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J MARPQ' ‘Annex VI (Convention on air pollution):
Q,Ccfﬁ where <1.5% S fuel used, or abatement applied
— N Q,g. nits for new ships (engine standards only)

SRENLET 1nto force 12 months after ratification by 15
=staues with 50% tonnage. Now 12 countries, 54%.

= J.ﬁo also acting on ship greenhouse gas
= Bmissions. Weak Assembly resolution adopted last
December.

e EU (Commission, Parliament & Council) all
pressing EU MS to ratify, and to work at IMO for
tighter NOx rules & concrete GHG actions.

o Honina for nocitive nroarecc af MEPC nevt weeale
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Vol Z Mr |ne fuel sulphur proposal (legislative’

Ei 1SSIOnS covered:

— ﬂ____Sulphur dioxide (SO2 or SOx)
~— s Particulate Matter (PM)

=L _

~ e Nijtrogen oxides (NOx)
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® \/olatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)
® Carbon dioxide (CO2)
® Halon



2 Politiez] _gssure on EU Member States to work constructively
)i MO Sihreat of EU action if this fails, eg on NOx standard:

= '13romote emissions reductions. 3 recommendatlons
dlfferentlated dues, local trading, credit trading (ship-shore).

® [[aunched to reward low-emission shipping and spread best
practice. No pecuniary value. 3 categories: ships, shippers &
ports. Collaboration with ECSA, ESC, ESPO and T&E.
Deadline for entries: 20/4.
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Pollt] &Nexf’gﬁeps

Sopean Parliament and Council of Ministers adoptec

pEsEllition & Conclusions in December last year.

geeLINstutions endorsed the Commission’s strategy,
zIfle Ca led for more action. Follow-up this year include

. '%-"‘ €I’VIC€ contract published last week with 3 tasks:

= - . Assign ship emissions to EU MS (to inform discussions or
national emissions ceilings review & EU GHG policy)

e [dentify, explain & cost latest abatement technologies
® Develop practical details of market-based instruments.

— Clean Marine Award ceremony, 1 June







Yeltime.2 — Marine fuel sul
glioposal: key‘é@ments '
IN THE NOR

PAIIShips to use <1.5% S fuel

SNoNedlice acidification, by implementing the SOx Emission Control
r\rm 'efined in the IMO’s MARPOL Annex VI convention
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régular passenger vessels to use <1.5% S fuel by 2007

- Fto improve air quality in coastal areas, maintain high standards for
intra-EU regular vessels, and help ensure availability of 1.5% S fuel

e All ships at berth to use <0.2% S fuel (0.1% by 2008)

— to reduce health impacts by cutting local SO2 and PM emissions




£
-l\l-"

- | s B
: — }ﬂ_ﬂ

ABATE CHNOLOGIE .
Annex VI rﬁ' Exhalst gas cleaning (scrubbing) anc

sEREGUIVa lent methods, subject to IMO guidelines,
cLrre] rJ\/_s 2ing developed by DE subcommittee.

BUL 1o -Feveryone IS enthusiastic - because it transfers
"01lIS to shipowners, and could cause marine pollution

'-_-‘;E_c__hnology not widely available (scrubbers or exhaus
~monitors), but first results from trials expected soon.

“Under Annex VI, flag states must approve technology
& port states can set environmental criteria. EU now
considering a committee procedure to allow EU25: to
jointly’ approve technologies and establish criteria.
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GCOFEECISIONEWith EP & Council.

e amendments adopted in June 2003:

oug rJlmlts than Commission proposal, eg 0.5% S fuel in SECA
rmd.-. i ferries, 0.2% S fuel in 12 mile territorial seas; promoting
' ‘-Ub_bll"lg and trading

=C ,.'e" 'm’lssmn amended proposal adopted August 2003
mcorporatlng some EP amendments (but not 0.5%...)
~Council progress slow, but good prospects under Irish

~Ministerial debate June; “common position” & EP 2nd
reading later 2004; final adoption early 20057?
Deadlines negotiable...
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ASECONAI E e|C|p Franiab study looked in more detail at
EHINEREOstSiand practicalities of EP 0.5% S limit -
<700 e r)rwi ilum, but benefit-cost ratio still positive.

SMl/orking on standard reporting guidelines for existinc
ﬂ_g rective 1999/32

® 6t Framework Programme funding in 2" call, Priority
*8 smallftask on ship emissions trading — bids being
-~ 3ssessed (DG Research lead).

e Environment Canada, US EPA & N American ports
considering ship emissions issues, including SOXECA
and fuel switch at berth — April conference in Seattle
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R0 more information, including links to

consultation proceedings,
background: studies,

-

http://www.europa.eu.int/comm/environment/air/transport. htm#3

Or contact me at env-ships@cec.eu.int



