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NV in public parks (conservation units adn indian reservations)
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% da VN em UC/TI
PA 45
RO 48
RR 53
TO 18
AL 2
BA 3
CE <1
MA 16
PB <1
PE 3
Pl 6
RN <1
SE 1
DF 20
GO 3
MS 6
MT 28
PR 9
RS 1
SC 7
ES 6
MG 3
RJ 22
SP 17
BR 27
AMAZONIA 40
CAATINGA 2
CERRADO 12
MATA ATLANTICA 7
PAMPAS 1
PANTANAL 5
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BR 850 Mha Legal Reserve (LR)
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I PPA needed (min) 135 Mha |
Def|C|t (min) of NV = 55 Mha !
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Revision of the Forest Act (FA): possible outcome

_ LR - restored | PPA-need | PPA-restored | NV not protected

Current FA 267 Mha 48 Mha 135 Mha 55 Mha 91 Mha
Revised FA* 204 Mha 0 =~ 135Mha 0 126 Mha

:Legal vs no-Legal pathway (certification, finance, incentives, zoning, I
| Jand titling, more parks, intensification...) |

* possible interpretation considering a strong drive towards compliance

! compensation market o e
: 2 No-compliance may be forgiven |

I------_----------
! Legal requirement reduction



Who is the owner??

Land Titles + Public Protection

. Military

. Public - State
~Public - Federal



i ({’d‘ % ,l
iculture = 275 Mha (32%)

i - / a5
‘ el o =1 7
FASLUre = e . 7/
7



Pasture- 211 Mha
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Current crop = 64 Mha I




Herd (M head) 180

Stocking rate (head/ha) 1.14
Off-take rate (% y) 22
Slaughter rate (M head/y) 40

Area (Mha)] 158¢———> 89

Censo 2006
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obs. Staple crops yield were computed as
Mcal/ha
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