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[bookmark: _Toc222489094][bookmark: _Toc224562503][bookmark: _Toc240633129]Methodology Application 
Methodology Developers must submit this form to secretariat@eco-markets.org.au as part of the ENVOMARK Methodology Application and Approval Process under an ENVOMARK Standard.  

It must be accompanied by a Draft Methodology, a Methodology Explanatory Statement and New Methodology Application Fee.

Please fill out the below information as completely and accurately as possible.  
	[bookmark: _Toc9937461][bookmark: _Toc12456016]Methodology Application Form

	Date of Application
	dd/mm/yr

	Type of Application
	​ ☐​ New Methodology
☐​ Revised Methodology

	Methodology Developer
	Contact Name
Email Address 
Phone Number

	ENVOMARK Standard to be approved under
	☐  Australasian Catchment Water Improvement Standard
☐  Australasian Biodiversity Improvement Standard
☐  Reef Credits Standard
☐  Cassowary Credits Standard 

	Methodology element sectoral scope
	e.g. Project Activity Type

	Name of Methodology element
	Title of Methodology

	Short description
	Less than 50 words

	Methodology element documentation
	Document id (Secretariat to assign) 
This will appear in the format of 6-digit code, followed by the package name and reverse date e.g. 80000XXPROJECTEXAMPLE20260306

	Consultation with Method Developer 
(where major revisions are proposed by third-parties)
	​​☐​ N – not applicable 
​​☐​ Y  - If Yes, provide an overview of the consultation process and outcome/s.



	Peer reviewer 1 (3 or 4 nominees must be provided)
	Contact Name 

Organisation

Email Address  

Phone Number  


	Peer reviewer 2
	Contact Name 

Organisation

Email Address  

Phone Number  


	Peer reviewer 3
	Contact Name 

Organisation

Email Address  

Phone Number  


	Peer reviewer 4
	Contact Name 

Organisation

Email Address  

Phone Number  


	Peer reviewers have agreed to be considered and have been advised the TAC may contact them, via the Secretariat, for further information
	​​☐​ N – ineligible 
​​☐​ Y 


	Peer reviewer CV’s attached (required)
	​​☐​ N – ineligible 
​​☐​ Y 


	[bookmark: _Hlk17101078]Provide a brief rationale for the nomination of each proposed peer reviewer, outlining their relevant technical expertise, their capacity to assess scientific rigour and identify methodological risks or vulnerabilities, and the specific value they are expected to contribute to the development of the draft Methodology.

	Peer Reviewer 1


Peer Reviewer 2


Peer Reviewer 3


Peer Reviewer 4

	List of technical experts engaged in the development of the draft Methodology
	Contact Name 

Organisation

Email Address  

Phone Number  


	Please provide a statement of the scope and extent of involvement, if any, that peer review nominees have had in the development of the draft Methodology.
	Peer Reviewer 1


Peer Reviewer 2


Peer Reviewer 3


Peer Reviewer 4

	
	Methodology Application Fee (AUD GST exclusive)

	New Methodology Application Fee
	$2,000

	
	Total GST 10%
Total AUD 2,200.00

	Pay via direct transfer to
	Eco-Markets Australia Limited
BSB: 084730
Account: 414911891

	Include Trading Name as reference

	If invoice is required prior to payment, please request by emailing finance@eco-markets.org.au and attach this form





Declaration:
☐ Non-refundable Methodology Application Fee payment has been submitted. 
☐ Have read, understood and complied with the relevant ENVOMARK Standard
☐ That no perceived or actual conflict of interest exists in relation to the proposed peer reviewers

	Name of organisation:
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Signature:

	

	Print Name:
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Position Title:
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Date:
	Click or tap here to enter text.


Upon validation by Secretariat for completeness and initial review by the TAC, New Methodology Assessment Fee will follow (See EMA Fee Schedule)






[bookmark: _Toc222489095][bookmark: _Toc224562504][bookmark: _Toc240633130]Methodology Explanatory Statement Template 
Method Developer must submit this form to secretariat@eco-markets.org.au as part of the Methodology Application and Review Procedure. 
It must be accompanied by the Draft Methodology, Methodology Application and New Methodology Application Fee. 
The Explanatory Statement (5-10pages) must provide an overview and easy to understand explanation of a Methodology for a wider audience including Project Proponents and Stakeholders.  
Please provide examples where possible to help explain various processes in the Methodology, and how modelling tools are accessed and applied (where applicable).
	Methodology Explanatory Statement

	Methodology Title 
	

	Version control
	

	Methodology overview

	Provide a description of the Project activities for this Methodology and how the Methodology was developed.

	Methodology concept and logic

	Provide an explanation of the Methodology concept and logic.

	Section 1: Project Description

	Provide an explanation of the Project Description requirements of the Methodology.

	Section 2: Project Eligibility

	Provide an explanation of the Project Eligibility requirements of the Methodology.

	Section 3: Project Mapping and Data Requirements
	Provide an explanation of the Project Mapping and Data Requirements of the Methodology.

	Section 4: Project Plan

	Provide an explanation of the Project Plan using examples as required.

	Section 5: Project Accounting
	Step through the Project Accounting requirements of the Methodology using examples as required.

	Section 6: Monitoring and Record Keeping Requirements

	Provide an explanation of any Monitoring and Record Keeping Requirements that are required by the Methodology.









[bookmark: _Toc222489096][bookmark: _Toc224562505][bookmark: _Toc240633131]Methodology Eligibility Checklist
Completed by the Secretariat following application submission.

	Methodology Eligibility Checklist

	Methodology title
	

	ENVOMARK Standard 
	☐ Australasian Catchment Water Improvement Standard
☐ Australasian Biodiversity Improvement Standard
☐ Reef Credits Standard
☐ Cassowary Credits Standard


	Methodology Developer
	

	Decision
	☐  Accept 
☐  Revise minor
☐  Decline



	Date
	

	Assessment Question

	Response (Yes/No)

	Is the Methodology Approval Process Submission Form complete (including signature and attachments)?
	Y/N

	Is the draft Methodology written in accordance with the Methodology Template and have all sections of the template been completed?
	Y/N

	Is the draft Methodology Explanatory Statement written in accordance with the Methodology Explanatory Statement Template and have all sections of the template been completed?
	Y/N

	Is the draft Methodology new? [If the draft Methodology is partly covered by another approved Methodology or a Methodology under development, modifications should be proposed]
	Y/N

	Is the draft Methodology submitted under an approved ENVOMARK Standard
	Y/N



[bookmark: _Toc222489097][bookmark: _Toc224562506][bookmark: _Toc240633132]
 ENVOMARK Methodology Template 
Methodology Developers must submit this form to secretariat@eco-markets.org.au as part of the ENVOMARK Methodology Application and Approval Process. This form is applicable to all ENVOMARK Methodology applications and must be accompanied by a Methodology Application, Methodology Explanatory Statement and New Methodology Application Fee. 

It is the responsibility of the Methodology Developer to ensure each section meets the requirements of the governing ENVOMARK Standard.

Please fill out the below information as completely and accurately as possible.  
	ENVOMARK Methodology Template

	Methodology title
	

	[bookmark: _Toc12456019]Version
	

	Author/s	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc12456021]Acknowledgments 
	[provide a complete list of all experts and organisations involved in the development of the Methodology, including First Nations contributions]

	[bookmark: _Hlk23423687][bookmark: _Toc12456022]Consultation Process 
	[include a description of the consultation process in developing the Methodology, including First Nations participation]

	Table of Contents

	[bookmark: _Toc12456023]1.  Project Description
	

	1.1 Governing Standard/ documents 
	[e.g. ACWIS, ABIS, REEF CREDITS, CASSOWARY CREDITS]

	1.2 References
	[list key documents and/or tools upon which the draft Methodology is based]

	1.3 Summary description of Methodology
	[provide a concise summary of the draft Methodology (less than 100 words)]


	1.4 Project activities
	[include a description of the Project activities to which the Methodology applies.]

	1.5 Regional Benefits 
	[where applicable, include a description of the benefits to regional communities and/or First Nations; and under ABIS, rightsholders and resource users where applicable]

	1.6 Definitions
	[include definitions of terms used in the Methodology unless already defined in the Definitions]

	1.7 Documentation requirements
	[outline the documentation required for Project Application and for issuance of Credits]

	[bookmark: _Toc12456024]2.  Eligibility
	[describe the conditions under which the Methodology can (and cannot) be applied. 

	2.1 Location
	[show that the proposed Project Area is within the geographical boundaries defined by the relevant Standard. 

Note: 
To be eligible under Reef Credits Scheme Project Area MUST be within the geographical boundaries of the GBR catchment

To be eligible under Cassowary Credits Scheme Project Area MUST be within the geographical boundaries of the Wet Tropics Bioregion

To be eligible under ACWIS Project Area is within the geographical boundaries of a catchment setting defined in a water quality improvement plan or comparable strategy, or a river basin for which Environmental Values (EVs) and Water Quality Objectives (WQOs) have been set under regulatory instruments, and where such EVs or WQOs specify metrics for pollutant 
targets or caps]

To be eligible under ABIS the Project Area must cover a biodiversity setting or asset as defined in a national or subnational conservation plan or comparable strategy, or species as listed in the EPBC Act or IUCN Red List.

	2.2 Project land characteristics
	[provide guidelines for defining land characteristics and significance of the Project Area or Asset]

	2.3 Land use change
	[any necessary permits to demonstrate that the Project will not have a significant negative impact]

	2.4 Additionality
	[establish procedures for the demonstration and assessment of Additionality. The draft Methodology may adopt any of the following approaches to the assessment of Additionality 
a. implementation barriers b. Common Practice c. Performance Benchmark]

	2.5 Leakage
	[include procedures for identifying the risk of Project Leakage and provide a method for accounting in the calculation of Credits the deduction as a result of Project Leakage]

	2.6 Permanence 
	[establish procedures for the demonstration and assessment of Risk of Reversal/Buffer/Pollutant reduction/Condition improvement where applicable]

[ABIS – determine Methodology requirements for permanent protection if applicable]


	[bookmark: _Toc12456025]3.  Project Mapping
	[Provide guidelines for delineating project area or asset boundaries]

	3.1 Geospatial capture
	[describe how the spatial boundary is defined and specify the data/data sets, maps or GIS shape files required]

	3.2 Fitness for purpose
	[specify appropriateness of dataset for purpose]

	3.3.  Accuracy
	[specify minimum requirements for spatial data]

	3.4. Accounting Zones
	[specify how accounting zones/management units are to be defined]

	[bookmark: _Toc12456026]4.  Project Plan
	[provide requirements for the plan outlining management strategies]

	[bookmark: _Toc12456027]5.  Project Accounting
	[provide guidelines for project accounting consistent with the Standard]

	5.1 Relevant pools/biodiversity improvements
	[provide guidelines for defining the Pollutant or biodiversity condition improvement to be accounted for in the Project. Identify all sources and sinks of relevant source within the Project Area]

	5.2   Baseline Scenario
	[ACWIS/REEF/CASSOWARY - provide an explanation of how the baseline is to be established and guidelines for determining average Pollutant loss or biodiversity improvement for the Baseline Scenario e.g. methodologies must be founded on a comparative assessment of the Business As Usual scenario and the alternatives to determine the Baseline Scenario. This must include an assessment of the barriers to implementation of the draft Methodology activities.]

[ABIS – provide an explanation of how the adjusted baseline condition and trend is to be established and guidelines for determining biodiversity condition improvement for the Baseline Scenario. ]

	5.3 Project monitoring period calculations
	[provide guidelines for quantifying Project Pollutant loss or improvements to biodiversity for the monitoring period. Describe how the draft Methodology uses either direct measurement and/or modelling approaches to estimate Pollutant reduction or biodiversity condition improvements.]

	5.4 Calculation of change in Pollutant loss or improvements to biodiversity
	[assumptions, parameters, indicators, external influences, and procedures involved in calculation of Pollutant reduction or improvements to biodiversity must be clearly stated]

	5.5 Calculation of change in Pollutant loss or improvements to biodiversity impacting the asset of concern.
	[detail how to determine the quantum of pollutant reductions or improvements to biodiversity that have been delivered to the asset of concern, resulting from the Project for the monitoring period.]

	5.6 Credit base unit and conversion factors 
	[provide an explanation of how the Conversion Factor has been set according to the relevant Standard]

	5.7 Calculation of monitoring period Credits
	[outline the steps to determine the number of Credits based on calculated Pollutant reductions or improvements to biodiversity]

	[bookmark: _Hlk17103466]5.8 Uncertainty
	[provide details of how the Methodology takes into account any uncertainty and makes an appropriate confidence deduction (correction factor).]

	[bookmark: _Toc12456028]6. Monitoring and Record Keeping Requirements 
	[provide guidelines for the implementation of a monitoring plan and identify monitored parameters or indicators to assess management strategy. 

For Methodologies submitted under ACWIS and ABIS, where applicable and appropriate, include procedure to map Sustainable Develop Goals and associated indicators]

	7. Verification Requirements
	[provide guidelines for verification where applicable]

	[bookmark: _Toc12456029]Appendices 
	


[bookmark: _Toc222489098]


[bookmark: _Toc224562507][bookmark: _Toc240633133]Peer Review Feedback Form 
Peer Reviewer are to complete and submit this form to secretariat@eco-markets.org.au as part of the Methodology Application and Review Procedure. 
The following information will be used to reach decisions on approval of the draft Methodology for use under an ENVOMARK Standard 
Please contact the Secretariat immediately if the topic is outside your area of expertise or if you cannot meet the deadline for review comments.
	Peer Review Feedback Form

	Methodology title
	

	ENVOMARK Standard
	☐ Australasian Catchment Water Improvement Standard
☐ Australasian Biodiversity Improvement Standard
☐ Reef Credits Standard
☐ Cassowary Credits Standard


	Peer reviewer name
	

	Peer reviewer position
	

	Recommendation
	☐  Approve 
☐  Revise minor 
☐  Revise major 
☐  Decline


	Review criteria
	Yes/No
	Comments

	Relationship to approved or pending methodologies: could existing Methodology be revised?
	
	

	Presentation: is Methodology written in clear and concise way?
	
	

	Definitions: are key terms defined clearly and consistently?
	
	

	Applicability conditions: does the Methodology set appropriate criteria for eligibility of Projects?
	
	

	Project Area, timeline and scope: are appropriate guidelines provided for defining the geographical and temporal boundaries of the Project, scope of activities and Pollutant pools/biodiversity improvements to be accounted for in the Project?
	
	

	Baseline Scenario: is the approach for determining the baseline appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Additionality: is the approach/tools provided for assessing Additionality appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Baseline emissions: are guidelines for determining average Pollutant loss or biodiversity improvement for the baseline period appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Project emissions: are guidelines for determining Project Pollutant loss or biodiversity improvement for the monitoring period appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Leakage: is the approach to assessment and deductions for Leakage appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Net Pollutant Reductions/ Biodiversity Condition Improvements: is the approach for calculating Project Pollutant reductions or biodiversity condition improvement at end of catchment appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard? The draft Methodology must use either direct measurement and/or modelling approaches to estimate Pollutant reduction or condition improvement. Methodologies must take into account any uncertainty and make an appropriate confidence deduction (correction factor).
	
	

	Project Crediting Period: is the proposed duration of the Crediting Period appropriate for the Methodology and Project type? For Crediting Periods that are 10 years or longer, particular attention should be paid to any risks or uncertainties associated with the Baseline Scenario, underlying data or models used to estimate ENVOMARK Credits, and how any risks or uncertainties are mitigated.  
	
	

	Project Reporting and Credit issuance: are requirements for reporting Project abatement and the application process for the issuance of credits appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Monitoring: are guidelines for the implementation of a monitoring plan and monitored parameters/indicators to assess management strategy appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Data and parameters: are specifications for data and parameters appropriate and in compliance with the ENVOMARK Standard?
	
	

	Does the Methodology meet the requirements of the ENVOMARK Standard.
	
	

	Other considerations
	
	




	



[bookmark: _Toc222489099][bookmark: _Toc224562508][bookmark: _Toc240633134]Conflict of Interest Policy for peer review
An actual or perceived conflict of interest may arise when a peer reviewer’s professional judgement about the consideration of the Methodology for approval is influenced by a secondary interest such as financial gain, career advancement, business or personal relationship, academic competition, or intellectual or ideological beliefs.
All participants in the peer-review and approval process, must identify actual or perceived conflicts of interest when fulfilling their roles and disclose all relationships that might be viewed as inappropriate.

Methodology Developers
When Methodology Developers submit a draft Methodology, they are responsible for disclosing all financial and personal relationships with peer review nominees that might bias or be seen to bias the review. If there are no conflicts of interest, Methodology Developers should state that none exist.
Methodology Developers may identify reviewers or editors they wish to exclude from handling their Methodology due to an existing conflict of interest.

[bookmark: reviewers][bookmark: _Toc12456045]Reviewers
When asked to review a draft Methodology, reviewers should disclose any actual or perceived conflicts of interest that could bias their opinions of the Methodology. If reviewers believe that they cannot judge a Methodology impartially because of a conflict of interest, they should decline the invitation to review and provide an explanation. Possible conflicts of interest may occur when reviewers:
a) have a financial or business relationship; or
b) were part of an internal review panel for the Methodology before submission.
If a reviewer is unsure whether an actual or perceived conflict of interest exists, advice should be sought from the Technical Advisory Committee.
Reviewers must not use knowledge of the draft Methodology under review before its publication to further their own interests.

Technical Advisory Committee and Eco-Markets Australia Board
If a member of the Technical Advisory Committee or Eco-Markets Board has a conflict of interest or a relationship that may bias their treatment of the Methodology under consideration, they should excuse themselves from involvement in the Methodology approval process.


[bookmark: _Toc222489100][bookmark: _Toc224562509][bookmark: _Toc240633135]Peer Review Summary Report Template 
The template is to be completed by the Secretariat. 

	Peer Review Summary Report

	Report Title
	Summary Report of Peer Review in relation to [insert name of methodology]’


	Prepared by
	[Secretariat]

	Date 

	[insert date review completed]

	Summary
	[describe Methodology and peer review purpose, scope and process including criteria and conclusions]

	1. Introduction 

	[purpose and scope]

	2. Description of Methodology 

	[short description]

	3. Approach to review and criteria
	[refer to the review process and criteria listed in the Methodology Application and Review Procedure, Peer Review Feedback Form, note any qualifications/limitations] 


	4. Documentation reviewed
	[Methodology documentation]


	5. Review team
	[names, roles, qualifications]


	6. Findings
	[bookmark: _Hlk21417052]summarise key topics arising from the peer reviewer’s comments and the public consultation comments and the Methodology Developer’s responses, including advice from the peer reviewers about the extent to which the revisions adequately respond to the matters raised]


	7. Conclusion
	[confirm whether or not the Methodology complies with the review criteria]


	ANNEXURES
	[Final version of draft Methodology and draft Methodology Explanatory Statement ]





[bookmark: _Toc222489101][bookmark: _Toc224562510][bookmark: _Hlk19700104][bookmark: _Toc240633136]Peer Reviewer Declaration 
Instructions: all persons involved in the peer review process are required to disclose any conflict of interest, perceived or actual, that is relevant to their individual role and responsibilities.
An actual conflict of interest exists if the personal interests of an individual improperly influence the performance of his or her official duties. A perceived conflict of interest exists if the personal interests of an individual appear to, or could appear to, improperly influence the performance of his or her official duties.
Refer to the Conflict of Interest Policy for peer review for additional guidance on identifying actual or perceived conflicts of interest.
Participants in the peer review process are also required to maintain strictest confidence in relation to the methodologies under review and the peer review process.
	Methodology title
	

	Methodology Developer
	

	Reviewer name
	

	Reviewer position
	



I. Conflict of interest declaration
I do not have any conflicts of interest that prevent my full and unbiased participation in the peer review process except as disclosed below.
	



I will inform the Secretariat immediately, should my circumstances change in any way that affects this declaration.
II. Confidentiality declaration
I declare and agree that all the information that comes into my possession and that is deliberated upon during the peer review process, shall not be disclosed to any other person, and to treat all matters discussed in connection with the peer review process in absolute confidence.
I further agree that I will not submit public comments on the methodologies during the public consultation phase of the Methodology approval process.
I confirm that the declarations I have made above are, to the best of my knowledge, correct.
III. Publication of peer review feedback
I understand and agree that the Secretariat may post on the Eco-Markets website peer review comments (together with the name and position of the peer reviewer who provided the comments) and documented responses to provide transparency in the Methodology approval process.
	Peer Reviewer Name
	

	Signature
	

	Date:
	


[bookmark: _Toc222489102][bookmark: _Toc224562511][bookmark: _Toc240633137]Guidance Note for selection of peer reviewers
Instructions: The purpose of this Guidance Note is to set out some more explicit considerations to assist in the nomination and selection of appropriately qualified peer reviewers for draft methodologies under the relevant ENVOMARK Standard. 
The Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Terms of Reference set out details of the TAC’s role in selecting peer reviewers and the Methodology Application and Review Procedure provides additional guidance. 
When selecting a combination of two (2) peer reviewers from the three (3) or four (4) prospective nominees, the TAC will generally seek a combination of technical understanding and expertise in relation to:
1. the subject matter of the draft Methodology; and 
2. the rigorous design and operation of the Methodologies that have sufficient scope to cover the field within the Methodology’s purpose and have a high likelihood of reliable outcomes.
However, as knowledge and expertise in relation to the subject matter of a Methodology is of specific importance, in some circumstances the selection of two (2) subject matter experts may be preferred. 
In such cases assurance of the rigour of the design and operation of the Methodology may rely on the accumulated experience of the Secretariat, Eco-Markets Board (Board) and TAC from previously approved Methodologies, and/or the expertise and experience of ENVOMARK Credit partners or other parties recognised by the Board.
Beyond the above two considerations, the TAC will look for: 
1. indications of the peer reviewers’ likelihood of providing a pragmatic assessment of the draft Methodology’s fitness for purpose. This may include their contextual knowledge about the aspirations, norms, capability and capacity of the relevant industry(ies) and catchment community(ies), that may help finesse the draft Methodology to increase confidence in or reduce barriers to its acceptance, uptake and efficacy. 
2. In relation to prospective peer reviewers, the TAC will take into consideration, their: overall reputation and standing; and experience in peer review processes.









[bookmark: _Toc222489103][bookmark: _Toc224562512]

[bookmark: _Toc240633138]Public Consultation Feedback Form (ACWIS Example)
Eco-Markets is seeking comment on the following methodology for use under the Australasian Catchment Water Improvement Standard (ACWIS):
[Name Methodology]
The Methodology will be subject to peer review prior to adoption under the water improvement Scheme in accordance with the rules set out in the ACWIS.
[bookmark: _Toc12456034]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 will be published on the Eco-Markets website. Contact details will not be published or disclosed to others.
[bookmark: _Toc12456035]Submission Deadline – [Insert Date and Time]
Any submissions received after this date will be considered at the Secretariat’s discretion. All submissions must include this cover sheet.
[bookmark: _Toc12456036]Submissions should be emailed to: secretariat@eco-markets.org.au  
Your contribution is greatly appreciated. For further information, please contact the Secretariat.
	Contact Details

	Name (required)
	

	Position within organisation (if applicable)
	

	Organisation (if applicable)
	

	Postal address (required)
	

	Email address (required)
	

	Phone number (required)
	



	 Methodology Template
	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.  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 
	

	Specific Questions from the Secretariat
a)
b)
	

	Other
	






[bookmark: _Toc3965002]

[bookmark: _Toc240633139]Attachment 1 – Methodology Application and Review Procedure Flowchart 
[bookmark: _Hlk216358840]
11. Methodology is Approved by EMA Board (30 days)
9. TAC confirms process integrity (30 days)
(30 days)

10. Methodology is Recommended for Approval
6. Secretariat receives completed peer review
(14 days)
5. Peer review 
(30 days)
1. Methodology Developer submits Methodology and up to four (4) peer reviewer nominees to Secretariat
8. Methodology Developers revise.
Secretariat may send revised Methodology back to peer reviewers (Timeframe TBD on case by case)
Post on Eco-Markets Australia website, LinkedIn and Newsletter for public consultation
3. Technical Advisory Committee selects two (2) peer reviewers
(14 days)
12. Methodology is Published on EMA Website(14 days)

Rejected
7. Peer reviewers endorse. TAC review with public consultation responses and provide feedback to Methodology Developers
Peer reviewers agree to reject
2. Secretariat assesses Methodology against Standard and Guide (14 days)
Fails to meet criteria
Return to Methodology Developer
Third Peer Reviewer
(14 days)
Revise
Conflicting peer reviews
4. Public consultation period
 (30 days)
Meets criteria
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