
 

  

Crediting period extension review of the Carbon Credits (Carbon Farming Initiative – Source Separated 
Organic Waste) Method Determination 2016 
  
The Waste Management and Resource Recovery Association of Australia (WMRR) appreciates and 
supports the work that the Emissions Reduction Assurance Committee (ERAC) is undertaking to review the 
crediting period of the Source Separated Organic Waste (SSOW) methodology, and we look forward to 
engaging the committee throughout this process. 
 
WMRR is the national peak body for all stakeholders in the essential waste and resource recovery industry 
and we have more than 2,000 members across the nation, representing a broad range of business 
organisations, the three (3) tiers of government, universities, and NGOs. 
 
WMRR acknowledges the committee’s request for data and evidence for historical and projected periods 
to inform ERAC’s crediting period extension review. As WMRR does not hold the data that is sought, we 
are not in a position to provide this information in this instance; however, we note that some of our 
members, particularly those who participate in the association’s National Carbon Division, may directly 
submit detailed and confidential data for consideration by ERAC.  
 
WMRR would advise that from an industry perspective, there is very strong support for an extension of the 
crediting period for projects under the SSOW method.  
 
Despite being considered one (1) of the best practice options to reduce GHG from waste, the diversion 
from landfill of source separated organics has had very low uptake under the ERF. This is due to both a 
relatively low financial reward under the method, and complex administrative requirements. As the 
diversion of organics from landfill could potentially result in millions of ACCUs per year, WMRR considers 
this a lost opportunity.  
 
To encourage greater take-up of the SSOW method, WMRR supports extending the ACCU crediting period 
to align with the life of waste diversion. Further, as SSO projects can be high capital, long life assets (>20 
years), extending the crediting period will help unlock additional projects, and therefore, abatement, 
investment, and jobs.  
 
WMRR also notes that the seven (7)-year crediting period is a legacy of when the CFI Act was first 
established, and the generation of credits was meant to assist Australia’s mitigation efforts to 2020 under 
the Kyoto Protocol. WMRR advocates that as long as a facility continues to divert organic waste from 
landfill, it is reducing carbon emissions and therefore should be able to generate ACCUs. 
 
Additionally, the carbon emissions abatement pool targeted by this method is the same as for the landfill 
gas method and in 2021, ERAC provided landfill gas projects with a 12-year crediting period. For consistency 
within the ERF scheme, the SSOW method should be extended by at least the same amount [five (5) years), 
with consideration for a longer period given it is a higher order pathway on the waste hierarchy, with a 
lower risk of reversal (i.e., once diverted, the waste will never emit CH4, whereas a landfill gas project 
needs to continue for years after landfill site closure to realise the full abatement potential).  
  
Finally, WMRR also recommends that ERAC considers aligning the SSOW methodology requirements with 
industry practice to drive greater uptake of the method.  
 


