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DJIBOUTI CODE OF CONDUCT/JEDDAH AMENDMENT 

WG1 MEETING ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF STRATEGY AND ROADMAP FOR 

ENHANCEMENT OF THE DCOC/JA INFORMATION SHARING NETWORK  

MEETING NO. 2 

Virtual via Zoom at 14:00hrs EAT 

Wednesday 03rd November 2021 

Record of the Meeting 

1. The International Maritime Organization (hereinafter referred to as "IMO"), pursuant to 

the request of Signatory States to the Code of conduct concerning the repression of piracy and 

armed robbery against ships in the western Indian Ocean and the Gulf of Aden (the Djibouti 

Code of conduct), the Signatory States to the Jeddah Amendment to the Djibouti Code of 

Conduct, 2017 (hereinafter referred to as "the Jeddah Amendment" , (DCoC/JA), and States 

eligible to sign these instruments (hereinafter referred to collectively as “Participants”), 

convened a meeting of the DCOC Working Group 1 (WG1) on the development of Strategy and 

roadmap for the enhancement of the DCoC/JA Information Sharing Network. The meeting was 

held virtually, via ZOOM, on Wednesday 03rd November 2021.  

2. The meeting was chaired by Brigadier Loonena Naisho, Director General, Kenya Coast 

Guard Service, and the Chair of WG1. He began by welcoming the participants present and 

gave an opportunity for everyone to introduce themselves. The meeting was attended by the 

following Participating States: 

COMOROS  DJIBOUTI  ETHIOPIA  JORDAN 

KENYA  MADAGASCAR MOZAMBIQUE           OMAN 

SAUDI ARABIA SEYCHELLES          SOMALIA                     SOUTH AFRICA 

TANZANIA  UAE   YEMEN  

 

Objective 

 
3. The aim of the meeting was to discuss and contribute to the final draft of the Strategy 

and Roadmap for enhancement of the DCoC/JA Information Sharing Network (ISN), having 

been completed by the dedicated sub-committee during its 2nd meeting held on 13th October 

2021.  

Opening Remarks 

4. Mr. Peter Adams (Head of Maritime Security Section, IMO) in his opening remarks 

commended the efforts of the WG 1 for its commitment and reiterated the support of IMO in 
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working with the DCoC/JA Signatory States. WG 1 members were encouraged to share their 

input on the IMO Consultant’s work as it is the Signatory States’ document for their use and 

mutual benefit with an aim of creating a robust framework for Information Sharing. The opening 

remarks are attached as Annex A. 

Agenda 

5. The meeting adopted the agenda that had been circulated prior to the meeting. The 

agenda is attached as Annex B. 

Presentation of the draft Information Sharing Network (ISN) Strategy and Roadmap for 

enhancement of the ISN 

6.  The Chair WG 1 presented the highlights of the draft ISN strategy and Roadmap and 

underscored its importance in developing a robust ISN and enhancing Maritime Domain 

Awareness (MDA) in the region. He called for speedy adoption of the draft. The presentation is 

attached as Annex C 

7.       The IMO Consultant Ms Maisie Pigeon shared the draft ISN Strategy and Roadmap for 

enhancement of the ISN which had various strategies for review by WG1. The draft was 

developed based on interviews with subject matter experts and opensource research. It 

contains the following: 

• Mission and Vision statement. 

• Assumptions in the draft including: The process may take time; Signatory States will 

need government approvals and political goodwill to prioritize maritime security; 

progress is progress and progress begets progress; not all information needs to be 

shared; and it is up to the Signatory States to choose which information to be shared 

and how. 

• Strategies recommended: 

✓ Establish and operationalise National Maritime Information Sharing Centres 

(NMISCs) in Signatory States; 

✓ Maximise regional information sharing centres by developing clear protocols f or 

sharing information; and 

✓ Continue evolving the Information Sharing Network which shares information with 

a wide distribution list. 

• Recommended Next Steps: 

✓ Establishment of National Maritime Security Committees (NSMCs); 

✓ NMISC self-assessment by each Signatory State; 



Document Reference:  DCOC(JA)WG1-2 

 

 

 

 

Email: dcoc@imo.org 

Website: www.dcoc.org 

 

✓ Engage regional centres for joint exercises and operations to build trust and 

rapport between actors; 

✓ Standard Operating procedures for sharing information; and 

✓ Signatory States identify what information to share and how to share it. 

 
7. The draft ISN Strategy and RoadMap for enhancement of the ISN as revised following 

the input of this meeting is attached as Annex D. 

Open Discussion 

 

8. South Africa noted that they had considered the document and confirmed that it is a 

good document. They provided written input with suggested changes consideration. The 

remarks included: 

• Seeking clarif ication on what happens to those countries that are not signatory to the 

DCoC /JA, as the documents assumed that all members are party to the Jeddah 

Amendment. 

• Noting that in the vision section there is a mention of external parties and they sought 

clarif ication if this means the Friends of DCoC or other external parties. South Africa also 

noted that the draft should not mention the names by countries so that there is no need 

for constant reviews of the ISN Strategy when countries increase or reduce. They 

suggested we stick to Friends of DCoC when referring to the externa parties and 

countries in that section.  

The remarks are attached as Annex E. 

 

9.   UAE requested for more time to review the document, having not had an opportunity to 

review it conclusively and provide feedback through the secretariat. On the same day UAE 

reported that they were happy with the draft as discussed at the meeting. 

 

10.   Somalia thanked IMO for the support it has given to the Region and raised several points 

as hereunder: 

• Information sharing needs to be encouraged as Somalia has learnt great lessons from 

incidents that have happened in their waters which has made them realise that the need 

for a regional ISN is pertinent. 

• Recommended that all signatory states move with speed to establish NMISCs 

• Somalia called on IMO to consider providing technical assistance in carrying out 

capability assessments of the NMISCs 

• Called on the IMO to provide technical assistance to Signatory States to develop an 

integrated work plan. 

 

11.     Djibouti observed that it was a good document and called on signatory States to adopt it. 
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Summary of Discussion and Way Forward 

 

12. Having heard the presentation from the IMO Consultant, the meeting noted with 

appreciation the observations, recommendations, and critique on the draft ISN Strategy and 

Roadmap for enhancement of the ISN and adopted the summary of discussion and way forward 

as follows: 

• The Consultant amended the draft strategy as per the recommendations given in the 
meeting including noting that the Strategy is not only for Signatories of the Jeddah 

Amendment but also the DCoC signatory States eligible to sign the JA; amending the 

Vision and capturing external partners as Friends of DCoC for uniformity with the TORs 

of the Friends of DCoC. The Consultant also removed the countries mentioned by name; 

• IMO was requested to provide technical assistance to lead the work of capability 

assessments for DCoC Signatory States; 

• IMO was requested to provide technical assistance on the development of a joint work 

plan;  

• Noting that the success of the ISN Strategy is dependent on establishment and 

functionality of the NMISCs, Signatory States were encouraged to determine minimum 

operability of NMISCs by carrying out self-assessments of their respective NMISCs, to 

speed up the process.  

• The meeting agreed that issues of capacity building raised in the ISN Draft would be 

addressed during subsequent meetings of WG2. 

• The updated ISN draft to be circulated by email to all Signatory States for final 

comments, if any, before being forwarded to the Steering Committee for approval and 

adoption. 

Vote of thanks 

13.  The Chair WG 1 (Kenya) concluded the meeting by thanking all Participants for 

attending and wished them good health until the next meeting. 

14.  There being no other business, the meeting ended at 1600 hours EAT. 

Annexes: 

• Annex A – IMO Opening Remarks 

• Annex B - Agenda 

• Annex C – Presentation by Kenya 

• Annex D - DRAFT ISN Strategy and Roadmap for enhancement of ISN 

• Annex E- RSA Comments 
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Annex A- IMO OPENING REMARKS 

 
DCOC(JA) WORKING GROUP 1 VIRTUAL MEETING HELD ON 03RD NOVEMBER 2021 AT 

1400HOURS EAT 
 
National Focal Points, 
 
Members of Working Group 1 
 
Distinguished participants, 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen. 
 
On behalf of the IMO, thank you for availing yourselves for this second meeting of Working 
Group 1 since we last met on 18 May 2021. I am always pleased by the enthusiasm and 
commitment of this Working Group to implement the provisions of the Jeddah Amendment with 
an aim to enhance the regional information sharing network and to address the problem of sea-
blindness through a concerted effort to enhance Maritime Domain Awareness (MDA).  
 
As you may be all aware, and will shortly hear in this meeting, the last meeting of this Working 
Group selected a Sub-committee consisting of Kenya, Madagascar, Seychelles, Tanzania and 
Yemen to work with the IMO Consultant (Ms. Maisie Pigeon) in developing   a Strategy and 
Roadmap for enhancement of the DCoC JA Information Sharing Network. I am glad to note that 
the Sub-Committee and the IMO Consultant have had 2 virtual meetings and the Consultant has 
consulted widely with various Information Sharing stakeholders and MDA experts and 
organisations to prepare a draft that is uniquely carved for the DCoC Signatory States.   
 
I would like to assure you that IMO’s commitment to supporting the DCoC Signatory States 
through provision of technical assistance to the DCoC signatory states and in particular the work 
of this Working Group to develop a Strategy and Roadmap for enhancement of the Information 
Sharing Network still stands. This was evidenced by the additional requests to provide technical 
assistance in capability assessments, review of the Information Sharing Standard Operating 
Procedures which we received from the sub-committee and we hope the Working Group will 
adopt the Sub-Committee’s requests for IMO to spearhead the work of Capability Assessment 
by identifying potential partners to carry out the same in the Signatory States. 
 
We wish to highlight  that although the draft was developed with the support of the IMO 
Consultant, and reviewed by the Sub-Committee members during  their 2nd meeting on 13 

October 2021, we kindly encourage all the Working Group 1 members to effectively participate 
and critique the document extensively to ensure that the final outcome is fit for purpose and fully 
regionally owned – a document   that every Signatory State will be happy to   implement for 
national  benefit,  as well as  the entire DCoC Region, and ultimately contribute in the  
enhancement of MDA in the Western Indian Ocean and the Gulf of Aden. 
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In conclusion, we hope that with your support as Working Group 1 Members and the input  into 
the work that will be shared in this meeting, the DCoC Signatory States can adopt a Strategy 
and Roadmap for enhancement of the ISN which will enable creating a robust and sustainable 
Information Sharing Network to meet the challenge of the maritime threat scenarios. 
 
I wish you a great meeting ahead. 
 

Annex B- AGENDA 

Agenda - DCoC (JA) WORKING GROUP 1 MEETING 
 

Date: 03rd November 2021 
Time: 1400 Hrs. EAT time /1100 GMT 

Application: Zoom 
 

 
 
Item 
No.  
  

 
Approx. 
Timing  

 
Subject 

 
Lead  

 
 

Decision Required 

 
1.  5 min 

• Welcome remarks by the 
Secretariat 

 

IMO 
 

2.  

30 min 

Presentation of the draft 
Information Sharing Network 
Strategy to WG 1 

• Highlights and why the ISN 
Draft if important to the 
Region 
 

• The ISN Draft Presentation 
 

• Summary 

Chair-WG 1 
 
 
 
 
 

Ms. Maisie Pigeon 
 

Chair- WG 1 
 
 

Members to go through the 
ISN Strategy and 
Roadmap for 
Enhancement of ISN Draft 
as submitted by the IMO 
Consultant with revisions 
of the Sub-committee 
incorporated. 
Doc Ref: DCoC 
(JA)WG1(2) ISN Strategy 
Rev 1 

3.  

30 min Open Discussion  ALL 

To react, deliberate and 
recommend areas of 
revision of the ISN 

Strategy and Roadmap for 
enhancement of ISN Draft 

4.  

10min IMO Consultant’s Remarks IMO Consultant 

To share comments and 
observations of the 

reactions received from 
WG 1 members 
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 10 MINUTES BREAK 

5.  

15 min 
Summary of Discussion and Way 
Forward 

Chair- WG 1 

To confirm consensus and 
adoption of the ISN 
Strategy draft and 

roadmap of enhancement 
of ISN 

6.  
5min A.O.B. Chair/IMO 

 

7.  
5 min Vote of Thanks  Chair WG 1- Kenya 
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Annex C- PRESENTATION BY KENYA 
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Annex D- DRAFT ISN STRATEGY AND ROADMAP FOR ENHANCEMENT OF ISN (As 

amended after the meeting capturing all recommendations given) 

Enhancing the Djibouti Code of Conduct – Jeddah Amendment Information 
Sharing Network: Strategy Roadmap 

November 2021 

Mission Statement: to improve regional maritime domain awareness (MDA) and maritime  

safety and security through dissemination of reliable information-sharing on incidents of 

maritime crimes like piracy and armed robbery; illegal, unreported, and unregulated (IUU) 

fishing; illicit trades; human smuggling; and maritime terrorism. 

Vision: 

• Every DCoC-Jeddah Amendment member state has established its National 
Maritime     Security Committee structure which oversees the work of the 
operationalised National Maritime Information Sharing Centre (NMISC) and 
effectively utilises the information it provides in national maritime security decision 
making  

• DCoC members’ national agencies cooperate in sharing information through NMISCs  

• Friends of the DCoC cooperate in sharing information through MOUs 
established with NMISCs and regional centres 

• Analysis of incidents by regional centres distinguishes patterns in illicit maritime 
activities and supports disruption of maritime crime by guiding regional policy 
decisions 

 
Assumptions: 

• This process will take time and require patience to achieve ideal levels of 
operationalisation  

• Internal advocacy will be necessary to convince governments of the value of  prioritising 
maritime security and combating sea blindness; regional governments will be at varying 
levels of buy-in 

• Progress begets progress; even small victories are important pieces of the overall 
picture 

• Not all information will need to be shared between partners and it is up to the states to 
decide the modalities for sharing information   

 
Roadmap: The following roadmap was developed based on feedback from the Sub-
Committee on Enhancing Information Sharing, as well as interviews with experts in 
developing information- sharing networks. 
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Level Strategy Tactics 

National Establish NMISCs 
(operational) in all 
member states 

• Determine minimum operational  capacity 
necessary 

• Identify NMISCs capabilities and     gaps 

• Direct funding and capacity-building   to non-
operational NMISCs in signatory states 

Regional Maximise regional 
information- sharing 
centres by 
developing clear 
protocols for 
information sharing 

• Establish common or compatible protocols for 
sharing information between NMISCs and 
regional ISCs; incorporate into training and 
orientation for centre personnel 

• Establish common or compatible information-
sharing SOPs to promote interoperability  

• Implement joint trainings, workshops, 

conferences, TTX, meetings, reciprocal 

centre visits, operations at sea to build trust 

and rapport, and to normalise communication  

International Reports and 
analysis are 
produced and 
disseminated  
widely 

• Identify what unclassified information is needed  and 
what purpose it serves 

• Decide on frequency of reports/ briefings   

• Determine methods by which  information is 
shared 

 

Strategy #1: Establish and operationalise NMISCs in all signatory states, which 

coordinates activities of national maritime security agencies and maritime law 

enforcement in maritime domain awareness. 

 
Status quo: Some NMISCs are established and operational while other states are not currently 
operational [or do not have NMISCs]  
 

Roadblocks: Securing sustainable funding sources to build and maintain operational capability 
of NMISCs; turnover in personnel; lack of political will/maritime security not a priority to  regional 
governments (so-called “sea blindness”) 
 
Tactics: Determine minimum capability necessary for operations; DCoC Working Group 
coordinates funding and capacity-building efforts to gaps in   NMISCs under DCoC framework 
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Proposed next steps: States develop National Maritime Security Committees, who oversee the 
establishment, enhancement and operations of NMISCs, and information they supply is utilised 
to develop National Maritime Security Risk Registers, contribute to the development of Nati onal 
Maritime Security Strategies, and assist with national maritime security decision-making; DCoC 
Information Sharing Working Group determines minimum capability requirements for information 
sharing centres; states complete NMISC self-assessments to determine capabilities and gaps 
and develop individual roadmaps to full operationalisation of NMISCs; DCoC Information 
Sharing Committee identif ies gaps and determines priorities for  future capacity building efforts 
and funding and, in coordination with DCoC Working Group 2, and seeks support from the 
Friends of the DCoC to address capability gaps; States awaiting establishment of NMISCs 
develop clear SOPs for multi-agency information-sharing 
 

Strategy #2: Maximise regional information-sharing centres by establishing clear 

protocols for sharing information. 

 
Status quo: ISCs are at different levels of operability 
 

Roadblocks: Lack of trust at the national, regional, and international levels limits information 

sharing between agencies, which in turn may impede the region from developing complete 

maritime security picture and identifying patterns which would help marit ime enforcement 

authorities to prevent future threats across the region and beyond 

 

Tactics: Establish clear and common or compatible information sharing SOPs between 
agencies at the national level; establish clear and common or compatible information sharing 
SOPs for regional centres; establish training for information sharing and standardise across all 
centres in the region 
 

Proposed next steps: Engage national stakeholders in scenario-based exercises to collectively  
identify the types of information to be shared with regional centres and establish clear 
information sharing SOPs between NMISCs and regional ISCs based on the processes laid out 
in Articles 11 and 12 of the Jeddah Amendment; establish clear information-sharing SOPs for 
ISCs in the region which details what information is exchanged between centres, based on the 
process laid out in Article 11 of the Jeddah Amendment; implement joint trainings, workshops, 
table top exercises, conferences, meetings, reciprocal centre visits, and operations at sea 
between actors operating in the region  to build trust and rapport and to share success stor ies, 
best practices, and lessons learned, and to normalize communications; establish training 
specific to information sharing protocols which is standardized across all centres operating in 
the region; consider future SOPs for two-way information sharing with private actors 
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Strategy #3: Continue evolving Information Sharing Network which shares information 

with wide  distribution list. 

 
Status quo: Information sharing network is focused on incidents of piracy and armed robbery at 
sea and is not currently inclusive of other maritime threats pertinent to the region including  IUU 
fishing, illicit trades, human smuggling, and maritime terrorism 
 

Roadblocks: Lack of trust at national, regional, and international levels; absence of reporting 
requirements or agreed upon incident reporting system; diff iculties with interoperability of  
information reporting systems 

 
Tactics: Identify/establish trusted, independent source to sanitise/anonymise data received from 
multiple sources and distribute reports widely; determine methods by which information   is 
shared; design universal incident report; build effective working relationships between 
colleagues at centres across the region 
 
Proposed next steps: Stakeholders explore what information to share using collective scenario - 
based exercises and build clear information-sharing protocols with international partners based 
on the exercise as well as the processes laid out in Article 12 of the Jeddah Amendment; 
stakeholders incorporate information-sharing protocols into training/orientation of NMISC and 
regional ISC personnel; stakeholders collectively identify trusted source to anonymise, sanitise, 
and analyse data; based on the process laid out in Article 12 of the Jeddah Amendment, 
regional reports are compiled by regional centres and distributed widely within the network, 
allowing recipients to decide if/how  to act on information received; collectively weigh the 
benefits of various information sharing systems and decide on best options for expanded ISN 
 

Milestones: 

• Roadmap agreed to amongst DCoC member states 

• NMSCs are established to enhance and oversee the operations of NMISCs 
and the information they supply is used to develop National Maritime Security 
Risk Registers, contribute to the development of National Maritime Security 
Strategies, and assist with national maritime security decision making 

• NMISCs established and operationalised coordinate the activities of national agencies       
engaged in maritime security and maritime law enforcement, and facilitate  
interagency cooperation 

• Establish clear information-sharing protocols between agencies and centres, 
establish information-sharing MOUs with non-DCoC information-sharing 
centres in the region 

• Data is collected from multiple sources, sanitised to remove all identifying 
information by a trusted source, analysed, and distributed, helping actors in the 
region to identify criminal patterns and risk factors 

• Information is used to disrupt and prevent maritime crime in the region
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• Annex 1 – DcoC Capability Assessment Grid for National and Regional Information Sharing 

Centres (for NMISC self-assessment) 

Lines Of Development 

High Level Medium Level Low Level 

Doctrine and 

Concepts 

National Regional 

Mandate/Policy 

'Higher Level Linkage to all 

the other Lines of 

Development' 

National/Regional Maritime Strategy 

(Signed), Mandate to define Capability 

Requirement, Command and Control, 

Identify the Threats (Piracy, Smuggling, IUU, 

CT, Narcotics, etc.), MDA Centre Plan (2-

year road-map) - including how to measure 

performance (through Operational 

Assessment Grid), Standing Operating 

Procedures (SOPs). Information Sharing 

Agreements (MOU). 

Infrastructure Building Facilities, Services  Power, Shelter, Water, Secure Environment, 

Dedicated IT Space (Controlled), Internet 

Access (Bandwidth aligned with system 

requirements), Telephony, Business 

Continuity Plan (BCP), Meeting Room, 

Secure Storage. 

Equipment  MDA Capability MDA System (National, Regional, 

International). National and/or Regional 

Comms, Open Systems, GMDSS, Conference 

Facilities (Video Tele-Conferencing), 

Organisation Internal Manning Structure Roles and Responsibilities (IT Security, COS, 

Information Officer, etc.).  Hours of 

Operation (365/24/7), Organogram. 

Information Data Available, Understanding 

and Exchange 

SAT-AIS, Coastal AIS, LRIT, VMS, Vessel 

Reporting, Radar, EO, SAR/Imagery, Air and 

Maritime Patrol, ELINT,  E-Mail, VOIP 

(Secure), Data Exploitation Tools, 

Foundation Geospatial Information, Charts 

(Digital and Paper). Information Sharing (iaw 

MOU). 

Interoperability External Organisation 

Exchange/Interface 

National Interfaces (Fish, Defence, 

Coastguard, Home Office, Foreign Office, 

etc), Regional Interfaces (Other MDA 

Centres, Regional MOCs, etc.), International 

Interfaces (International MDA Centres, 

International Organisations and Maritime 
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Component Commands) - Digital, Voice and 

Physical Meetings/interaction. 

People Suitably Manned for the 

Operation 

Maritime Background, Suitably Qualified 

(generic), Sustainability and Manning Plan. 

Maritime English proficiency. 

Training Facilities, Delivery Training cycle sustainability, Location, 

Provider.  Generic and Operational Training. 

Training Performance Standard, Operational 

Performance Standard (align and proven 

through the Operational Assessment Grid). 

Logistics Access, Transport, Finance 

Model 

Robust and sustainable finance model (iaw 

endorsed Mandate), Roads, Mail Service, 

Cleaning, Enviromental.  
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Annex 2 – United States Maritime Operation Centre Capabilities Survey  
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Annex E- RSA COMMENTS 

SOUTH AFRICAN INPUTS ON: 

ENHANCING THE DJIBOUTI CODE OF CONDUCT – JEDDAH AMENDMENT 

INFORMATION SHARING NETWORK: STRATEGY ROADMAP 

VISION: 

1st Bullet – what about the DCoC-Jeddah Amendment Non-signatory countries who remain 

DCoC member states? 

3rd Bullet Point – Delete the names of the listed “external partners”, it is not advisable to 

mention external partners as the list may change and increase which might result in the 

need to review the Strategy.  The strategy document should cover short, medium and long-

term strategic plans.  

“External Partners” – is this the same as Friends of the DCoC? In the Terms of Reference, 

we refer to the “Friends of the DCoC” why change the terminology in the Strategy.  Proposal 

for the “External Partners” to be changed to “Friends of the DCoC”  

Insert: “National, Regional and International organisations” in the sentence before 

“cooperation…” 

ASSUMPTIONS: 

4th Bullet point – delete “what to share and how” and replace with the insertion of “the 

modalities for sharing information” 

ROADMAP TABLE: 

NATIONAL (LEVEL) – STRATEGY  

What about the DCoC Member states who have not yet signed the Jeddah Amendment?  

REGIONAL (LEVEL) - TACTICS 

1st & 2nd Bullet Points – insert “or compatible” after “common” to read “common or 

compatible” to avoid limiting member states. 

INTERNATIONAL (LEVEL) – TACTICS 

1st Bullet Point – propose that the “information needed” be limited to unclassified 

information. 

STRATEGY #1  

PROPOSED NEXT STEP – 4TH point (DCoC Information Sharing Committee identif ies gap 

and determines priorities for future capacity building efforts and funding and, in coordination 

with DCOC WG2, communicates these to the Friends of the DCOC and seek support  to 

address capability gaps) 

What about the establishment of the DCoC Fund? It was proposed that DCoC establishes a 

Fund to be used in capacity building of Member states?   
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It is proposed that the last part of the sentence be re-phrased because it sounds as if DCoC 

will be reporting to the “Friends of the DCoC”  

STRATEGY #2  

TACTICS - insert “or compatible” after “common” to read “common or compatible”  

STRATEGY #3 

MILESTONES: 

1ST Bullet Point: is this inclusive of DCoC-JA non-signatory members? 

2nd Bullet Point: delete “to establish” 

 

ANNEX 1 – DCOCCAPABILITY ASSESSMENT GRID FOR NATIONAL AND REGIONAL 

INFORMATION SHARING CENTRES (FOR NMISC SELF-ASSESSMENT) 

4TH ROW: ORGANISATION – 3RD COLUMN (LOW LEVEL): 

Spelling error: delete “Organigrim” and replace with “Organogram” 

 

ANNEX 2 – UNITED STATES MARITIME OPERATION CENTRE CAPABILITIES SURVEY 

Will USA be conducting the surveys or will the DCoC member States conduct the survey by 

themselves? 

Why can’t we customise Annex 2 to fit DCoC and DCoC-JA member states (similar to Annex 

1). 

 

----------------------------------------------------------END---------------------------------------------------------- 

 


