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Sayin Uyemiz,

Uluslararas1 Deniz Ticaret Odas1 (International Chamber of Shipping-ICS) tarafindan
gonderilen 06.12.2021 tarihli yaz1 ile "Deniz Cevresini Koruma Komitesi'nin (The Marine
Environment Protection Committee-MEPC)" 77'nci Dénem Toplantis1 Sonu¢ raporu Odamiza
iletilmistir.

Uluslararas1 Denizcilik Orgiiti'nun (International Maritime Organization — IMO) MEPC
77'nci Donem Toplantisi, 22-26 Kasim 2021 tarihleri arasinda ¢evrim i¢i ortamda gergeklestirilmis
olup Odamizca da takip edilmistir. Toplantida glindeme gelen 6nemli konularin sonucu hakkinda
ICS tarafindan hazirlanan 6zet rapor ve Turkge tercimesi Ek'te sunulmaktadir.

Bilgilerinize arz/rica ederim.

Saygilarimla,

e-imza
Ismet SALIHOGLU
Genel Sekreter

Ek:
1- MEPC 77 Raporu Turkce Tercumesi (10 sayfa)
2- 1CS'in 06.12.2021 Tarihli Yazis1 ve EK'i (12 sayfa)

Dagitim:

Geregi:

- Tum Uyeler (WEB sayfas1 ve e-posta ile)

- IMEAK DTO Sube ve Temsilcilikleri

- Turk Armatorler Birligi

- S.S. Armatorler Tasima ve Isletme Kooperatifi

- GISBIR (Tiirkiye Gemi insa Sanayicileri Birligi
Dernegi)

- VDAD (Vapur Donatanlar1 ve Acenteleri Dernegi)
-TURKLIM ( Turkiye Liman isletmecileri Dernegi)

- KOSDER (Koster Armatorleri ve Isletmecileri Dernegi)
- Yalova Altinova Tersane Girisimcileri San.ve Tic.A.S.
- Turk Uzakyol Gemi Kaptanlari Dernegi

- GEMIMO (Gemi Makineleri isletme Mihendisleri

Bilgi:

- Y6netim Kurulu Baskan ve Uyeleri

- IMEAK DTO Sube YK Bagkanlar:

- IMEAK DTO Cevre Komisyonu

- IMEAK DTO Meslek Komite Baskanlar1
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(Serbest Ceviridir)
1. DIGER IMO KOMITELERININ KARARLARI (GUNDEM MADDESI 2) Fk-1

Deniz Cevresini Koruma Komitesi tarafindan, MSC 103 (MEPC 77/2), FAL 45 (MEPC
77/2/1), C 125 (MEPC 77/2/2) ve LEG 108 (MEPC 77/2/3) sonucu ¢ikan kararlar ve sonuglari
géz Oniinde bulundurularak ilgili giindem maddeleri kapsaminda uygun sekilde calisma
yapilmasi kabul edilmistir.

2. BALAST SULARINDAKiI ZARARLI SUCUL ORGANIZMALAR (GUNDEM
MADDESI 4)

Bu glindem maddesi ile ilgili hususlar asagida yer almaktadir.
2.1.  Aktif Madde Kullanilan Balast Suyu Yo6netim Sistemlerinin Onay1

Komite tarafindan; FlowSafe, JFE BallastAce, HiBallast Balast Suyu Yonetim Sistemlerinin
(Ballast Water Management System-BWMS) nihai onay1 ile RADClean BWMS nin ilk onay1
verilmistir.

2.2, BWM Sozlesmesi E-1.1.1 ve E-1.1.5 Kurallarinin Birlesik Yorumu

Komite, balast suyu yonetim sistemlerinin devreye alma testlerinin zorunlu olarak uygulanmast
takvimini netlestirmek icin BWM Sozlesmesi’ne ait E-1.1.1 ve E-1.1.5 kurallarinin
birlestirilmis bir yorum taslagini degerlendirmis olup onaylamistir. Bahse konu metin asagida
yer almaktadir:

“Kural E-1.1.1°e tabi yapim asamasinda olan yeni gemiler veya Kural E-1.1.5’e tabi tutulan
balast suyu yonetim sistemlerini (BWMS) iyilestiren mevcut gemilerden bagimsiz olarak, ilk
veya ilave sorvey 1 Haziran 2022 tarihinde veya sonrasinda tamamlanirsa, IMO tarafindan
gelistirilen rehberler dikkate alinarak BWMS’nin devreye alma testi yapilmahdir. Ilk veya
ilave sorvey 1 Haziran 2022 tarihinden énce tamamlanirsa, BWMS nin devreye alma testi
Idare(ler)in izel gereksinimlerine tabi olmaya devam eder.”

Bir BWMS’nin devreye alma testinin fiilen zorunlu hale gelecegi 1 Haziran 2022 tarihi bu
konuda 6nem arz etmektedir.

2.3.  Su Kalitesinin Problemli Oldugu Limanlarda Faaliyet Gosteren Gemilere BWM
Sozlesmesi’nin Uygulanmasi

Komitenin bu oturumda goriisiilmesi gereken ¢ok sayida konu olmasi sebebiyle, su kalitesinin
problemli oldugu limanlarda faaliyet gosteren gemilere BWM Sozlesmesi’nin
uygulanmasina  yonelik rehberlik saglayan BWM.2 sayih taslak belge
sonu¢landirllamamstir.

Uye Devletler ve uluslararast kuruluslardan, Balast Suyu Inceleme Grubu’ndaki
degerlendirmeler sirasinda belirlenen temel hususlar1 dikkate almalar1 ve MEPC 78’e daha
fazla teklif sunmalar talep edilmistir.

2.4. BWM Sozlesmesi Kapsaminda Deneyim Olusturma Asamasi

Komite, deneyim olusturma asamasini uzatmaya yonelik teklif de dahil olmak iizere bu konuyla
ilgili verilen bilgileri kayit altina almistir. Bunun yani sira, IMO tarafindan sunulan giincel
bilgilerin ardindan, Diinya Denizcilik Universitesi (World Maritime University-WMU)
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araciligiyla daha fazla veri toplanabilecegi, 35 Uye Devlet ve diger yedi paydastan yaklasik
15.000 gemiye ait verinin elde edildigi belirtilmistir. Deneyim Olusturma Asamasi
(Experience Building Phase-EBP) kapsaminda veri analizinin devam ettigi, IMO
tarafindan tam veri analizi raporunun MEPC 78’e sunulacag1 ve bu sirada Komite’nin
konuyla ilgili bu oturumda yapilan 6nerileri dikkate almas1 gerektigi hususlarinda mutabik
kalinmistir.

Balast Suyu Yonetim Sistemlerinin biyolojik etkinligine iliskin verileri vurgulamak ve G8
Rehberi’nin aksine BWMS Kodu uyarinca onaylanan sistemlerle ilgili veriler arasinda
ayrim yapmak icin IMO’nun MEPC 78’e yonelik veri analizi ihtiyacimi belirleyerek
Komite raporuna dahil edilmek iizere ICS tarafindan bir miidahalede bulunulmustur.

3. HAVA KIiRLILIGININ ONLENMESi (GUNDEM MADDESI 5)
Bu glindem maddesi ile ilgili hususlar asagida yer almaktadir.

3.1. Egzoz Gazi Temizleme Sistemleri (Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems-EGCS)

- Kosullar ve alanlar dahil olmak iizere, EGCS yikama sularinin sucul ortama desarjma
iliskin kurallarin ve rehberlerin degerlendirilmesi ve uyumlu hale getirilmesine
yonelik Madde 1.23’iin revize edilmis bashg: ve kapsam

“Kosullar ve alanlar dahil olmak iizere, EGCS ytkama sularinin sucul ortama desarjina iliskin
kurallarin ve rehberlerin degerlendirilmesi ve uyumlu hale getirilmesi 'ne yonelik Madde 1.23
tizerinde EGCS ile ilgili olarak Kirliligi Onleme ve Miidahale (Pollution Prevention and
Response- PPR 7) Alt Komitesi’nin 7’ nci Oturumu’nda 6nerilen ¢calismanin basligi ve kapsami,
bu konunun 2022 yilinda nihailendirilmesi hedefi ¢ergevesinde PPR 9’da sonuglandirilmak
lizere tamamlanmistir. Calisma Grubu, zaman ¢izelgesini goz Oniinde bulundurarak,
Komite’den ¢alismanin sonuglandirilmasina yardimci olmak icin GESAMP ekibini yeniden
kurmasini talep etmenin gerekli olmadigi konusunda mutabik kalmistir.

- Egzoz Gaz1 Temizleme Sistemlerine Yonelik 2021 Rehberleri (2021 EGCS Rehberleri)

PPR 7°de onerilen, egzoz gazi temizleme sistemlerine yonelik taslak 2021 Rehberleri,
Komite tarafindan tamamlanarak kabul edilmistir.

Konu ile ilgili 6nemli degisiklikler asagida yer almaktadir:

e Rehberlerin uygulama tarihlerinin gemi omurgasinin kizaga konuldugu tarihle baglantili
hale getirilmesi,

e Rehberlerin kabul edilmesinden 6 ay sonra uygulama tarihinin baslamasi,

e 2021 EGCS Rehberlerinin, EGCS Teknik Kilavuzu'nda (Plan A ve B) degisikliklerin
yapildig1 mevcut egzoz gazi temizleme sistemleri i¢in de gecerli olmasi,

e “Gemide izleme Kilavuzu”nun Idare tarafindan onaylanmasi ve sorveylere yonelik hazir
olmasi i¢in gemide tutulmasi sart1 getirilmesi,

e (Gegici emisyon asimlar1 donemleri ve emisyon oranindaki ani artiglar hakkinda daha fazla
bilgi verilmesi.
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- Tek izleme cihazinin arizalanmasi durumunda uygunlugun devam ettiginin
gosterilmesine iliskin revize edilmis rehber ve egzoz gazi temizleme sisteminin
(EGCS), EGCS Rehberleri hiikiimlerini karsilamamasi durumunda yapilmasi
onerilen eylemler hakkindaki MEPC Belgesi

“Tek izleme cihazimin arizalanmasi durumunda uygunlugun devam ettiginin gosterilmesine
iliskin rehber ve egzoz gazi temizleme sisteminin, EGCS Rehberleri hiikiimlerinin
karsilamamast durumunda yapimasi onerilen eylemler” konulu MEPC.1/883 belgesinde
yapilan revizyon Komite tarafindan kabul edilmistir. Bu rehberlerin ayri bir sirkiiler olarak
kalmasi ve “2021 EGCS Rehberleri’ne dahil edilmemesi kararlagtirilmistir. Bunun yani sira
bahse konu rehberin, 2009 ve 2015 EGCS Rehberleri kapsaminda onaylanan sistemlere ve
ayrica 2021 EGCS Rehberlerine gore onaylanan sistemlere uygulanacagi konusunda da
anlagsmaya varilmistir.

Cesitli Avrupa tilkelerinden, 1 saatten uzun siiren bir EGCS arizas1 meydana gelmesi
durumunda, seferlerini tamamlayabilmeleri i¢in yeterli miktarda uyumlu yakiti gemide tagima
zorunlulugunun dahil edilmesi Onerilmistir. Ancak Calisma Grubu tarafindan bu Oneri
reddedilmis olup Rehberlerin nihai taslagina dahil edilmemistir.

Bir ariza durumunda etkilenen kiy1 devletini bilgilendirme gerekliligine nihai taslak rehberde
yer verilmemistir. Ancak mevcut “ilgili idareler” terimi hakkinda 1 saatten uzun siiren bir ariza
durumunda bildirilmesi gereken liman ve bayrak devleti idarelerini icerecek sekilde daha fazla
aciklama bulunmaktadir.

Sensor arizas1 durumunda uygunluk saglandiginin gegici gostergesine iliskin mevcut rehberler,
revize edilmis belgedeki mevcut formattan biiylik 6l¢iide degismemis olup 11. paragraf oldugu
haliyle korunmustur. Ayrica, ekipman arizasi durumunda, Plan A veya B kapsaminda
sertifikalandirilmis sistemler i¢in yapilacak takip eylemlerinin oybirligi ile alinmasi gerektigi
sonucuna varilmistir.

3.2. MARPOL Ek-VI Kapsaminda Yakit Kalitesi ve Bulunabilirliginin Raporlanmasi

Komite tarafindan, MARPOL Ek-VI'nin 18. kurali uyarinca Veri Toplama ve Analize iliskin
Yazisma Grubu’nun raporu degerlendirilmistir. Yazisma Grubu, MARPOL Ek-VI GISIS
modiiliiniin Komite tarafindan degerlendirilmek iizere giincellenmesine iligkin ¢esitli tavsiyeler
gelistirmistir. Ayrica Yazisma Grubu, Yakit Teslim Tutanagi’nda (Bunker Delivery Note-
BDN) zorunlu bilgi olarak parlama noktasinin dahil edilmesi icin MARPOL Ek-VI'nin Besinci
Eki’nde degisiklik taslagi gelistirmistir. Degisiklik taslag: tizerindeki goriismelerin ardindan
Komite, MARPOL Ek-VI’daki degisiklikler degerlendirilmeden once, yakit kullanimiyla ilgili
olarak gemilerin gilivenligini artirmak icin ilave onlemlerin gelistirilmesi konusunda Deniz
Emniyeti Komitesi (Maritime Safety Committee-MSC) tarafindan yiiriitiilen ¢alismanin
sonucunun beklenmesine karar vermistir.
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4. GEMILERIN ENERJi VERIMLILiIGi (GUNDEM MADDESI 6)
Bu giindem maddesi ile ilgili 6nemli hususlar agsagida yer almaktadir.

4.1. Tespit Edilen Enerji Verimliligi Dizayn indeksi’nin (Energy Efficiency Design
Index-EEDI) Hesaplanmasi ve Dogrulanmasina Yonelik inovatif Enerji Verimliligi
Teknolojilerinin Uygulanmasi hakkindaki MEPC.1 Circ.815 sayil Rehberde Yapilan
Degisiklikler

MEPC.1/CIRC.815 sayili belgeye yonelik oOnerilen degisiklikler onaylanmistir. Riizgar

Destekli Sevk Sistemleri (Wind Assisted Propulsion Systems-WAPs) ile ilgili olan

degisiklikler, riizgar olasilik ve sistem kuvvet matrislerinin EEDI gereklilikleri altindan

tanimlanmasina yonelik agiklama saglamaktadir.

4.2. Devre Dis1 Birakilabilir Makine/Saft Giicii Limitleme Seceneginin EEDI’ye
Uygulanmasi

Oneri 6/2 ile devre dig1 birakilabilir makine/saft giicii limitleme segeneginin EEDI’ye
uygulanmasi teklif edilmistir. Komitenin bu konuyu degerlendirmesi MEPC 78’e ertelenmistir.
Bahse konu bu dneri ICS tarafindan olumlu bir gelisme olarak goriilmiis olup desteklenecegi
belirtilmistir.

5. GEMILERDEN KAYNAKLANAN SERA GAZI (GHG) EMIiSYONLARININ
AZALTILMASI (GUNDEM MADDESI 7)

Bu giindem maddesi ile ilgili 6nemli hususlar agsagida yer almaktadir.
5.1.  Giindem Maddesine Genel Bakis

MEPC 77’nin biiyiik bir kismi sera gaz ile ilgili konulara ayrilmistir. Ancak, toplantinin
basinda IMO Genel Sekreteri tarafindan, Birlesmis Milletler iklim Degisikligi Cerceve
Sozlesmesi Taraflar Konferansi 26’nc1 Oturumu’ndan (Climate Change Conference of the
Parties-COP26) gelen eylem cagrisinin Deniz Cevresini Koruma Komitesi’nce dikkate
alinmas1 talebinde bulunulmasina ragmen, konu hakkinda c¢ok fazla ilerleme
saglanamamistir. Bu giindem maddesine girdi saglanirken, bircok hiikiimet delegasyonu
tarafindan konunun ertelenmesi niyeti ortaya konmustur.

Brezilya, Arjantin ve Suudi Arabistan gibi genel olarak temkinli davranan devletler i¢in boyle
bir yaklagim ongoriilebilir olup onlarin bakis agisina goére bu durum mantikli gelmektedir.
Ancak, Avrupa Komisyonu (European Commission-EC) tarafindan koordine edilen EU 27
iilkeleri yavas ilerleme hizindan memnun gériinmektedir. Bunun nedeninin, EU 27 iilkelerinin,
Avrupa Birligi’nde devam eden bolgesel “55’e¢ Uyum” paketi tamamlanana kadar IMO
nezdindeki sera gazi konularimin ¢ogu hakkinda ayrintilh goriis belirtememesi olarak
ifade edilmektedir. Avrupa Komisyonu, kendi onerilerinin oniine gececegini diisiindiigii
icin IMO’nun bu konuda cok fazla ilerleme kaydetmesini istememektedir.

MEPC 77’°nci Oturumu’nun ilk iki giinii, Sera Gaz1 Baslangi¢ Stratejisi’nin 2023 yilina kadar
tamamlanmasi i¢in yeniden degerlendirilmesine baslanmasi gerekliliginin ve COP 26 sonrast
Pasifik Ada Devletleri tarafindan 6nerildigi iizere acil bir MEPC Karari i¢in destek olmadiginin
IMO tarafindan teyit ettirilmistir.
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Sonug olarak, MEPC 77°’nin bu oturumda teklifi onaylamasi i¢in Piyasa Bazli Onlemler
(Market Based Measures-MBMs) ve Uluslararasi Denizcilik Arastirma Kurulu ve Fonu
(IMRB/IMREF) onerisi de dahil olmak iizere orta vadeli 6nlemler hakkinda goriismelere
yonelik kisith siire ayrilmistir. Bu durum, MBM’ler dahil olmak {izere devam eden “orta
vadeli” Onlemler gorligmesinin bir parcasi olarak IMRF’in daha detayli degerlendirmesinin
Mayis 2022 ayinda gerceklestirilecek Sera Gazi Emisyonlarinin  Azaltilmasina Yonelik
Oturumlararas1 Calisma Grubu’nun 12°nci Toplantisi’'nda (Intersessional Working Group on
the Reduction of GHG Emissions-ISWG GHG 12) ele alinmasi1 gerektigine dair tavsiyeyi
MEPC Oturum Bagkaninin kabul etmesi disinda, Komite’nin IMRF hakkinda kesin bir karar
almasini imkansiz hale getirmistir. MBM’leri goz oniinde bulundurarak IMRF’i birlestirme
kararmin, teklifi desteklemek icin artan ivmeye ragmen ilerleme saglanmasim
zorlastiracagi ongoriilmektedir.

5.2. IMRB/IMRF Goriismeleri

MEPC’nin sonraki oturumda kabul edilmeden 6nce, “IMRB’nin Kurulus ve Yonetim Sart1”
da dahil olmak iizere teklif genelinde daha fazla iyilestirme yapilmasi gerektigi kabul
edilerek, 5 milyar ABD Dolar1 tutarindaki IMRB/IMREF teklifine yonelik MARPOL Ek-
VI’da gerekli degisikliklerin MEPC 77 tarafindan onaylanmasinin teklifi sunanlarca
talep edildigi belirtilmistir.

MEPC 76’da hiikiimetler tarafindan glindeme getirilen ¢esitli sorulara yanit olarak IMRB
olusturulmasini teklif edenler tarafindan MEPC 77’ye yapilan bircok Oneri géz Oniine
alindiginda, MEPC Oturum Bagkanimnin Komiteyi belirli bir onay konusuna odaklanmaya
yonlendirecegi onceden anlasilmistir. Ancak bunun yerine Baskan, MEPC 76’da baslayan
degerlendirmenin siirdiiriilmesini tercih ederek sadece Haziran 2022 ayinda gerceklestirilen
MEPC 76’da daha 6nce s6z almamis olan delegelerin goriislerini iletmesini kabul etmistir.

Avustralya, Banglades, Giiney Kibris, Finlandiya, Endonezya, Italya, Jamaika, Malezya,
Meksika, Panama, Polonya, Giiney Kore, Trinidad & Tobago, Tiirkiye ve Ukrayna dahil olmak
iizere bazi uyarilarla birlikte hiikiimetlerin IMRB hakkinda olumlu gorisleri iletilmistir.
Toplamda yaklasik 30 iilkenin IMRF Onerisine destek verdigi goriilmiistiir. Ancak diger bazi
delegeler pozisyonlar1 hakkinda belirsizligini korurken, Arjantin, Brezilya ve bazi Pasifik Ada
Devletleri hala kati bir sekilde oneriye karsi olduklarii agikga belirtmistir. Ayrica, Cin ve
Rusya’nin, Norveg, Almanya ve diger Avrupa Birligi iilkeleri gibi teklife karsi olduklari
anlasilmistir. Bunun yani sira, teklife kars1 daha olumlu yaklasan Hindistan tarafindan goriis
belirtilmemistir. Bahamalar ve Birlesik Krallik gibi diger destekgiler de s6z almamuistir.

ICS’in COP 26 sirasinda goriistiigli Suudi Arabistan, IMRB’ye acgik¢a karst ¢itkmamis, bunun
yerine IMO ile ortak girisim olan “CARES”i 6ne ¢ikarmay1 se¢mistir. CARES girisimi ise,
gelismekte olan bolgelerde mavi ekonomik biiylimeyi kolaylastiracak sekilde yesil
teknolojilerin uygulanmasimi ve kiiresel olarak erisilebilirligini hizlandirmay1 amaglayan
“Deniz Tagimaciligindan Kaynaklanan Emisyonlar1 Azaltmaya Yo6nelik Koordineli Eylemler”
olarak tanimlanmaktadir.

Zaman kisitlamasindan dolay1 delegelerin miidahalede bulunamamasi olumsuz bir durum
olusturmustur.

Ayrica, MEPC 76’da daha 6nce konugmus olan hiikiimetlerin mevcut goriiglerini aktarmalari
miimkiin olmamistir. Bahse konu sunumlar, Teknoloji Hazirlik Seviyeleri’ni (Technology
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Readiness Levels-TRLs)artirmak igin gerekli Ar-Ge projelerinin analizine iligkin IMRF’yi
destekleyen onemli sunumlar ve Fikri Miilkiyet Haklar1 (Intellectual Property Rights-IPRs) ile
ilgili ¢ekincelerin nasil ele alinacagina dair Onerileri icermektedir.

Oturum Baskani, MEPC 76°da ifade edilen goriislere MEPC 77°de oldugu gibi agirlik vermis
olup; “IMRB ve ilgili fonun kurulmasina yénelik teklife verilen destegin arttigini, bircok
delegenin prensipte bir IMRB kurulmasimin fayda saglayacagim diisiindiigiinii, bazi
delegelerin, teknoloji transferi, fonlarin dagitimi, yonetim mekanizmasi ve Ar-Ge’ye erisim
ile ilgili ¢cekincelerinin devam etmesi nedeniyle teklifin onaylanmasina karsi ¢ciktigin,

ISWG-GHG 12’pe, orta ve uzun vadeli sera gazi azaltim onlemlerinin gelistirilmesine ait
Calisma Planmimin 1. Asamast kapsamindaki orta vadeli tedbirlere yonelik teklifleri
degerlendirmesi dahilinde IMRB ve ilgili fon teklifini daha fazla dikkate almas: talimat
verildigini” ifade etmistir.

IMRB’nin IMO Stratejisinde “kisa vadeli” bir 6nlem olarak belirtildigi hatirlatilmistir. Toplanti
raporu tamamlanirken, ISWG’nin IMRB’yi orta vadeli tedbirler paketinin bir pargasi olarak ele
almas1 durumunda, sektoriin IMRB’nin tamamlanmasi i¢in 2023-2030 yillar1 periyodunu
beklemesi gerekebilecegi konusundaki c¢ekinceler ICS tarafindan dile getirilmistir. Ancak,
ICS’den gelen, IMRB’nin ISWG tarafindan orta vadeli tedbirlerin daha ayrintili goriigiilmesi
icin ayr1 bir giindem maddesi olarak degerlendirilmesi Onerisi, Arjantin ve Brezilya’nin karsi
cikmasi nedeniyle reddedilmistir. Bu sonug, agikca belirtilmemesine ragmen, IMRB’ye kars1
olan ve Ar-Ge i¢in finansman saglanmasinin olusturulmas: muhtemel MBM’ler ¢ercevesinde
alinmasi gerektigini savunan Avrupa Komisyonu nezdinde uygun goriilmektedir.

Sonug¢ olarak, hiikiimetlerden IMRB’ye verilen destekte bir artis olsa da, Mayis 2022
ayinda gerceklestirilecek ISWG-GHG 12’de bahse konu teklifin daha detayh
incelenmesinin MBM’lerin degerlendirilmesiyle birlestirme kararinin, IMRB’nin erken
onaylanmasim1 ¢ok zorlastiracagi belirtilmektedir. Ozellikle ISWG’nin Norvecli
Baskaninin IMRB’ye siddetle karsi oldugu bilindiginden, IMRF’nin MEPC 78’de
onaylanmasina yonelik yapici tavsiyelerle goriismeyi kolaylastirmasimin beklenmedigi
ongoriilmektedir.

5.3. IMO Sera Gaz Stratejisinin Revizyonu

IMRB’nin ve uygun bir MBM’nin olusturulmasi, 6zellikle Teknoloji Hazirlik Seviyeleri’nin
yeterince artirilmasi durumunda ticaret tizerindeki olasi etkiler hakkinda tam bir degerlendirme
yapilmasi da dahil olmak tizere, IMO’nun artirilmis hedefi makul kilmak i¢in gerekli adimlar
atmasi kosuluyla, mevcut IMO Stratejisi’nin revizyonunu ve deniz tagimaciligi net sifir CO,
hedefinin dahil edilmesini desteklemek icin ICS tarafindan MEPC 77’ye ayrintili bir sunum
yapildigi belirtilmektedir.

Ayrica, EU 27 ve Avrupa Komisyonu tarafindan, 2050 yili hedeflerine ilave olarak 2030 ve
2040 yillar i¢in kararlastirilacak ara mutlak hedeflere duyulan ihtiya¢ da dahil olmak {tizere,
strateji revize edilirken dikkate alinmasi gereken konular1 6neren bir belge sunulmustur. Bunun
yani sira Norveg, Japonya, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri ve Birlesik Krallik da dahil olmak tizere
diger bir grup iilke tarafindan 2050 y1l1 i¢in mutlak sifir GHG hedefi ¢agrisinda bulunulmustur.

Uzun goriismeler sirasinda delegeler, genel olarak iki gruba ayrilarak revize edilmis hedef
diizeylerinin neler olabilecegine iliskin goriislerini dile getirmistir.
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Cogu gelismis iilkenin yan1 sira Pasifik Ada Devletlerini de igeren bir grup, 2050 yili i¢in bir
tiir sifir hedefini desteklemistir. Ancak bunun net sifir m1 yoksa mutlak sifir m1 olmasi gerektigi,
sadece CO,’yi mi yoksa tiim sera gazlarint m1 kapsamasi gerektigi ve bunun ara hedefler
ve/veya belirli tarihlere kadar sifir karbonlu yakit kullanan filonun bir kismi gibi diger hedefler
tarafindan desteklenmesinin gerekip gerekmedigi konusunda farkli goriisler belirtilmistir.
Toplant1 raporunda, bu grup igerisindeki cogunlugun nihai bir hedefi destekledigi ifade
edilirken, EU 27’nin “ndtr iklim”e verdigi destegin ayni anlama geldigi gbéz Oniinde
bulunduruldugunda net sifir yaklasiminin tercih edildigi bildirilmistir.

Cin, Hindistan, Rusya, Giiney Amerika ve Arap Devletlerinden olusan az sayida ama giiclii
iilkelerden olusan diger grup, 2050 yil1 i¢in herhangi bir sifir emisyon hedefi konusunda ¢ok
daha temkinli yaklasimda bulunmustur. Ayrica bdyle bir hedefin COP 26°da alinan kararlarla
tutarsiz olacagi bu grup tarafindan savunulmus olup ticaret ve kalkinma tizerindeki etkisiyle
ilgili ¢cekincelerini dile getirmistir.

ICS tarafindan, 2050 yili igin net sifir hedefi desteklenirken, 2030 ve 2040 yillarina yonelik
mutlak azaltma hedefleri belirleme konusunda temkinli olundugu, 2050 yilina kadar sifira
emisyon hedefine ulagilma kapsaminda gerekli olacak sifir karbonlu yakitlarin ve teknolojilerin
gelistirilmesine ve yayginlastirilmasina odaklanmak yerine, sektdriin bir sonraki ara hedef
dogrultusunda yakitlarin alimimi tesvik etmek gibi istenmeyen sonuglara yol acabilecegi
aciklanmistir. Ayrica ICS, sifir karbonlu yakit kullanan filo orani i¢in hedefler belirleme
konseptinin de dikkatli bir sekilde degerlendirilmesi gerektigini ifade ederek, boyle bir hedefe
ulagilmasinin dogrudan IMO tarafindan diizenlenmeyecegini, paydaslarin kontroliinde olacagi
belirtmistir.

Uzun siiren goriismelerin ardindan, Sera Gazi Baslangi¢c Stratejisi’nin yeniden
degerlendirilmesinin MEPC 80°de tamamlanmasi gerektigi ve buna yonelik onerilerin
Haziran 2022 ayinda gerceklestirilecek MEPC 78’e sunulmasim talep edildigi sonucuna
varilmistir.

5.4. 2050 Yihna Kadar Sifir Emisyon Hedefine iliskin MEPC Karari

Bazi Pasifik Ada Devletleri tarafindan MEPC 77°nin 2050 yil1 igin sifir emisyon hedefine atifta
bulunan bir karar1 kabul etmesini 6neren teklif sunulmus olup Kosta Rika, Norveg, Japonya,
Birlesik Krallik ve Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nin de ortak bir 6neriyle bu teklifi destekledigi
belirtilmistir.

ICS tarafindan sunulan, revize edilmis IMO Stratejisinin net bir sifir hedefini icermesi
gerektigini oneren kendi teklifinde, net CO, emisyonlarina odaklanmasi kosuluyla boyle
bir kararin desteklenebilecegi ifade edilmistir.

Daha 6nce de belirtildigi iizere, cogu IMO Uyesi Devlet boyle bir kararin ¢ikarilmasina
destek verilmeyecegini acik¢a belirtmistir. Riske girmek istemeyen/cekimser hiikiimetler
tarafindan dile getirilen ¢ekinceler normal karsilanmis olup EU 27 iilkeleri, mevcut kisa siirede
bahse konu karar yerine IMO Stratejisinin revizyonuna odaklanmak istediklerini belirterek
destek vermemistir. COP 26’dan sonra IMO’nun bir girisimde bulunmasi beklentisi géz dniine
alindiginda, EU 27 iilkelerinden MEPC 77’ye sunulan yorum belgesinde AB’nin bodyle bir
kararin ¢ikarilmasini destekledigini ifade ettigi diisliniildiigiinde, bir¢ok Pasifik Devletinin bu
durumu “s6ziinii yerine getirmeme” olarak gérmiis olabilecegi diistinlilmektedir. Ayni zamanda
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bu durum, Avrupa Birligi’nin pozisyonunu koordine eden Avrupa Komisyonu’nun, IMO
tarafindan ilerleme kaydedilmesini istemedigi iddiasini da desteklemektedir.

5.5. Orta Vadeli Tedbirler ve MBM’ler

ISWG-GHG 10 raporunun sunumunun ardindan delegeler, daha oOnce ISWG
degerlendirmelerinde sunulan ve Mayis 2022 ayinda gergeklestirilecek ISWG-GHG 12°de
devam edecek olan konuya ait yaklasimlarimin tekrari niteliginde, MBM’ler de dahil olmak
lizere orta vadeli tedbirler hakkindaki goriislerine iliskin aciklamalarda bulunmustur.

EU 27’nin (ve Avrupa Komisyonu’nun) MBM’lerin gelistirilmesine yonelik onerilen bazi
ilkeler hakkinda sunum yaptig1 belirtilmistir. Ancak ¢ogu delege, mevcut durumda ISWG’ye
yapilmis olan tekliflerin degerlendirilmesinin sonucuna ©n yargili olarak yaklasmak
istememigstir. Bazi delegeler, ISWG-GHG 10’a yapilan ICS sunumunda vurgulandig iizere,
daha 6nce Komite tarafindan kabul edilen MBM’leri degerlendirmek i¢in bu ilkelerin, piyasa
bozulmasindan kag¢inmanin ve ticaret lizerindeki olumsuz etkileri belirlemenin Oneminin
dikkate alinmasi1 gerektigini vurgulamistir.

Hiikiimetler tarafindan yapilan agiklamalardan, ¢ok sayida hiikiimetin MBM’lerde hizli
ilerlemeye kars1 olmasina ragmen, vergiye dayali yaklagimin bir {ist sinir ve ticaret sistemine
gore nihai destek kazanma olasiliginin daha yiiksek olabilecegini diisiindiigii anlagilmaktadir.
Cin, Hindistan ve Panama tarafindan yapilan ortak oneride, IMO gelismelerini engelleyecek
tek tarafli Avrupa Birligi Emisyon Ticaret Sistemi (Emission Trade System-ETS) teklifine
yonelik tepkileri azaltmak icin, s6z alan AB dilkelerinin ¢ogunlugu, IMO’nun MBM
gelistirmesi gerektigi konusunda agik fikirli olduklari izlenimini vermistir. Diger yandan, AB
ETS’nin denizcilik sektoriine yonelik uygulanmasma iliskin AB i¢indeki goriigmeler
tamamlandiginda, bun durumun MEPC 78’den Once gerceklesmesine bagli olarak, AB
devletlerinin konu hakkindaki goriislerinin degisebilecegi ongoriilmektedir.

EU 27 iilkelerinin yakitta karbon standardi onerisi hakkinda konusan hiikiimetlerin biiyiik bir
kismi, ISWG-GHG 12 tarafindan daha ayrintili olarak ele alinacak olan bdyle bir orta vadeli
tedbirin gelistirilmesini desteklemistir. Ayrica AB iilkeleri bunu bir MBM’nin yaninda orta
vadeli tedbirler paketi olarak goriirken, daha temkinli yaklagan iilkelerin bir kismi bu yaklagimi
MBM’ye alternatif olarak gordiigii belirtilmistir.

Hindistan’in, Avrupa Birligi’nin tek tarafli eylemiyle ilgili endiseleri vurgulama ve bu konuda
ayrt bir degerlendirme baslatma girisimleri olumsuz sonu¢lanmis olup zaman kisitlamasi
nedeniyle orta vadeli tedbirler konusundaki goriismelerle karistirilmistir.

5.6. Karbon Yogunlugu Kodu’nun Gelistirilmesi

Oturumlararasi ¢alisma grubunun, zaman c¢izelgesi ve karbon yogunlugu kodunun kapsami
hakkinda bir sonuca varmanin erken oldugu goriisii Komite’ye bildirilmistir. Calisma Grubu,
kodun gelistirilmesini sirasinda bu konular tekrar gézden gecirmeyi amaglamaktadir.

Bir karbon yogunlugu kodunun nihai olarak uygulamaya konmasiyla birlikte, Karbon
Yogunlugu Gostergesi (Carbon Intensity Indicator-CII) gereksinimlerinin zorunlu hale gelmesi
ongoriilmektedir. Bu nedenle, Calisma Grubu vasitasiyla bu giindem maddesine yonelik
gelismelerin ICS tarafindan yakindan takip edilecegi belirtilmektedir.
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5.7.  Ertelenen Oneriler

Sifir emisyon ¢oziimii, MBM ve IMRF’e yonelik degerlendirme siiresinin asilmasi nedeniyle,
Glindem Maddesi 7 kapsaminda yapilan 6nerilerin ¢cogu, ISWG’ye ve ayrica karbon yogunlugu
yazisma grubuna ertelenmistir.

e Veri toplamanin kapsami, bulunabilirligi ve anonimligi ile ilgili degisiklikler dneren

77/7/11 ve 77/7/29 sayili belgeler ISWG-GHG 11°e ertelenmistir.

e Komite tarafindan, karbon yogunlugu yazisma grubuna asagidaki belgeleri dikkate almalari
ve MEPC 78’e raporlamalari talimat1 verilmistir:

1. 77/7/2 sayili belge, EEXI gereklilikleri kapsaminda referans hiz VRef'1 hesaplamak i¢in
alternatif bir yontem onermektedir. Onerilen metodoloji, VRef'in geminin isletilmesi
sirasindaki Olglimlere dayanmasini saglayacaktir. 7/24, 7/25 ve 7/26 sayili belgeler bu
teklif hakkinda yorum i¢cermekte olup yazisma grubuna havale edilmistir.

2. 77/7/9 sayil1 belge yakit camuru kalintis1 i¢in bir CII diizeltme faktorii onermektedir.

3. 77/7/13 sayili belge, kombine tasiyicilar i¢in CII referans egrisinin diizenlenmesini
Onermektedir,

4. 77/7/14 sayili belge, daha fazla kargo kullanimi i¢in bir CII diizeltme faktorii
onermektedir.

Gemilerin isletilmesi sirasindaki ol¢limler kullanarak EEXI referans hizin1 hesaplanmasi ICS
tarafindan faydali goriilmekte olup sonraki siiregte bu teklifin desteklenecegi belirtilmistir.

Veri toplama sisteminde Onerilen degisikliklerle ilgili olarak, ICS’in prensipte bu sistemin
kapsaminin genisletilmesine itiraz etmedigi belirtilmis olup karbon yogunlugu yazigsma
grubunun, bu sistemin gerekli CII verilerini icerecek sekilde genisletilebilmesine yonelik
simdiden caligma yapmaya bagladig: ifade edilmistir. Ancak, her iki 6neri de veri anonimliginin
kaldirilmasini savunmaktadir. Bu sebeple, goriislerine aykirt oldugu icin ICS tarafindan kars:
cikilmistir.

CII diizeltme faktorlerine iliskin ii¢ Onerinin su anda yazigma grubunun 4’lincii gériisme
turunda degerlendirilmekte oldugu ve halihazirda goriisiilmekte olan diizeltme faktorleri ve
sefer hari¢ tutma kapsamina eklendigi bilinmektedir. Yazisma grubuna katiliminin ardindan
ICS tarafindan uygun diizeltme faktorlerinin benimsenmesinin desteklenecegi belirtilmektedir.

6. GEMILERDEN KAYNAKLANAN PLASTIK DENiZ COPLERINE ILIiSKIN
HAZIRLANAN EYLEM PLANININ TAKIP CALISMASI (GUNDEM MADDESI 8)

Calisma Grubu, yazisma grubunun raporu degerlendirmis ve Gemilerden Kaynaklanan Plastik
Deniz Coplerine yonelik strateji ve eylem planini sonuglandirmistir. Her ikisi de ¢aligma
grubunun hazirladig1 bir kararla Komite tarafindan onaylanmistir. Ayrica Komite tarafindan
PPR Alt Komitesi’ne, 100 GT ve iizeri gemiler icin Cop Kayit Defteri’nin zorunlu
tutulmasina yonelik MARPOL Ek-V’te degisiklik taslagi hazirlamasi talimat1 verilmistir.

Zaman kisitlamasi nedeniyle, genel oturum sirasinda gemilerden kaynaklanan plastik deniz
copleri ile ilgili oturuma yapilan Onerilerin ayrintili olarak degerlendirilmesi miimkiin
olmamistir. FOEI tarafindan sunulan, kirlenme onleyici kaplamalardaki mikroplastiklerle ilgili
MEPC 77/8/1 sayili belgedeki yorumlar not edilmistir. Ayrica, Sri Lanka tarafindan MV Xpress
Pear]l gemisinin batmasmin ardindan plastik peletlerle ilgili olarak yapilan teklifler (MEPC
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77/8/3), Yiiklerin ve Konteynerlerin Taginmasi (Carriage of Cargoes and Containers-CCC) Alt
Komitesi’nin katkisi talep edilerek PPR 8’¢ iletilmistir. Sri Lanka’nin bazi Onerilerinin,
konteyner kayiplariyla ve denizde gemilerden kaybolan plastik tiiketim mallar1 i¢in sorumluluk
ve mesuliyeti degerlendirmeye yonelik en uygun araci dikkate alan Eylem Plan1 maddesiyle
ilgili olduguna dikkat ¢ekilmektedir. ICS’in bu konuyu yakindan takip edecegi belirtilmektedir.

7. KIRLILIGi ONLEME VE MUDAHALE (GUNDEM MADDESI 9)
Bu giindem maddesi ile ilgili 6nemli hususlar asagida yer almaktadir.
7.1.  Siyah Karbon

Komite tarafindan, uluslararasi1 deniz tasimaciligindan kaynaklanan Siyah Karbon
emisyonlarinin Kuzey Kutbu iizerindeki etkisinin azaltilmasina iligkin ¢iktiya yonelik revize
edilmis gorev tanim taslagi onaylanmistir. Ayrica Komite, Kanada, ABD ve Birlesik Krallik
dahil olmak iizere birgok Uye Devletten, Kuzey Kutbu'nda veya yakinlarinda faaliyet gdsteren
gemiler tarafindan goniillii olarak daha temiz yakit kullanimimni destekleyen MEPC kararinin
kabul edilmesini oneren teklifi degerlendirmistir. Sunulan karar taslaginin igerigine iliskin
toplanti sirasinda dile getirilen ¢esitli ¢cekinceler ICS tarafindan desteklenmistir. Bu, Dordiincii
IMO GHG Caligmasi’nin bir pargast olarak yapilan modelleme analizinden elde edilen
sonuclarin yanlis yorumlanmasini ve belirli bir kalitede distile edilmis yakitlarin kullaniminda
bir degisiklik olmas1 durumunda siyah karbon emisyonlarindaki azalma potansiyeli ile ilgili
teknik yanlisliklar icermektedir. ICS’nin katildig1 resmi olmayan bir ¢alisma grubu tarafindan
kararin igeriginde yapilan iyilestirmelerin ardindan Komite, Kuzey Kutbu'nu siyah karbon
emisyonlarindan koruyan, Uye Devletleri ve gemi isletmecilerini goniillii olarak distile edilmis
veya diger daha temiz alternatif yakitlar ya da gemiler igin giivenli olan ve Kuzey Kutbu’'nda
veya yakininda faaliyet gosteren gemilerden kaynaklanan Siyah Karbon emisyonlarinin
azaltilmasina katkida bulunabilecek tahrik sistemi yontemleri kullanmaya tesvik eden karari
onaylamistir.
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1. DECISIONS OF OTHER IMO BODIES (AGENDA ITEM 2)

The committee decisions and outcomes of MSC 103 (MEPC 77/2), FAL 45 (MEPC
77/12/1), C 125 (MEPC 77/2/2) and LEG 108 (MEPC 77/2/3) with regard to its work, and
agreed to take action as appropriate under the relevant agenda items.

2. HARMFUL AQUATIC ORGANISMS IN BALLAST WATER (AGENDA ITEM 4)

2.1 Approval of ballast water management systems that make use of Active
Substances

The Committee agreed to:

Grant Final Approval to the FlowSafe BWMS;

Grant Basic Approval to the RADClean® BWMS;

Grant Final Approval to JFE BallastAce® That Makes Use of NEO-CHLOR MARINE®;
and

Grant Final Approval to HiBallast NF™,

2.2 Unified interpretation of regulations E-1.1.1 and E-1.1.5 of the BWM Convention

The Committee considered and approved a draft unified interpretation of regulations
E-1.1.1 and E-1.1.5 of the BWM Convention to clarify the timing for mandatory
implementation of the commissioning testing of individual ballast water management
systems. The text of the Ul reads as follows:

“Irrespective of new ships under construction subject to regulation E-1.1.1 or existing
ships retrofitting ballast water management system(s) (BWMS) on board subject to
regulation E-1.1.5, the commissioning testing of individual BWMS taking into account
the guidelines developed by the Organization* should be conducted if the initial or
additional survey is completed on or after 1 June 2022. If the initial or additional survey
is completed before 1 June 2022, the commissioning testing of individual BWMS
remains subject to the specific requirements of the Administration(s).”

The important date to note is 1 June 2022 on or after which commissioning testing of a
BWMS becomes effectively mandatory.

2.3 Application of the BWM Convention to ships operating at ports with challenging
water quality

The Committee was unable, due to the large number of issues to resolve, to finalize a
draft BWM.2 circular on guidance for the application of the BWM Convention to ships
operating at ports with challenging water quality at this session. Member States and
international organizations were invited to submit further proposals to MEPC 78 taking
into account a number of fundamental considerations identified during the discussions
in the Ballast Water Review Group, for details refer to Annex 2 of MEPC 77/WP.10.
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2.4 The experience-building phase associated with the BWM Convention

The Committee noted submissions relating to this subject including a proposal to
extend the experience-building phase however it also noted that since the submission
of the last update by the IMO Secretariat to this session of the Committee further data
collection through WMU was available and data from 35 Member States and seven
other stakeholders corresponding to approximately 15,000 ships had been collected.
The Committee therefore agreed that data analysis under the EBP was ongoing and
that the IMO Secretariat would submit the full data analysis report to MEPC 78 at
which time the Committee should consider the proposals made to this session on the
subject.

ICS made an intervention, to be included in the report of the Committee, identifying the
need for the IMO Secretariat’'s data analysis to MEPC 78 to highlight data relating to
the biological efficacy of systems and differentiating between data relating to systems
approved in accordance with the BWMS Code as opposed to the G8 Guidelines.

3 AIR POLLUTION PREVENTION (AGENDA ITEM 5)
3.1 Exhaust Gas Cleaning Systems (EGCS)

Revised title and scope of work on output 1.23 on Evaluation and harmonization
of rules and guidance on the discharge water from EGCS into the aquatic
environment, including conditions and areas

The title and scope of work that was proposed at PPR 7 with regards to EGCS on the
output 1.23 for the ‘Evaluation and harmonization of rules and guidance on the
discharge of discharge water from EGCS into the aquatic environment, including
conditions and areas’ was finalised, with 2022 remaining to be the target completion
year for the output, with a view to the work being finalised at PPR 9. With the
timescale of completion in mind, the Working Group agreed that it was not necessary
to request the Committee to re-establish the GESAMP task team to assist in the
completion of the work.

2021 Guidelines for exhaust gas cleaning systems (2021 EGCS guidelines)

The draft 2021 guidelines for exhaust gas cleaning systems proposed at PPR 7 were
finalised and adopted by the Committee.
Key amendments included:

e Linking the application dates of the guidelines to the keel laying date of the ship

e The date of application of the guidelines being 6 months after the date of adoption
e That the 2021 EGCS guidelines would also apply to existing exhaust gas cleaning
systems to which amendments to the EGCS Technical Manual (both under scheme A
and B) had been made.

e Requirement for the Onboard Monitoring Manual to be approved by the
Administration and retained onboard so that it would be available for surveys.



Gelen Tarih Say1: 06.12.2021 - 5173

e Further clarification on transitory periods of emission exceedance and the
occurrence of isolated spikes in the emissions ratio.

MEPC Circular on Guidance on indication of ongoing compliance in the case of
the failure of a single monitoring instrument, and recommended actions to take
if the EGCS fails to meet the provisions of the EGCS guidelines.

The revision to MEPC.1/883 on ‘Guidance on indication of ongoing compliance in the
case of the failure of a single monitoring instrument and recommended actions to take
if the EGCS fails to meet the provisions of the EGCS’ was adopted by the Committee.
It was agreed that these guidelines would remain as a separate circular, and not be
incorporated into the 2021 EGCS guidelines. It was further agreed that the guidance
would apply to systems approved in accordance with the 2009 & 2015 EGCS
Guidelines, as well as systems approved under the 2021 EGCS guidelines.

There was a proposal from various European states to incorporate a requirement for
ships to carry sufficient compliant fuel onboard to enable them to complete their
voyage, in the event of an EGCS malfunction lasting longer than 1 hour occurred but
was rejected by the Working Group, and not incorporated into the final draft of the
guidelines.

The requirement to notify the affected coastal State in the event of a malfunction was
not included in the final draft guidelines, however, there is now further clarification on
the existing term ‘relevant authorities’ that need to be notified in the event of a
malfunction lasting long than 1 hour, to include the port and flag State Administrations.

The existing guidelines around interim indication of ongoing compliance in the case of
sensor failure remain largely unchanged from the existing format in the revised draft
circular, with paragraph 11 being retained in the format of the existing circular. It was
further concluded that in the event of instrumentation malfunction, that the follow up
actions to be taken should be unanimous for systems certified under Scheme A or B.

3.2 Reporting of fuel oil quality and availability under MARPOL Annex VI

The Committee considered the report of the Correspondence Group on Data
Collection and Analysis under regulation 18 of MARPOL Annex VI. The
Correspondence Group had developed various recommendations with regard to
updating the MARPOL Annex VI GISIS module for consideration by the Committee.
The Group had also developed a draft amendment to appendix V of MARPOL Annex
VI to include flashpoint as mandatory information in the bunker delivery note (BDN).
Following discussions on the draft amendment, the Committee decided to await the
outcome of the work being carried out by the Maritime Safety Committee (MSC) on
development of further measures to enhance the safety of ships relating to the use of
fuel oil before proceeding with the consideration of related amendments to MARPOL
Annex VI.
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4 ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF SHIPS (AGENDA ITEM 6)

4.1 Amendments to MEPC.1 Circ. 815 Guidance on Treatment of Innovative Energy
Efficiency Technologies for Calculation and Verification of the Attained EEDI.

The proposed amendments to MEPC.1/CIRC. 815 were approved. The amendments
relate to Wind Assisted Propulsion Systems (WAPs), and provide clarification with
respect to how the wind probability matrix, and the system force matrix should be
defined under the EEDI requirements.

4.2 Application of the overridable power limitation option to EEDI

Submission 6/2 proposed the application of the overridable power limitation option to
EEDI. The committee deferred it's consideration to MEPC 78. This proposal is seen
as a positive development by the ICS Secretariat, and we will continue to support it.

5 REDUCTION OF GHG EMISSION REDUCTION BY SHIPS (AGENDA ITEM 7)

5.1 Overview

The majority of MEPC 77 was dedicated to GHG issues. However, despite the request
from the IMO Secretary-General, at the start of the meeting, for the Committee to
respond to the call for action from COP 26, little of substance was achieved. When
making interventions, many government delegations seemed intent on filibustering and
procrastination.

For traditionally cautious States, such as Brazil, Argentina and Saudi Arabia, such an
approach was predictable and, from their perspective, arguably logical. But the EU 27,
co-ordinated by the European Commission (EC), also seemed content with the slow
rate of progress. Presumably this is because the EU 27 is not yet able to take a
detailed position on many of the GHG issues at IMO until the regional EU “Fit for 55”
package has been finalised following the ongoing intra-EU consultation. Moreover, the
EC is unlikely to want IMO to be seen to be making too much progress as this would
undermine its justification for unilateral action.

The first two days of the meeting were in effect wasted, taken up with confirming that
IMO should begin its review of the Initial GHG Strategy for completion by 2023 (which
was already a certainty as this is stated in the current Strategy), and that there was no
support for an immediate MEPC Resolution, as proposed by Pacific Island States, to
signal, post COP 26, a more ambitious direction of travel in the meantime. This was
despite it being clear from the start of the discussion — once the EU 27 had spoken via
Slovenia (which currently holds the EU Presidency) — that there was no consensus in
support for such a Resolution, with the majority of EU States then taking-up time by
making more or less identical statements.

As a consequence, little time was left for discussion about mid-term measures,
including market-based measures (MBMs) or the request from the co-sponsors of the
IMRB/IMREF (including ICS) for MEPC 77 to approve the proposal at this session. This
made it impossible for the Committee to take a firm decision about the IMRF, other
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than to accept (again due to lack of time for a discussion) a surprising
recommendation by the MEPC Chairman that further consideration of the IMRF (a
‘short term’ measure under the current IMO GHG Strategy) should be undertaken by
the meeting of the IMO Intersessional Working Group in May 2022 (ISWG-GHG 12) as
part of the ongoing discussion of ‘mid-term’ measures including MBMs. This decision
to conflate the IMRF with consideration of MBMs will probably make further immediate
progress on the IMRF much more difficult, despite the growing momentum in support
of the proposal (see below).

ICS participation in the meeting was also not made easy by the decision, due to the
challenges of virtual meeting arrangements, to give priority to interventions by
governments, whilst also not allowing the written submissions to MEPC 77 (including
the many ICS submissions) to be introduced by the authors.

IMRB/IMRF Discussion

It will be recalled that the co-sponsors of the USD 5 billion IMRB/IMRF proposal had
sought approval from MEPC 77 of the necessary amendments to MARPOL Annex VI,
whilst acknowledging that further refinements would need to be made to the overall
package, including the “Charter for the Establishment and Governance of the IMRB”,
before being adopted at a future session.

In view of the many submissions made by the IMRB co-sponsors to MEPC 77 in
response to the various questions raised by governments at MEPC 76, it had
previously been understood that the MEPC Chairman would invite the Committee to
focus on the specific issue of approval. Instead, however, the Chairman chose to
resume the discussion that started at MEPC 76, only accepting interventions from
those delegations which had not previously spoken at the MEPC meeting in June.

A number of these interventions from governments, albeit in some cases with caveats,
were positive about the IMRB, including those from Australia, Bangladesh, Cyprus,
Finland, Indonesia, Italy, Jamaica, Malaysia, Mexico, Panama, Poland, Republic of
Korea, Trinidad & Tobago, Turkey and Ukraine (in addition to the ten original
government co-sponsors). In total, therefore, about 30 States now seem to support the
IMRF. However, Argentina and Brazil made it clear they are still firmly opposed, as did
a number of Pacific Island States (seeing it as a distraction from the large sums of
money they hope to receive via an MBM), whilst several other delegations remained
unclear about their positions. China and Russia are understood to remain opposed, as
are Norway, Germany and other EU States (although they were not invited to speak
having already set out their opposition at MEPC 76). On the other hand, India, which is
now understood to be more positive, was not able to speak either. Other supporters,
such as the Bahamas and the United Kingdom, were also unable to speak.

Interestingly, Saudi Arabia — with whom ICS met with at COP 26 — did not speak out
explicitly against the IMRB, choosing instead to highlight its new joint “CARES”
initiative with IMO (“Coordinated Actions to Reduce Emissions from Shipping” - which
aims to “accelerate demonstration of green technologies and their deployment globally
in a manner that facilitates blue economic growth in developing regions”).

The inability for delegations to make interventions, due to lack of time, was sometimes
frustrating. For example, it was not possible to respond to Argentina’s assertion that
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the IMRF could not be approved until an impact assessment had been conducted by
pointing out that the co-sponsors of the IMRF proposal had submitted such an
assessment to MEPC 76.

Unfortunately, and most importantly, it was not possible for those governments which
had previously spoken at MEPC 76 to convey their current views with the benefit of
having seen the additional submissions made to MEPC 77. These included the
important submissions in support of the IMRF with respect to analysis of R&D projects
required to increase Technology Readiness Levels (the Ricardo report) and
suggestions on how to address concerns about intellectual property rights.

When making his summing up, the Chairman gave the same weight to the views
expressed at MEPC 76 as at MEPC 77 and (quoting from the draft meeting report):

“noted the increased support for the proposal to establish an IMRB and associated fund, but
also noted that while many delegations saw merit in the establishment of an IMRB in principle,
many other delegations opposed the approval of the proposal because of remaining concerns
related to, inter alia, technology transfer, redistribution of funds, governance mechanism and
access to R&D; and

instructed ISWG-GHG 12 to further consider the proposal for an IMRB and associated fund as
part of its consideration of proposals for mid-term measures under Phase | of the Work plan
for development of mid- and long-term GHG reduction measures.”

It will be recalled that the IMRB is listed in the IMO Strategy as a ‘short term’ measure.
When the meeting report was being finalised, ICS therefore expressed concern that if
the ISWG treats the IMRB as part of the package of mid-term measures, the industry
might have to wait until between 2023 and 2030 for the IMRB to be finalised. However,
a suggestion from ICS that the IMRB should be considered by the ISWG as a separate
agenda item to the further consideration of mid-term measures was rejected due to
immediate opposition from Argentina and Brazil. This is an outcome which will
probably also suit the European Commission which, although currently reluctant to say
so publicly, is opposed to the IMRB and has advocated that provision of funding for
R&D should be addressed as part of the discussion about possible MBMs.

In conclusion, while there was a definite increase in support from governments for the
IMRB, the decision to combine further consideration of the proposal with consideration
of MBMs, at ISWG-GHG 12 in May 2022, probably makes early approval of the IMRB
far more difficult, particularly as the Norwegian Chairman of the ISWG is known to be
strongly opposed to the IMRB and is unlikely to facilitate a constructive discussion that
recommends approval of the IMRF to MEPC 78.

5.3 Revision of the IMO GHG Strategy

It will be recalled that ICS made a detailed submission to MEPC 77 in support of
revision of the current IMO Strategy and the inclusion of a net zero CO, target for
shipping, provided that IMO takes the necessary steps to make such a high level of
ambition plausible, including establishment of the IMRB and an appropriate MBM, and
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the conduct of a full assessment on the possible impacts on trade, especially if
Technology Readiness Levels are not sufficiently increased.

It will also be recalled that the EU 27 (and the EC) submitted a paper suggesting
issues that should be taken into account when the Strategy was revised, including the
need for intermediate absolute targets to be agreed for 2030 and 2040 in addition to
2050. Another group of nations, including Norway, Japan. United States and United
Kingdom, also made a submission calling for an absolute zero GHG target for 2050.

During the long discussion that followed, delegations expressed their views on what
the revised levels of ambition might be, which can broadly be divided into two camps.

The first camp (which included most developed countries as well as Pacific Island
States) supported some kind of zero target for 2050, but with different views on
whether this should be net zero or absolute zero, whether it should cover CO, only or
all GHGs, and whether this should be supported by intermediate targets and/or other
targets such as a proportion of the fleet using zero-carbon fuels by certain dates.
While the report of the meeting implies that the majority — within this camp — favoured
an absolute target, the majority actually probably favoured a net zero approach if the
EU 27’s support for ‘climate neutrality’ is taken to mean the same thing. (It should be
noted that there seems to be some confusion about terminology. Brazil, for example,
suggested that net zero targets were unacceptable because they implied the need for
offsetting measures.)

The second camp (comprising a large but powerful minority which included China,
India, Russia, South American and Arab States) was far more cautious about any kind
of zero target for 2050, arguing this would be inconsistent with what had been agreed
at COP 26 and citing concerns about the impact on trade and development.

ICS, in an intervention, explained that, while it supported net zero for 2050, it was
cautious about establishing absolute reduction targets for 2030 and 2040, as this could
have unintended consequences, such as encouraging the uptake of fuels which will
allow the sector to achieve the next intermediate target, rather than focusing on the
development and deployment of those zero-carbon fuels and technologies that will be
required to get to zero by 2050. ICS also suggested that the concept of setting goals
for the proportion of the fleet using zero-carbon fuels would also require careful
consideration, as the achievement of such a goals would also be in the control of
stakeholders which are not directly regulated by IMO.

The conclusion of the long discussion was that the review of the Strategy should be
completed by MEPC 80 in Spring 2023 and that submissions were invited to MEPC 78
in June 2022.

5.4 MEPC Resolution on zero emissions by 2050

It will be recalled that a group of Pacific Island States made a submission proposing
that MEPC 77 adopt a Resolution referring to some kind of zero emissions target for
2050, which was also supported by a joint submission from Costa Rica, Norway,
Japan, United Kingdom and United States (although discussion of the Resolution was
conflated with the revision of the IMO Strategy).
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In its own submission proposing that the revised IMO Strategy should include a net
zero target, ICS had also said that it could support the development of such a
Resolution, provided it focused on net CO, emissions (while recognising the need to
address other GHG emissions too0).

As mentioned above, the majority of Member States made clear that they could not
support the development of such a Resolution. While the reservations expressed by
more conservative governments were not surprising, the EU 27 also decided not to
support the Resolution, stating that they wished to focus, in the short time available, on
the revision of the IMO Strategy instead. Given the desire for a signal from IMO
following COP 26, many Pacific States may have seen this as something of a
‘betrayal’ given that the commenting submission from the EU 27 made to MEPC 77
seemed to imply that the EU supported the development of such a Resolution. It also
supports the contention that the EC — which co-ordinates the EU position — has no
wish for IMO to be seen to be making any kind of progress.

5.5 Mid-Term Measures and MBMs

Following the presentation of the report of ISWG-GHG 10, delegations made
statements with regard to their views on mid-term measures including MBMs, which
were largely a repetition of positions previously presented to the ISWG discussions,
which will resume at ISWG-GHG 12 in May 2022.

It will be recalled that the EU 27 (and the EC) submitted some suggested principles for
the development of MBMs. But the majority of delegations took the view that they did
not wish to prejudge the outcome of the consideration of the proposals already made
to the ISWG. Several delegations made the point, highlighted by the ICS submission
to ICSW-GHG 10, that account should be taken of those principles for assessing
MBMs previously agreed by the Committee and the importance of avoiding market
distortion and identifying negative impacts on trade.

The statements made by governments appeared to suggest that (if an IMO MBM is
ever developed) that a levy-based approach might be more likely to gain eventual
support than a cap and trade system, although a large number of governments remain
opposed to rapid progress on any kind of MBM. Interestingly, most EU States that
spoke gave the impression that they are still open minded about what type of MBM
should be developed by IMO — perhaps to minimise the impact of the complaints about
the unilateral EU ETS proposal undermining the IMO discussion, which were made in
the joint submission from China, India, and Panama. However, such apparent open
mindedness on the part of EU States might well change as soon as the intra-EU
consultation about the application of the EU ETS to shipping is complete, depending
on whether or not this happens before MEPC 78 next June.

Most governments that spoke on the proposal from the EU 27 for a carbon-in-fuel
standard seemed to support the development of such a mid-term measure which will
be also be considered further by ISWG-GHG 12, notwithstanding the many questions
that still need to be addressed. However, while EU States view this as one of a basket
of mid-term measures alongside (or to be combined with) an MBM, some of the more
conservative States seem to view this as an alternative to an MBM.
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Despite the efforts of India to highlight concerns about (EU) unilateral action and
prompt a separate discussion on this, these efforts were largely frustrated, being
mixed up with rest of the discussion on mid-term measures and due to the shortage of
time.

5.6 Development of a carbon intensity code

The Committee noted the inter sessional working group’s view that it was premature to
conclude on both the timing of development, and the scope of the carbon intensity
code. The group’s intention is to revisit these issues when initiating the development of
the code.

It should be noted that with the eventual introduction of a carbon intensity code, it is
likely that the Carbon Intensity Indicator (Cll) requirements will become mandatory.
Hence, the ICS Secretariat will continue to follow closely the future progress of this
agenda item through the working group.

5.7 Deferred submissions

Due to the schedule overrun on the zero emissions resolution, MBM and IMRF, many
of the agenda item 7 submissions were deferred to the Inter Sessional Working Group
(ISWG), and also to the carbon intensity correspondence group. Details are provided
below:

e Submissions 77/7/11 and 77/7/29 propose changes to the scope, availability and
anonymity of data collection and were deferred to ISWG 11.

e The committee instructed the carbon intensity correspondence group to consider
the following submissions and to report to MEPC 78:

1. 77/7/2 proposes an alternative method of calculating the reference speed Vgesunder
the EEXI requirements. The proposed methodology would enable Vgeto be based
on in service measurements. Submissions 7/24, 7/25 and 7/26 provide comments
on this proposal and have also been delegated to the correspondence group.

2. 77/7/9 proposes a Cll correction factor for fuel sludge residue.

3. 77/7/13 proposes an adjustment of the Cll reference line for combination carriers.
4. 77/7/14 proposes a Cll correction factor for higher cargo utilisation

The ability to calculate the EEXI reference speed using in-service measurements is
seen as beneficial by the ICS Secretariat , and going forward we will continue to
support the proposal.

With respect to the proposed changes to the data collection system, ICS has no

objections in principle to extending the scope of this system, and indeed the carbon
intensity correspondence group are already considering how this system may be
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extended to include the necessary Cll data. However, both proposals advocate for the
removal of data anonymity, and as this is against our established policy, ICS will
continue to oppose this aspect.

It is apparent that the three proposals relating to Cll correction factors are now under
consideration within round 4 of the correspondence group, and have been added to
the scope of correction factors and voyage exclusions that are already being
assessed. Through our participation in the correspondence group, the ICS Secretariat
will continue to support the adoption of appropriate correction factors.

6 FOLLOW-UP WORK EMANATING FROM THE ACTION PLAN TO ADDRESS
MARINE PLASTIC LITTER FROM SHIPS (AGENDA ITEM 8)

A Working Group was formed under the chairmanship of Ms Annalisa Sly (Australia),
reviewing the report of the correspondence group and finalising the strategy and action
plan for Marine Plastic Litter from Ships, both of which were approved by the Committee
through a resolution drafted by the working group. The Committee also instructed the PPR
Sub-Committee to draft amendments to MARPOL Annex V to make the Garbage Record
Book mandatory for ships of 100 GT and above.

Due to time-constraints, it was not possible to consider submissions to the session on
Marine Plastic Litter from ships in detail during the plenary session, and the comments of
FOEI et al in MEPC 77/8/1 concerning microplastics in anti-fouling coatings were noted.
Furthermore, the proposals made by Sri Lanka with respect to plastic pellets following the
sinking of the MV Xpress Pearl (MEPC 77/8/3) were forwarded to PPR 8, requesting the
input of the CCC Sub-Committee. It should be noted that certain of the Sri Lankan
proposals relate to losses of containers, and the Action Plan item to consider the most
appropriate instrument to address the responsibility and liability for plastic consumer goods
lost at sea from ships, and ICS will monitor work on this closely.

7 POLLUTION PREVENTION AND RESPONSE (AGENDA ITEM 9)
7.1 Black Carbon

The Committee approved revised draft terms of reference for the output on reduction
of the impact on the Arctic of Black Carbon emissions from international shipping. The
Committee also considered a submission from many member States including
Canada, US and UK proposing the adoption of an MEPC resolution supporting
voluntary use of cleaner fuels by ships operating in or near the Arctic. ICS supported
various concerns that were expressed during the meeting regarding the contents of
the draft resolution as presented by the co-sponsors. This included parts of the
resolution misinterpreting outcomes from modelling analysis done as part of the fourth
IMO GHG study and technical inaccuracies related to the reduction potential in black
carbon emissions if there is a change to using distillates of a particular quality.
Following refinements in the language of the resolution by an informal working group
which ICS participated in, MEPC 77 approved the resolution protecting the Arctic from
shipping black carbon emissions which urges Member States and ship operators to
voluntarily use distillate or other cleaner alternative fuels or methods of propulsion that
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are safe for ships and could contribute to the reduction of Black Carbon emissions
from ships when operating in or near the Arctic.



