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(Serbest Ceviridir)

KISA VADELI SERA GAZI AZALTIM TEDBIRLERI
DENIiZ KOMITESI CALISMA GRUBU TOPLANTISI
TASLAK TUTANAKLARI

e ISWG GHG-7 ve MEPC 75 TOPLANTI CIKTILARININ DEGERLENDIRMESI

ISWG GHG 7 ve MEPC 75’in sonuglar1 hakkinda kisa bir bilgilendirme yapilmistir. ISWG
GHG-7’de, hedefe dayali teknik tedbir (Mevcut Gemilerin Enerji Verimliligi indeksi-EEXI) ve
Gemi Enerji Verimliligi Yonetim Planin1 (SEEMP) gii¢lendirecek hedefe dayali operasyonel
tedbirleri birlestiren kisa vadeli sera gazi azaltma tedbirleri paketi kabul edilmis olup
basitlestirilmis bir derecelendirme sistemi ile birlikte Karbon Yogunlugu Gostergeleri (Cll'ler)
sunulmustur.

e ULUSAL GELISMELER HAKKINDA UYELER TARAFINDAN YAPILAN
BiLGILENDIRME

Uyeler tarafindan, iilkelerinde meydana gelen ulusal gelismeler hakkinda bilgi verilmistir:

Diger iiyeler anlasmay1 olumlu karsilarken, bazi iiye devletlerin temsilcileri MEPC
75’te kararlastirilan tedbirler paketinin 6zellikle uygulama agisindan iddiali
olmamasindan dolay1 yasadiklar1 hayal kirikligin1 dile getirmiglerdir.

Karmagsik ve zor bir husus olan kisa vadeli sera gazi azaltim tedbirleri iizerinde
anlagsmaya varilmis olmasi, diinyanin kars1 karsiya oldugu istisnai kosullar ve ¢evrim
ici ortamda gerceklestirilen IMO toplantilar1 géz oniine alindiginda olumlu bir basari
olarak goriilmiistiir.

Avrupa Birligi Baskanligi’n1 elinde bulundurdugu i¢in tarafsiz goriinmesi gereken
Almanya’nin gergek tutumu belirsizligini korumaktadir.

Operasyonel tekliflerde ¢ok az ayrint1 bulundugu, 6l¢iiler iizerinde daha fazla ¢aligmaya
ihtiya¢ duyuldugu belirtilmis olup detaylarin ise rehberlerin ayrintilarinda olabilecegi
vurgulanmugtir.

Mutabik kalman paket ile ii¢ adimli bir yaklagima bagl kalinmis olup IMO f{iye
devletlerinin gerekli fikir birligini saglayabilen iddiali ve akilc1 yaklagim arasinda iyi
bir denge olusturulmustur.

Halen ele alinacak bir¢ok konu mevcut olup destekleyici rehberlerde hizli ilerleme
kaydetmek onem tasimaktadir.

Danimarka, zayif performans gosteren D ve E derecelerine sahip gemilere
uygulanabilecek tedbirlere odaklanmak yerine, yiliksek performansli A ve B
derecelerine sahip gemileri Odiillendirmeye daha fazla vurgu yapilmasi gerektigini
belirtmistir.

Gemi sahiplerinin eski tonajlar1 yerine ¢ok diisiik emisyonlu yeni gemilere yatirim
yapmalarina olanak taniyan filo ortalama yaklasimina izin verilmesi diisiiniilmelidir.
Orta ve uzun vadeli tedbirlerin degerlendirilmeye baslanmasi 6nem tagimaktadir.

Bazi iiyeler, ro-ro feribotlar1 ve buz sinifi gemiler icin olast sonuglar konusunda endise
duymaktadir.

Uzerinde mutabik kaliman hususlarin sonuglarini tam olarak benimsemek i¢in daha fazla
zamana ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir.



MEPC 75’in uluslararas1 bir denizcilik arastirma kurulu (IMRB) kurulmasi yoniindeki
denizcilik sektoriinlin ortak teklifine cevabi hakkinda kisa bir degerlendirme yapilmig olup
IMRB’nin piyasa temelli tedbirlerle birlestirilmesi sonucu iiyelerin yasadigi hayal kiriklig1 dile
getirilmistir.

e KARBON YOGUNLUK GOSTERGESI (CII) OLCULERI

CII olgiileri icin kullanilmas1 muhtemel iki baslangic noktasina ait kisa bir 6zet sunulmustur.
Bunlar; emisyonlar1 DWT veya GT gibi sabit bir parametreye (6rnegin Ortalama Verimlilik
Orani-AER) endeksleyecek tasima arzinin kullanilarak gelistirilebilecek yontem ile
emisyonlari tasinan kargo veya yolculara gore belirten (6rnegin Enerji Verimliligi Operasyonel
Gostergesi-EEOI) degisken bir parametreye endeksleyen “tagima isinin” kullanilacagi yontem
olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir.

Sekreterya, her iki segenek icin de dezavantaj bulundugunu, ancak dengeli bir sekilde
tercihlerinin “tasima isi” oldugunu belirtmistir. Tasima arz1 AER gibi, mevcut IMO DCS ile
uyum gostermekte olup tasinan yiikii en aza indirgeyecek daha basit bir hesaplama yontemidir.
Ancak, gemi kullanimi dikkate alinmadigindan ve balast ile sefer yapan gemilerin balast
kullanmayan gemilere gore daha verimli goziikmesine sebep olabilecegi i¢in operasyonel
verimliligin olumsuz yani bulunmaktadir. Sekreterya tarafindan tasima isi, operasyonel
verimliligin daha anlamli bir gostergesi olarak degerlendirilmistir. Bu yontem gemilerin
kullanimlarini en {ist diizeye ¢ikarmakta, balast ile sefer yapan gemilerin benzer gemilere gore
daha az verimli gOriinmesi riskini Onlemektedir. Ancak daha karmagsik bir hesaplama
oldugundan ve IMO DCS raporlama formunda bir degisiklige veya ek bir raporlama verisine
ithtiyac duyabileceginden, daha ytiksek bir idari yiik getirecegi ifade edilmektedir.

Sekreterya, gerekli rehberleri gelistirecek olan IMO yazigma grubunun 30 Aralik 2020
haftasinda calismaya baslamasinin beklendigini ve meselenin acil oldugunun MEPC 76
toplantisina yoOnelik bildirmesi gerektigini vurgulamistir. Ayrica Sekretarya, ICS’in CII
hedeflerinden tiiretilen tagima arzin1 veya tasima igini kullanmay1 destekleyip desteklemeyecegi
konusunda iiyelerden yonlendirmeye ihtiya¢ duydugunu belirtmistir.

Degerlendirmeler sirasinda diger hususlarin yani sira asagidaki konulara deginilmistir:

- Farkli gemi tiirleri i¢in farkl dlciiler uygundur. Belirli gemi tipleri i¢in tagima isi, diger
tipler i¢in tagima arz1 yaklagiminin kullanilmasi daha elverisli olacaktir.

- Konu hakkinda esneklige ihtiya¢ duyulmaktadir.

- Dordiincii IMO GHG Calismasi, filo performansinin Enerji Verimliligi Operasyonel
Gostergesi (The Energy Efficiency Operational Indicator — EEOI) kullanildiginda
yaklasik %30, AER kullanildiginda ise yaklagik %20 arttigim1 gostermektedir. Bu
nedenle “tasima isi”ne dayali 6l¢iilerin, filonun baslangi¢ stratejisinde yer alan 2030
hedeflerine ulagsmasinda daha faydali olacagin1 gostermektedir.

- Olgiiler, baz1 gemilerin hacim bazinda, bazilarmin ise agirlik bazinda tasima yaptigini
yansitir sekilde olmalidir.

- Tasima arzinda emisyonlar DWT gibi sabit bir parametreye endekslenecegi icin yakit
kullanimina yo6nelik segenekler sinirli olacaktir.

- Cin tarafindan, balast kullanilan seferlerin hesaplamalara katilmamasi bir uzlagsma
segenegi olarak onerilmistir.

- Tasima isi toplam emisyonlar1 daha iyi ele almaktadir.



- Gemi kullanimi, gemi sahiplerinin kontrolii disinda olan bir durumdur.

- Operasyonel verimlilik agisindan sadece tagima isi anlamli bir gosterge olmustur.
- Fikir birligine varilmasi i¢in siireye ihtiya¢ bulunmaktadir.

- Buz smfi gemiler icin 6zel degerlendirme gerekmektedir.

Uzun goriismelerden sonra, sektorel farkliliklar: yansitmak i¢in AER'den tiiretilen Olciiler ve
tasima arzi tercihleri ifade edilmistir. Balast kullanilan seferlerin hari¢ tutulmasina yonelik
uzlaginin desteklenme ihtimali yiiksektir.

Sekreterya’dan her iki secenegin de esit sartlarda degerlendirilmesine yardimei olmasi igin
tasima isi ve tagima arzi yaklagimlarinin avantaj ve dezavantajlarina yonelik bir Ozet
hazirlamas1 istenmistir. Bu durumda, her iki se¢enegin de avantaj ve dezavantajlarinin
degerlendirilmesinin ardindan “tasima isi”’nin tercih edildigi ve CII ol¢iitlerinin gelistirilmesi
icin AER’nin baslangi¢ noktas1 olmasi gerektigi ICS tarafindan belirtilmistir.

e CII TEMELLERI VE AZALTIM ORANLARI

Toplantida, Enerji Verimliligi Dizayn Endeksi (Energy Efficiency Design Index-EEDI)
referans ¢izgilerinin 2008 yil1 tagima isi i¢in temsilen kullaniminin ICS tarafindan desteklemesi
gerektigi dogrulanmistir. Dizayn teknik verimlilik Olctisii i¢in gelistirilen referans cizgileri,
operasyonel verimlilik 6nlemleri ile kullanim agisindan ideal olmamasina ragmen gerekli CII
rehberlerinin tamamlanmasina kisa siire kalmasindan dolay1 kabul edilebilir ve akilci bir temsil
unsuru olarak kabul edilmistir. Bu durumun CII’leri, EEDI referans ¢izgileri olan gemi
tirleriyle sinirlayacagi ancak bu gemi tiirlerinin denizcilik sektdriintin sorumlu oldugu sera
gazlarmin biiylik cogunlugunu olusturdugu icin kabul edilebilir bir husus oldugu belirtilmistir.
Diger gemi tiirleri i¢in referans ¢izgilerinin daha sonra gelistirilebilecegi ifade edilmistir.

e OZEL DIKKAT GEREKTIREN GEMI TIPLERI
Toplantida 6zellikle iki gemi tiirlinlin 6zel dikkat gerektirdigi belirtilmistir:

- EEXI ve CII’leri ro-ro feribotlarina uygulamanin zorluklari ISWG GHG-7 ve MEPC
75’te belirtilmistir olup her iki toplantida da “yiiksek iddiali” Avrupali iiye devletler bile
ro-ro feribotlarinin ihtiyaglarina akilci bir tutum sergilemislerdir. Sekreterya, denizcilik
sektoriine uygun ¢oziimler lizerinde ¢alismak iizere Interferry ile igbirligi yapacaktir.

- Veriler Baltik Denizi’ndeki yakit kullanimimin buz mevsiminde %30 artabilecegini
gosterdiginden ve Kuzey Kutbu kosullarinda yakit kullanimi, agik suda ¢alismaya gore
%300’e kadar artacagindan, buz smifi gemiler i¢in diizeltme faktorleri gelistirmek
zordur. Miimkiin olan zamanda ger¢ek¢i bir diizeltmenin gelistirilebilecegi
diistiniilmektedir. Sekreterya, en azindan baglangigta konuyu diizgiin bir sekilde
degerlendirmek i¢in zaman tanimak iizere, buz gemilerinin CII hesaplamalarindan muaf
tutma siirelerini desteklemeye istekli olup olmadiklarin1 belirlemek i¢in bazi "yiiksek
iddiali" iiye devletlerle calisma gergeklestirecektir. Bu sekildeki bir muafiyetin
istenmemesi durumunda Sekreterya tarafindan ¢oziim gelistirme ¢aligmalarina destek
teklif edilecek olup ¢oziimiin iiye devletlerden sunulmasi gerektigi ifade edilmektedir.

e BiR SONRAKI TOPLANTI TARIHI

Grubun, IMO vyazisma grubunun her oturumunda c¢evrim i¢i toplantilar diizenlemesi
kararlastirilmistir.
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INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF SHIPPING

Meeting of the Marine Committee Working Group on Short Term GHG Reduction
Measures on Friday 27 November 2020

DRAFT MINUTES

1. STATEMENT OF COMPLIANCE WITH COMPETITION LAW

The Chairman opened the meeting by welcoming all attendees and reminded the meeting
of the ICS statement of compliance with competition law.

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING

The draft minutes of the previous meeting held on 26 June 2020 were approved as a true
record of that meeting and no further comments were received.

3. REVIEW OF ISWG GHG7 & MEPC75 OUTCOMES

The Secretariat provided a brief update on the outcomes of ISWG GHG 7 and MEPC 75.
At ISWG GHG 7 the working group agreed a package of short term GHG reduction
measures which combined both a goal based technical measure (the energy efficiency
existing ship index (EEXI)) and goal based operational measures which would strengthen
the ship energy efficiency management plan (SEEMP) and introduce carbon intensity
indicators (ClIs) in conjunction with a simplified rating system.

4. MEMBERS UPDATE ON NATIONAL DEVELOPMENTS

Members updated the meeting on national developments within their countries including,
inter alia, the following:

e Some member State delegations had expressed disappointment that the package
of measures agreed at MEPC 75 lacked ambition, particularly with respect to
enforcement, whilst others had received the agreement positively;

e That an agreement had been reached for such a complex and difficult matter was
seen as a positive achievement given the exceptional circumstances faced by the
world and the need to hold IMO meetings virtually;

¢ In the case of Germany, it was unclear what the true position of Germany was since
as they held the Presidency of the EU they were required to appear neutral;

e There was little detail in the operational proposals and further work was needed on
metrics, it was highlighted that the devil might be in details of the guidelines;

e The agreed package adhered to a three step approach and was a good balance
between ambition and pragmatism which was able to secure the necessary
consensus of IMO member States;

e Many issues remained to be addressed and it was essential to make rapid progress
on the supporting guidelines;



e Denmark emphasised that rather than focusing just on measures which might be
applied to poor performing D & E rated ships there should be more emphasis on
rewarding high performing A & B rated ships;

e Consideration should be given to allowing a fleet average approach which would
allow shipowners to focus investment on new very low emissions ships rather than
their older tonnage;

e It was important to start considering mid- and long-term measures;

e Some Members were concerned at the implications for ro-ro ferries and ice class
ships; and

e More time was needed to fully digest the implications of what had been agreed.

There was a brief discussion on the response of MEPC 75 to the joint industry proposal to
establish an international maritime research board (IMRB), with Members expressing
disappointment that the IMRB had been conflated with market based measures. A meeting
of the ICS GHG long term measures working group was planned to take place on either 10
or 11 December where the matter would be further discussed.

5. CARBON INTENSITY INDICATOR (Cll) METRICS

The Secretariat provided a brief summary of the two possible starting points for ClI
metrics, these could either be developed using transport supply which would index
emissions to a fixed parameter such as DWT or GT (eg. AER), or using transport work
which would index emissions to a variable parameter which indicated cargo or passengers
carried (eg. EEQI).

The Secretariat considered that there were both disadvantages to each option but that on
balance the preference of the Secretariat was transport work. Transport supply, such as
the AER, was compatible with the existing IMO DCS, would minimise burden and was a
simpler calculation. However, it gave a somewhat compromised indication of operational
efficiency since it did not consider ship utilization and could potentially make ships making
many voyages in ballast appear to be more efficient than those which avoided ballast
voyages. Transport work was considered by the Secretariat to provide a more meaningful
indication of operational efficiency and would avoid the risk that ships managed to
maximize their utilization might appear less efficient than similar ships spending significant
time on ballast voyages, however it would incur a higher administrative burden since it was
a more complex calculation and might need either a change to the IMO DCS reporting
form or an additional means of reporting data.

The Secretariat emphasised that since the IMO correspondence group which would
develop the necessary guidelines was expected to commence it's work during week
starting 30 December and had to report to MEPC 76 that the matter was urgent and the
Secretariat needed clear direction from Members for whether ICS should support using
transport supply or transport work derived of Cll objectives.

During discussion of the matter a number of points were made, including, inter alia:

e Different metrics were appropriate for different ships types, and transport work
might be better for certain types and transport supply for others;

¢ Flexibility was needed,;

e The IMO 4 GHG study showed that performance of the fleet had improved by
approx. 30% if using the EEOI compared with approx. 20% is using AER therefore



transport work based metrics would position the fleet closer to the initial 2030 level
of ambition of the initial strategy;

e Metrics should reflect that some ships carried volume and others weight;

e Transport supply limited options to fuel use since emissions would be indexed to a
fixed parameter such as DWT;

e A compromise option which had been suggested by China would be to exclude

ballast voyages from the calculation;

Transport work better addressed total emissions;

Ship utilization was outside the control of shipowners;

Only transport work gave a meaningful indication of operational efficiency;

It was premature to reach consensus; and

Ice class ships needed special consideration.

After a lengthy discussion a balance of Members expressed a preference for transport
supply and metrics derived from the AER to reflect sectoral differences. The compromise
of excluding ballast voyages could be supported.

The Secretariat was asked to prepare a summary of advantages and disadvantages of
both transport work and transport supply to aid transparency but that the ICS position
would be that after consideration the advantages and disadvantages of each option we
prefer transport work and that the AER should be the starting point for development of ClI
metrics.

6. CIl BASELINES AND REDUCTION RATES

The meeting confirmed that ICS should support use of the EEDI reference lines as a proxy
for 2008 transport work. Although reference lines developed for a design technical
efficiency measure were not ideal for use with operational efficiency measures they were
considered to be an acceptable and pragmatic proxy given the short time available to
complete the necessary Cll guidelines. It was noted that this would limit, at least initially,
Clls to those ship types with EEDI reference lines but that since these ship types emitted
the vast majority of GHGs attributable to shipping this was an acceptable compromise.
Reference lines for other ship types could be developed later.

7. SHIP TYPES NEEDING SPECIAL ATTENTION
The meeting noted that two ship types in particular needed special attention:

e The difficulties of applying the EEXI and Clls to ro-ro ferries had been noted at both
ISWG GHG 7 and MEPC 75, at both meetings even “high ambition” European
member States had shown a pragmatic attitude to the needs of ro-ro ferries. The
Secretariat would cooperate with Interferry to work on appropriate solutions for the
sector; and

e Forice class ships it was very difficult to develop correction factors since data
indicated that fuel use in the Baltic Sea could increase by 30% in the ice season
whilst in Arctic conditions fuel use could increase by up to 300% relative to
operation in open water. The Secretariat considered it unlikely that a realistic
correction could be developed in the time available and that this risked ships which
operated in ice conditions being rated very poorly simply because of this. The
Secretariat would make discreet inquiries with some of the “high-ambition” member
States to establish whether they might be willing to support exempting periods in ice



from CII calculations, at least initially to allow time to properly consider the matter. If
they are unwilling to consider such an exclusion then the Secretariat would offer to
support their efforts to develop an appropriate solution but would be clear that a
solution had to come from member States.

8. DATE OF NEXT MEETING

It was agreed that the group would hold virtual meetings during each round of the IMO
correspondence group. Although this would mean that meetings would be called at short
notice the shift to virtual meetings made this acceptable and the benefit of added member
engagement was agreed to outweigh the disadvantage that there would be limited notice

of meetings.
9. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

There was no further business to discuss and the meeting was duly closed.



