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We know what we can do
to reduce soil erosion and sediment export from fields

Reduction of soil erosion Reduction of sediment export Likely uptake of the measures
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Grassed waterway No till farming with high cover percentage
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Storage areas (retention structures) Micro ridges in furrows
No till farming with low cover Grassed waterway
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percentage Micro ridges in furrows percentage
Micro ridges in furrows Cover crops Contour cultivation

Storage areas/retention structures

| o ,

|

Balancing soil management and landscape management measures

effectiveness
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How do we get this done ?

Installation of measures is not a ‘quick fix’ :

* Target efforts (e.g. soils at risk, rivers at risk, built-up areas at risk,.....)
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Off-site impacts of soil erosion and runoff: Why connectivity is
more important than erosion rates
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* Mixture of demonstration, voluntary and mandatory schemes is needed
* Provide incentives (technical and/or financial support,....)

 There is no miracle solution, we cannot rely on one measure. A mixture
of ‘on-site’ and off-site’ measures is essential

* Control & enforcement is crucial
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Example : Molenbeek catchment
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