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% GHG savings from selected biofuels (EU data 2014)
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US Renewable Fuel Standard biofuel mandates
(as setin 2010)
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Projected winter rainfall decline in NSW Wheat Belt
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Soil erosion under 10 climate projections, US Great Plains
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Would you require the same net annual average
return per hectare as current land uses? (n=16)

Same or more

Less

Depends

Due to: On: \q

. more consistent income * small-scale vs, large-scale

* personal circumstances (age,
finances, expanding vs
contracting)

* using marginal/unused land

« wind/water erosion benefits



EU: GHG balance

UK: “Banding” “bonus” for restoring EU: double counting of
for electricity degraded land cellulosic feedstocks
mandates

Germany: Feed-in tariff
bonuses for landscape
preservation
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Thank you!

alex.baumber@uts.edu.au
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