uhr Link

."‘

Submission in response to
Issues Paper 1

Garnaut Climate Change Review

Submitted by

CarbonLink Pty Ltd

$ % llll$
Contact: Rod Rush, CEO

rodrush@carbonlink.com.au
ph: 02-67723125




Executive summary

Aims

These aims address the following questions raised in the Issues Paper 1;
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e What potential is there for mitigation in the agriculture sector in the short term?
What practical options for mitigation are likely to become commercially viable in
the near future?

e What are the opportunities available to the agriculture and forestry sectors as a
result of mitigation policies?
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» What systems are available that would allow for efficient and accurate monitoring
of emissions at the operator level?

& + ) . - )
e What types of carbon sink and mitigation measures should be included as offsets
or within an ETS? Are there practical and cost effective monitoring solutions

available for these measures?



Major points made in submission
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1. The development of an agricultural ETS scheme should be encouraged and
promoted by the Federal government.

2. The AGO should be encouraged to take over the management of the analytical
services that are required to obtain the necessary data used as input into the RothC
model, to ensure the ETS scheme is economically viable in the long term.
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Cell-grazing is a sub-sector of agriculture which has the potential to generate, in
the long term, enhanced levels of soil carbon
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1.1.2 Effect of cell-grazing on
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2 Potential of cell-grazing to generate verifiable carbon credits, able to be included in an
emissions trading scheme (ETS).
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2.1.1 National and global acceptability requirements
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new global standard and program for approval of credible voluntary offsets™
““Standardize and provide transparency and credibility to the voluntary offset market”.
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2.1.4 Inclusion of buffers to account for loss of soil carbon

0

/ (

2.2.1 Development of the protocol for SOC assessment
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2.2.2 Estimating SOC in years intervening assessment years

(B ] 0

H="" %3S %SS%



# _ (B} #_ll 3

2.2.3 Adaption of the RothC model for cell-grazing style agricultural
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2.3.1 Need for verification of carbon credits
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2.3.2 Initial verification costs
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3 Financial aspects of trading carbon credits generated from agriculture.

carbon trading area’
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4 Reasons for immediate inclusion of carbon credits arising from agriculture to be included in
an ETS.

' Potential reduction in national carbon emissions
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‘& Provide a showcase of the feasibility of an agriculturally based ETS
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5 Summary
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