Attachment A - Questions

Attachment B – Summary of Responses


Coastal Camping Activities Conducted by Non-Governmental Organizations

Discussion among Competent Authorities

Questionnaire 
Competent Authority:         __________________________________

Scope of Non-governmental Activity 

1) How many non-governmental operators under your Party’s authority provide camping activities in the coastal environment as part of their expeditions? What is average the number of campers per camping activity?

2) How frequently are these activities offered during a season?

3) What is the duration of the camping activities (one night, multiple nights)? Are multi-night expeditions treated differently than single night expeditions?

4) How many of the camping events are conducted at sites where Site Guidelines for Visitors (SGVs) are in effect?

Site Selection

1) For non-governmental expeditions that involve coastal camping activities, what methods are used to analyze whether the proposed camping sites are suitable for the number of campers? 

2) Should the SGVs include guidance as to whether and under what restrictions camping is suitable at specific sites? 
3) What are the requirements with regard to distance to wildlife when conducting non-governmental camping activities and how were these distances determined? 

Waste Management and Disposal

1) For expeditions that involve coastal camping activities, how is the disposal of human waste generated during the camping activity regulated?

2) Has special guidance or standards been developed with regard to waste management best practices that apply to coastal camping?

Overnight Supervision

1) How is the level of supervision of campers evaluated to ensure that coastal camping activities have adequate safety and supervision of participants both during the day and night.

2) For the overnight camping experience, do Parties require non-governmental expedition personnel, either on the vessel or on land, to be assigned monitoring responsibilities during the camping activity? If so, what do the monitoring responsibilities entail?

3) Is special training required of those who supervise overnight camping activities? If so, what constitutes appropriate training?

General considerations

1) Do the environmental or safety authorization procedures for the review of non-governmental camping activities differ from that for national Party camping activities? 

Summary of Responses
Between January and February 2014, Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Chile, France, Germany, Poland, South Africa, Sweden, and the United Kingdom provided responses to the circular on coastal camping. Below is a detailed summary of Parties responses. 
Scope of Non-governmental Activity 

1) How many non-governmental operators under your Party’s authority provide camping activities in the coastal environment as part of their expeditions? What is average the number of campers per camping activity?

Australia, France and Germany have received a few applications from non-governmental operators to provide coastal camping activities while most Parties responded that no requests for camping activities have been received.  For those Parties who had received requests, the average number of campers per camping activity varied greatly with France and Germany reporting less than 10 and Australia reporting an average of 35 campers per camping activity.
Both Sweden and United Kingdom reported authorizing camping activities in the past; however, they did not occur within a coastal area.
2) How frequently are these activities offered during a season?

France reported camping activities have been offered once or twice per season while Australia responded that these activities have occurred up to six times per season for ship-based operations. 
3) What is the duration of the camping activities (one night, multiple nights)? Are multi-night expeditions treated differently than single night expeditions?

Germany reported that it has only received applications for a single night camping expedition.  From the information provided by France it seems that there have been requests for both single and multiple night expeditions.  Australia has received requests mostly for expeditions for a single night. However some smaller parties will be ashore for a longer period where a group may be moving from location to location. These multi-night expeditions are subject to additional considerations associated with fuel use for cooking, and waste disposal. 
4) How many of the camping events are conducted at sites where Site Guidelines for Visitors (SGVs) are in effect?
All three Parties (Australia, Germany and France) have received applications from operators to conduct camping activities in areas where SGVs are in effect.  Camping activities have occurred at sites both with and without SGVs in effect.  
Site Selection

1) For non-governmental expeditions that involve coastal camping activities, what methods are used to analyze whether the proposed camping sites are suitable for the number of campers?
Belgium and Germany indicated that they do not have a method to analyze whether the proposed camping sites are suitable for the number of campers.  In both cases, this is due to the limited requests for expeditions that involve camping activities.  Additionally, France requires operators to follow a strict procedure whether proposing camping activities or not.  Sweden noted that for camping activities occurring in protected areas, the operator would be required to follow any appropriate instructions in the management plan.  Both the UK and Australia believe that site selection is best undertaken by expedition guides and operators in the field, taking full account of the IAATO Coastal Camping Guidelines and local factors.  Argentina expressed concerns regarding considering multiple operators installing camps in different places and/or the cumulative impact produced by different operators setting up camps at one location but at different times.
2) Should the SGVs include guidance as to whether and under what restrictions camping is suitable at specific sites? 
Belgium, Germany, Sweden, France and Australia indicated it may be helpful to include guidance, in certain circumstances, regarding whether camping is suitable at specific sites and under what restrictions.  Germany responded that camping should be an exception and therefore a SGV should clearly state under what restrictions camping should occur.  Australia expressed concerns regarding all SGVs including information on camping and recommended details in SGVs related to camping be limited to areas frequently used for camping activities.  The UK and Argentina did not support including guidance in SGVs due to the risk of endorsing some sites as suitable or unsuitable for these activities.
3) What are the requirements with regard to distance to wildlife when conducting non-governmental camping activities and how were these distances determined? 
Many Parties indicated the applicability of both the Site Guidelines for Visitors (SGV) minimum distance of 5 meters and the IAATO guideline for short overnight stays which includes a minimum distance of 150 meters.  Australia indicated that in addition to the above guidelines, operators are authorized on the basis that all camping will be conducted away from known wildlife sites and where there is no current evidence of the presence of animals.  Argentina determined that more specific distance to wildlife requirements should be determined on a case-by-case basis due to factors that may not be consistent among all sites.
Waste Management and Disposal

1) For expeditions that involve coastal camping activities, how is the disposal of human waste generated during the camping activity regulated?
All Parties address the management of human waste through their various implementing authorities. Belgium requires a waste management and disposal plan to accompany any human waste disposal generated during camping activities.  The UK would seek to ensure that the activities proposed were in line with the IAATO guidelines on coastal camping. Germany indicated that past camping activities have utilized only toilets on the ship; however if this was not possible, mobile toilets may be used and transported back on the ship to process associated waste.  Argentina believes that management of human waste generated during camping activities requires further analysis.   
2) Has special guidance or standards been developed with regard to waste management best practices that apply to coastal camping?
Most Parties indicated that they do not have special guidance or standards that apply to coastal camping.  Australia considers the minimization of packaging, waste being returned to the vessel, and the requirement of not allowing poultry products when authorizing non-governmental coastal camping activities.  Coastal camping activities authorized through a Swedish operator would comply with the Nordic Environmental Handbook (NEH), chapter 3 which covers sewage generated from field camps.  Additionally, the French Polar Environment Committee has developed strict guidance applying to coastal camping based on a zero waste policy.
Overnight Supervision

1) How is the level of supervision of campers evaluated to ensure that coastal camping activities have adequate safety and supervision of participants both during the day and night.
Many Parties agreed that the level of supervision of camping activities is determined by the operator and expedition leaders. Australia and France noted the mandatory ratio set by Resolution 3 (2011) is of one guide to 20 passengers; however in practice, the ratio is much lower.  In addition, Australia highlighted that passengers receive site specific environmental and safety briefings from staff before each landing.  
2) For the overnight camping experience, do Parties require non-governmental expedition personnel, either on the vessel or on land, to be assigned monitoring responsibilities during the camping activity? If so, what do the monitoring responsibilities entail?
No Parties indicated that they require monitoring responsibilities during the camping activity; however, Australia indicated that most operators choose to do this, particularly in regard to monitoring weather activity.  While France does not require additional monitoring responsibilities, they do consider the prior experiences and knowledge of visitors concerning safety in a polar environment to ensure the activitiy is in compliance with safety measures. 
3) Is special training required of those who supervise overnight camping activities? If so, what constitutes appropriate training?
No Parties required special training related to camping activities.
General considerations

1) Do the environmental or safety authorization procedures for the review of non-governmental camping activities differ from that for national Party camping activities? 

Many Parties utilize the same authorization procedures for the review of non-governmental camping activities and that for national Party camping activities.  The UK noted that the need for scientists and support staff to remain in the field for longer is likely to lead to increased stays in certain locations, which may require different procedures (such as human waste disposal). Therefore, assessments will be specific to the operational requirements involved, but will always follow best practice in term of minimizing environmental and wildlife impact.  Australia highlighted that often activities associated with their national Antarctic program differ in nature from coastal camping activities carried out by tourism operators (for example, they are often supported by land vehicles, occur away from coastlines, are of sustained duration, or occur in areas used on a regular basis).
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