & Mazzei, H. S. (2019). Politica Fiscal
y Derechos Humanos. https://www.mpdefensa.gob.ar/publicacio-
nes/revista-institucional-nro17

» Maldonado, N., Llorente, B. A., Iglesias, R. M. & Escobar, D.
(2018). Measuring lllicit Cigarette Trade in Colombia. Tobacco
Control. https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2017-053980

» Mardones, C. & Flores, B. (2017). Evaluation of a CO2 Tax in
Chile: Emissions Reduction or Design Problems? Latin Ameri-
can Research Review, 52, 334. https://doi.org/10.25222/larr.33

» McLure, C. E. (2014). Selected International Aspects of Car-
bon Taxation. American Economic Review, 104(5), 552-556.
https.//doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.5.552

» Monroy, D. A. (2017). Nudges y decisiones inconscientes:
Sesgo de statu quo y politicas publicas en Colombia. Desafios,
29(1), 211-247. https://doi.org/10.12804/revistas.urosario.edu.

co/desafios/a.4725

» Musgrave, S. & Stern, N. (1988). Alcohol: Demand and Ta-
xation Under Monopoly and Oligopoly in South India in the
1970s. Journal of Development Economics, 28(1), 1-41. https://
doi.org/10.1016/0304-3878(88)90012-0

» Nakamura, R., Mirelman, A., Cuadrado, C., Silva-lllanes,
N., Dunstan, J. & Suhrcke, M. (2018). Evaluating the 2014
Sugar-Sweetened Beverage Tax in Chile: An Observatio-
nal Study in Urban Areas. PLOS Medicine, 15, e1002596.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed. 1002596

» Nutt, D. J., King, L. A. & Phillips, L. D. (2010). Drug Harms in
the UK: A Multicriteria Decision Analysis. The Lancet, 376(9752),
1558-1565. https.//doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(10)61462-6

» OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development). (2010). A Guide to Environmentally Rela-
ted Taxation for Policy Makers. 135-149. https://doi.or-
8/10.1787/9789264087637-8-en

» OECD. (2017). Policy Instruments for the Environment (PINE)
database. https://www.oecd.org/environment/indicators-mode-
lling-outlooks/policy-instrument-database/

» OHCHR (Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights). (2019). Five UN Human Rights Treaty Bodies
Issue a Joint Statement on Human Rights and Climate Change.
https://www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.as-
px?NewsID=24998&LangID=E# edn10

» Pan American Health Organization. (2015). Taxes on Su-
gar-Sweetened Beverages as a Public Health Strategy: The
Experience of Mexico. PAHO. https.//iris.paho.org/hand-
1e/10665.2/18391

» Paraje, G. (2019). Impuestos al alcohol: ;Qué sabemos y que
no sabemos en America Latina? https.//www.paho.org/hqg/index.

References

» Parry, I, Mylonas, V. & Vernon, N. (2019). Reforming
Energy Policy in India: Assessing the Options. Handbook
on Green Growth. https://www.elgaronline.com/view/edco-
1l/9781788110679/9781788110679.00025.xml|

» Partanen, J. (1994). Sociability and Intoxication: Alcohol and
Drinking in Kenya, Africa, and the Modern World. Alcohol Re-
search Documentation Inc.

» Peralta, R. L. & Cruz, J. M. (2005). Conferring Meaning onto
Alcohol-Related Violence: An Analysis of Alcohol Use and Gen-
der in a Sample of College Youth. The Journal of Men’s Studies,
14(1), 109-125. https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.1401.109

» Perthuis, C. de, & Jouvet, P.-A. (2015). Green Capital: A New
Perspective on Growth. Columbia University Press.

» Petry, N. M. (2001). A Behavioral Economic Analysis of Poly-
drug Abuse in Alcoholics: Asymmetrical Substitution of Alco-
hol and Cocaine. Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 62(1), 31-39.
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0376-8716(00)00157-5

» Pierani, P. & Tiezzi, S. (2009). Addiction and Interaction Be-
tween Alcohol and Tobacco Consumption. Empirical Econo-
mics, 37(1), 1-23. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00181-008-0220-3

» Pigato, M. A. (2019). Fiscal Policies for Development and Cli-
mate Action. The World Bank. http://documents.worldbank.org/
curated/en/340601545406276579/Fiscal-Policies-for-Develop-
ment-and-Climate-Action

» Pigou, A. (1920). The Economics of Welfare. Palgrave Macmi-
llan UK. https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-137-37562-9

» Piketty, T.(2019). Capital e Ideologia. Ediciones Deusto. https://
www.ecobook.com/libros/capital-e-ideologia/9788423430956

» Postic, S., Métivier, C. & Alberola, E. (2019). Using Carbon Re-
venues. The World Bank. http://documents.worldbank.org/cura-
ted/en/685291565941690701/Using-Carbon-Revenues

» Rabinovich, L., Hunt, P., Staetsky, L., Goshev, S. Nol-
te, E., Pedersen, J. S. & Tiefensee, C. (2012). Further Study
on The Affordability of Alcoholic Beverages in the EU: A Focus
on Excise Duty Pass-Through, On- And Off-Trade Sales, Price
Promotions and Statutory Regulations. RAND Corporation.
https://www.rand.org/pubs/technical_reports/TR1203.html

» Renner, S. (2018). Poverty and Distributional Effects of a
Carbon Tax in Mexico. Energy Policy, 112, 98-110. https://doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.10.011

» Reynales-Shigematsu, L. M., Campuzano-Rincén, J. C., Ses-
ma-Vasquez, S., Judrez-Marquez, S. A., Valdés-Salgado, R., Laz-
cano-Ponce, E. & Hernandez-Avila, M. (2006). Costs of Medical
Care for Acute Myocardial Infarction Attributable to Tobacco
Consumption. Archives of Medical Research, 37(7), 871-879. ht-
tps://doi.org/10.1016/.arcmed.2006.02.010

» Roberto, C. A., Lawman, H. G., LeVasseur, M. T., Mitra, N., Pe-
terhans, A., Herring, B. & Bleich, S. N. (2019). Association of a

O

@

¥ oN 3NSSI


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2011.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2011.08.007
https://www.mpdefensa.gob.ar/publicaciones/revista-institucional-nro17
https://www.mpdefensa.gob.ar/publicaciones/revista-institucional-nro17
https://doi.org/10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2017-053980
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.5.552
https://doi.org/10.12804/revistas.urosario.edu.co/desafios/a.4725
https://doi.org/10.12804/revistas.urosario.edu.co/desafios/a.4725
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3878(88)90012-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3878(88)90012-0
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1002596
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(10)61462-6
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264087637-8-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264087637-8-en
https://www.oecd.org/environment/indicators-modelling-outlooks/policy-instrument-database/
https://www.oecd.org/environment/indicators-modelling-outlooks/policy-instrument-database/
https://www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=24998&LangID=E#_edn10
https://www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=24998&LangID=E#_edn10
https://iris.paho.org/handle/10665.2/18391
https://iris.paho.org/handle/10665.2/18391
https://www3.paho.org/hq/index.php?option=com_docman&view=download&slug=guillermo-paraje-9-oct-2019-impuestos-alcohol&Itemid=270&lang=es
https://www3.paho.org/hq/index.php?option=com_docman&view=download&slug=guillermo-paraje-9-oct-2019-impuestos-alcohol&Itemid=270&lang=es
https://www3.paho.org/hq/index.php?option=com_docman&view=download&slug=guillermo-paraje-9-oct-2019-impuestos-alcohol&Itemid=270&lang=es
https://www.elgaronline.com/view/edcoll/9781788110679/9781788110679.00025.xml
https://www.elgaronline.com/view/edcoll/9781788110679/9781788110679.00025.xml
https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.1401.109
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0376-8716(00)00157-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00181-008-0220-3
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/340601545406276579/Fiscal-Policies-for-Development-and-Cli
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/340601545406276579/Fiscal-Policies-for-Development-and-Cli
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/340601545406276579/Fiscal-Policies-for-Development-and-Cli
https://www.ecobook.com/libros/capital-e-ideologia/9788423430956
https://www.ecobook.com/libros/capital-e-ideologia/9788423430956
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/685291565941690701/Using-Carbon-Revenues
http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/685291565941690701/Using-Carbon-Revenues
https://www.rand.org/pubs/technical_reports/TR1203.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcmed.2006.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcmed.2006.02.010

Beverage Tax on Sugar-Sweetened and Artificially Sweetened
Beverages with Changes in Beverage Prices and Sales at Chain
Retailers in a Large Urban Setting. JAMA, 321(18), 1799-1810.
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2019.4249

» Saelim, S. (2019). Carbon Tax Incidence on Household De-
mand: Effects on Welfare, Income Inequality and Poverty Inci-
dence in Thailand. Journal of Cleaner Production, 234, 521-533.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jclepro.2019.06.218

» Sassi, F., Belloni, A. & Capobianco, C. (2013). The Role of Fiscal
Policies in Health Promotion. https://doi.org/10.1787/5k3twr94k-
vzXx-en

» Selvanathan, S. & Selvanathan, E. A. (2017). The Demand for
Alcohol, Tobacco and Marijuana: International Evidence. Routle-
dge.

» Smulders, S. & Vollebergh, H. R. J. (1999). Green Taxes and
Administrative Costs: The Case of Carbon Taxation. National Bu-
reau of Economic Research. https://doi.org/10.3386/w7298

» Sornpaisarn, B., Shield, K. D., Osterberg, E. & Rehm, J. (2017).
Resource Tool on Alcohol Taxation and Pricing Policies.

» Stockwell, T., Zhao, J., Martin, G., Macdonald, S., Vallance, K.,
Treno, A., Ponicki, W., Tu, A. & Buxton, J. (2013). Minimum Al-
cohol Prices and Outlet Densities in British Columbia, Canada:
Estimated Impacts on Alcohol-Attributable Hospital Admis-
sions. American Journal of Public Health, 103(11), 2014-2020.
https://doi.org/10.2105/AIPH.2013.301289

» Strachan, D. P. & Cook, D. G. (1997). Health Effects of Passive
Smoking. 1. Parental Smoking and Lower Respiratory Iliness in
Infancy and Early Childhood. Thorax, 52(10), 905-914.

» Strachan, D. P. & Cook, D. G. (1998). Health Effects of Pas-
sive Smoking .5. Parental Smoking and Allergic Sensitisation
in Children. Thorax, 53(2), 117-123. https.//doi.org/10.1136/
thx.53.2.117

» Sumnall, H. R., Tyler, E., Wagstaff, G. F. & Cole, J. C. (2004). A
Behavioural Economic Analysis of Alcohol, Amphetamine, Co-
caine and Ecstasy Purchases by Polysubstance Misusers. Drug
and Alcohol Dependence, 76(1), 93-99. https.//doi.org/10.1016/].
drugalcdep.2004.04.006

» Teusch, J. & Braathen, N. A. (2019). Are Environmental
Tax Policies Beneficial?: Learning From Programme Evalua-
tion Studies (OECD Environment Working Paper No. 150).
OECD Publishing. https://econpapers.repec.org/paper/oecen-
vaaa/150-en.htm

» Thaler, R. H. & Sunstein, C. R. (2009). Nudge: Improving Deci-
sions About Health, Wealth, and Happiness. Penguin Books.

» The New York Times. (November 13, 2017). ‘Nos silenciaron’:
La lucha en Colombia por gravar las bebidas azucaradas. The
New York Times. https://www.nytimes.com/es/2017/11/13/espa-
nol/america-latina/colombia-impuesto-bebidas-azucaradas-obe-
sidad.html

» The Task Force on Fiscal Policy for Health. (2019). Health Ta-
xes to Save Lives. Employing Effective Excise Taxes on Tobacco,

References

Alcohol, And Sugary Beverages. The Task Force on Fiscal Policy
for Health. https://www.drugsandalcohol.ie/30450/

» UNEP (UN Environmental Programme). (2018). Pldsticos de
un solo uso: Una hoja de ruta para la sostenibilidad. https://we-
docs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/25496/singleUse-
Plastic_SP.pdf?sequence=3&isAllowed=y

» Urrutia, M. (2015). Economia de bebidas alcohdlicas en Argen-
tina. https.//repositorio.utdt.edu/handle/utdt/1969

» Vecino-Ortiz, A. |. & Arroyo-Ariza, D. (2018). A Tax on Sugar
Sweetened Beverages in Colombia: Estimating the Impact on
Overweight and Obesity Prevalence Across Socio Economic
Levels. Social Science & Medicine, 209, 111-116. https://doi.or-
g/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.05.043

» Villaran Sala, M. (2019). El efecto de los precios en el consumo
de alcohol en el Peru. Pontificia Universidad Catdlica del Perd.

http://tesis.pucp.edu.pe/repositorio/handle/20.500.12404/15049

» Wang, Y. C., Coxson, P., Shen, Y.-M., Goldman, L. & Bib-
bins-Domingo, K. (2012). A Penny-Per-Ounce Tax on Su-
gar-Sweetened Beverages Would Cut Health and Cost Bur-
dens Of Diabetes. Health Affairs, 31(1), 199-207. https://doi.
org/10.1377/hlthaff.2011.0410

» Wier, M., Birr-Pedersen, K., Jacobsen, H. K. & Klok, J. (2005).
Are CO2 Taxes Regressive? Evidence From the Danish Expe-
rience. Ecological Economics, 52(2), 239-251. https://doi.or-
8/10.1016/].ecolecon.2004.08.005

» World Bank (ed.). (2020). Obesity: Health and Economic
Consequences of an Impending Global Challenge. The World
Bank.  https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/hand-
1e/10986/32383/9781464814914.pdf

» WHO (World Health Organization). (n.d.). OMS | Reducir el
consumo de bebidas azucaradas para reducir el riesgo de so-
brepesoy obesidad infantil. WHO; World Health Organization.
http://www.who.int/elena/titles/ssbs_childhood_obesity/es/

» WHO. (2011). The Solidarity Tobacco Contribution (STC) for In-
ternational Health Financing [Discussion Paper]. World Health
Organization. http://158.232.12.119/nmh/events/un_ncd_sum-
mit2011/ncds_stc.pdf

» WHO. (2014). Raising Tax on Tobacco: What You Need to Know.
World Health Organization. https://apps.who.int/iris/hand-
le/10665/112841

» WHO. (2017). Taxes on Sugary Drinks: Why Do [t? (WHO/NMH/
PND/16.5Rev.1). https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/260253

» WHO. (2018). Alcohol. https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-
sheets/detail/alcohol

» WHO. (2019). Tobacco. https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-
sheets/detail/tobacco

O

@

¥ oN 3NSSI


https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2019.4249
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.218
https://doi.org/10.1787/5k3twr94kvzx-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/5k3twr94kvzx-en
https://doi.org/10.3386/w7298
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2013.301289
https://doi.org/10.1136/thx.53.2.117
https://doi.org/10.1136/thx.53.2.117
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2004.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2004.04.006
https://econpapers.repec.org/paper/oecenvaaa/150-en.htm
https://econpapers.repec.org/paper/oecenvaaa/150-en.htm
https://www.nytimes.com/es/2017/11/13/espanol/america-latina/colombia-impuesto-bebidas-azucaradas-obesidad.html
https://www.nytimes.com/es/2017/11/13/espanol/america-latina/colombia-impuesto-bebidas-azucaradas-obesidad.html
https://www.nytimes.com/es/2017/11/13/espanol/america-latina/colombia-impuesto-bebidas-azucaradas-obesidad.html
https://www.drugsandalcohol.ie/30450
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/25496/singleUsePlastic_SP.pdf?sequence=3&isAll
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/25496/singleUsePlastic_SP.pdf?sequence=3&isAll
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/25496/singleUsePlastic_SP.pdf?sequence=3&isAll
https://repositorio.utdt.edu/handle/utdt/1969
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.05.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2018.05.043
http://tesis.pucp.edu.pe/repositorio/handle/20.500.12404/15049
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2011.0410
https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2011.0410
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2004.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2004.08.005
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/32383/9781464814914.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/32383/9781464814914.pdf
http://www.who.int/elena/titles/ssbs_childhood_obesity/es/
http://158.232.12.119/nmh/events/un_ncd_summit2011/ncds_stc.pdf
http://158.232.12.119/nmh/events/un_ncd_summit2011/ncds_stc.pdf
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/112841
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/112841
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/260253
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/alcohol 
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/alcohol 
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/tobacco
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/tobacco

May 2021

derechosypoliticafiscal.org

The Steering Committee of the Initiative for Human Rights Principles
in Fiscal Policy is constituted by the following organizations:

0000 Dejusticia ~Sfundar @cELs O o

por b igualdad y s justicia Centro de Andlisis e Investigacién




	summary
	Introduction 
	The Public Problem and Pigovian Taxes 
	     2.1 Contex 
	      2.2 Market Failures and Pigovian Taxes  

	Normative and Practical Standards on Fiscal Policy as Regulatory Instruments
	      3.1 Normative Standards from International Human Rights Law 
	3.1.1 Treaty Bodies: Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights
	3.1.2 Special Mechanisms: UN Special Rapporteurships
	3.1.3 Regional System: Inter-American Court of Human Rights
	      3.2 Non-Normative Standards from Other Sources 
	3.2.1 Health Taxes
	3.2.2 Green Taxes

	Case Studies in Latin America and around the World 
	   4.1 Health Taxes
	    4.2 Green Taxes

	Conclusions and Guidelines for the Implementation of Health and Green Taxes
	    5.1 Health taxes 
	    5.2 Green Taxes 


