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The Paris < 2° imperative: carbon removal also needed
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Natural climate solutions
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Climate mitigation potential of nature — 11.3GtCO,/yr

GtCO,e/yr
Climate mitigation potential in 2030 (Pg CO,e yr-1)
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Natural climate solutions:

Near term, low cost & low regret options
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Solls have seen huge loss of organic carbon

133 Giga tones of carbon (10x annual emissions) lost from soil organic matter
through agriculture and other land use change
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Awareness of Land Sector Is low

INDICATIVE MEDIA COVERAGE OF DIFFERENT CLIMATE TOPICS
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. Competition with other land uses
-« Distract attention from energy

. Carbon sequestration on best lands is most profitable
. Social and environmental safeguards
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Soil: over-arching political case & vision for action

Value propositions for farms and investors
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* On-message
political leadership

* Publicity
campaigns

PROCESS

PUBLIC VALUE

» Carbon storag e SOCIETAL VALUE
PRIVATE VALUE ' efits » Higher food security
AT FARM LEVEL ' . ‘

. Rural development
’ Les% land use change
¥ o Dlsaster risk reduction

* Risk management wer out-migration
* Supply chain benefits sed GDP
e@!ient tax base

ON-FARM -,
FINANGE . IMPLEMENTATION

POLICY -
KNOWLEDGE |
S 5 « Peer-to-peer
learning
* Viable examples
of raised farm
value in multiple
countries

* Finance streams
for commercial
demonstrations

¢ Instruments to
reduce cost of
farm finance

¢ Inclusion of soil
carbon in NDCs

» Subsides reoriented
to reward
environmental
performance

. Stan&érd protocols
* Best estimates of
costs, risks & value
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