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6. Out of the 35 reporting Parties, ten are Party only to the Convention, and 
25 are Party to the Protocol (either only the Protocol or both the Convention 
and Protocol). This is equivalent to a reporting rate of 11% for the Convention 
only Parties, and 54% for the Protocol Parties. 

3. Out of the 21 reporting Parties, six are Party only to the Convention, and 
11 are Party to the Protocol (either only the Protocol or both the Convention 
and Protocol). This is equivalent to a reporting rate of 7% for the Convention 
only Parties, and 23% for the Protocol Parties. 

From: Preliminary overview of the number of dumping permits 
reported in 2016 (LC/SG  41/5) 

From: Final draft summary report on dumping permits issued 
in 2015 (LC/SG 41/5/1) 

Are low reporting rates a ‘Convention problem’?



Summary of parties reporting: 
comparison of 2015 & 2016



Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: 
some observations and questions

• 2015 was the final year in which Korea 
permitted the dumping at sea of sewage 
sludge and in which Japan permitted dumping 
of bauxite residue (as inert material)

• Quantities dumped had declined from 2014 
values in both cases, as expected

• Both of these former dumping activities 
should therefore be absent from the dumping 
reports for 2016 onwards



Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: 
some observations and questions

• Australia reports 6 permits for total 835 m3

sewage sludge in 2015, down from 7 permits 
for total 3 009 m3 in 2014 – is this evidence for 
a downward trend?

• Australia also reports permitting of 391 000 
litres sewage sludge disposal in to the Coral 
Sea for 2015, identical to the amount 
permitted for 2014 – is this correct?



Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: 
some observations and questions

• New Zealand also reports permit for dumping 
of sewage sludge in 2015, for 52 650 t.  This is 
lower than the value permitted in 2014, of 8 
760 000 t for sewage and wastewater.
– Is this also evidence of a downward trend?
– Is it coincidence that the quantity of sewage 

sludge permitted for 2015 is identical to the 
tonnage for the vessel permit in the next row of 
the table, or is this an error?



Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: 
some observations and questions

• UK issued 2 permits for the disposal of a total 
of 2 120 t of organic material in 2015, which 
was identical to the amount permitted in 
2014.
– Is that correct?
– Can the nature of that organic material be stated?

• South Africa issued two permits for disposal of 
vessels in 2015, one of which led to disposal –
can any information be given on the size of 
the vessel?



Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: 
some observations and questions

• Costa Rica reported a permit issued for 
disposal of 2 197 159 t of mining waste in the 
Caribbean region.
– Can more details be provided as to what that 

material was and whether this is a one off or 
ongoing activity?

– Is it appropriate to list this material under organic 
material of natural origin?



Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: 
some observations and questions

• Canada issued 7 permits for disposal of inert 
material in 2015, for a total of 357 348 t –
could more details be provided on the nature 
of that material?

• The Marshall Islands reported a permit for 
disposal of 52 Mt of a spoilt cargo of sodium 
hydroxide and styrene monomer in the mid 
North Atlantic in 2015 – could more 
information be provided on the permitting 
decision and impact assessment/monitoring?



Final draft summary on permits issued 
in 2015: conclusions

• Low reporting rates continue to limit overall 
assessment of trends in types and quantities of 
materials dumped at sea

• Assessment is necessarily retrospective, but could 
be more efficient and effective if a little more 
information could be provided by Parties and/or 
incorporated into summary reports from the 
outset (to anticipate questions on the nature of 
material) – could this be done for 2016…?



Final draft summary on permits issued 
in 2015: conclusions

• Assessment of trends and developments might 
also be facilitated if permits issued for dredged 
material and for wastes other than dredged 
material could be presented separately - this 
could enable greater focus on, and scrutiny of, 
the nature of those other wastes and trends in 
their quantities dumped

• NIL reports could be part of a success story rather 
than being an unnecessary burden and should be 
encouraged


	Report to plenary on the initial assessment of reports on dumping permits issued in 2015 and 2016
	Slide Number 2
	Slide Number 3
	Summary of parties reporting: comparison of 2015 & 2016
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: �some observations and questions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: �some observations and questions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: �some observations and questions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: �some observations and questions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: �some observations and questions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: �some observations and questions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: conclusions
	Final draft summary on permits issued in 2015: conclusions

