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POLICY STATEMENT 

UPDATES TO SUBSIDIARY MATERIAL FOR: 

The Carbon Credits (Carbon Farming Initiative—Savanna Fire Management—Emissions 
Avoidance) Methodology Determination 2018  

The Carbon Credits (Carbon Farming Initiative—Savanna Fire Management—Sequestration 
and Emissions Avoidance) Methodology Determination 2018 

1. Subsection 106(8) of the Carbon Credits (Carbon Farming Initiative) Act 2011 (the Act) 
allows for Emissions Reduction Fund (ERF) methods to reference factors or parameters 
used to estimate abatement that are contained in subsidiary material (external to the 
methodology determination) and can change over time. This ensures methods can 
continue to operate and calculate abatement as intended and continue to meet the 
offsets integrity standards in the Act. 

2. Factors in subsidiary material can be updated to reflect improvements in the science 
underpinning the approach to estimating abatement. The savanna methods generally 
require project proponents to use the updated materials as in force at the end of the 
relevant reporting period. 

3. The two savanna methods make reference to values that must be taken from the most 
recent National Inventory Report. Values and methods used in the National Inventory 
Report for estimating greenhouse gas emissions and removals are updated to ensure 
compliance with international treaty commitments. This includes adherence to the 
principle of continuous inventory improvement by maintaining consistency with 
international inventory requirements and the latest empirical research on emissions 
processes. 

o This method provision ensures that abatement estimates remain aligned into the 
future with Australia’s international greenhouse gas reporting. This is especially 
important for sequestration methods that operate over 25 or 100 years. 

4. The two savanna methods also incorporate other documents by reference. 
Opportunities are likely to arise to make updates to factors or parameters in these 
documents which are not necessary for inclusion in the National Inventory but would 
nevertheless improve the robustness of abatement estimates under the ERF. Such 
updates will be considered ‘supplementary updates’. These updates may:  

o provide values for factors at a finer spatial or temporal resolution than is 
required at a national scale for international reporting obligations. Finer scales 
are more appropriate for ERF projects than for national accounting. 

o improve monitoring of landscape change to help prevent over-crediting 
abatement. An example in the draft savanna methods is the invasion by exotic 
weed species that, when burnt, emit significantly more greenhouse gases than 
being estimated for native grasses eligible under the method. 



2 

o be relevant whether or not the methodology determination continues to comply 
with the offsets integrity standards in the Act. 

5. Prior to a decision to make any supplementary updates to the subsidiary material, the 
Department will consider: 

o The robustness of the science and weight of supporting evidence for the change; 

o The impact (if any) of changing or not changing the material on the compliance 
of the method with the offsets integrity standards;  

o Responses from consultation following a review period  for the proposed change; 

o The potential impact on abatement estimates and regulatory burden for projects 
and overall scheme integrity should the update be made; 

o An independent technical review of the proposed update, if appropriate; 

o Any views on the update expressed by the Clean Energy Regulator; 

o The ability of the National Inventory to accommodate the proposed change. 

6. As part of the Emissions Reduction Assurance Committee (ERAC)’s four yearly review of 
the savanna methods, consideration will be given to any supplementary updates 
assessed by the Department as appropriate and provided to the Committee for advice. 
Any advice from ERAC will be published on the Department’s website. 

7. Supplementary updates would only be progressed outside of the four yearly review 
process if: 

o they are of a minor nature (such as corrections to errors without significant 
regulatory impact); or 

o they are needed to address material issues for the integrity of the method such 
that it would be inappropriate to wait until the next four yearly review. 
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