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Pourquoi une taxe carbone ? 

Un élément clé du paquet des politiques climatiques

Efficacité
Coût-

efficacité
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Appliquer le principe du pollueur payeur: la taxe carbone est essentielle pour 

evoluer vers une économie compétitive et neutre en carbone (Accord de Paris)
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Politiques fiscales : générer des recettes tout en encourageant la justice 
sociale et la croissance

La taxe carbone peut contribuer à cette synergie

Un enjeu majeur de conception : 
Inclure la taxe carbone dans

une réforme fiscale plus large.

Utilisation des recettes :
Réduction d’autres taxes, réduction de la dette, 

compensation des ménages, augmentation du budget,…

Pourquoi une taxe carbone ? 
Une contribution positive aux politiques fiscales



Favoriser l’adhésion aux politiques fiscales et climatiques
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Collaborer avec des parties prenantes, favoriser la transparence. 

Favoriser les paquets de politiques, metre en avant les co-bénéfices et une
utilisation judicieuse des revenus

Poser les fondations de la prospérité future dans une économie
neutre en carbone. 
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Different possible uses of carbon tax revenue
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General government 

budget

Allocation for ‘green’ 

purposes

Support for developing 

countries

Revenue neutral–

households

Option

Raises additional revenue for government policy priorities (e.g. education, health, security, social benefits, tax 

reform…)

• Finance ‘green’ initiatives, e.g. recycling/re-using; land rehabilitation; housing retrofits etc.

• Support for research and development 
• Investment in sustainable infrastructure (e.g. public transport, renewable energy), including programme design, 

project preparation and risk management.

Reduce costs for firms exposed to price effects, for example support for emission-intensive sectors or trade exposed 

firms (e.g. grandfathering, free tax allowances) or provide support for firm activities (e.g. energy efficiency, new 
technology, process improvements…)

Provide additional support for developing countries to finance sustainable development (SDGs) and climate action 

(Paris Agreement). Could be via either bi-lateral development institutions or multilateral development banks (MDBs). 
See High-level Panel on Climate Change Finance (2010).

Reduce burdens for households/consumers through reducing income taxes, sales taxes or via direct returns of revenue 

(including lump-sum transfers).

Description

Revenue neutral –

firms

Potential to utilise a mix of revenue-use options to promote a mixture of policy goals and objectives.

Each of the five can be done well, or done badly, relative to equity, efficiency, administrative burdens, environmental 

impact and political acceptability. 



All uses can be assessed relative to efficiency, equity, administrative 

burdens and environmental impact
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General government 

budget

Allocation for ‘green’ 

purposes

Support for developing 

countries

Revenue neutral–

households

Option

• Relatively  simple to implement and manage.

• Provide potential allocation to “best-use”

• Demonstrates commitment to ‘green’ initiatives. 

• Additional support for investment in 
infrastructure/R&D programmes with broad benefits.

• Simple and easy to manage.

• Support can be offered to emission-intensive sectors 
and trade exposed firms. May overcome 

oppositions from industry.

• Demonstrate commitment to support objectives of 

Paris Agreement and SDGs.
• Well established system for allocation and 

management.

• Can be used to reduce distortions in other tax 

systems.
• Ability to support lower-income/vulnerable 

households.

Pros

• Lack of transparency in allocation.

• Potentially limits acceptability if low trust in 
politicians.

• Limited flexibility due to need for long-term 

allocation.
• Possible mistrust of government ‘schemes’.

• Less equitable than other revenue-recycling 

options. Might slow adjustment.

• Potential public acceptability of use of revenues 

outside of the country.

• Potentially limited public awareness and 

understanding, unless direct “carbon transfers”.
• May divert revenue from better uses.

Cons

Revenue neutral –

firms

All options should be coupled with clear communication and transparency of revenue-use. Important that uses are 

relevant for a broad range of constituencies. Must observe country specific regulations/laws e.g. ear-marking.



Political acceptability of revenue-uses and carbon 

pricing/taxation, crucial for strong and rapid action
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To support rapid uptake of carbon pricing, political acceptance in the short term to deliver results is vital

Political acceptability

More AcceptableLess Acceptable

High level of trust in politicians
Labelling

(‘levy’ v ‘tax’)

Clear communication and 
transparency

General government budget

Allocation for ‘green’ purposesSupport for developing 
countries

Revenue neutral– households
Revenue neutral–

firms

Tax Design

Revenue Use

High tax rate

Broad tax base

Not pricing something that is damaging is a subsidy. Language matters to clarity of thinking and political acceptability



Good design and implementation of carbon prices/taxes is 

important for efficiency and acceptability
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Elements of effective design

Tax Rate Tax Base

• A carbon-price level consistent 

with achieving the Paris 
temperature target is at least 

US$40–80/tCO2 by 2020 and 

US$50–100/tCO2 by 2030, 

provided a supportive policy 
environment is in place. (Stern-

Stiglitz Commission on Carbon 

Pricing, 2017).

• Any price has to be long-term, 

credible and predictable to send 
clear signals.

Consider where to levy the tax, who 

to include, including the extent of 
GHG emissions captured.

• Upstream (coal, oil, gas) –

generally more administratively 
efficient and captures wider 

range of emissions (GHGs and 

other pollutants).

• Downstream (electricity, fuel) –

provides more direct signal to 
consumers.

Awareness a major issue: pricing 

signals the problem as well as 
providing incentives.

Efficiency is particularly important in the structure of pricing, incentives and revenue-raising (still more important than for 
the revenue-use side).  This includes trade distortions (relevance of border carbon adjustments).

Inefficiencies can 

arise from carbon 

prices that are too 
low, or if the 

coverage is not wide 

enough



Great urgency of action; next two decades critical; political 

acceptability crucial for speed
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In next two decades, global 

output will double, 

infrastructure will more than 

double.

At the same time GHG 

emissions needs to fall by at 

least 25%. Must make radical 

changes and swiftly. 

Only 15% of global GHG 

emissions are currently 

covered by a carbon price. 

Most prices are too low to 

meet Paris objectives 

(< US$40/tCO2) 

(World Bank, 2018)

International agreements have 

provided political direction. 

CoP 26 (2020) is essential, all countries 

need to ramp up GHG emissions 

reduction pledges if the “well-below 

2oC” target is to be within reach.

Rapid movement on the levels and coverage of carbon pricing are key to the radical action necessary. Public 
acceptability is key to rapid movement on prices.
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