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ACWIS Grazing Land Management Public Consultation 
Discussion Paper and Feedback Form

Grazing Land Management Public Consultation 
1. Introduction
Eco-Markets (EMA) is an independent administrator of voluntary nature markets. ENVOMARK high-integrity environmental credits unlock private capital for conservation, not with a promise, but with scientifically verified, environmental outcomes that have already happened. Investors are therefore guaranteed that the benefit they are buying is real and substantial. ENVOMARK Credits create a financial incentive for environmental performance that exceeds business as usual and can reward the resulting co-benefits. 
The Australasian Catchment Water Improvement Standard (ACWIS) is a high‑integrity framework that sets the rules, governance and requirements for developing, verifying, and crediting water‑quality improvement projects across Australasia, enabling landholders to generate ENVOMARK Credits for measurable pollutant reductions.
 EMA is seeking comment on the following methodology submitted under the ACWIS for ENVOMARK assurance: 
ACWIS Method for Accounting fine sediment abatement through improved grazing land management (GLM) V1.0 
 
1.1 Public Consultation Documents
Grazing Land Management V1.0 Methodology
Grazing Land Management V1.0 Explanatory Statement
Public Consultation Feedback Form below
 
1.2 Public Consultation Scope
· Invite feedback, review and comment on the proposed Grazing Land Management Methodology and Explanatory Statement submitted for ENVOMARK assurance under the ACWIS. 
· Provide transparency and confidence for proponents and clients participating in nature markets administered by EMA 
· Engage with industry and all stakeholders to ensure this Methodology is of high integrity able to be confidently implemented both nationally and internationally.
 
2. Background 
Eco‑Markets (EMA) is inviting public comment on the Australasian Catchment Water Improvement Standard (ACWIS) Method for Accounting Fine Sediment Abatement Through Improved Grazing Land Management (GLM) v1.0. 
This methodology provides a nationally consistent, scientifically robust framework for quantifying fine sediment (FS) reductions achieved through improved grazing land management. It builds on the previously approved Reef Credit GLM Method, which underwent extensive peer review and public consultation, and adapts it for broader national application under ACWIS. 
Fine sediment is one of the major contributors to water quality decline in Australian catchments. When mobilised from hillslopes, FS reduces water clarity, damages freshwater and marine ecosystems, and diminishes the resilience of downstream habitats. Many catchments are affected by accelerated erosion exacerbated by land‑use pressures, particularly grazing.  
The GLM Method aims to support landholders to increase ground cover through improved grazing practices, reducing FS run‑off during rainfall events and improving catchment water quality. Projects validated under an approved ENVOMARK Methodology can generate verified, quantified, integrity-assured ENVOMARK Credits, providing an incentive for landholders to implement sustainable land management. 
Public consultation is a critical step in ensuring the Method is transparent, workable, and scientifically robust. Submissions will inform final refinements before adoption under ACWIS. 
 GLM Methodology Overview 
The GLM Method quantifies changes in hillslope FS run‑off resulting from grazing practice changes using satellite‑derived ground‑cover data, soil sampling, rainfall monitoring, and a refined version of the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE). The GLM Method uses Dynamic Reference Cover Modelling (DCRM) to ensure that credited improvements reflect management‑driven changes rather than seasonal rainfall fluctuations or drought. It produces creditable outcomes only when sediment abatement is demonstrated to result from improved land management, rather than climate variability or other external factors. 
3.1 Key amendments to the Reef Credit GLM Methodology
The list below provides a summary of the key amendments made to the Methodology to enable its application under ACWIS.
· The Fine Sediment (FS) definition has been adjusted to a particle size of <63 µm (the full scope of silt and clay fractions, which are the sediment components most commonly associated with water quality impacts).
· Ground cover measurement has been updated from “observed” to “visual” to align with RUSLE modelling conventions and Queensland Government practice.
· The temporal scale has been adjusted from monthly to seasonal (three-month reporting periods) to reduce data gaps associated with cloud cover.
· A hillslope delivery ratio (10%) has been included.
· The data sources have been updated to enable national applicability.
· The K-factor in the RUSLE is required to be determined through soil sampling, with a sampling plan required consistent with Method specifications and updated equations.
· The Baseline period has been extended to 10 years.
· The Great Barrier Reef End of Catchment Sediment Delivery Ratio has been replaced with alternative options for benefit attenuation between the project boundary and the impacted asset of concern.
 
3. Public Consultation Process
4.1 Review process timeline 
	Item 
	Date 

	30-day public consultation commences. 
	19th March 2026

	Public consultation closes
	17th April 2026

	EMA to review submissions and feedback  
	22nd May 2026

	Publication of submissions and feedback on EMA website. 
	22nd May 2026 

	ENVOMARK Approval and Launch of GLM Methodology 
	TBA 


*Dates may vary based on public consultation feedback and revision requirements.
Submissions will be collated and published on the Eco-Markets website at the conclusion of the public consultation process.  
4.2 Publication 
Please do not include personally identifying information or comments about other persons in the body of your submission, as responses received through public consultation may be published on the Eco-Markets website. If you do not want your submission published, please clearly mark it as ‘confidential’. Contact details will not be published or disclosed to others. 
Peer Review will run alongside Public Consultation and submissions will be reviewed through the Value Nature Framework ENVOMARK approval process.
Submission Deadline – 5PM AEST 17th April 2026 
Any submissions received after this date will be considered at the Secretariat’s discretion. All submissions must include this cover sheet. 
Submissions should be emailed to: secretariat@eco-markets.org.au   
Your contribution is greatly appreciated. For further information, please contact the Secretariat. 
Public Consultation Feedback Form
	Contact Details 

	Name (required) 
	 

	Position within organisation (if applicable) 
	 

	Organisation (if applicable) 
	 

	Postal address (required) 
	 

	Email address (required) 
	 

	Phone number (required) 
	 


 
	Public Consultation Question: Provide comment on each of the revised items below.
	Comment and/ or proposed change and why 

	FS Definition (< 63 µm): Do you support adopting this national definition for crediting? Why/why not? (See Definition in the Methodology)
	 

	Seasonal (3‑month) Accounting: Does shifting from monthly to seasonal improve data quality and practicality in your region? Any unintended impacts?
	 

	Ground‑Cover Metric (Visual): Is aligning to RUSLE/visual cover appropriate for your conditions and data workflows?
	 

	HSDR (10%): Is the default hillslope delivery ratio appropriate across jurisdictions?
	 

	Soil Sampling & K‑Factor: Are the ASC‑based stratification and lab requirements workable and cost‑effective?
	 

	Baseline (10 years): Noting that the Dynamic Reference Cover Modelling component of the Methodology strips out seasonal influences, does the Baseline period length adequately capture background condition and trend?
	 

	Benefit Attenuation Options: Is the approach to managing benefit attenuation between the project boundary and the impacted asset of concern appropriately robust and conservative? Any suggestions for region‑specific guidance?
	 

	Leakage & Disturbance: Are the procedures practical to demonstrate compliance while maintaining integrity? Any additional safeguards or streamlining needed?
	 

	Integration with ACWIS: Does GLM align well with ACWIS governance, verification expectations, in-scope activities and registry operation? Any barriers to participation or implementation in your jurisdiction?
	 

	General matters: Please provide any further advice or comment. 
	



	   Methodology Sections
	Comment

	Methodology title
	

	Version
	

	Author/s	
	

	Acknowledgments 
	

	Consultation Process 
	

	1.  Project Description
	

	1.1  Governing documents
	

	1.2  References
	

	1.3  Summary description of Methodology
	

	1.4 In-Scope Project activities
	

	1.5  Definitions
	

	1.6  Documentation requirements
	

	2.  Eligibility
	

	2.1  Location
	

	2.2  Project land characteristics
	

	2.3  Land use change
	

	2.4  Additionality
	

	2.5  Leakage
	

	2.6 Permanence 
	

	3.  Project Mapping
	

	3.1  Geospatial capture
	

	3.2  Fitness for purpose
	

	3.3.  Accuracy
	

	3.4. Accounting Zones
	

	4.  Water improvement Project Plan
	

	5.  Project Accounting
	

	5.1  Relevant pools
	

	5.2   Baseline Scenario
	

	5.3  Project monitoring period calculations
	

	5.4  Calculation of change in Pollutant loss
	

	5.5  Calculation of change in Pollutant impacting the asset of concern.
	

	5.6 Water improvement Credit base unit and conversion factors
	

	5.7  Calculation of monitoring period water improvement Credits
	

	5.8  Uncertainty
	

	6.  Monitoring and Record Keeping Requirements 
	

	Appendices 
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