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It is said by hedonic economists that the main drivers of the world are people, to be more exact their pleasure maximizing. Individuals weigh the pleasure and the pain and then take the best decision; this causes huge variety of action which could be both rational and irrational.  

One of the popular problems nowadays which is closely bounded to this statement which is widely discussed among behavioral economists is “Tragedy of the Commons”. 
Firstly the problem was raised in 1968 in essay of an American ecologist Garrett Hardin. This phenomenon is described as a market failure. The core idea lies in rational will of users to fully exploit common resources (without any private owner) in order to maximize their own benefits. It is always presented like a psychological incentive, which is all about self-interested behavior, leaving humanity with lack of vital resources. We hear here almost the most incomprehensible paradox of our days.
Over the period of last decades our understanding of the commons has become more complex as economic policy instruments have become more sophisticated. Therefore the society needs deeper research on this aspect.
More generally, the question is whether there are any gains from trade with open access renewable resources, how we can manage a resource that doesn’t belong to anyone. These have been raised since missing property right aspect concerns renewable resources like fish or timber. Without property rights, the tragedy of the commons becomes the real tragedy when trade tends to be overharvesting. On the other hand, trade eases consumption variety. There are two types of consequences. Firstly the strong regenerative power of a resource, in this case trade clearly improves overall welfare. Second way is about low stock level of a resource which has uncertain affects. The first case is very rare that is why the thing is to deal with balance of increasing consumption and limited common source. The economists’ task is to define to what extent it could be beneficial to both sides in order to prevent possible overharvesting and collapse. 
Nowadays this problem has become not only the one of the traditional economical approach but of new behavioral as well. In this work we will discuss the optimal degree for successful and sustainable trade with renewable resources and define the main methods to reach it as implementation of taxation, lump sum, destroying a share of the harvest or alternatively using t socio-psychological approach without any top-level regulations.
We illustrated how dispositions such as cooperativeness, positive reciprocity, fairness towards others, and risk aversion broadly can support sustainable use, while negative reciprocity, fairness towards oneself, and conformity can inhibit it.

The relevance of this work is explained by strong attention to this problem of policy-makers and the media. This has been motivated by increasing amount of alarming scientific researches paying attention to poor condition of several renewable resources.

Economical events and processes are more than only about economics. The world could not be always ideal and predictable as it is explained to great extent by human behavior, by people’s mind, thinking, imagination as well as plans, desires and intentions. All these categories affect decision-making and create new rules of modern economy.
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