

QUESTIONNAIRE ON NEEDS TO RATIFY THE LONDON PROTOCOL AND/OR THE NOUMEA DUMPING PROTOCOL

OBJECTIVE

The main objective of this consultancy is to assess the needs of the participating SPREP Member countries, as well as their readiness to ratify and/or effectively implement LP96. Additionally, it aims to develop a strategic roadmap for building capacity in the Pacific region and the national administrations of SPREP Members countries to promote ratification and implementation of LP1996 and NCDP2006. 

INSTRUCTIONS

· Please read this entire document and plan your approach before beginning to complete the Questionnaire. 

· This Questionnaire should be completed by an official designated to administer or regulate dumping of wastes at sea in each country or an official SPREP MEPC National Focal points in each country, or their delegates.

· Respondents are therefore kindly requested to make every effort to be as accurate, correct, complete and comprehensive as possible in responding to each Question. In order to ensure comprehensive and accurate responses, respondents are kindly requested to consult with other experts and officials in your country (please see table below).

· Please complete the Questionnaire electronically, in MSWord, and please use as much space as necessary under each question.

· Please feel free to add to the questionnaire, and please list any additional policies, laws, regulations, and other relevant documents and material that might be useful. Respondents are invited to contact the Consultant with any queries (contact details below).

In-Country Stakeholders to consult when completing the Questionnaire:

	Environment and/or waste management administration
	Port Authorities / Corporations

	Maritime transport administration 
	Fisheries administration



Please send your completed questionnaires to the Consultant edward.kleverlaan@gmail.com and also a copy to Mr Mohammed Zullah at SPREP (mohammedz@sprep.org)


QUESTIONNAIRE

1. 	Contact Details

1.1 Name of Country:
 
1.2 	Name of National Focal Point for London Convention/Protocol (and/or MEPC  

1.2.1 Position: 
 

1.2.2 Organisation: 
 
1.2.3 Address: 
 

1.2.4 Tel: +   				(WhatsApp, if possible)
1.2.5 Email:
 

1.3 	Name of Survey Respondent (if different from above):
 
1.3.1 Position: 
 
1.3.2 Organisation: 
 
1.3.3 Address: 

1.3.4 Tel:  			(WhatsApp, if possible)

1.3.5 Email: 
 
2.	Is your country Party to any of the following treaties/Conventions regulating the dumping of wastes and other matter at sea:

□	a Party to the London Convention, if yes, since: ______________________

□	a Party to the London Protocol, if yes, since:	_______________________

□	a Party to the Noumea Dumping Protocol, if yes, since: _________________

□	a Party to the Amended Noumea Dumping Protocol, if yes, since: _________

□	none of the above 	______________________________________________ 


2.1	 Reasons for non-accession to the London Protocol 
 
As a country who is not Party to the London Protocol what would you describe as the key reasons why your country has not ratified or acceded to this instrument (or any of its pending amendments)?

Already Party to a Regional Seas Convention (or Noumea Dumping Protocol) and/or the London Convention which is considered sufficient/same (please indicate which reason):

· Not enough knowledge about the Protocol (please explain):

· Can not see any additional value in the Protocol (please explain):

· The Protocol is regarded as an add-on to the London Convention (please explain):

· No legal mechanism in place (or have to amend national legislation/regulations in order to comply) (please explain):

· No or limited political support (it is not a priority of the Government or low on the list) (please explain):

· No technical capacity to fully implement the London Protocol (please explain): 

· No administrative arrangements in place for permits, assessment and monitoring (please explain):

· No available resources to develop and maintain a disposal at sea program (please explain):

· Have not identified sufficient activities that could cause marine pollution from dumping wastes at sea (limited shoreline, no dredging activities, etc.) (please explain):

· MARPOL and/or other IMO treaties are considered more important (please explain):



2.2	 Reasons for non-accession to the Amended Noumea Dumping Protocol

As a country who is not Party to the Amended Noumea Dumping Protocol (ANDP) what would you describe as the key reasons why your country has not ratified or acceded to this instrument?

Already Party to a Regional Seas Convention (or Noumea Dumping Protocol) or the London Protocol and/or the London Convention which is considered sufficient/same (please indicate which reason):
 

3	Please list and describe below in more detail, if possible, the legal, policy, institutional, financial and technical reasons that prevent your country from acceding to the London Protocol and/or the Amended Noumea Dumping Protocol. Please use as much space as necessary.

3.1	Please expand on the legal reasons such as:
 
3.2	Please expand on any policy reasons (such as limited experts and staff for relevant policy development, or other policies cover this issue):

3.3	Please expand on the technical reasons (such as limited experts or resources for monitoring, no national threshold levels for safe disposal at sea; no staff for effective implementation of the LP/ANDP):

3.4	Please expand on the financial reasons if possible (please explain):

3.5	Please expand on the administrative reasons (such as limited staff, no resources etc.):



4	Current status of activities related to dumping of waste at sea

4.1 	Did any dumping or disposal of wastes occur at sea from a vessel, under your countries jurisdiction? If so, for each dumping event, please list, as follows:

· Date(s):

· Location (name of place and lat/long of dump site if possible):

· Material dumped (type and quantity) if known:

4.2	 Do you expect sea dumping activities to occur in your country’s jurisdiction in the future? if so, for each proposed/likely dumping event, please list, as follows:
 
· Likely Month/Year:

· Proposed Location (name of place and lat/long of dump site if possible):

· Material proposed to be dumped (type and quantity) if known:


4.3	Are there waste materials that cannot be placed on land in your country, if so, what materials and volumes, if known (please also explain why they cannot be placed on land):
 

4.4 	What happens to this waste under current circumstances:
 

5.	Other international/regional conventions signed by your country

5.1	Please list Conventions signed/ratified or acceded to by your country to prevent marine pollution (such as UNCLOS, MARPOL, Basel, Stockholm, Rotterdam, Waigani, CBD, UNFCCC, other etc), please specify date of ratification/accession:
 

5.2	Do you consider any of these Conventions relevant to the London Protocol and/or e amended Noumea Dumping Convention, please explain:
 



6	Please provide an overview of the additional work/support (including regulatory aspects and capacity building) that needs to be carried out in your country that would help to fully implement the London Protocol and the amended Noumea Dumping Protocol
 


7	Any other comments, please add here:




Thank you for your kind attention and time.

Please send your completed questionnaires, by Friday, 20 February 2026, to edward.kleverlaan@gmail.com and also copy to Mr Mohammed Zullah at SPREP (mohammedz@sprep.org)


Background information

Below are some key differences between the “Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and Other Matter” (London Convention) and the 1996 Protocol to the London Convention (London Protocol). 

The London Convention was adopted in 1972 to prevent marine pollution and prohibit deliberate dumping of wastes at sea, except by permit. The 1996 Protocol to the London Convention came into force in 2006 and is a second independent treaty on ocean dumping. The London Protocol is, however, more stringent than the London Convention and provides several benefits over the London Convention including:

· More modern and comprehensive agreement for greater protection of the marine environment – greater geographical coverage including the seabed
· New abilities on permitting the transport and storage of CO2 in sub seabed geological formations and on controlling marine geoengineering
· Principles of Precaution and no transfer of damage and polluter pays are built in
· Easier to apply - more pragmatic towards commonly generated wastes rather than on contaminants. 
· It is clearer than the Convention about what is and what isn’t permitted for dumping Basically all wastes are prohibited, except those on a prescribed ‘reverse list’ for which an assessment is needed before a permit may be issued.
· A strong compliance mechanism provides a level playing field and support to join and comply. In 2008, the London Protocol Compliance Group was established to assess and advise on compliance with the Protocol.
· Technical cooperation provisions are stronger giving better access to support in coordination with the [removal of] Barriers to Compliance Steering Group
· The Protocol is dynamic, is open to amendments and improvements, whereas the Convention is static and will not be amended. All countries are encouraged to ratify/accede to the London Protocol.

Eventually, the Protocol is intended to replace the Convention but for this to occur Parties to the London Convention will need to ratify the Protocol.

_________________
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