Payment for ecosystem services (PES) on
Scottish farms; an example using rural

sustainable drainage systems (RSuDS)

Introduction

* |ntensive agriculture harms the environment, impacting
climate, biodiversity, and water quality.
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* Shifting farm subsidies to support public goods is vital for Category
nature recovery and net zero.
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* But public subsidies cannot cover the full costs. £ o3 027
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* Private investment with a natural capital approach can fill the Z 02 TS e

investment gap. £or 2 I I
* Farmers and landowners can access private investment S I

. . . Provisioning Regulating Cultural Supporting Total
through Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES), but issues like Service Category

evidence and trade-offs require resolution.
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