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Extractive Industries & Agenda 2030:
A global framework for measuring and tracking economic, social

and environmental performance

Casper Sonesson, United Nations Development Programme
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1. What is Agenda 2030 and the SDGs

AGENDA STRUCTURE

DECLARATION

Vision, Shared Principles and
Commitments, A Call for Action to
Change Our World

Sustainable
Development Goals

17 SDGs and 169 Targets

The 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable
Development

FOLLOW-UP AND
REVIEW

National, Regional and Global

IMPLEMENTATION

Means of Implementation and
Global Partnership
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1. What is Agenda 2030 and the SDGs
SDG AGENDA PRINCIPLES

Global Issues in Balance

INTEGRATION

Policy integration
means balancing all
three SD dimensions:
social, economic growth
and environmental
protection

An integrated approach
implies managing trade-
offs and maximizing
synergies across targets

UNIVERSALITY

Implies that goals and
targets are relevant to
all governments and
actors: integration
Universality does not
mean uniformity. It
implies differentiation
(What can each
country contribute? —
CBDR principle)

Empowered lives.
Resilient nations.

‘NO ONE LEFT
BEHIND’

The principle of ‘no one
left behind’ advocates
countries to go beyond
averages.

The SDGs should
benefit all — eradicating
poverty and reducing
inequalities.

Promotion and use of
disaggregated data is
key
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2) Why is Agenda 2030 relevant U[N]

Resilient nations.

a) Extractive industries can play a critical role in SDG achievement

Enhancing positive contributions, e.q.:

= Significant generator of public revenues, contributor to GDP and export earnings

= Drive and catalyze economic growth investments, technology and knowledge
transfer, innovation

= Establish linkages — Development of infrastructure and up-, down-, and side-stream
linkages

= Scope - Global presence and wide reach, including in remote, less-developed areas

Mitigate negative impacts:

= Environmental degradation, displacement of populations, worsening economic and
social inequality, Dutch disease, armed conflicts, gender-based violence, tax evasion
and corruption, and increased risk for many health problems



s‘"f_.. 2) Why is Agenda 2030 relevant
“Zam " for the extractive industries? (2)

b) The SDGs will impact on and matter for the
Extractive Industry - The Business case:

national plans, regulations & policies

= |[ncorporating SDGs can mean greater efficiencies,
cost savings and competitiveness

= Supporting the SDGs builds a better business
environment

" |[ncorporating the SDGs enhances possibility to
access capital

= Aligning with the SDGs can give companies a
common language to communicate impact
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VA 3) What can the extractive industries do to
400 contribute to SDG Achievement? (1) e
@Tf,""f“.*::r.‘!f!"f-‘it'.x.! f\ \ ‘ Ec:go;g.c
‘z’lc\)llla6|:;ping Mining to the SDGs” (UNDP, WEF, CCSI, UNSDSN, July "

“Oil & Gas and the SDGs” (UNDP, IFC, IPIECA, CCSI, SDSN, Q4 2016)  Mapping Mining to the

Sustainable Development Goals:
A Preliminary Atlas

Three outcomes:
1. Increased understanding of how the SDGs and mining relate

2. Awareness-raising of opportunities and challenges to
encourage companies to incorporate relevant SDGs into
business operations

3. Multi-stakeholder dialogue and collaboration towards
achievement of the SDGs

One chapter / SDG:
1. Incorporating each SDG into core business activities and
functions

2. Proposed ways for companies to collaborate with other
stakeholders and leverage additional resources

3. Case studies



Major Issue Areas for Mining and the SDGs

3) What can the

extractive industries
do?

Multiple opportunities
across all SDGs...

= Need to prioritize —
context matters

, society
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SDG15: Life on Land %

v' SDG15: Protect, restore and promote sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems,
sustainably manage forests, combat desertification, halt and reverse land
degradation and halt biodiversity loss

v’ Business case: Accessing land, license to operate, access to finance

Mining and Life on Land (SDG15)

Integration into Core Business Collaboration and Leverage
« Recognize dynamic nature . S.upport projects that link communities and
Achisve - Apply mitigation hierarchy to of Hiabitats biodiversity -
net positive or | Minimize impact Preserve « Conduct comprehensive * Encourage and participate in landscape
nonetloss | * Avoid impacts to critical habitat |~ ecosystem baseline and follow-up level planning ' .
impact « Offset biodiversity impacts services environmental impact « Restore historic habitats and engage in

reforestation and anti-poaching efforts

assessments ; i
« Collaborate in research initiatives

3. Examples
* Mining and Biodiversity Guidelines — South Africa
* Biodiversity offsets — e.g. Madagascar



Mining and Biodiversity Guidelines — South Africa

Resilient nations.

Three-year multi-stakeholder process convened by the
South African Mining and Biodiversity Forum with
participation of the Chamber of Mines of South Africa and
its members, several government departments and NGOs.

A single common reference point for industry and _
regulators to ensure biodiversity issues are integrated into o
the decision-making for mining projects. Mining and Biodiversity Guideline ﬂ

Mainstreaming biodiversity into the mining sector

Launched in 2013, approved by mineral and environment
ministers and adopted by Chamber of Mines (69 members)

Multistakeholder process was a critical feature —
“collaborative governance” to develop new standards, s & ey s
policies and to build trust.



W™

| SDG14: Life Below Water S

v' SDG14: SDG14: Life Below Water — Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas
and marine resources for sustainable development

v’ Business case: Access to resources, adherence to regulation, license to operate,
access to finance

Empowered lives.
Resilient nations.

A3 Mining and Life Below Water (SDG14)

Integration into Core Business Collaboration and Leverage

« Properly dispose of tailings/waste
+ Assess social and environmental « Protect marine life » Collaborate with local authorities to

_flncorporate impacts on fishing- and marine- 't‘;‘;f:::‘ « Minimize habitat disturbance || ~ establish conservation areas and marine
X ?nl:::(:::;::tter base livelihoods ining | Conductsensivty analyses | reserves
assessments |° Map breeding grounds and cautiously in understanding short-and || « Develop multistakeholder coastal zone

migration routes of underwater
species

long-term impacts management plans

v' Example: Protecting coral reefs at an LNG terminal - Yemen



How can extractives contribute?
Towards Integrated approaches to SDGs

Empowered lives.

Better understanding required... et

Nacala Logistics Corridor — Mozambique

= 900km railway to connect mine to Nacala port

= Minerals transport + general cargo and shared use, including agriculture

= 1000+ km of roads (Mal — Moz —Zam)

= Partners: Government of Mozambique; Government of Malawi; Vale / Mitsui;
Nacala Corridor Fund, AfDB

Infrastructure project seeks to catalyze broader economic and agriculture
development. Unclear if environmental and social issues taken into account —

but opportunities and need to do so going forward.

Integrated planning. Synergies? Trade-offs?

SDGs impacted - 2,8,9,15..




=N

5. Measuring and tracking contributions and
) [
impacts on the SDGs P

Why?
* To guide public and private sector accountability, help to aggregate efforts and thus track progress

SDG target 12.6 on enhancing corporate sustainability reporting may mean new policies and
requirements at country levels on corporate reporting

* SDGs are nationally-owned - governments are currently defining their specific targets

* Ensure correct types of data is collected to capture extractives’ contributions to national SDG
achievement

* Need to align existing corporate measurement frameworks and SDG indicators and tools, e.g.:
* SDG Compass —aims to align company strategies with SDGs and measure contributions
* Integrated Biodiversity Assessment Tool (IBAT for Business)
* Global Reporting Initiative
* |IRMA
* Beyond Zero Harm framework



Measuring and tracking:
Alignment SDGs — GRI ]

Resilient nations.
(From 11SD / IGF presentation)

SDGs. GRI Indicator Categories (49 categories)

Goall. | TITIT T TTT TTT TT TR R T TR T I T I T TT] B B [ ]
Goal 2.

Goal 3.
Goal 4. I
Goal 5. .

Goal 6. B

Goal 7.

Goal 8. 1 0N ]

Goal 9. |

Goal 10. e
Goal 11. .I

Goal 12, L] [] L] H 1IN ] []
Goal 13. N

Goal 14.
Goal 15.

Goal 16. | |

Goal 17. ._l .

Color-coding: Alignment No Alignment




Moving forward to enhance sustainable
development outcomes from extractives?

~
D e Institutionalize dialogue and partnership in the
i sector, at country & local levels - pilots
partnership
3 J
\
e Capacity building of stakeholders for
implementation, monitoring, enforcement
J
e Align extractive policies & regulations with SDGs A
A, and national development priorities
Policies & . . .
Jrlie) © Integrate SDGs into business practices )
. . \
e Deepen understanding about how extractives
contribute to the SDGs; how to track and measure
Knowledge, impacts

data J




{2 Proteus Annual Meeting

WCMC

28th - 29th June 2016
David Attenborough Building, Cambridge, UK

& bp Chevron H
BARRICK % g eni
Ex¢onMobil = @
REPSFOL
- &% @
RioTinto A ~’woodside

Statoil ToTAL



Biodiversity and the extractive sector

he role of the Intergovernmental Platform on
Biodiversity and Ecosystem services (IPBES)

lvar Baste, IPBES Bureau & co-chair of the IPBES capacity building task force

@
Q\\W/‘@ www.ipbes.net
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Establishment of IPBES

Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services

Established in April 2012, Panama

Objective: To strengthen the science-policy interface for
biodiversity and ecosystem services for the conservation and

sustainable use of biodiversity, long-term human well-being
and sustainable development

Currently 124
Members

Secretariat hosted
In Bonn, Germany




Sustainable development.
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The challenge

Overview of trends across 20 Aichi targets
55 indicators

States Pressures Responses

Improvi? Worsenin? leproving % /
/
/

+100%

No change
N

l l

Worsening Improvmg wOrsennng

-100%

—

2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020

Slide from David Cooper CBD Secretariat
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Nature's henefit?'

to people

Ecosystem goods

and services
MNature’'s gifts

IPBES Conceptual Framework

Good quality of life A
Human wellbeing

Living in harmony with nature
Living-well in balance and

harmony with Mother Eal"thj

A ry

4 Direct drivers N

' Anthropogenic
assets

e

v

”~

Institutions and

]

[ Natural drivers ]

| Anthropogenic ]

_/

governance and other J N »  drivers

/

indirect drivers

v
4 Nature )

Biodiversity and ecosystems

Mother Earth
Systems of life

Intrinsic values

Changing over time

Baseline-Trends-Scenarios
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bes

Science and Policy
for People and Nature

Constitution

Goals, functions and operating principles ( i.a. on credibility, relevance, legitimacy,
independence, involvement, gender & cooperation)

Institutional arrangements:

Plenary

Bureau

Multidisciplinary
Expert Panel (MEP)

Secretariat

Expert groups

Technical support
Units (TSUs)

Governance tools:

Rules of Procedures for the Plenary
Work programme 2014-2018 (WP)
Trust Fund

Procedures for the preparation of
Platform deliverables (scoping, expert
selection, preparation, review and
approval of assessments; use of ILK;
addressing errors & conflict of interest)

Conceptual Framework

Guidelines (assessments, scenarios,
valuation) and catalogs on assessments
(and policy support tools)



IPBES 1stwork programme

|

Objective 1. Strengthen the capacity and knowledge foundations of

the science-policy interface to implement key IPBES functions

|

|

Objective 2: Strengthen the
science-policy interface on
biodiversity and ecosystem
services at and across the
sub-regional, regional and

kglobal levels

\

|

-

/

1

(&

Objective 3: Strengthen
the knowledge-policy
Interface with regard to
thematic and
methodological issues

~

/

1

|

Objective 4. Communicate and evaluate
IPBES activities, deliverables and findings

|




Science and Paolicy
for People and Nature

IPBES First Work Programme

Deliverable

IPBES 3 IPBES 4
12-17Jan 22-28Feb

IPBES 5 IPBES 6 IPBES 7
13- 19 May
(tbe) (tbe) (tbe)

la+1b

(g}

1d+4b

Q

[a]

w
Q

IS ~ w w ] ] () |~

3bii

3biii

w
(e}

o

o

Task
Task Force on Ind
Task F

Assessment Guide

Scoping
Scoping
Thematic Assessment on Pollination |
Scoping
Scoping
Scoping
Methodological Assessment on Scenarios & Modelling |

Scoping and Development of Guide on Values

Catalogue of P

Communica

Regional/Subregional AssessmeLts on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services |

Thematic Assessment onHLand Dergradation and Restoration |

Quidance on Values

orce on Capacity Building
eneous and Local Knowledge Systems

rce on Knowledge and Data

, |
Global Assessments on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services

Thematic Assessment on Invasive Alien Species
| |

Thematic Assessment on Sustainable Use of Biodiversity
| | | |
Guidance on and Further Development of Scenarios & Modelling

I | |

Methodological Assessment on Diverse Conceptualisation of Values
| I

Re-scoping

C% talogue of Assessments

icy Support Tools and Methodologies
ion and Stakeholder Engagement

Evaluation




» IPBES critically assesses the state of knowledge on the
Interactions between human societies and the natural world from
an international perspective.

» The different analyses typically involve in-kind contributions by
hundreds of leading experts from multiple disciplines in science
as well as from indigenous and local knowledge systems.

» They're involvement follow a rigorous process which presents
the confidence level of the knowledge and policy tools at hand in
support of policy-making and further knowledge generation.



Assessment Process

1 year 3 years
Plenary € > Plenary = S Plenary
\ scoping assessment \ writing assessment

Expert group Expert group

SCOPING ASSESSMENT AUTHORS
EXPERTS | & REVIEW EDITORS

/A 74 74

Peer Review “Nomination ~  Peer Review

~Nomination Peer Review

. GOVERNMENTS GOVERNMENTS  GOVERNMENTS EXPERTS . GOVERNMENTS
. &STAKEHOLDERS | | & EXPERTS ~ &STAKEHOLDERS = . &EXPERTS
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Science and Policy
for People and Nature

High 4 ;
|
|
|
Established ! Well
but incomplete | established
|
b= I
0]
= I
@ |
o
o |
S | F T T T T T T
S |
5
> I
0]
- [
|
Inconclusive | Unresolved
|
|
|
I
I
Low !
4
Low Quantity and Robust

quality of
the evidence

High

Certainty scale

Low

Figure SPM.A2: The four-box model for the qualitative communication of confidence.

Confidence increases towards the top-right corner as suggested by the increasing

strength of shading. Source: modified from Moss and Schneider (2000).™"!

Well established:
comprehensive meta-analysis
or other synthesis or multiple
independent studies that
agree.

Established but incomplete:
general agreement although
only a limited number of
studies exist; no
comprehensive synthesis
and/or the studies that exist
address the question
imprecisely.

Unresolved: multiple
independent studies exist but
conclusions do not agree.

Inconclusive: limited
evidence, recognizing major
knowledge gaps.
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Science and Policy
for People and Nature

» The development of the SPM is an iterative process
which involve going fourth and back between the SPM

and the main report

Executive
summaries

15t order
draft
chapters

/’

15t ord. SPM

Executive
summaries

2" order
draft
chapters

—

il 2nd ord. SPM

Executive
summaries

Final draft
report

2
g
>
()
—

IPBES
Plenary

for line by
line
approval
of SPM

acceptance
of main
report
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Science and Policy
for People and Nature

Strategy 1: Learning and engagement

Cap .
In ACity_py,
Ney, Yory inb: 1l dlng fo Fum

- the IPBES Training and Familiarisation Programme eptember201
6

- initiatives on promoting secondments and internships as well as
exchange visits and study tours

- the IPBES Fellowship Programme

Strategy 2: Facilitating access to expertise and information

- building and supporting communities of practice

- facilitating integration of indigenous and local knowledge

- facilitating access to data, information and knowledge

Strategy 3: Strengthening national and regional capacities

- promoting and facilitating national capacity-self assessment

- promoting and facilitating national and sub-regional assessments

- promoting and facilitating national and regional platforms and
networks



IPBES identifies legitimate,
credible & relevant knowledge
On how ecosystem services
support human well-being
By assessing the state of
knowledge at different scales

Through in-kind contributions
from thousands of experts
By identifying knowledge
needs & ways of managing
knowledge

By facilitating policy support
tools development

By building capacity in the
science policy interface
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Identifying areas of tension between
oil and gas and biodiversity and the
governance challenges ahead

29th June 2016

Sharon Brooks, Mark Wright, Katie Leach, Simon
Blyth




Oil and gas
development across
Africa

* >2700 contract blocks in
Africa
* Covering 20% Africa’s

land area and 19% of the
EEZ

7

UNEP WCMC

Density of Contract Blocks
- . ,

Low High

Showing the density of the number

of contract Contract Blocks which

occur in each cell.

Density of Contract Blocks within

the 100km X 100km cell size varies

between 0 (Low) and 74 (High).

Development Corridors =

B nadvisible

Marginal
Development Corridor data from:Estimating the Environmental Costs
Promising of Africa's Massive "Development Corridors” Laurance et al., 2015,
Current Biology 25, 1-7 December 21, 2015 ®2015 Elsevier Ltd
All rights reserved. http:/idx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.10.046

The boundaries and names shown and the designations used on maps do not imply official endorsemant
or acoeptance by the United Nations Envi Programme or contributory isati ©®UNEP-WCMC Febiuary 2016

29th June 2016




Oil and gas
development relative
to biodiversity

* 20 % of area occupied by
protected areas and KBAs
overlap with contract
blocks

 Half of overlapping areas,
overlap in entirity |

* 32% of AZEs overlap with poatnd Ao and s oA W

Overlap with Contract Blocks \

contract blocks by ~20% e

- PA overlap with contract blocks (1,529)

No KBA overlap with contract blocks (955)

- No PA overlap with contract blocks (6,151 )

The boundaries and names shown and the designations used on maps do not imply official endorsement
or acceptance by the United Nations og or y © UNEP-WCMC February 2018

29th June 2016



Country comparison

Protected areas Key Biodiversity Areas

1.0 10
“gl 09 I
08 08
o 07
o 06

Niger 05 oe

Chad Burundi

Guinea-Bissau DRC

South Sudan
Djibouti South Sudan

Zambia
Zambia

Malawi Somalia

Sudan Somalia

Nalawi

Countries with significant overlap include Malawi,
Mozambique, Somalia and Djibouti

29th June 2016



Further findings

60 2 000 Internationally

1,800 .

1 600 recognised protected

40 1,400

N 1200 areas overlap to a greater
0 extent with contract

) 0 £ plocks

10 . 400

200

0 —— 0

International Mational Regional

a0

Thousands

Average % Cwverlap
Total area (km?)

In 72 % cases, the protected area was established prior to
the contract being awarded, and 24 % cases the contract
was awarded first

29th June 2016



Pipeline intersects

— T Total combined distance of
°taf 09'“"’_'"9 istance Pipelines within Key \
of Pipelines W'ft“';‘, Biodiversity Areas (KBAs)
Protected Areas of Africa of Africa 3
No. of PAs No. of KBAs R
in Africa in Africa ‘
I > 200km ®) I > 200km (10) W
I 101km - 200km @7) I 101km - 200km (19) by ;
I 5k - 100km @7) I 51km - 100km (19) -
I 11km - 50km (122) I 11km - 50km (52)
[ 100m - 10km (207) 100m - 10km (56)
I Protected Areas  (7281) KBAs without (1327)
without pipelines pipelines
The boundaries and names shown and the designations used on maps do not imply official endorsement The boundaries and namas shown and the designalions used on maps do not imply official endorsement
or acceptance by the United Nations %l or i ©UNEP WCMC  April 2016 or acceptance by the United Nations g or ©UNEP WCMC February 2016

Greatest intersects in Algeria, Chad, Egypt, Nigeria, and Tanzania

29th June 2016




Contract blocks

East

1
-‘ " e
Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs) ‘ g ¢ REE
and Protected Areas in Africa ..,.'
Percentage area of each Protected Area ?  Ethiopi
or KBA overlapped by Contract Blocks U= (Ren v R \
No. of PAs and
KBAs in Africa ' -
Bl >99% overlap  (1107) RN /,\’ S
S § P .
B 76-99% overlap  (242) '-{fwf -/ 7
E I 51-75% overlap  (186) b
26-50% overlap  (194) ’ | > e
1-25% overlap  (328) ‘
0 200 400 600 800 1.000
9 km 0"9”"/ B
d names shown and 3
& UNEP-WCMC  March 2016
N
Democi lepublic of the Congo o~
L.
\i
N
N
- 10°0'0"S 10°0'0"S |-
1l
-
- 20°0'0"S 20°0'0"S |~
Namibia ‘
- ) el
/ South Africa® |
st : /\ll ‘(4
- 30 OI&E{\ i 40°00°E

Africa

Pipelines

‘/-\\\ B -~ P e

W-Mh‘j
ICongo

1
Chad " sg00e & . 30°0 = 40°0'0"E
/ N A

) % -

-, 2 .

Central African Republic 4 South Sudan ‘7 Ethiopia

.,
Xy 5
L o=

-1 20°00"s

Namibia Botswana

20”0}
e

o 1 j’

i

South Afri
=

40°0'0"E

29th June 2016




Future oil and gas development

* 66 protected areas
potentially facing
increasing threat, 12
internationally recognised

* 200 protected areas
potentially facing new
threat

T N .
Y 2 ROy &b
Protected Areas in Africa k\’— i

* Priority countries include
Overlap with Contract Blocks (current) \\w A Zambia) SOUth Africa)
and Bidding/Application blocks (future) ‘;&:;\.,/ Guinea Bissau and

No. of PAs = )

Il PAs with new future overlap 200
PAs with increasing future overlap 66 Uganda
PAs with existing overlap 1,563

I PAs with no overlap 5,851 . C

The boundaries and names shown and the designations used on maps do not imply official endorsement
or acce ICA United Nations i or il Y i

ptance by the Unit ©UNEP-WCMC  February 2016

29th June 2016




Who is operating in Africa

Small — Medium - Large

Very small =\ I'. ."I ."F Very large

|
_/

Very Large

* >500 commercial

eeeeeeee : entities operating
National . .
. within contract blocks
in Africa

N\

Large
Private

Very small




Protected areas ° Despite their number,

@ . . 2 large multinational

companies operate in

areas that overlap
relatively little with

Medium @lH
Large ®
Very large I®
Large ®
Medium H®
Very large M

Avera 0] P
(=T &y | g
o Very small S
Medium SR
Very large @S-
Very small -
Small Bl
Very large NG
Very small I
Small -
Medium IR ®
Large HNEH
[ ]
° v 3 & 8
X 10000
Total Overlap (km?)

biodiversity areas

Government
control

overnment entity National company Privately owned

) 2 e Greater efforts

o Key Biodiversity Areas 2 8 <
$x ¢« o s & needed to engage
fo * . ¢ single country
E — ; s w o © l i 4 i i ﬁ i i i 0 .
3 s3I Es:isBisose companies and large
Gowernmentg gGO\u'ernmententityg gJl\lational company.rg ’ Privately owned ’ national Companies

control

29th June 2016



Oil Governance in Uganda and Kenya:

A review of efforts to establish baseline indicators on the
impact of the oil sector in Uganda and Kenya

Strengthening governance
of the oil sector with
respect to biodiversity

Country situation analysis for Uganda and

Kenya

June 2016

Strengthening
governance

eLegal and policy frameworks
eStakeholder coordination

Overarching
structures

*Transparency

*Capacity

LLERES eData, information and monitoring
foundations

29th June 2016




Kenya veere
Commercial discoveries in 2012
Multiple oil companies o Govermance

Oil discoveries outside protected

areas

work )

SOMALIA

Biophysical

[ concessions

| Concessions éata: OpenDi (cata cownioaded

Croative Commons
“Aviion-ShareAlive 4 O Internatonal

Prpeline cata: From Wameda Commns,
e carmor wikemes okl

| Epw——

| Deisyacin i Socloeconomic
(NB. Many
safeguards

incorporated in
overarching
legislation)

= Of ppeine (proposed)
i ppsine (cparating)

4| Eate duis ESRI datasers
0 S0 100 150 200 250
— — —

curces Esti HERE Delome. USGS intemap, incremen; P Cap. NRCAN. Esn Sapan MET, Esr Ching
(Heng Kang) E (Thakand. TomTom. Mapmyinca. ~ Geeosgeciiiap contnulars. sndIhe GIS Usehoorg
Community

General
Erwironment

Biodiversity

Air and Noise

Livelihoods

Human Rights

Cultural Heritage

Constitution (2010)
Vision 2030 (2010)

Country Government Act (2012) (as amended 2016)

Draft Mational Policy for Sustainable Development [of...]
Arid Lands

Access to Information Bill (2015)

Statute Law (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill (2015)
Public Benefit Organisation (PBO) Act (2013)

Draft National Energy Policy (2014)

Petroleum Exploration and Production Act (1986)
Energy Act (2006)

Energy Bill (2015)

Mining Bill (2014)

Matural Resources (Benefit Sharing) Bill (2014)
Petroleum (Exploration, Devipmnt & Production) Bill (2015)
Petroleum Master Plan (PMP) (in dev.)

Erv. Mgt and Coordination Act (EMCA) (1888)and (2013)
Draft EMCA (Deposit Bonds) Regulations (2014)
Wildiife Policy (2013)

Wildlife Conservation and Management Act (2013)
Land Act (2012)

EMCA (Waste Management) Regulations (2006)

EMCA (Noise [...]) Control Regulations (2009)

EMCA (Air Quality Standards) Regulations (2007)

National Land Commission Act (2012)

Land RegistrationAct (2012)

Community Land Bill (2015)

[...] Assistance lo Internally Displaced Persons|...] Act (2012)
Bill of Rights (of the Constitution, 2010

Private Security Regulation Bill (2014)

National i =ums and Heritage Act (2006)
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Overarching

Uganda

Oil Governance
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Ugandan Constitution (1995) (as amended in 2005)
National Development Plan (2015)

Physical Development Plan for the Albertine Graben
Access to Information Act (2005)

Public Order Management Act (2013)

National Oil & Gas Policy (2008)

Oil and Gas Revenue Mgt Policy (2012)
Public Finance (Amendment) Bill (2015)
Petroleum (Upstream) Act (2013)
Petroleum (Downstream) Act (2013)

Draft National Environment Managemert Policy (2014)
National Environment Act (1995)
Environmental Impact Assessment Regs (1998)

Uganda Wildlife Policy (2014)

Uaanda Wildlife Act (1996)
Forestry Policy (2001)

National Environment (Waste Mgt) Regs (1999) & draft
Amendment (2014) :

National Environment ([...] Mgt of Soil Quality) Regs (2001)
National Environment (Mountainous [...] Mgt) Regs (2000)

National Environment (Noise [...]) Regs (2003)
Draft National Environment (Noise and Vibrations Standards and
Control) Regulations (2013)

Draft National Air Quality Regulations (2013)

National Fisheries Policy (2004)
National Land Policy (2013)
Land (amended) Act (2010)
Land Acquisition Act (1965)

Human Rights Employment Act (2006)
Historical Monuments Act (1968)
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* Legal and policy frameworks
» Stakeholder coordination
* Transparency

Overarching

structures

 Rapid legal reform (but lacking robust underlying policies)
* Variable stakeholder consultation
* International best practice not reflected

» SEAs not yet fully enshrined in law and, along with EIAs,
lack standards and guidance

* Insufficient inter- ministerial coordination
* Donor support not fully coordinated
* Lack of transparency - PSAs and bidding process




* Capacity
OiteSuyentes © Data, information and monitoring
foundations )

* Knowledge gaps by government and civil society

« Understanding of international best practice low
 Lack of resources to monitor and enforce compliance
* Gaps in capacity development programmes

 Data availability poor, but company data represents some of
the best available for oil rich regions

 Existing data not adequately accessible and not informing
decisions




Key recommendations

* Embed international best practice within
national laws and policies (regional
harmonisation)

» Strengthen SEA and EIA requirements and
standards

 Better resourcing of environmental regulators

* Improve coordination between ministries

* Increase transparency of sector

» Strengthen environmental component and reach B

of capacity development programs

* Improve data collection and accessibility




Implications for the private
sector

* There is a need to recognise the wide array of company
types and their relative ability to manage biodiversity

* Multinationals can and are playing an important role in:
» developing and road testing best practice;

» integrating best practice into national laws and
policies;

» building capacity (knowledge and awareness)

» Generating biodiversity data




Implications for the private
sector: recommendations

1. Continue to engage in capacity development, with a
need to integrate environmental management

2. Continue to adopt best practice and drive its integration
into national policies

3. Share examples of best practice to drive uptake

4. Engage in transparency initiatives e.g. EITI

5. Work with ministries to make biodiversity and EIA data

accessible




Thank you

Credit: NEMA, Uganda
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