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(Serbest Ceviridir)
EK-1

Balast Suyu ile flgili Celiskili Durum
BIMCO’nun 08.05.2015 tarihli duyurusunda bildirildigi tizere;

Denizcilik sektorii, kimileri aksini iddia etse de, ¢evresel gelisimde ge¢mis yillara uzanan saygideger bir
tutuma sahiptir. Denizcilik sektorii; kirliligin giderilmesi, zararli emisyonlarin elimine edilmesi ve daha
siirdiiriilebilir bicimde faaliyet gosterilmesi hususlarinda toplumsal ihtiyaglara yanit vermektedir. Fakat
sektor bu faaliyetlerinde; mevzuatin diinya ¢apinda uygulandig: kiiresel bir sektor ihtiyaci olduguna ve
Uluslararasi Denizcilik Orgiitii’niin (IMO), tiim mevzuat degisikliklerinde araci olarak gdriilmesi
gerektigine dikkat ¢ekmektedir.

BIMCO tek tarafli ya da bolgesel mevzuatin, gemilerin diinya ¢apindaki ticaretini hem pahali hem de
uygulanamaz hale getirdigini yillardir birgok kere ifade etmistir. Deniz ticaret filosu, uluslararas: ve
makul oldugu siirece kendisinden istenen her seyi yapacaktir.

BIMCO bir siiredir, yuvarlak masa ortaklarindan Uluslararasi Deniz Ticaret Odasi, Intertanko ve
Intercargo ile birlikte; gemi balast sularinin diizenlenmesi ile ilgili uluslararasi sézlesme igin gergekgi bir
uygulama programinin sikintilar1 hakkinda uyarilmaktadir. Sektériin uygulamayi ertelemeye ¢alismasinin
veya balast suyundaki patojenlerin ve istilaci tiirlerin transferini 6nlemek i¢in sdzlesmenin amaglarini géz
oniinde bulundurmasinin anlami yoktur.

Problem yalnizca; uygulama ve 50.000 geminin armatériinii, 1-5 milyon Amerikan Dolari arasinda
maliyeti olan, uygun techizatin gemilerine kurulumunu yapmak zorunda birakacak bu sézlesmenin
oniimiizdeki yil yiiriirliige girebilecek olmasi ile ilgili endiselerdir. Yuvarlak masanin, séz konusu
techizatin onay1 igin ABD sistemi ile IMO sisteminin farkli olmasi ile ilgili endiseleri yinelenmekte ve
IMO onayh teghizatin kurulumuna yiiklii miktarda harcama yapan armatérlere dikkat gekilmektedir. Bu
pahali yatirimin, ABD Sahil Giivenlik Komutanlig1 test sisteminin gerekliliklerini yerine getirmek ve
ABD sularinda ticaret yapmaya devam etmek igin 5 y1l iginde degistirilmesinin gerekmesi gibi bir durum
ortaya cikabilir.

Stzlesme onay prosediirii sonuca yaklastikga, bu geliski ile karsi karsiya kalan isletmeciler daha giiglii
hale gelmektedirler. Bugiine kadar IMO y®netiminde, onayli 54 sistem bulunmaktadir. Ancak hicbiri
simdiye kadar ABD tarafindan onaylanmamis olup, yalnizca 17 iiretici sistemlerini ABD onayina sunma
niyetinde olduklarmi belirtmislerdir. Yuvarlak masanin belgelerine ragmen, séz konusu techizatlarin
onaylanacaginin garantisi yoktur. Dolayisiyla ABD sularinda ¢alisan bir sirketin yatirimi aslinda bos yere
yapilmis olabilir.

“Makul” kelimesi; yillardir IMO’da gelistirilen, diinya ¢apinda balast suyu diizenleme yonteminde
oldukga ¢ok nem kazanmstir. Denizcilik mevzuati ile ilgili olarak, ticari gergekleri ve teknik gelismeleri
kabul eden, bir cok hususta makul olarak nitelendirilebilecek memnuniyet verici bir pratiklik mevcuttur.

Armatdrlerin kars: karsiya kaldigi makul ve pratik goriiniimlii bu miiskiil durum, kirilma noktasina kadar
gelmistir. Duyarli bir armatdr, ABD Sahil Giivenlik Komutanhg: gerekliliklerini karsilama zorunlulugu
nedeniyle ileride ise yaramaz hale gelebilecek ve zamanla hurdaya doniisecek teghizat igin neden (gemiyi
ne daha verimli ne de rantabilite bakimindan daha gelismis hale getirebilecek) biiyilk yatirimlar
yapacaktir? Eger ABD, piyasadaki sistemlerden herhangi birini onaylamadiysa armatérler ne yapacaktir?
Bu, gercekten dncelikli olarak ele alinmasi gereken ¢eliskili bir durumdur.

Ceviren: Gizem D. GULTEPE MATARACI
Cevre Sorumlusu/Cevre Miihendisi



EK-2

08.05.2015
The Ballast Water Dilemma

The shipping industry, despite those who might suggest otherwise, has a very respectable record of
environmental improvement stretching back very many years. It responds to societal demands to clear up
pollution, to eliminate harmful emissions and operate in a more sustainable manner. But in its response., it
consistently points out that the need of a global industry is world-wide implementation of regulations and
that the International Maritime Organisation must be regarded as the vehicle for all regulatory change.

BIMCO has pointed out time and time over the years that unilateral or regional regulations make the
operation of ships in world-wide trading both expensive and impractical. Shipping will do all that is asked
of it, so long as this is reasonable and international.

For some time, BIMCO, in conjunction with its Round Table partners International Chamber of Shipping,
Intertanko and Intercargo has been warning about the problems of a realistic implementation schedule for
the international convention to regulate ships® ballast water. There is no sense that the industry is trying to
delay the process or that it regards the aims of the convention, to prevent the transfer of invasive species
and pathogens in ballast water, as anything other than valid and necessary.

The problem is solely that of implementation and the concerns that this convention might enter into force
next year, with the owners of some 50,000 ships having to fit compliant equipment costing between $1m
and $5m to their vessels. The Round Table has now reiterated its concern, with the US system of approval
for this equipment different to that of the IMO regime, pointing out that owners who have spent heavily to
fit IMO approved equipment, may find that this fails to fulfil the requirements of the USCG testing regime
and this expensive investment will have to be replaced within five years in order to continue to trade in
US waters.

As the ratification procedure of the convention approaches its conclusion, the dilemma facing operators
becomes ever more acute. To date, there are 54 systems which have been approved under the IMO
regime, but none have so far been approved by the US and only 17 manufacturers have indicated intent
that they will submit their system for the US approval process. As the Round Table notes. there is no
guarantee that these will meet approval so the investment of an operator working into US waters may
indeed be in vain.

The word “reasonable” has acquired a great deal of importance in the world-wide regulatory process
which has been developed over the years at the IMO. There is a pleasing pragmatism about maritime
regulations, which recognises commercial realities and technical developments, which is, in most respects
— reasonable.

But in this dilemma facing owners, what is reasonable and pragmatic seems to have been stretched to
breaking point. Why would a sensible owner invest huge sums (which of themselves make a ship neither
more efficient or enhance its earning power) in equipment which may subsequently fail to meet USCG
requirements and in time become so much scrap iron? But if the US has not approved any of the systems
on the market, what on earth is the owner to do? This is a real dilemma, which must be addressed with
the utmost urgency.

Kaynak: www.bimco.org



