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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report supports the preparatory work for a regional workshop on cooperation in
preparedness and response to marine spills in Eastern Africa and the Western Indian
Ocean, held from 3 to 5 March 2020 in the Republic of Tanzania.

The context of current oil spill preparedness in the region is that significant work has
been undertaken, primarily under the aegis of international projects and donor
agency programmes. This has created a framework of national and regional
contingency planning, which requires finalization and implementation in order to
demonstrate robust and sustainable preparedness and response capability.

This report summarises previous oil spill preparedness work and provides a
reference for future discussions. The regional workshop in March addressed the
issue of the establishment of a regional centre or mechanism for spill preparedness
and response, an issue which continues to be raised by Member States as a priority
need for the region. In this connection, the workshop sought clarification and
agreement on both the remit or mandate, as well as the likelihood of a sustained
funding mechanism for the future establishment of such a centre or mechanism.

At the workshop in March, in order to ensure that previous work is referenced and
not duplicated, it was recommended that discussions focus on:

1.The current status and signatories to the Agreement on the Regional Contingency
Plan for Preparedness for and Response to major Marine Pollution Incidents in
the Western Indian Ocean.

2.The current status of the Regional Coordination Centre (RCC) proposal originally
developed in detail by SAMSA under the WIOMH project, including whether the
documentation (Host Country Agreement, Terms of Reference, Work Programme
and Budget) is still relevant.

3.Do the existing models for regional centres from other locations provide a viable
option for the Western Indian Ocean?

4.What levels of financing are required and what sources of funding are feasible to
support an RCC?

5.The potential for existing regional maritime security coordination centres, e.qg.
RCOC Seychelles, to integrate regional coordination activities for marine pollution.

6.Has national information relating to oil spill preparedness and response been
provided to SEAIGNEP for inclusion in their regional master plan and can it be
made available? Is there scope for regional initiatives such as SEAIGNEP to
assume the role of enhancing cooperation for regional pollution preparedness
and response.
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Abbreviations

| AFRICOM | U.5. Africa Command
| ELC | Civil Liability Conventicn
| CE5WR E-E:n'l:re for Sea Watch and Response (SAMSA)
(GWRP | Country Wildlife Response Prafile
[ EU | Eurapean Union
| GEF  Global Envirenment Facility
| GI WACAF | Gl for Western, Central and Southern Africa
HCA Host Couniry Agreement
MO [international Maritime Organization
ioc Indian Ocean Commission
| 1o0PC | Internatianal il Pollution Compensation Fund
IPIECA The global cil and gas industry association for
| advancing environmental and social performance
| mcP | Imegrated Technical Co-operation Programme (IMO)
| MASE | Promote Regional Maritime Security
| NOSCP Namnal Oil Spill l:mmgennyr Plan
| OfD | 0il for Development programme (Norway)
OPRC | International Convention on il Pollution Preparedness, Response and

Cooperation

OPRC-HMS | Protocol on Preparedness, Response and Co-operation to Pollution Incidents

| by Hazardous and Moxious Substances

| 0sCP 0il Spill Contingency Planning
| RAC | Regional Activity Centre
| RCC | Regional Coordination Centre o
RCL Regional Caordination Unit (I..II".I Environment I'-"rl;:gmrnrrre]
| RCOC Repional Coordination Oparational Centre (Seychelles)
_ AMIF | Regional Maritime lrdntmmiun Fusion nemre {Madnﬁsnan']
| ROSCP Regional 0il Spill Contingency Plan
SAMSA south African Maritime Safety Authority
| SEAIGNEP | Southern and East African and |slands Reglonal Group for Safety of Navigation |
and harine Environment Protection
| BOPEP Shipboard 0il Pollution Emergency Plan
| UNEP UN Envirenment Programme
WO Western Indian Dcean Marine Highway development and coastal and marine

contamination prevention project




1.INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose

This report supports the preparatory work for a regional workshop on cooperation in preparedness and response
to marine spills in East Africa and the Western Indian Ocean, held from 3 to 5 March 2020 in the Republic of
Tanzania.

The three-day workshop brought together International Maritime Organization (IMO) and Nairobi Convention focal
points responsible for oil spill preparedness and response issues in the East Africa and the Western Indian Ocean
region to promote the implementation of the OPRC Convention and OPRC-HNS Protocol by strengthening regional
cooperation in response to marine pollution incidents.

The workshop aimed to build on the progress previously made in the region with the implementation of a number
of capacity building initiatives including two World Bank funded projects implemented by the Indian Ocean
Commission (I0C) which aided the conclusion of a regional mutual assistance agreement for cooperation and
response during a spill incident and the development of a draft regional plan to implement this agreement,
coordinated by the countries party to the Nairobi Convention.

The workshop further planned to address the issue of the establishment of a regional centre or mechanism for
spill preparedness and response, an issue which continues to be raised by Member States as a priority need for the
region. In this connection, the workshop sought clarification and agreement on both the remit or mandate, as well
as the likelihood of a sustained funding mechanism for the future establishment of such a centre or mechanism.

The workshop also examined the mandate and function of existing regional centres established within the
framework of the Regional Maritime Security programme and to find potential synergies and or collaboration to
address marine pollution from oil spill, if desired.

This report provided the focal points who attended the workshop with background documentation to assist in
focusing the discussion, building on progress already made, avoiding repetition or duplication of effort, observing
lessons learned and achieving a tangible outcome.

1.2 Structure

This report is structured to provide:

o A summary of the progress achieved through the previous capacity building projects and activities undertaken
in the region including the ‘Western Indian Ocean Marine Highway Development and Coastal and Marine
Contamination Prevention Project (WIOMH)' and in this connection a historical background on decisions by the
Nairobi Convention meetings of the Conference of Parties (COP) concerning regional cooperation in spill
preparedness and response;

e A detailed overview of the process previously engaged for the establishment of a regional coordination
centre/mechanism and the responses received from the interested countries in addition to the challenges
encountered which thwarted the realisation and operationalization of a centre/mechanism such as legal
implications and host country agreements;

» A review of the previously agreed functions of the regional cooperation centre/mechanism, and whether these
are still viable taking into account developments in the region since the conclusion of the World Bank projects;
and
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2. REGIONAL CAPABILITY
This report covers the Contracting Parties to the Nairobi Convention, as shown in Figure 1.

The capability needed to respond to a major marine pollution incident, exceeding national capacity or involving
transboundary movement of pollution, depends on various inter-related factors:

Scale and nature of the pollution;
Environmental and socio-economic resources threatened or affected;
Efficiency of alert, notification and surveillance capabilities;

National incident management and coordination systems;

Logistical capacity to mobilize and deploy available pollution combatting equipment;

Extent to which personnel are trained and exercised in their response and management roles; and

Ability to facilitate external equipment or technical support from within the region or wider international

community.

The absence of a functional marine pollution regional coordination centre means that there is limited regional
capability to address several the above factors. An affected country could request international organizations to
facilitate requests for assistance in an ad hoc manner, for example:

IMO has a role to provide technical assistance and advice upon request, under Article 12(1)(d)(ii) of the OPRC
Convention.

UN Environment Programme, as Secretariat to the Nairobi Convention, may be able to facilitate assistance
with Operational Measures as described in Article 7 and coordination through Institutional Arrangements as
described in Article 9 of the Emergency Protocol.

In the case of shipping-related incidents, the ship owner or their insurer are likely to mobilize technical
expertise from ITOPF to the incident’s site. ITOPF's technical advisors may be able to provide knowledge of
and access to additional international support.

Global experience has shown that organizations — both governmental and private sector — may offer
assistance in the cases of major marine pollution. Some of these offers may be technically useful whilst
others may not be relevant. The handling and coordination of unsolicited offers can become challenging and
overwhelm a national administration that may already be stretched in dealing with the incident.



3. PREPAREDNESS FRAMEWORK AND CAPACITY

BUILDING PROJECTS

3.1 International Frameworks

The ten countries covered by this study are members of the International Maritime Organization (IMO). There are
various IMO conventions that deal directly with oil spill preparedness and response. The key conventions are
described in the following sub-sections and their signing status is illustrated in Table 2.

Table 2: Status of key IMO Conventions (check = signed, x = not signed)

Country OPRC*  OPRE-Y  CPC Fund  Bunker’
HMNS4 1992 1992
Comoros W u W W s
Foenya L ® ¥ ¥ W
France (Reunion) v v v v [ ¥
. .'-.:1 ;]L:lélg_:lﬁuiir - : -'-"_ :":_ : i '-:
Mauritius ¥ v ¥ ¥ ¥
Mozambigque ¥ - ¥ v x
Seychelles ¥ ® v oy
Somalia s = o ® e,
“::'.mnh Africa ¥ ® o v ot
Tanzania ¥ x® _ 'y o x

Signing IMO Conventions is an important step in building a national framework for marine pollution preparedness
and response. However, the ratification or adoption of the Conventions within the national legal system, followed
by implementing and sustaining the obligations contained within the Conventions, is critical to achieving the aims
of each instrument.

3.1.1 OPRC Convention, 1990

The International Convention on Oil Pollution Preparedness, Response and Co-operation, 1990 (OPRC Convention)
is highly relevant when considering the establishment of national, sub-regional and/or regional oil spill
preparedness. Parties to the OPRC Convention are required to establish a national system for dealing with oil
pollution incidents, which shall include:

o The designation of competent national authority or authorities, national operational contact points for reporting
and an authority entitled to request or render assistance.
» A national contingency plan for preparedness and response.

[1] International Convention on Qil Pollution Preparedness, Response and Co-operation, 1990

[2] Protocol on Preparedness, Response and Co-operation to pollution Incidents by Hazardous and Noxious Substances, 2000
[3] International Convention on Civil Liability for Oil Pollution Damage, 1992

[4] International Convention on the Establishment of an International Fund for Compensation for Qil Pollution Damage, 1992
[5] International Convention on Civil Liability for Bunker Oil Pollution Damage, 2001



The national system is the bedrock upon which cooperation arrangements with other Parties

are built. The Convention has explicit reference to co-operation through:

o The establishment of, either individually or through bilateral or multilateral cooperation:

o a minimum level of pre-positioned oil spill combating equipment, commensurate with
the risks, and

o a programme of training and oil spill combating exercises and the development of
detailed plans for dealing with pollution incidents.

» Provision of technical support and equipment, subject to capabilities, when requested by
other Parties in the event of a pollution emergency; provision is made for the
reimbursement of any assistance provided.

e Promotion of bilateral or multilateral cooperation agreements for oil pollution
preparedness and response.

Under the Convention, ships are required to carry a shipboard oil pollution emergency plan
(SOPEP), based on IMO recommended format. Operators of ports, oil handling facilities and
offshore units under the jurisdiction of Parties are also required to have oil pollution
emergency plans or similar arrangements, which must be coordinated with national systems
for responding promptly and effectively to oil pollution incidents. The co-operation of the oil
and shipping industries, port authorities and other relevant entities is called for in developing
national capability.

3.1.2 OPRC-HNS Protocol, 2000

The Protocol on Preparedness, Response and Co-operation to Pollution Incidents by
Hazardous and Noxious Substances, 2000 (OPRC-HNS Protocol) follows the principles of
the OPRC Convention. The OPRC-HNS Protocol is open to those countries that have
acceded to the OPRC Convention. It ensures that Parties develop preparedness and
response regimes, like those already in existence for oil, for incidents involving hazardous
and noxious substances.

3.1.3 Oil spill compensation conventions

Tankers: Three international instruments exist to provide compensation in the event of oil

spills from tankers:

e 1992 Protocol to the International Convention on Civil Liability for Oil Pollution Damage
(CLC 1992)

* 1992 Protocol to the International Convention on the Establishment of an International
Fund for Compensation for Qil Pollution Damage (Fund 1992)

e 2003 International Qil Pollution Compensation Supplementary Fund (Supplementary
Fund)

This international compensation regime for oil tankers has proved highly successful and
when ratified by a State, the conventions provide a tiered system of compensation. The
owner of the tanker that causes the spill is legally liable for the payment of compensation
under the first tier (CLC 1992); oil receivers in Fund-Member States contribute to the second
tier once the tanker owner’s limit of liability has been exceeded.

General shipping: The International Convention on Civil Liability for Bunker Oil Pollution
Damage, 2001 (Bunker 2001) was formulated to ensure that adequate, prompt, and effective
compensation is available to persons who suffer damage caused by spills of oil, when
carried as fuel in ships’ bunkers.




3.2 Regional framework and activities

There have been various activities and outcomes with bearing on the development of a regional framework for
preparedness and response. Key projects and outcomes are described in this section and summarized on a
timeline in Figure 2.
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Figure 2 Summary of key regional cooperation developments

3.2.1 Nairobi Convention

The Nairobi Convention for the Protection, Management and Development of the Marine and Coastal
Environment of the Western Indian Ocean was signed in 1985 and came into force in 1996 (see Appendix E).
The Convention was amended in April 2010. The Contracting Parties are Comoros, France (Réunion), Kenya,
Madagascar, Mauritius, Mozambique, Seychelles, Somalia, Tanzania and the Republic of South Africa, as
shown in Figure 1.

The Convention was developed under the UN Environment Programme (UNEP)’s Regional Seas Programme
and UNEP provides the Convention’s Secretariat function. It provides a mechanism for regional cooperation,
coordination and collaborative actions, aimed towards solving interlinked problems of the coastal and marine
environment including critical national and trans-boundary issues. The Convention offers a regional legal
framework and coordinates the efforts of the member States to plan and develop programmes that strengthen
their capacity to protect, manage and develop their coastal and marine environment sustainably.

Article 12 of the amended Convention requires that Parties shall co-operate to combat pollution in cases of
emergency. It calls for the development of contingency plans and notification procedures. Further to this
Article, a Protocol Concerning Co-operation in Combating Marine Pollution in Cases of Emergency in the
Eastern African Region (see appendix E) to the Convention entered into force in 1996.



This Emergency Protocol largely reflects and is complementary to the OPRC Convention, with further detail on
cooperation in case of marine pollution incidents and the establishment of contingency plans and procedures
conducive to effective response within the region, based on mutual support from national systems.

Implementation of the Emergency Protocol is not complete. Regional projects under the Global Environment
Facility (GEF) have contributed to assisting the countries meet the Protocol’s requirements, as described in
following sub-sections.

Conference of Parties Decisions

The Contracting Parties meet periodically and agree decisions relating to the Convention and its Protocols.
There have been nine meetings (Conference of Parties — COPs) to date. Two decisions make specific reference
to oil spills:

COP 4 (July 2004)

Preamble: Further noting the Ministerial decision of the member countries of the Indian Ocean Commission
(10C) of their meeting in October 2003 in the Comoros to set up a Regional Qil Spills Coordination Centre in
Madagascar

CP 4/6:  Agree to support the Regional Oil Spills Coordination Centre in Madagascar

COP 9 (August 2018)
CP 9/8: This relates to environmental management for oil and gas development and requests Contracting

Parties to support the regional oil and gas capacity-building programme and to request the secretariat, in
collaboration with partners, to implement the this programme, with specific reference to resource and data
management, environmental and social safeguards and management, safety management, revenue
management, and technology development and research; Part of the stated justification for this programme is
that there is inadequate technical capacity to effectively handle disasters and risk associated with oil spills.

3.2.2 Western Indian Ocean Islands oil spill contingency planning (OSCP) project

The GEF provided financing for the development of national and regional oil spill contingency planning
activities in Comoros, Madagascar, Mauritius and Seychelles during 1999-2004. This project was implemented
through the Indian Ocean Commission (I0C) with support from other organizations, including IMO, IPIECA and
the governments of South Africa and France (Réunion). This project’'s design was utilized in the subsequent
GEF Western Indian Ocean Marine Highway project (see following). The Parties to the Nairobi Convention
viewed both these projects as a means to realising their obligations under the Emergency Protocol.

The initial establishment of the regional centre in Madagascar under this project is discussed in Section 4.2.1.

3.2.3 Western Indian Ocean Marine Highway project (2008-2012)

The Western Indian Ocean Marine Highway (WIOMH) development and coastal and marine contamination
prevention project was a USS multi-million project financed through the GEF and covered the Parties to the
Nairobi Convention excluding Somalia and France (Réunion), see Figure 3.

The building of national and regional oil spill response capacity under this project (hamed ‘Component C’) was
implemented through the Indian Ocean Commission (IOC). The targeted key outputs of Component C were:
 Implementation of full, tested and operational National Qil Spill Contingency Plans (NOSCPs).

» Implementation of a regional oil spill contingency plan.

o Capacity building through training courses.
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Figure 3 Flecipient conntrics within the WIONH project

covering the oil spill preparedness components presents

key recommendations and proposed actions. These are based on the progress made under the project, the gaps
remaining and need for sustainability. They are summarised in Appendix A; the specific recommendations
relating to regional cooperation were:

RCC structure and management

The sustainability of the results of the project should be ensured by regularly organizing meetings of the
competent national authorities of the countries concerned, at least once every two years, possibly back-to-
back with the meetings of UNEP/ Nairobi Convention Regional Coordination Unit (RCU).

The RCC budget allocation by the countries and work planning shall be revised and adopted regionally to
sustain the efforts engaged in the project and keep the dynamic developed.

Adapted manpower and revision of missions shall be adopted regionally to address regional key issues
regarding supporting national NOSCP revisions and trainings.

Regional activities on oil spill and countries’ support

Since the adoption of the Regional Contingency Plan, there have not been any opportunities to test it in a real
spill situation that would require joint intervention by two or more countries concerned. The possibility of
organizing a large scale spill simulation exercise somewhere in the region, and the possibility of ensuring
required financial resources for such an exercise, should be explored with the World Bank / GEF.

Periodic updating through national and regional workshops should ease data updating in the weakest
countries on ESA maps and improve harmonization of ESA maps.

Integrate the various recommendations of other components on activities that could be taken in charge by the
RCC.

The WIOMH project was a significant effort to develop oil spill preparedness and response within the region. The
project’s final report presents a review of the success and challenges during implementation. Key areas of
concern highlighted, include the following (italicized text quoted from WIOMH Implementation Completion and
Results Report, June 2013). This included specific comments on regional cooperation.
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Awareness and ownership: “The involvement of the eight countries in the preparation phase of this regional
project was uneven. Some technical agencies and focal points complained that they were not aware of the
project until after its effectiveness, reflecting in part the long gestation and the change in responsible personnel
over that period, and that were not given any means to influence its scope. The project was often endorsed at the
government level, without in some cases adequate consultation at a technical level. These points led to a
deviation between the project and needs in some cases, also undermining ownership and sustainability, and
causing delay.”

Engagement: “Institutional responsibilities do not appear to have been fully considered in designing the
implementation arrangements. The delineation of responsibilities for project activities between the maritime and
environmental authorities in the participating countries does not appear to have been given sufficient attention
during the preparation of the project. Initially, the defined implementation arrangements required the nomination
of a unique focal point per country, generally in the maritime sector, under the transport administration.
Unfortunately, this led to a downgrading of focus on the environmental activities in the project, and in some
cases, engendered tension between the respective line Ministries. This prompted the designation of an
additional focal point during implementation, most often in the Ministry of the Environment, to advance the
environmental activities and resolve communication issues.”

Sustainability: “Despite the concrete achievements in creating and/or updating the NOSCPs, these plans are not
static and sustaining their usefulness requires the appropriate resources to be maintained in a state of
readiness, which involves regular training, including simulations of risk events with all stakeholders and ideally
once per year, and adequate resources. Currently, there is concern that the current response capacity will be
sustained in all the participating countries, particularly where ownership and commitment was found to be
lagging during implementation. Some countries took the opportunity to update parts of their maritime law or to
launch a national effort on disaster preparedness, but others struggled to affirm the capacity of the national
competent authority to take the necessary lead in the response. The development of ESA maps is constrained by
the fact that several stakeholders are waiting for compensation for spending time on the activity or sharing the
geographic data.”

Regional cooperation: “At the end of the project, most stakeholders were explicit in the need to organize a
regional response capacity to combat major oil spills; at the same time they expressed concern that the
agreements are, for the moment, mainly theoretical and should be put into practice. Unfortunately, there has
been no opportunity to test the ROSCP and the evidence from the only event that occurred during the project
major enough to require regional cooperation was inconclusive. Furthermore, the issue of compatibility between
oil spill equipment of the countries of the region was not addressed in the project; with existing incompatibilities
forming a technical barrier to cooperation during major spills.

The participating countries have not been consistently responsive during the implementation of the regional
cooperation which led to delay. In this context and based on the experience of a similar regional centre in the
Mediterranean, SAMSA decided not to ask for financial contributions from the other countries to operate the
RCC. This decision is both pragmatic, but also reflects the commitment of South Africa and SAMSA in particular
towards the RCC.

It should be noted that this is the second attempt to establish a regional centre on oil spill: the previous GEF
project established such a centre in Madagascar, which is no longer functioning. Whether the lessons from the
previous experience were reflected in the design of the new is unclear, but the commitment of South Africa and
SAMSA will undoubtedly ensure sustainability in some form.”



3.2.4 SAPPHIRE Project (2017-2023)

The GEF-funded Western Indian Ocean Large Marine Ecosystems Strategic Action Programme Policy
Harmonisation and Institutional Reforms (WIO LME SAPPHIRE) builds on the previous work completed under the
UNDP-supported, GEF-financed Agulhas and Somali Current Large Marine Ecosystems (ASCLME) Project in
close collaboration with a number of partners. The ASCLME Project delivered the intended regional
Transboundary Diagnostic Analysis (TDA) and ministerially endorsed Strategic Action Programme (SAP) for the
western Indian Ocean LMEs as well as individual Marine Ecosystem Diagnostic Analyses (MEDAs) for each
participating country.

Financed by the GEF and implemented by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the project
partners are nine of the ten members States of the Nairobi Convention (France is not included) The project is
executed by the Nairobi Convention Secretariat which is hosted by the UN Environment Programme (UNEP).

Deliverable 3.1.5 under ‘Component 3: Stress Reduction through Private Sector/Industry Commitment to
transformations in their operations and management practices’ states:

Address the potential impacts of the growing oil and gas development in the region through... (B.) Negotiate the
identification and implementation of a Regional Response Centre, which can effectively and swiftly coordinate
regional responses to emergencies, with a focus on shipping (Search and Rescue) and response to oil and gas and
other marine pollution incidents likely to show effects at transboundary scale. National plans support this regional
activity.

Proposed activities under this Deliverable include:

o SAPPHIRE to provide support and assistance to countries, and to collaborate with other regional partners (e.qg.
WWF, Nairobi Convention, etc.) on undertaking a regional SEA to be conducted for the entire oil and gas
development region (strong focus on the northern Mozambique Channel). This would help to guide sensitivity
mapping to support any necessary emergency response programmes. Countries may also require assistance
in the development and implementation of related supportive national legislation.

» Identify a mechanism or forum that can facilitate inter-country dialogue and decision making with respect to
impacts from the oil and gas industry in the region. This could be a function of specialised working groups
under the Scientific and Technical Advisory Panel and/or Regional Policy Steering Committee. This process
will be closely linked to the partnership with the World Ocean Council.

o Negotiate a partnership between appropriate hazardous spill contingency planning and response
organisations (e.g. IPIECA, ITOPF, etc.), regional and international agencies engaged in the management of
conventions and legislation (e.g. IMO, Nairobi Convention, etc.) and the SAP implementing countries.

o Regional Response Centre (RRC) negotiated and established through appropriate partnerships with existing
mandated institutions and agencies with access to sufficient equipment (including ships and aircraft) and
chemical stores to respond to threats in time. Due consideration to be given here to previous initiatives and
their success and long-term durability in light of concerns over the sustainability of such response measures.

The reference to a regional response centre in the final bullet above, in contrast to a regional coordination
centre, is noteworthy. Existing regional centres around the world typically do not directly own or provide response

capability or equipment for pollution combatting activities.
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3.2.5 SEAIGNEP

The Southern and East African and Islands Regional Group for Safety of Navigation and Marine Environment
Protection (SEAIGNEP) is a voluntary membership group working under a Memorandum of Agreement (MoA).
The geographic area covered by SEAIGNEP includes nine of the ten Nairobi Convention member States (Somalia
is not included). It extends to the west and incorporates non-maritime countries, as shown in Figure 4.

SEAIGNEP’s MoA identifies the following functions:

Discussion forum on matters of mutual interest related to safety of navigation and marine environment
protection.

Act as a communication facilitator between the member states of the Group and International Organisations.
Exert regional influence to improve Safety of Navigation and Marine Environment Protection, which also
includes coordinated capacity-building measures.

Exert influence on behalf of member states on International and National Funding Organisations to promote
and improve Safety of Navigation and Marine Environment Protection and for a state to co-operate in Regional
efforts.

Facilitate co-ordination and sharing of aids to navigation assets and services. To ensure co-operation in
improving the provision and operation of aids to navigation, pooling of resources and sharing of expertise.
Encourage the exchange of information and technical support.

Encourage and organise co-operation in training and the attainment of the required standards [of
competence], to include skills development and research.

Promote awareness of the need to establish internationally agreed aids to navigation and maritime safety
information services

Following on the objectives of the WIOMH Project, prepare and participate in sustaining development of
national and regional plans for the improvement of Safety of Navigation and Marine Environment Protection in
the region.

At its fifth meeting held in February 2018, SEAIGNEP members discussed the establishment of the Regional Co-
ordination Centre and the finalisation of the Regional Qil Spill Contingency Plan. In early January 2020, SAMSA
(in its role of SEAIGNEP Secretariat) circulated a request to members for completion of details contained in the
SEAIGNEP ‘regional master plan’, with a deadline for replies given as 16 March 2020. This plan included a new
section on oil pollution preparedness and response, based on the decision at the fifth meeting relating to
regional cooperation in case of oil spills.

] : The section in the master plan addresses

j e / detailed information concerning national
' preparedness and capability. This information

would be highly relevant to regional cooperation

k. and is reproduced

Fial, [ : as Appendix B.

3.2.6 Norway's Oil for Development programme
: | The 0il for Development (OfD) programme was
_! ' initiated by the Norwegian Government in 2005.
The aim of the OfD programme is to reduce
poverty by promoting economically,
environmentally and socially responsible

.......

management of petroleum resources.
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The OfD Secretariat resides in Norad (the Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation). The main approach
in the OfD programme is capacity development through institutional collaboration. Norwegian public institutions
enter into long-term agreements with public institutions in a partner country. The key implementing parties are
the Norwegian Petroleum Directorate, Norwegian Environment Agency, Petroleum Safety Authority Norway, the
Norwegian Oil Taxation Office and the Norwegian Coastal Administration.

A Regional Seminar for East Africa “Sharing Experiences — Safety and Oil Spill Preparedness and Response” was
organized under OfD during 9-12 September 2013 in Bagamoyo, Tanzania. A further Regional Workshop on
Managing Emergency Preparedness and Response in the Oil and Gas Sector was co-organized with the Nairobi
Convention Secretariat and UNEP and held during 17-20 October 2017 in Zanzibar, Tanzania. This latter
workshop resulted in a series of conclusions, which are reproduced in full in Appendix C. Specific conclusions
relating to strengthening regional cooperation were:

* Need to strengthen and solidify national oil spill contingency plans first, and incorporate regional cooperation
in national oil spill contingency plans

« Harmonize the national oil spill contingency plans with existing regional contingency plans;

 national plan to provide the basis for regional cooperation (not vice-versa)

» Review existing regional coordination centres and learn from their lessons and identify how to leverage on
their work

o Establish framework for regional cooperation on oil spill emergency preparedness/response, e.g.
consolidating available data; trainings; protocols for communication, reporting and requesting for assistance;
responding to Tier 2 and Tier 3 emergencies

» Reactivate the regional coordination centre in South Africa — need for dialogue

o Operationalize the Protocol for Marine Pollution of Nairobi Convention

¢ |OC Disaster Risk Reduction Platform — leverage this platform and incorporate oil and gas issues.

Norwegian Coastal Administration, as a part of the OfD programme, have together with UNEP facilitated four
workshops in the East African region during 2018 and 2019. Two more workshops are planned in 2020. These
activities are all under the topic of Oil Spill Preparedness and Response.

3.2.7 United States AFRICOM oil spill missions

The U. S. African Command (AFRICOM), part of the United States Department of Defense, has assisted in
developing environmental response and awareness programmes for maritime oil spills since 2008. This
programme is delivered through national missions, primarily comprising multi-day oil spill response courses
attended by an assortment of environmental ministries, tourism ministries, military officials, health ministries,
local officials from the host venue, as well as industry representatives. The missions have been delivered using a
multi-disciplinary team of the AFRICOM, U.S. Coast Guard, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
U.S. Navy and other personnel.

Reported missions in East Africa have included Kenya (2012), Mozambique (2008 and 2015) and Tanzania
(2012).
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4. REGIONAL COORDINATION

4.1 Regional oil spill contingency planning

4.1.1 WIOMH project
The WIOMH project committed significant effort to the issue of regional co-operation; this formed one of the key
pillars of the targeted outcomes. It is reported that the following outputs and actions were completed:

o Draft Regional Contingency Plan for Preparedness for and Response to Major Marine Pollution Incidents in the
Western Indian Ocean (the ‘ROSCP’).

e Host Country Agreement (HCA) for the establishment and operation of the Regional Coordination Centre (RCC)
for preparedness and response to oil and hazardous and noxious substances pollution in the Western Indian
Ocean region, including a Terms of Reference.

o Detailed description of human and materials resources, operational plan and budget for an RCC.

Various workshops and meetings were held throughout the project, including the involvement of IMO, 10C, UNEP
and the World Bank. This culminated in the signing, by seven of the eight WIOMH project recipient countries, of the
Regional Agreement on Co-operation on the Regional Oil Spill Contingency Plan, which entered into force in
November 2011. This regional agreement is linked to the Nairobi Convention and its Emergency Protocol; it is
reproduced in Appendix D. The agreement’s purpose is to provide a strengthened basis for the ROSCP. Particular
emphasis is placed on alignment to the OPRC Convention.

A draft ROSCP (version 3, dated 26 July 2010) is based on the content and format promoted by IMO and used in
several other regions. The draft is available in Appendix E. The document sets out its general objective as follows:
“to organize a prompt and effective response to accidental marine pollution affecting or likely to affect the area of
responsibility and/or the area of interest of one or more of the countries concerned and to facilitate the co-operation
in the field of marine pollution preparedness and response.”

The ROSCP identifies a series of specific objectives relating to:

o the implementation of operational procedures for cooperation;

o areas of responsibility;

» principles of command and control;

» types of assistance which might be provided; and

« financial conditions and administrative modalities related to cooperative actions.

Through its implementation, the ROSCP intends the following actions to be taken:

o developing appropriate preparedness measures and effective systems for detecting and reporting pollution
incidents;

» developing and implementing a programme of training courses and practical exercises for different levels of
personnel; and

+ developing procedures to increase regional co-operation.

As with all regional cooperation mechanisms around the world, the Parties agree that response operations in case
of a marine pollution incident, which occurs within the area of responsibility of one of the Parties, will be conducted
in accordance with provisions of the National Contingency Plan of the Party concerned.



The body of the ROSCP contains the framework, terminology and recommended procedures to meet the stated
objectives. There are ten appendices to the Plan which supporting the implementation, either through provision of
technical information or through information concerning national arrangements, to be provided by each country. It
is reported that the ROSCP was adopted in October 2010, but information was still being sought to populate the
technical appendices with country-level data.

4.1.2 Regional Coordination Operational Centre (RCOC) Seychelles

RCOC Seychelles is a component of the European Union financed and coordinated programme to Promote
Regional Maritime Security (MASE) in Eastern and Southern Africa and Indian Ocean Region. Two centres under
the lead of the Indian Ocean Commission (IOC); the Regional Maritime Information Fusion Centre (RMIF)
Madagascar and RCOC Seychelles came into being following the signing of two regional agreements by five
countries (Djibouti, Comoros, Madagascar, Mauritius and Seychelles) in April 2018.

During 2019, the countries participated in a pilot exercise to respond to a possible case of maritime pollution. This
was the first example of regional cooperation under the MASE agreements and helped to understand also the
variety that can be included into the maritime threats. There appears to be potential for the RCOC Seychelles to
develop a role in coordination of pollution preparedness and response in the wider regional context.

4.2 Discussions concerning a regional centre / mechanism

The Emergency Protocol to the Nairobi Convention Article 9 (Institutional Arrangements) designates the
Organization (UN Environment Programme, being the host of the Convention Secretariat), in cooperation with IMO,
to carry out various functions (see Appendix E). Several of these functions are typically undertaken by a regional
centre or mechanism.

The previously mentioned projects in the region have proposed a regional coordination centre, effectively
addressing most of the coordination functions described in Article 9 of the Emergency Protocol. The draft ROSCP
described in Section 4.1.1 above includes a Section (2.8) on a Regional Coordination Centre, which states:

“The Regional Coordination Centre, established by the Decision of the Parties in |[......... ] shall perform the role of the
Secretariat of the Plan.

The Centre shall be responsible inter alia for maintaining the Plan, keeping it up to date at all times, and revising it as
necessary”

Furthermore, the Agreement on the Regional Contingency Plan for Preparedness for and Response to major Marine
Pollution Incidents in the Western Indian Ocean (see Appendix D) states in its preamble:

“Acknowledging the positive role that a Regional Coordination Centre (hereinafter referred to as RCC) shall play in
promoting regional co-operation in preparedness for and response to marine pollution incidents in the Western
Indian Ocean region...”

4.2.1 Western Indian Ocean Islands oil spill contingency planning project
‘Component 5, Regional institutional strengthening’ is addressed in the project’'s Implementation Completion
Report as follows:

“Outputs of this component are satisfactory. A regional plan to coordinate countries’ response to an oil spill has been
prepared and by the time the project closed had been tested twice through joint exercises. The regional plan has
been significantly strengthened by drawing on the expertise of the industry and government of South Africa in
responding to oil spills for its preparation. Some details of the cooperative agreements have still to be fully
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articulated, such as the arrangements for clearing equipment through customs. The withdrawal of Seychelles offer to
host the regional coordination centre on the grounds that its distant location from the other islands would make
coordination of regional activities difficult led to a delay of nearly two years in establishing the centre. The centre
was finally established in Madagascar in early 2004. Staff have been appointed, and equipment to operate the centre
has been procured. However, at the time the project closed a suitable office for the centre was being identified.
French Cooperation has agreed to finance the initial start-up costs of the centre and operational costs for its first
years of operation.

The rationale for choosing Madagascar to host the regional coordination centre is not clear. Some stakeholders have
expressed concern that Madagascar does not have sufficient capacity to effectively coordinate countries’ response
to an oil spill and believe that either Mauritius or Réunion would be more suitable locations for the centre.

Some observers argue that the regional coordination centre with a full-time staff is not necessary. Instead the
responsibilities of a regional coordinator could be added to those of a national coordinator.”

It is presumed that in the context of the project, the regional response centre referred to Island States only i.e. not
the East African mainland countries. The WIOMH project reported that the Madagascar centre was no longer
functioning by 2010.

4.2.2 WIOMH Project

As reported in the project’'s Post-Completion report in 2012, a ‘Regional Workshop on the Regional Oil Spill
Contingency Plan and the setting up of a Regional Coordination Centre (RCC)’, held in Ebene, Mauritius, 26-28
October 2010 achieved the following:

o Approval of a “road map” for the completion of the remaining activities envisaged under the Component 2 of the
project; and in particular for the selection of the host country for the Regional Coordination Centre and for the
subsequent setting up of the Centre.

o Kenya, Madagascar and Mozambique expressed their interest in hosting the RCC.

e Preparation (November 2010) of the following additional documents requested at the Workshop by the
representatives of the countries concerned:

o Revised Terms of Reference

(ToR) for the RCC, reflecting discussions at the Workshop;

Detailed description of human and material resources considered necessary for the RCC;

A proposal of the work plan of the RCC for biennium 2011-2012;

A budget estimate for 2011 for the RCC; and

An estimate of financial contributions of the Western Indian Ocean countries required for the functioning of

the RCC and for the implementation of the proposed work plan.

(o]

o

[e]

o

(o]

At the Project Steering Committee (PSC) meeting held in Johannesburg, South Africa, in July 2011, Kenya and
South Africa announced their intention to offer to host the RCC. The PSC Meeting also decided to modify the
originally planned procedure for the selection of the host country, namely that the RCC Evaluation Committee will
be chaired by I0C and comprise IMO, REMPEC (Regional Marine Pollution Emergency Response Centre for the
Mediterranean Sea), UNEP/RCU and The World Bank. The Meeting also approved a set of the evaluation criteria to
be used by the evaluators.

By the end of July 2011. France (Réunion), Kenya, Madagascar and South Africa officially informed I0C of their
offers to host the RCC and submitted all required documentation. Offers were evaluated by the Evaluation
Committee (August 2011) and South Africa selected to host the RCC. I0C subsequently informed all parties of this
decision and received no complaints concerning the selected host country.
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South African Maritime Safety Authority (SAMSA) undertook (autumn 2011) all necessary works at its Centre for
Sea Watch and Response (CSWR) as the proposed host of the RCC, in order to make the operation of RCC possible
by the beginning of 2012.

A Special PSC Meeting was convened in Cape Town, South Africa on 13-14 December 2011 and, during the same
mission, technical assistance was provided to the Centre for Sea Watch and Response (CSWR) of SAMSA. The
relevant results of the Meeting were:

o Adoption of the programme of activities, budget, estimated countries’ annual contributions and the operational
plan of RCC;

o Adoption of the text of the “Host Country Agreement for the establishment and operation of the Regional
Coordination Centre for Preparedness and Response to Oil, Hazardous and Noxious Substances Pollution in the
Western Indian Ocean region (“the Centre”)”, to be hosted by SAMSA in South Africa;

 Signing by heads of all national delegations of the official Conclusions of the Meeting, inter alia confirming their
willingness to establish the RCC in Cape Town and pledging to sign the Host Country Agreement as soon as
South Africa does so; and

 Including into the budget of the Project the costs of activities envisaged in the work programme of RCC for
2012.

Prior to and after the Special PSC Meeting, the WIOMH Consultant visited the premises allocated to the RCC
(CSWR/SAMSA), had several meetings with the Management of CSWR/SAMSA and verified that CSWR complied
with all requirements regarding personnel, office space and equipment, communications equipment and
information technology necessary for the proper functioning of the RCC, and that the major part of activities
included in the work plan for 2012/13 could be carried out by the CSWR personnel designated to work at RCC. The
WIOMH Implementation Completion and Results report stated that “SAMSA decided not to ask for financial
contributions from the other countries to operate the RCC. This decision is both pragmatic, but also reflects the
commitment of South Africa and SAMSA in particular towards the RCC.”

Appendix E includes various key RCC documentation that was presented and approved at the Special PSC Meeting
held in December 2011. The following provides a summary:

Host Country Agreement : The HCA contains 10 Article and three Annexes. The main Articles are relatively brief
and address the key aspects of how the RCC would be established, located, managed and financed. SAMSA is
explicitly identified as the host organization. A Steering Committee is created to provide RCC’s direction and
guidance.

Terms of Reference (ToR): The ToR are Annex | to the HCA and form part of it. They clarify the establishment and
management of the RCC and describe a detailed set of objectives and functions. The preamble acknowledges
Article 9 of the Nairobi convention’s Emergency Protocol and its listing of functions relating to administrative
arrangements — thereby linking these to proposed functions of the RCC. For the RCC, there are 8 general functions,
17 functions concerning preparedness and response and 3 functions concerning prevention. Prevention functions
would only be commenced when deemed appropriate by the Signatories. The ToR also covers administration and
finance, personnel and reporting.

RCC operational plan: The operational plan proposes a series of activities for 2012 and 2013, predicated on the
acceptance of a related budget for the RCC. The activities are divided into four broad groups:
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1.Information

2.Training (regional and national)

3.Cooperation and mutual assistance in case of emergency
4. Assistance on developing national and regional systems

The plan outlines the objective, output, resources needed, budget and timetable for each activity.
4.3 Functions of a regional centre

4.3.1 Objectives and functions of a regional centre

A regional centre can be defined as a financially sustainable institution that has been designated by the
Contracting Parties to a Regional Seas Convention, or Member Governments Parties to a non-UNEP regional
Convention or a regional agreement, to carry out specific functions and activities. This is typically in support to a
Protocol to a Convention or the regional agreement addressing emergencies resulting in oil pollution.

The objectives of a centre can be summarized as follows:

o To develop co-operation in the region in the field of preparedness and response to pollution incidents which
require emergency actions or other immediate response.

o To assist the countries of the region, which so request, in the development of their own national capabilities for
response to pollution incidents and to facilitate information exchange, technical co-operation and training.

o To assist in establishing regional systems and to promote dialogue aimed at conducting co-ordinated actions at
national, regional and global levels for the implementation of the sub-regional/regional contingency plans.

The functions of a centre can be summarized as follows:

¢ To collect and disseminate relevant information.

e Toinitiate, design and assist in the running of national and regional training courses and exercises.

e To assist the countries in ensuring the sustainability and revision of their national plans and of the sub-
regional/regional contingency plan.

» To facilitate and co-ordinate international assistance in case of emergency.

» To have a role of secretariat as regards the regional agreement and the regional contingency plan, including the
organizing of regular meetings.

These functions may reach different levels of development depending on available resources. Regional centres do
not directly own or provide response capability or equipment for pollution combatting activities.

4.3.2 Funding

Centres must be financially sustainable. In general terms, the funding requirement of a centre can be split into two
main categories:

e Operational costs, including office space, staffing, material and equipment and initial and recurring operational
costs needed for the work of the centre; and

e Funding of the centre’s programme of activities, including related running costs.
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The OPRC Convention is signed by nine of the ten countries covered by this report - Somalia has not yet signed it.
This demonstrates a high-level intention within the region to address marine pollution preparedness, response and
cooperation. Furthermore, the Nairobi Convention and its Emergency Protocol provide a regional framework
aligned fully to the aims of the OPRC Convention.

The context of current oil spill preparedness is one where significant work has been undertaken throughout the
region to address the obligations of the OPRC Convention and the Emergency Protocol, primarily under the aegis of
international projects and donor agency programmes. This includes the development of national preparedness and
response systems, and efforts to promote regional cooperation and coordination.

The main projects and their key outcomes relating to regional preparedness are summarised in Table 3.

Table3  Summary of key projects and regional preparedness outcomes

Project Key oulcomes
WIO OSCP | & An initial regional contingency plan developed. covering Island States
« Madagascar regional coordination centre established in 2004 but not
functional by 2010
WIOMH o An Agreement on the ROSCP developed and in foree
» Revised ROSCP drafted
# Host Country Agreement for Begrenal Coordination Centre in South
Africa agreed in 201 1, supported by:
v Terms of reference
v WOTK Prog Tk
& Badget

Morway's s Regional workshop in 2017 identified the need to reactivate the regional

OtD coordination centre in South Africa

SEAIGNEP | » In 2018, discussed the establishment of the Regional Co-ordination
Centre and the finalisation of the Begional Oil Spill Contingency Plan and
the need to implement WIOMH outcomes. In January 2020, the
Secretariat circulabed s request for detals concerung odl spall
preparedness, contained in the ‘regional master plan’

MASE # There appears o be potential for the ROOC Sevchelles to develop a mle
L coordination of polluton preparedness and response n the wader
regional context

WIO LME s Proposed activity that a Regional Response Centre (RRC) negotiated and

SAFPHIRE eatablished through appropriate parinerships with existing mandated
institutions and agencies, considering previons initiatives
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This has created a framework of national and regional contingency planning, which requires finalization and
implementation in order to demonstrate robust and sustainable preparedness and response capability.

This report summarises previous oil spill preparedness work and provides a reference for future discussions.
It describes the current status of national and regional preparedness, particularly in the context of the
previous capacity building projects and activities.

The regional workshop in March plans to consider the establishment of a regional centre or mechanism for
spill preparedness and response, an issue which continues to be raised by Member States as a priority need
for the region. To ensure that previous work is referenced and not duplicated it is recommended that
discussions focus on:

1.Current status and signatories to the Agreement on the Regional Contingency Plan for Preparedness for
and Response to major Marine Pollution Incidents in the Western Indian Ocean.

2.The current status of the Regional Coordination Centre (RCC) proposal originally developed in detail by
SAMSA under the WIOMH project, including whether the documentation (Host Country Agreement, Terms
of Reference, Work Programme and Budget) is still relevant?

3.Do the existing models for regional centres from other locations provide a viable option for the Western
Indian Ocean?

4.What levels of financing are required and what sources of funding are feasible to support an RCC?

5.The potential for existing regional maritime security coordination centres, e.g. RCOC Seychelles, to
integrate regional coordination activities for marine pollution.

6.Has national information relating to oil spill preparedness and response been provided to SEAIGNEP for
inclusion in their regional master plan and can it be made available? Is there scope for regional initiatives
such as SEAIGNEP to assume the role of enhancing cooperation for regional pollution preparedness and
response.



Appendix &

WIOMH Praject Recommendations and Proposed Activitles

The Western Indian Ccean Manne Highway (WIDMH) developrent and coastal and marine
cantamination prevention project’s Post Completion Repan (Decermber 2002) covering the
oil spill preparedness components presents key recommendations and proposed actions.
These are based on the progress made under the project, the gaps remaining 2nd naed for
sustamability. They are summarised in the iollowing:

Regional website (recommendation to RCC when esiatiished)
= Es=tablish & hosting contract
& Improve the knowledge of national stakeholders by

o Regulady updating the "Mews and Evenis® saction actofding 1o the activities
realized and upcoming by the RCC,

= Keaping infonmed the counines of the imernational events (conference, incidant)
related to the oil spill preparedness and responze (using the news and Events
section)

r Regulardy updating the home page (section latest news and events) according 1o
the information defined into the wehsite
Updating the Docurmend seclion with updated and relevant documents and
wabsiles

= Facilitate the sharing the national resowrces information by:

o Training the national focal point to update thelr Country profile from the website
of at leastto sand the Country Profile template information sheet filled
Control the information inputted, especially for the response resources,
emangency contact and Trans boundarny arrangarmaent procedures

NOSCE personnal and preparedness

= T ensure sl relevan! intemational conventions from IMO regarding préparednsss
and response to od spill and HNS marine pollution are ratified and that the national
legal framework is updated accordingly, especially regarding the conventions relsted
to comgensation

=  Toensurethat the Mationsl Competent uthority for ol spill and HWE marine pollution
preparedness and response (5 empowered, recaogrized by all national stakeholders
and knowen by all imemational organizations.

s T finalize the update of the NOSCP, the coastal sensitivity maps and the naticnal
dispersant policy and approve the NOSGP, including the official designation of the key
personnel, e.q

Maticnal Incident Commander,
Leaders of the main sacticns of the national team (Planning, Oparations,
Logistics, Finance).

= To identify the key personnel to follow regular and specific tramnings and attend to

realistic exercises, including Port Authorities and the private sector,
Respongse, conmand and résources

= To assess the needed improvements at the Mational Incident Command Post or
Cenire (organization, running procedures, support documents, ete.);

®  Toawdil the existing ofl spill response equapment, identify he kKey missing equipment
and rendwy and) of Improve accordingly the stockpile of national ol spill response
equipment [for on shore and at sea response);

+  To improve the equipment and logistical support for operations at sea and on the
share, Including Health & Salety eguipment (e.g, PPE's) and support documents and
toots for the command Post,

e To improve the Decision. Command. Control and Coordination procedwe at the
Cammand Post and an the field
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implementation and suppot

MNationel cocrdinator for oil spill preparedness officially dessgnated in each country
wiith 1he competence, authority and resources

The high fevel in country support {e.g. Minisirg)

Adequate furding for the preparedness activities and improvermnent of resources and
equipment

Exterral expertise when needed {mobdlized through the rebevant arganizations 100,
MO, I0PC, ITOPF, oil spil consultancy companles ele.).

RCC structure and management

The sustainabélity of the resuls of the project should be ensured by regularly
arganizing meetings of the competent national authorities of the countries
concerned, at least once every two years, possibly back-to<heck with the mestings of
UMEF/ Mairobi Convention RCU,

The RCC budget allocation by the countries and work péanning shall be revised and
adopted regionally 1o sustain the efforts engaged in the project and keep the dynamic
cevaloped.

Adapted manpower and revision of missions shall be adoptad regionally to address
regional key issues regarding supporting national NOSCP revisions end frainings

Reglonal sctivities an oll spil and countries” support

Since ha adoption of the Regional Contingency Plan there were no oppariunitses (o
Lest it in @ real spdll situation thatl would requirg joint intervention by two or more
counires concerned. The possibility of arganizing a large scale zpill simulation
exercise somewhere in the region, and the possibility of ensuring required financial
rezources for such an exercise, should be axplored with the World Bank / GEF,

Periadic updating national and regional workshop should ease data updating on the
weakest countries on ESA maps and Improving harmonlzation of ESA maps,

Integrate the varicus recammendations of ather companenta an activities that eould
be Taken i charge by the RCC

Ratioral maps snd updaies

Ensure the organizations in charge of carrying out the mapping work in each country
has sufficlent competencies and resources,

Ensure thal persconel with ol spill response expertise are involved into the
identification of high priority sites and the development of site-specific operational
raps.

Ensure additional efforts i priaritization of sensitive sites, relation with regional
authorities and expertise (especially in large countries) and ensure that following
actione are carried out in each country to produce site specific operational maps.

Improve the mterest of transparency and sharing information between offices and
actors especially on data bases and maps

Heving similar mapping mathadolegy batween countries. This is already the case dua
to the training and methodology diffused during the project. A recall on logos and
colour harmenization for secwning common use could B2 done during a regicnal
wiakshop =ession to finalize the harmonization. Presence of key GIS and data base
administrator of each countries would be required. Updating natienal officers on
regional methodology could be of interest but could be done through regional
wiodkshops related with RCC meetings,

Building and sharing the main maps and data base at a regional level {e.g. types of
coasf, most sensitive sites).
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Elﬁiﬂfmn 'Iil mﬂﬂlﬂ'ﬂl “-iil‘hl"Fhrl

71| Compatent National Authority(ies) with respensibility for ofl poliution
preparedness and response

At sea response

fah Mame of the responsitle nlga'usatm

(b | Contact point in charge of at sea response

b1y Eurl'uaurllule,,l'Faa||'|'|ll'|.I FIarms
lB3) | Hems
ib.3) | Title: Prof. / Dr, / Caph. [/ Mr. / Mrs, / Ms._ / Other

b4y [ Pusuﬁnn.fdaﬁgnan-m

ib.5) | Contact detail

(b.S.1)  Telno {Mobite no, ) i ]

(.52 | Tel no, (Landline no.}

{b.5.3) | E-mail address
{b.5.4) | Based where

‘Shoreline response

(g} | Mame of the responsible organisation

{di Contact point in charge of st sea responae
i1} | Title: Prof. / Dr, £ Capt. / Mr. / Mrs. £ Ms. / Other
dE | Name

id3) | Swname/Family nama

id4] | Position/designation

[@.51 | Contact getal |
(d.51) | Tel ne. (Mobile ne.) Bt
52y | Ted ne. (Landiine no.) s

id.5.3) | E-mail addrass

(654) | Based where

Ej Mu‘ne uIﬂleurgaiE.uﬂun

)| MO Focal point |

b1} Swname/Family name
B2 | | Marme

(b3} :ﬁtlE'me.iErff:apt J AT F NS, WS,/ Other

b4 Fuslllm,.’ues.ugrlatlm

.5 | Contact detal ]
|p.-51:| Tei . {anem} +
(B.E.2) | Tel no. [Laru:!me . |

1h E 4;. Eaau:! whera
7.2, Mational Oll En-ll Contlngeney Plan (NOSCP)
| Contingency planning

(@) | Fulltitle of the NOSCP

{b) | Status of the NOSCP .
{c) Adrnlniuratm dauunl’mprmal Number and date
{d) | " Date of latest appn:ll.rud update

74| H-DIEEP Parlu

Hﬁgaﬁam use podicy

{a)  Stafus of the dispersant use policy

{h) s the dispersant use policy included in the plan as &
| rEsponse aptiont

{c) If yes, Administrative decree of approval - Mumber and

- date
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(dy | Is there a list of approved dispersants? ks this public
| information?

__tgd}_ | Date of latest approved update

(g} | Stockpde of dispersant availabla?

f rl";rﬁs. loeation uiﬂm gite
(g} | Mame of storage site

_.._—I —_————— P

(h} | Owner af storage site

(i 'nl'uhlne uf dlspemmﬂ

e e i—

ﬁa} Hnm-:r'amshnrlw s
(b} Wnlkmgumup ¢ commitiee

(c) | Are sensitivity maps included in the NOSCF?

(e] | Are thnnq:t covering (e entire coasiline?
1) ' | Are the sensitivity maps public?
[9} hrE lhE:' E'mﬂahre n_ rm_rd copy m EiEctrl:lnmﬂyT

W“&iﬁ&’&’iﬁéﬁih} response strategy

(b} | Which authority is in charge of shoreline responge?

fel | Date of [atest approved update

{d) |13 the shoreline response strategy included In the
| NOSGRR I
) |5 the SCAT included within the shoreline response
N Are voluntears allowed to be inwalved in the shoreline
cleanrup operalions?
If yes, is "management of volurteers” covered in the
| HOSCF?

{2) Etatus of the waste rr:amg&mem plani

(b) | Warking group / compmittes
) Validation date and last update

() |s the Waste management plan included in the Naticnal

Qil Spill Contingency Plan?

e} Does the Waste management plan inchude transport,
lemnporary stofage of waste and final dispasal?

| {ﬂ |5 nibed waste considered hazardous waste under the |

nationad legislation?

(@ | Whet legislative framework reguiates waste
management at the national level?

Wiilghife response plan

(a) | Status of the Wildlife response plan

i) wnr_ﬁing Growp / Committee in charge

: ich alidation date ann J,ast Lml:la'la B
() I= the Wildlife mpcnseplan |:|E||_1. of the NOSCR?

_{e'_l Arg there national bodiesfentitiez working on the

wildlife issue?
If fyes, wl_'llch oares?

i | Are there cooperation agreements in place with |

spIEmHlEEd strugiures shroad?

@) | Status of in-situ Buming Palicy

[[+}] Wiarking Group J Cornmitas in charge
it} validation date and last update
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: DQEE ﬂ‘l-E hIﬂSEF' u'u:!ude an Irr-ﬁ.itu I:mming [:.|:||i.::-‘.-_‘1l

I5 the in sity tu.unng pu:lllw part of the NOSCP?

What is the authorisation procedure in the case of an
incidant?

7.5. Incident Management System I:IMS]

I:Ei]n I= Incident kdamagement E?_.lztem [I45) used in the |
MOSCR? -
{3)] I5 each defined role associated with @ person /
function?
{c) | Arecontact defails of the identified persons annexed to
the HOSCP?
(d) | Ovganisation chart Windly  attach  the

7.6, Trans-boundary npm:'ls

arganigation ¢hart aa
indicated in the NOSCE

{a) what are the co-operation mechenisms at bilateral and
/o sub-regional level that are integrated into the
HOSCRE?

3] Are transboundary exercises organized on & regular
basis? If yes, how aften?

(c} | Indicate the date of the last transhoundary exercise |

(d) Is youwr couniry engaged in co-operation with projacts ¢ |
institutions aimed at improving preparedness and
respmse capam].l? If]I'EE. which ones?

(a) le there am' specific m.ﬂcrms ﬂm:l Irrunnrail-:m
procedure in place 1o facilitate the import of eguipment
and / or expertise during an incident?

(b If 50, what is the procedure to follow?

7.7. Other elamants of the National Oil Spill Contingancy Pl
What is the pru-:edt.re for Lpdaﬂng the NOSCP? Is an
gdministrative act {e.g. decrep, decree _..) necessary
before the updated plan is adopted?

15 the Net Environmental Benefit Analysis (NEBA)
Incogporated into the NOSCP?

Doez the NOSCP ’r,ak.e inta account the Tiered
Preparedness and Response good practice (Tiers 1,

in the event of an incident (e.g. with radar, satellite,
aircralt, helicopter )7

Does the MOSCP cover preparedness Tor, and regponse
o, spills of Hazardous and Moxious Substances

(HMNS]?

S

Are local plans (mdustry, porl, lerminal, ete,) referenced
and Iﬂtﬂuratﬂ mtﬂ lI'I-I!l MNOSCPY

| Can the NOSCP be activated in the event of an oil ap:lll
from a source other than a ship (.g. offshore platform,

_ Pipeline, etc.)?
78, Conventions o
IME Member State? [ Yes | M
i”!_'_r__ﬁl_i_u_l:-_E__rﬂl.-' SubrRegional agreements | Yes | | No
MName Ratificatio Trunui:n.'rslt
i o Inie
thie
natiomnal
| - legistation
Abidjsn Convention




=] Protocol Gonceming Co-operation i Combating
Poiluticn in Cases of Emergency

() Guinea Cument Large Marine Ecosystem Program
{GCLME) Regional il Spill Contingency Plan

(@) | Benguela Current LME
i) Bamake Convention {nn e ban on the Imporn into |
Africa and the Control of Transboundary Movement

and Management of Hazardous Wastes within Africa)

{f} Nairohi Comvention

7.10 Training |

| Is infernal traiing regarding the xecution of the
MOSCP andfor exercise underiaken at least once a

711 Oil Spill Expertise and Resources

'Emmmn_ﬂl,
'E'.LL'ﬂlﬂ

?'I!hﬂm

| b= the mational oil spill response capacity sufficient to
| carry oul the cil spill respense operations (TIERT)?
| Is the national oil spill response capacity sufficlent to
| carry out the il spill respense operations (TIERZ)?

| = the national ail spill responze capacty sufficient to
| carry oul the cfl spill response operations (TIER3)7

?13 industry

| Which Qil & Gas In:h.;stnl partners are present and
operating in your country?

| Is there a national level Working Group / Platform
which brings together government  and  industry
stakeholders to discuss issues related to preparedness
and response?

If yes, what is its name?

Is there & poaling of human and eq.umm resources
batween industry and governmant?
Please ﬂ:rmll‘r any othaer relevant ﬂp-m of eo-
operation between mdustry and your government m
terms of oil pollution preparedness and respoase
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Appendix C

Regional Weorkshop on Managing Emergency Preparedness and Response in the 04l and
Gas Sector held during 17-20 October 2017 on Zanzibar, Tanzania

Countries represented; Comoros, Henye, Madegascar, Mozambigue, Seychelles, Somealia,
South Africa, Tanzania and Uganda.

Main Conclusions

1. Countries in the region have initiated or finalized development of their National
Caontingency Flans for Gil Spills and Acute Pollution (2.g. may mclude chemical spills),

2. There ar2 ongoing Regionzl Programmes to support emergency preparedness and
response in countries and at the regional level, for instance through the Nairobi
Canvention, ihdian Ocean Commission and East Africa Community.

3. Key challenges to advancing contingency plans in countries include - Need for strong
political support (o give pricnty to disaster risk management/emergency preparedmess
and response - Regulatory framewceks need to be put im place - Institutional
coordination lacking - Limited technical expertise — lack of sustainable trainings (o

4. Way forward:

Awareness-1aising / sensitizing workshops for high level policymakers to enhance
political support
Ensura national regulatory frameworks are in place - £.9. incorporate ail epills and
environmental emergencies in environmental protection acts/ regulations; waste
management regulations; need to enact O0PRC Convention al nafional level.
Strengthen national coordination an emergency preparedness and response -
#sgagn clear responsibilities; pool resources, sharingfpooling of avallable data,
Provide sustainable models for building national capacities for emergency
preparedness and response 1o of spills/acute pollution e.g. Training of Trainers,
anline rainings, working with academia/national universities and oil/'gas
Companios,
Operationalizertest the National Gil Spill Contingency Plans = conducting
exercisges; use private-public parinerships to pool rescurces/equipment.
Sirengthening Regional Cooperation
o Meed 1o strenglhen and =odidify national oil spill contingency plans first, and
incorporate regional cooparation in national oil spill contingency plans
o Harmonize the national oil spill contingency plans with existing regicnal
cantingency plans national plan 1o provide the basis for regional
cooperation (not vice-versa)
Review existing regional coordination centres and learn from their lessons
and identify how (o leverage on thelr work
o Establish framework for regional cooperation on oil spill emengency
preparedness/responss e.g. consolidating available data; trainings;
protocols for communication, reporting and requesting for assistance;
responding to Tier 2 and Tler 3 emergencies
i Reactivale the regional coordination centre In Scuth Africa = need for
dialogue
o Dperationalize the Protocol for Marine Pollution of Mainobi Comvention
o 100 Disaster Risk Reduction Platfonm — leverage this platform and
Incorporate oil and gas issues
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Appendix D

Agreement on the Regional Contingency Plan for Preparedness for and Response to major Marine Pollution
Incidents in the Western Indian Ocean

The Government of the Union of the Comoros,

The Government of the French Republic,

The Government of the Republic of Kenya,

The Government of the Republic of Madagascar,
The Government of the Republic of Mauritius,

The Government of the Republic of Mozambique,
The Government of the Republic of Seychelles,

The Government of the Republic of South Africa,
The Government of the United Republic of Tanzania

hereinafter referred to as Signatories:

Being Parties to the international Convention on Qil Pollution Preparedness, Response and Co-operation,
1990 (hereinafter referred to as OPRC 90 Convention)

Being also Parties to the Convention for the Protection, Management and Development of the Marine and
Coastal Environment of the Eastern African Region adopted in Nairobi in 1985 (hereinafter referred to as
the Nairobi Convention) and to its Protocol concerning Cooperation in Combating Marine Pollution in
Cases of Emergency in the Eastern African Region (hereinafter referred to as the Emergency Protocol);
Taking note of the Memorandum of Understanding for the implementation of the GEF-Western Indian
Ocean Marine Highway Development and Marine Contamination Prevention Project, signed in 2006 by
Comoros, Kenya, Madagascar, Mauritius, Mozambique, Seychelles, South Africa and Tanzanig;

Recognizing that the Indian Ocean in general, and its western part in particular, is a major route for
transporting oil and that there is a high risk of oil pollution,

Noting the obligations under the OPRC 90 and the Nairobi Convention to organize and prepare response to
major marine pollution incidents, and make permanent efforts at national, sub-regional and regional levels
in this regard;

Being aware that in the event of an oil pollution incident, prompt and effective action is essential in order to
minimise the damage which may result from such an incident;

Bearing in mind the relevant provisions of OPRC 90 Convention related to the promotion of bilateral or
multilateral agreements for preparedness for and response to pollution incidents:

Bearing also in mind other relevant international conventions concerning prevention of pollution from ships
and liability and compensation for pollution damage, as referred to in Annex 1

Considering that regional agreements, specifying in advance operational arrangements, administrative
modalities and financial conditions related to cooperation in cases of emergency, are necessary for a
prompt and efficient response to marine pollution incidents at regional level;

Noting that the existence of national capabilities for responding to marine pollution incidents, including
pollution response equipment and trained personnel, is an indispensable prerequisite for the efficient
regional co-operation and mutual assistance;

Mindful of the importance of mutual assistance and international co-operation through the exchange of
information on matters such as national contingency plans, available national resources, reports on
significant incidents and relevant research and development;

Acknowledging the positive role that a Regional Coordination Centre (hereinafter referred to as RCC) shall
play in promoting regional co-operation in preparedness for and response to marine pollution incidents in
the Western Indian Ocean region;
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HAVE AGREED as follows:

1.To adopt, within the framework of the OPRC 90 Convention and of the Nairobi Convention and its
Emergency Protocol, a REGIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN FOR PREPAREDNESS FOR AND RESPONSE TO
MAJOR MARINE POLLUTION INCIDENTS IN THE WESTERN INDIAN OCEAN (hereinafter referred to as "the
Plan", a copy of which is attached to this Agreement) for preparedness for and response to major marine
oil pollution incidents affecting or likely to affect their respective marine and coastal environment and
related interests. The Plan may be amended as and when required by the Signatories.

2.To use, in accordance with the OPRC 90 Convention and with their respective national laws, and subject to
their capabilities and availability of resources, the Plan as a basis for regional co-operation in preparedness
for and response to major marine all pollution emergencies and to promote its implementation.

3.To use their best endeavours to render assistance to any Signatory of this Agreement which might request
assistance in case of emergency, bearing in mind that nothing in the Plan precludes the right of a
Signatory, whose marine and coastal environment and related Interests are likely to be affected, to request
assistance from other States or Organizations;

4.To designate, in accordance with Article 6 of the OPRC 90 Convention: (i) the competent national authority
or authorities with responsibility for oil pollution preparedness and response, as their respective national
authorities responsible for the implementation of the Plan, its amendment and revision, as well as for
ensuring compatibility of the Plan with their respective National Contingency Plans; (ii) the national
operational contact point or points, which shall be responsible for the receipt and transmission of oil
pollution reports; and (iii) an authority which shall be entitled to act on behalf of the State to request
assistance or to decide to render the assistance when so requested. These national authorities and
contact points shall be listed in Appendix 1 of the Plan.

5.That other coastal States in the Western Indian Ocean region, Parties to the OPRC 90 Convention as well as
to Nairobi Convention and its Emergency Protocol, may join this Agreement subject to the consent of the
Signatories of the Agreement;

6.The present Agreement and the Plan shall enter into force after being signed by at least 6 of the States
concerned, and for each of the other Signatories, thirty days after the signing of this Agreement.

7.The present Agreement is without prejudice to rights and obligations of the Signatories under any other
International instrument.

8.The present Agreement may be amended by mutual consent of the Signatories, at any time, upon the
request of any of the Signatories.

9.Any disagreement resulting from the interpretation or application of the present Agreement shall be
resolved by negotiations amongst the Signatories.

10.The Agreement may be denounced by any Signatory at any time after the expiry of four years from the date
on which the Agreement enters into force for that Signatory. Denunciation shall be effected by notification
in writing to the Depository (the Government of the Republic of Kenya being the depository of the Nairobi
Convention).



