Some companies provide important products or services, but also damage environment. Some people believe that government should require more penalty, higher taxes and larger fine of these companies while other believe there are better ways. Which do you prefer?
	In the modern era, the companies providing essential products or services play an influential role in the society’s status of the economy that their environmental damages may not be the governments’ choice to make them stop their harmful activities. Therefore, it is expected from the governments to find a solution reasonable enough for convincing such companies to find better ways for their productions. While some people may find requiring noticeable penalties like higher taxes effective, I am of the opinion that there might definitely be better solutions to the addressed issue. I feel this way for two reasons that I will explore as follows.
	First and foremost, forcing companies to pay higher taxes may not take a heavy toll of the companies thus might not be considered a prudent course of action. As the companies may not have any other choice but to increase their prices in order to pay the defined penalty, people would be left the only ones who, against their better judgement, may end up with being more charged for certain goods or services which may negatively influence the economic climate in the long run. Moreover, in this way, the governments themselves would have to provide helping solutions for the people as companies’ costumers facing them with possible economic crisis. It may not come as a surprise that an accumulation of pieces of evidence suggests that the majority of increases in companies’ taxes by the government because of the environmental causes had resulted in a reduction in people’s affordability for the companies’ products.
	Another noteworthy reason to bear in mind is the fact that in order for the government to workout the best possible way of doing any task, more exploration would be a necessity. In the case under discussion, there would be plenty of feasible alternatives; one of each would be to encourage the companies to use more environmentally friendly technologies. The one possible mean of incentivizing companies to implement more eco-friendly procedures may be giving them loans of low-gain. This way not only may appear to be a persuasive way for resulting in less damage to the environment, but also would be a long-lasting solution. Take the recent series of deforestations as an example. The companies related to huge advertising services had faced with people’s objection after their irreversible damages to the jungles. Instead of charging them with higher taxes, the companies were funded by the government to buy waste recycling systems in addition to procedures of replanting. Had the government not made such an attempt, the situation of the jungles would have been much worse.
	As a conclusion, I prefer thinking of alternative ways, both effective on the companies’ strategies of running their processes and making the environment less negatively affected.
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