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Abstract

Natural resources, mainly hydrocarbons, play a crucial role in maritime delimitation. UNCLOS
stipulates provisional arrangements for exploring and exploiting hydrocarbons in overlapping
maritime areas. Practical and legal challenges arise when transboundary hydrocarbon reservoirs
are discovered. Joint development agreements and transboundary unitization agreements are legal
solutions. However, complications arise when neighbouring coastal states are unwilling to
cooperate in managing transboundary hydrocarbons. Risks of uncontrolled drilling that may

increase pollution of the marine environment rise.

Mistrust between the coastal states can escalate and jeopardize other cooperation sectors,

jeopardizing regional cooperation. Joint development of transboundary hydrocarbons promotes
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INTRODUCTION

The United Nations Convention on Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) establishes a framework for
addressing the use of ocean space. It represents codification of rules of international law and
customary law on ocean affairs. States derive economic benefits from the ocean, particularly the
territorial sea, continental shelf and EEZ.! Ocean activities like tourism and culture, shipping,
fisheries, and exploitation of hydrocarbons and other minerals from the seabed undertaken in the
territorial sea, EEZ and continental shelf support the economy of several coastal states.? Unlike
tourism and culture, which are often undertaken in the internal waters and territorial sea and hence
easily regulated by national laws, shipping, fisheries, seabed and subsoil mineral resources often

require collaborated international regulation.

In the territorial sea, other states enjoy the right of innocent passage to traverse the sea without
entering internal waters and to enter internal waters.® In the EEZ, coastal states have a right to
explore, exploit and manage living and non-living resources and jurisdiction over the
establishment of artificial islands, installations and platforms, scientific research and the marine
environment.* In the continental shelf, states have the exclusive sovereign right to exploit living
and non-living resources of the continental shelf.> The continental shelf comprises non-living
resources, namely hydrocarbons, minerals, and living organisms belonging to sedimentary species.

Natural resources can be immobile or mobile and harvestable.® The sovereign rights of the

! United Nations Convention on Law of the Sea, Montego Bay, 10 December 1982: 16 November 1994

ZFirst global integrated marine assessment report available on https://www.un.org/regularprocess/content/first-

world-ocean-

assessment#:~:text=The%20First%20Global%20Integrated%20Marine%20Assessment%2C%20also%20known,Stat

€%200f%20the%20Marine%20Environment%2C%20including%20Socioeconomic%20Aspects assessed on
25.7.2022 at 3.45pm

3 Article 18 of UNCLOS

4 Article 56 of UNCLOS

5 Article 77 of UNCLOS

6 Blake, Gerald Henry. The peaceful management of transboundary resources / editors, Gerald H. Blake ... [et al.]

Graham & Trotman/Martinus Nijhoff London; Boston 1995


/regularprocess/content/first-world-ocean-assessment#:~:text=The%20First%20Global%20Integrated%20Marine%20Assessment%2C%20also%20known,State%20of%20the%20Marine%20Environment%2C%20including%20Socioeconomic%20Aspects
/regularprocess/content/first-world-ocean-assessment#:~:text=The%20First%20Global%20Integrated%20Marine%20Assessment%2C%20also%20known,State%20of%20the%20Marine%20Environment%2C%20including%20Socioeconomic%20Aspects
/regularprocess/content/first-world-ocean-assessment#:~:text=The%20First%20Global%20Integrated%20Marine%20Assessment%2C%20also%20known,State%20of%20the%20Marine%20Environment%2C%20including%20Socioeconomic%20Aspects
/regularprocess/content/first-world-ocean-assessment#:~:text=The%20First%20Global%20Integrated%20Marine%20Assessment%2C%20also%20known,State%20of%20the%20Marine%20Environment%2C%20including%20Socioeconomic%20Aspects

continental shelf do not affect the legal status of the superjacent waters and are subject to other

states’ navigation rights.’

Migratory resources like fisheries and hydrocarbons do not recognize boundary lines and hence
straddle between neighbouring states. Highly migratory fish stock breed, feed and live in different
maritime zones depending on the seasons. Hydrocarbon resources may straddle beyond one
reservoir and across the maritime boundary. The fluid nature of hydrocarbons makes them migrate
through rocks across the contract area and sometimes the maritime boundary. Unlike straddling
fish stock, which is extensively regulated, there are no international rules on the exploitation of
transboundary hydrocarbons that straddle across the international boundary two or more states.®
Legal and technical challenges arise when transboundary hydrocarbon reservoirs lie across the

maritime boundary of two or more states.

A range of technical, legal, and political issues arise when there are proven or suspected offshore
oil and gas resources that either straddle an already established maritime boundary between States
or lie within an area of overlapping maritime claims. In overlapping maritime areas, proven or
suspected hydrocarbon reservoirs have stalled maritime delimitation negotiations leading to
maritime delimitation cases. When a maritime boundary exists, challenges arise when either of the
states is unwilling to relinquish its sovereign rights over the continental shelf. States feel that
sovereignty over the continental shelf grants them the right to exploit a transboundary hydrocarbon

reservoir from its side of the maritime boundary without informing a neighbouring state.

The legal challenge in developing a transboundary reservoir is whether it’s nature creates an
obligation to cooperate and the extent to which neighbouring states can cooperate with respect to
the development of a hydrocarbon reservoir lying across the boundary of the two states. Further,

due to the application of different national legal regimes on the transboundary reservoir, risks of



and international law practitioners, the legal solution to these practical, and technical challenge is

for the two states to enter



of petroleum recouped. Competitive drilling leads to abandonment and decommissioning of the
petroleum field before all the oil and gas has been exhausted. Unlike national jurisdiction where
states control activities of contractors, in transboundary reservoirs, especially when there is
severance of diplomatic relationships, states may not agree on unified guidelines as each contractor
competes to recoup as much oil and gas as possible.!* In addition, the colossal capital needed in

developing deep-water offshore



agreements, there are at least twenty cases of other well-known joint development agreements

around the world.** lan Gault, defines Joint Development to mean

““A decision by one or more countries to pool any rights they may have over a given area
and, to a greater or lesser degree, undertake some form of joint management for the

purposes of exploring and exploiting offshore minerals”*®

One or more states pool any rights that they have over a shared area or undertake joint management
for purposes of exploring and exploiting offshore non-living resources.'® Coastal states cooperate
in the management, conservation, exploration and exploitation of shared hydrocarbon deposits,
fields or accumulation of non-living resources that either extend the maritime boundary or lie in
areas of overlapping claims.!” Neighbouring states can jointly develop and explore hydrocarbon

deposits discovered before boundary delimitation®® and shared hydrocarbon deposits.°



“Cooperation between states with regard to the exploration for and exploitation of certain
deposits, fields, or accumulations of non-living resources which either extend beyond the

boundary or lie in areas of overlapping claims”.

Unitization agreements envisage the preservation and development of an identified hydrocarbon

deposit as a single unit.?°
Research Problem

Somalia is located on the East Coast of Africa between latitudes 12°00” N and 1°40’ S, and



SE into Tanzania, joining the Mozambique basin.?* The Lamu Basin enters the Juba deep Basin in

the Northern part of Kenya and the Southern part of Somalia’s maritime boundary.?

Early seismic studies confirmed hydrocarbon


https://reader.elsevier.com/reader/sd/pii/S1876380413600762?token=1A6BC2ED3B158A8CDC717CC9C1A77687B09C16BDA4A58A4AE90586474B2FA4D06AF7A3A149E9945D2B9E3CE6759B0CC1&originRegion=eu-west-1&originCreation=20220804123747
https://reader.elsevier.com/reader/sd/pii/S1876380413600762?token=1A6BC2ED3B158A8CDC717CC9C1A77687B09C16BDA4A58A4AE90586474B2FA4D06AF7A3A149E9945D2B9E3CE6759B0CC1&originRegion=eu-west-1&originCreation=20220804123747
https://reader.elsevier.com/reader/sd/pii/S1876380413600762?token=1A6BC2ED3B158A8CDC717CC9C1A77687B09C16BDA4A58A4AE90586474B2FA4D06AF7A3A149E9945D2B9E3CE6759B0CC1&originRegion=eu-west-1&originCreation=20220804123747
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/pg/article-abstract/24/3/247/520498/Geology-and-hydrocarbon-potential-of-offshore-SE?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/pg/article-abstract/24/3/247/520498/Geology-and-hydrocarbon-potential-of-offshore-SE?redirectedFrom=fulltext

rules and agreements.?® This legal analysis is used in finding legal principles, rules and doctrines
of law to address an existing problem of hydrocarbons straddling the maritime boundary of states.?’

The thesis utilises a co


https://books.google.nl/books?hl=en&lr=&id=QHXnqRKaHGkC&oi=fnd&pg=PR8&dq=essays+on+doctrinal+study+of+law&ots=vKw-YBGuq0&sig=josSV038Q7Ee3MF9FJPLwxsKegg&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=essays%20on%20doctrinal%20study%20of%20law&f=false
https://books.google.nl/books?hl=en&lr=&id=QHXnqRKaHGkC&oi=fnd&pg=PR8&dq=essays+on+doctrinal+study+of+law&ots=vKw-YBGuq0&sig=josSV038Q7Ee3MF9FJPLwxsKegg&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=essays%20on%20doctrinal%20study%20of%20law&f=false
https://books.google.nl/books?hl=en&lr=&id=QHXnqRKaHGkC&oi=fnd&pg=PR8&dq=essays+on+doctrinal+study+of+law&ots=vKw-YBGuq0&sig=josSV038Q7Ee3MF9FJPLwxsKegg&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=essays%20on%20doctrinal%20study%20of%20law&f=false
https://books.google.nl/books?hl=en&lr=&id=QHXnqRKaHGkC&oi=fnd&pg=PR8&dq=essays+on+doctrinal+study+of+law&ots=vKw-YBGuq0&sig=josSV038Q7Ee3MF9FJPLwxsKegg&redir_esc=y#v=onepage&q=essays%20on%20doctrinal%20study%20of%20law&f=false



https://legal.un.org/docs/?path=../ilc/reports/2022/english/a_77_10_advance.pdf&lang=E

within their jurisdiction and control respect the environment of other States or areas beyond

national control.

10


https://www.icj-cij.org/en/case/92%20accessed%20on%2010.8.2022

to resources Several scholars have stipulate the need for joint development arrangements to include
joint development agreements and unitisation agreements as practical means of accessing shared
hydrocarbon resources. lan Townsend classified Joint development to include arrangements for
future settlement of maritime boundary, agreed on the maritime boundary and also shared

resources.

Chapter Breakdown

This research is divided into two broad parts. Part | sets out the principles of maritime delimitation.
Part Il critically examines existing state practice on joint development of transboundary
hydrocarbons and lessons for Kenya, Kenya and Somalia. Part | and Il are further thematically
divided into substantive chapters and Sections for further discussion.

Part | is divided into two chapters. Chapter 1 provides an analysis of maritime relations, with
section 1 analysing the principles of maritime delimitation and section 2 maritime relations in the
region. Chapter 2 analyses joint development arrangements, with section 1 addressing joint
development arrangements. Section 2 analyses the legal framework for cooperation in
transboundary hydrocarbons.

Part Il is divided into two chapters. Chapter 3 analyses existing state practices on joint development
arrangements on transboundary hydrocarbons. Section 1 of chapter 3 discusses existing practices

on joint development arrangements and section 2 environmental, economic and technical aspects

11
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prolongation of its land territory to the outer edge of the continental margin or to a distance of 200
nautical miles from the baselines from which the breadth of the territorial sea is measured or 350
nautical miles from the baselines or 100 nautical miles beyond the 2500 metre isobath.*® The
constraint lines stipulated in article 76(5) of UNCLOS are subject to the Continental margin
established in article 76(4) of UNCLOS. Where the Continental margin extends beyond 200
nautical miles from the baselines, the foot of the continental slope determines the limit of the

continental shelf.*!

Natural prolongation of the land boundary stipulated in article 76 of UNCLOS affirms the
customary international law set out in the North Sea Continental Shelf Cases.*? The continental
shelf is a long-standing international customary law entitlement bestowed on states according to
their land territory.*® The inherent right of a coastal state over the continental shelf 5109(e)4((be)4(6] TIETt;/F1

13



under the sea exist ipso facto and ab initio by its sovereignty over the land as an extension of it.*®

States draw the exclusive right over the continental shelf from their sovereignty over land territory.

States exercise jurisdiction over the outer limit of the continental shelf extending beyond 200
nautical miles based on the geographical formation of a state's coastline. The outer limit of the
continental shelf is a scientific process undertaken by a coastal state. Coastal states must submit
scientific and technical data to the CLCS to prove the proposed location of the outer limit of the
continental shelf.® If data and materials submitted by a state confirm the establishment of the
limits, CLCS will make recommendations to the state, which on that basis may establish final and
binding outer limits.*’ Article 76(10) of UNCLOS provides that this is without prejudice to existing

and prospective

14



In the exercise of the right to the continental shelf, a coastal state should pay due regard to the
rights of other states. The right to the continental shelf does not extinguish the legal status of the
superjacent waters. In exploring and exploiting hydrocarbons, a coastal state should not infringe
or unjustifiably interfere with the rights of other states, especially navigation rights and freedoms.
The requirement of due regard extends to the adjacent state if activities undertaken in a continental
shelf of one state can cause pollution in the maritime zones of a neighbouring state. While
exercising sovereign rights over the Continental shelf, coastal state must pay due regard to the EEZ

of the neighbouring state especially when

15



of the marine environment. Nevertheless, where transboundary marine pollution is likely to occur,

an obligation to cooperate through sharing information arises.

While exercising the sovereign rights over resources of the EEZ, a coastal state should pay due
regard to the rights of other states. The rights of the continental shelf do not apply to the superjacent
waters and do not affect the legal status of the EEZ. Except for the jurisdiction over submarine
cables, the legal regime of the continental shelf and the EEZ apply to water columns in so far as
they relate to installations and structures and safety zones around the artificial islands.>® The
doctrine of due regards grants a coastal state the right to authorize and regulate construction of

artificial islands, installations and structures in its EEZ in addition to the freedom of navigation.

16



boundary line®® separating coastal states establishes the maritime limit of the territorial sea, EEZ
and continental shelf under which a state can exercise jurisdiction.>® Maritime limits create
certainty on a coastal state's limits in exercising its spatial jurisdiction. Certainties of jurisdiction
over continental shelf enable states to undertake minerals and hydrocarbon exploration and
exploitation activities. Delimitation and delineation of maritime areas grants states jurisdiction to

enable them economically to benefit from marine resources therein.®

Under UNCLOS, adjacent or opposite coastal states can delimit their continental shelf by an
agreement or compulsory dispute settlement procedures.®® Delimitation by agreement enables
states to reach an equitable solution in the overlapping claims over the continental shelf through
cooperative arrangements like JDAs. Most states include JDASs or unitization clauses in maritime
delimitation agreements.®? Cooperation clauses in maritime delimitation agreements have enabled
states to develop framework agreements for joint exploration and exploitation of straddling

hydrocarbon reservoirs.%® In delimitation by agreement, parties may choose the delimitation

%8 |bid 37; ibid 71 para 42; see also Maritime boundary line separates two states. Courts and tribunals have used
different terms when describing the line. See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area
(Canada/United States of America) para. 190-194 the ICJ stated that In reality, a delimitation by a single line, such
as that which has to be carried out in the present case, Le., a delimitation which has to apply at one and the same
time to the continental shelf and to the superjacent water column can only be carried out by the application of a
criterion, or combination of criteria, which does not give preferential treatment to one of these two objects to the
detriment of the other, and at the same time is such as to be equally suitable to the division of either of them;

% Ibid 69

% Ibid 69

61 Article 183 of UNCLOS states that the delimitation of the continental shelf between States with opposite or
adjacent coasts shall be affected by agreement based on international law, as referred to in Article 38 of the Statute
of the International Court of Justice, in order to achieve an equitable solution; See Article 287 of UNCLOS stipulates
compulsory dispute settlement procedures

62 See the North See maritime delimitation agreements between the United Kingdom/Norway, The Kingdom of
Netherlands/Denmark, Iceland/the United Kingdom. See also Nigeria/Sao-Tome and Principe, Australia/Timor-Leste,
United Kingdom/Mexico.

83 Agreement for Frigg field

17



method which will be binding on them.%* Parties reach a compromise on the limit of their
continental shelf and may explore possible cooperation strategies for joint development of the

continental shelf.

Delimitation of the EEZ and continental shelf is based on the equidistance, proportionality and
enclavement of the coastline.%® Customary law and judicial decisions have confirmed the use of
equidistance and equitable principles/relevant circumstances in the delimitation of the continental
shelf.%® In order to attain an equitable solution, judicial bodies have used the standard methodology
of the three-stage approach to delimiting the continental shelf.®” The first stage of maritime

18



adjustment of the equidistance line.”® The disproportionality check is applied as the final stage of
delimitation to ascertain that the method applied is equitable. The disappropriation should be

significant to render the equidistance principle inequitable.”

19



geographical circumstances primary importance for shifting the equidistance line.” The presence
of existing natural resources (hydrocarbons, minerals and fisheries) cannot justify shifting the
equidistance line except in exceptional circumstances.’ Existing hydrocarbon resources and oil
and gas concessions cannot be considered exceptions to the equidistance rule save for exceptional
circumstances like historic oil and gas practices between the states.” Oil concessions and oil wells
are irrelevant for shifting the equidistance line. The courts have been reluctant to shift the
equidistance line due to oil concessions and oil wells proofing that hydrocarbon does not justify
shifting the equidistance line.”® Also, fisheries are not a compelling justification for shifting the
equidistance line. Unlike exceptional cases like the Jan Mayen Case, where fisheries were the
main known economic resource for the local communities, the equidistance line cannot be

altered.”’

Delimitation determines the limit of sovereign rights over resources of the continental shelf. When
the maritime boundary is clear, legal and practical challenges arise when transboundary
hydrocarbon resources straddle the maritime boundary. Each state has legal ownership of the
transboundary hydrocarbon reservoirs that go beyond the boundary line. Any of the coastal states

can exploit it from its maritime area. Ideally, in such a scenario, cooperation is encouraged.

73 |bid 80 pg. 83-93.
" Lando, M. (2019). Maritime Delimitation as a judicial process (Cambridge Studies in International and Comparative

Law). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

S In the Application for Revision and Interpretation of the Judgment of 24 February 1982 in the Case concerning the
Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (Tunisia v. Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), the court considered historic
hydrocarbon practice retaliated to seismic activity in the maritime area to shift the equidistance line. In Newfound-
Labrador/Nova Scotia, the tribunal rejected the hydrocarbon argument due to absence of unequivocal pattern of
conduct in the area.

76 |bid 64; see also Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria (Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial
Guinea intervening).

7 Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen (Denmark v. Norway) par. 79.

20



1.2. SECTION B: REGIONAL MARITIME RELATIONS
Kenya and Somalia are members of the WIOMA, an association under the Nairobi Convention to
protect and conserve the coastal and marine environment of the WIO. Figure 2 below indicates
members of the WIO. Member states of WIO share undertake collaborative research and share
data on all activities undertaken in the region. Member states are further guided by the principles
of the African Union. An overview of maritime delimitation in the African Region explains the

dire need to fast-track maritime delimitation and maritime regional cooperation.

Maritime delimitation in the region is relevant in determining the maritime limits of the regional
states, identifying resources located in the maritime region and resources with the potential of
being shared. This section will discuss the maritime regional maritime relations and set the ground

for collaboration in the development of transboundary reservoirs.

1.2.1. Maritime Delimitation in the Region
Africa’'s maritime boundaries encompass internal waters, territorial sea, EEZ and the continental shelf.
Delimitation of boundaries in the African region remains one of the complex areas of international law of the
sera due to political, national, economic, regional and security reasons. Most maritime boundaries in Africa
have not been delimited, influencing tension between states who seek to control natural resources found in
overlapping maritime areas.”® The quest to fix maritime boundaries has strained good relationships between
neighbouring states, which are paramount for maritime security. Suspected mineral and hydrocarbon

resources have frustrated the delimitation of maritime boundaries in the region, leading to conflicts.”

Undelimitated maritime boundaries jeopardise 2050 Africa’s Integrated Maritime Strategy (AIMS). The poor
response to maritime delimitation has been attributed to the absence of natural resources hence proving that

resources justify delimitation of the maritime boundaries.2° States have been reluctant to delimit their maritime

8 According to the Ocean Data and Information Network for Africa (ODINAFRICA) Status Report on African Maritime
Border Disputes (ODINAFRICA, 2014), about 30 percent of Africa’s borders had been demarcated.

® The presence of oil and gas reserves frequently represents the commercial spur to States in getting on with
boundary delimitation, particularly in offshore maritime areas.

8 Sousa, I. (2014). Maritime Territorial Delimitation and Maritime Security in the Atlantic (pp. 10

21



boundaries when no proven mineral and hydrocarbon resources exist.

22



region has led to maritime disputes over hydrocarbons in overlapping maritime areas increasing the desire to

delimit maritime boundaries.

The increasing economic and political interdependence among African states attracted the desire to establish
the outer limits of the continental shelf beyond 200 nautical miles. Generally, the African continent is
characterised by many maritime disputes due to undelimitated maritime boundaries. Conflicts over
overlapping maritime areas, more particularly the continental shelf, intensified when some states attempted
to unilaterally delineate the overlapping maritime claims when making submissions to the CLCS.% In all
maritime delimitation claims, failure to delimit the maritime boundaries by agreement was caused by proven
hydrocarbon resources existing in the overlapping maritime area. The presence of foreign oil and gas
companies and political interference complicates the resolution of maritime delimitation claims within the
region.8® Only 30 out of 90 potential maritime boundaries have been established in the African region, with
Somalia/Kenya being the most recently established maritime boundary. The Mauritius/Maldives maritime
boundary dispute is currently at the ITLOS.8” The maritime boundaries have been delimited by agreement

and judicial delimitation procedures.

In the West Indian Ocean (WIO), most maritime boundaries have been delimited except Madagascar, which
is surrounded by more than one undelimited boundary.® Maritime boundary agreements in the WIO have a
form of joint development arrangement.®® The Kenya/Tanzania maritime delimitation agreement establishes

a joint fisheries zone between the two states where licences issued by either state are recognized. Kenya and

% |bid 96

% |bid 85

87Dispute concerning delimitation of the maritime boundary between Mauritius and Maldives in the Indian Ocean
(Mauritius/Maldives)

8 Madagascar is bordered by other Indian Ocean insular States including Comoros, the French island of Réunion,
and Seychelles. Potential maritime disputes over the following boundaries may arise: - disputed territories of
Glorioso Islands (claimed by France and Madagascar), Mayotte (Comoros and France), Juan de Nova Island (France
and Madagascar), Bassas da India (France and Madagascar), Europa Island (France and Madagascar), and Tromelin
Island (France and Mauritius)

8 Joint fisheries zone along Kenya/Tanzania boundary, Joint development arrangement for the EEZ and continental

shelf along Mauritius/Seychelles maritime boundary.

23



Somalia delimited their maritime boundary through judicial means®® and agreements®* The joint

development zones in the Gulf of Guinea relate to joint exploration and exploitation of mineral resources,
particularly hydrocarbons.

Natural resources, especially hydrocarbon resources, have complicated the WIO's maritime delimitation

process. There have been calls for reforms in managing maritime boundaries, especially transboundary
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sub-region.®* Following massive gas discoveries in Mozambique, Kenya, Tanzania and other
neighbouring states regenerated the search for offshore oil and gas potential.®® Somalia has
recently begun exploring its potential offshore petroleum exploration and exploitation after its
suspension in 1991.% Tanzania has made an offshore gas discovery in its maritime waters.%’ In
Kenya, hydrocarbon explorations have been ongoing with mixed discoveries of oil and gas shows.
Offshore hydrocarbon exploration in Kenya has been ongoing since the 1970s.%¢ There is no
known hydrocarbon potential in Madagascar’s maritime zones. Somalia is in the process of
undertaking deep-water hydrocarbons after signing a PSA in 2022. The discoveries offshore in the
Mozambique Channel have fuelled interests in Comoros, Mauritius, and Seychelles. Seismic
studies have shown oil potential in the Lamu-Juba basin. * The baseline for the maritime boundary

between Kenya and Somalia lies in the Lamu-juba basin.*®

% Vasco Becker-Weinberg, Joint Development of Hydrocarbon Deposits in the Law of the Sea, Springer-Verlag Berlin
Heidelberg (2014).
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https://nationaloil.co.ke/upstream/
https://www.pura.go.tz/documents/gas-discoveries
https://nationaloil.co.ke/upstream/
https://nationaloil.co.ke/wells-drilled/
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https://www2.whoi.edu/site/bower-lab/deep-madagascar-basin-experiment/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/312652070_Tide-Generated_Internal_Solitary_Waves_generated_on_a_large_sill_of_the_Mascarene_Plateau_excite_Coastal_Seiches_in_Agalega_and_Rodrigues_Islands/figures?lo=1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/312652070_Tide-Generated_Internal_Solitary_Waves_generated_on_a_large_sill_of_the_Mascarene_Plateau_excite_Coastal_Seiches_in_Agalega_and_Rodrigues_Islands/figures?lo=1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/312652070_Tide-Generated_Internal_Solitary_Waves_generated_on_a_large_sill_of_the_Mascarene_Plateau_excite_Coastal_Seiches_in_Agalega_and_Rodrigues_Islands/figures?lo=1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/322507389_Tie_points_for_Gondwana_reconstructions_from_a_structural_interpretation_of_the_Mozambique_Basin_East_Africa_and_the_Riiser-Larsen_Sea_Antarctica/figures?lo=1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/322507389_Tie_points_for_Gondwana_reconstructions_from_a_structural_interpretation_of_the_Mozambique_Basin_East_Africa_and_the_Riiser-Larsen_Sea_Antarctica/figures?lo=1

54% of the worldwide piracy attacks'%* Regional and global collaboration was undertaken to combat piracy.
Regional states established measures to combat piracy off the coast of Somalia. Collaboration among the
Contact Group on Piracy off the Coast of Somalia (CGPCS) has facilitated a reduction in piracy attacks.1%°
Regional states adopted elaborative measures'® to combat onshore and offshore piracy attacks. CGPCS
shares Piracy-related information transmitted to members. Regional Maritime Rescue Coordination Centre
(RMRCC), Maritime Rescue Coordination Centre (MRCC) and Regional Maritime Information Sharing
Centre (ReMISC) play a key role in coordinating maritime security in the WIO.1” Among other states, Kenya
prosecutes piracy-related offenses and other crimes at sea.1%®

27
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https://www.imo.org/en/OurWork/Security/Pages/Content-and-Evolution-of-the-Djibouti-Code-of-Conduct.aspx%20accessed%20on%201.9.2022
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https://www.wiomsa.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/WIOMPAO.pdf%20accessed%20on%2022.12.2022
https://www.wiomsa.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/WIOMPAO.pdf%20accessed%20on%2022.12.2022

Map of the WIO region (Source: Bhoyroo, 2018'1°)

Conclusion

Delimitation of the EEZ and the Continental shelf is crucial in determining a state's maritime
jurisdiction. Properly defined maritime zones can foster good regional relationships as