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Continuous Living Cover Case Study: Estimated Return on Investment per acre per year: $500

Continuous Living Cover (CLC)
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Estimated Cost per acre per year (annualized): $148 Projected Benefits per acre per year: $500



WHY THE GREEN LANDS BLUE WATERS NETWORK APPROACH?

“The change we want requires concerted action at intersectional
leverage points - practices, policies, markets, research, and
This field is growing education. The GLBW network provides this opportunity.”

the perennial future.

e porsania crain JERI NEAL
— GLBW Chair

"As a young scientist in agriculture today, | am encouraged by the
increased public dialogue regarding racial justice and the active
work being done to address the issues of the lack of diversity in
both our crop systems and farmer/ landowner demography.”

ZENITH TANDUKAR
UMN PhD Candidate & GLBW Civic Scientist writer

“Shifting a complex system like Midwest agriculture takes more
than just good ideas. It requires building bridges between diverse
interests, developing trust, and taking collective action. For 15
years | have watched GLBW take these steps and create the
initial conditions for a thriving agriculture.”

MARK MULLER

Executive Director, Regenerative Agriculture Foundation " Phot6by Katherifie Frels Photo by Mette Nielsen

ROOTS IN THE GROUND YEAR ROUND: Five CLC cropping strategies

This analysis focuses on well-managed
perennial forage and grazing systems.

Other CLC strategies offer comparable

types of benefits.

Agroforestry Perennial Perennial Forage Perennial Cover Crops, Winter
Biomass & Grazing Grains Annuals & Rotations

Disclaimer: This assessment relies on the written and oral information provided to the analyst(s) by the client and stakeholders at the time of the Ecotone analysis. Under no circumstances will Ecotone, its staff, or the Ecotone analysts
have any liability to any person or entity for any loss or damage in whole or in part caused by, resulting from, or relating to any error (negligent or otherwise) or other circumstances related to this assessment. This assessment does not
address financial performance and is not a recommendation to invest. Each investor must evaluate whether a contemplated investment meets the investor’s specific goals and risk tolerance. Ecotone Analytics GBC (Ecotone), its staff,
and Ecotone analysts are not liable for any decisions made by any recipient of this assessment. The accompanying technical document is an integral part of this Impact Assessment.
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