Climate, Cash and Cows

Examining agriculture industry perspectives of climate change and

the emissions trading scheme in New Zealand.
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General Outline of an Emissions Trading Scheme. Emissions trading schemes establish

prices for greenhouse gas credits and allow those credits to be traded in a market. In
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Beef cattle on a Maori farm in West Lake Taupo, New Zealand. Beef farmers may be impacted by the emissions trading New Zealand one credit, called an NZU, is equivalent to one ton of greenhouse gases.
scheme because of rising costs and a perceived inability to mitigate emissions. (Source New Zealand Government 2008.)
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