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Table 2.  The income, expenses and government subsidies for farmers from the production of canola and

its processing into biodiesel, based on a seed yield of 3,000 kg/ha.a

US$/ha US$/L biodiesel

Revenue

Income from 333 L biodiesel/t canola (1,000 L/ha; US$0.74/L)   740  0.74

Income from 0.667 t meal cake/t canola (2,000 kg/ha; US$220/t)   440  0.44

Government subsidy for putting set-aside land in canola   530  0.53

Government subsidy for weight of canola produced   800  0.80

Expenses

operating costs   930  0.93

processing fee charged by co-operative   410  0.41

Income exclusive of ownership costs

without income from biodiesel and meal cake    -10 -0.01

with income from biodiesel and meal cake 1170  1.17

a All figures are based on Parrer (1991) for members of the farmers’ biodiesel cooperative near Vienna,

Austria during 1990, and 1990 monetary values were translated on the basis of 1.00 US$ = 11.33

Austrian schillings (US Bureau of the Census 1995).  The by-product glycerin, which contains potas-

sium hydroxide catalyst, was not cleaned for sale, but was simply spread as fertilizer on fields of

members with potassium-deficient soil (Adamsak 1992).


