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DESIGN INDEX (EEDI) FOR CRUISE PASSENGER SHIPS HAVING
NON-CONVENTIONAL PROPULSION

RESOLUTION MEPC.234(65) - AMENDMENTS TO 2012 GUIDELINES ON
SURVEY AND CERTIFICATION OF THE ENERGY EFFICIENCY DESIGN
INDEX (EEDI) (RESOLUTION MEPC.214(63)), AS AMENDED

TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR THE UPDATE OF THE 2009 IMO STUDY
OF GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS ESTIMATE FOR INTERNATIONAL
SHIPPING
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ANNEX 20

ANNEX 21

ANNEX 22

ANNEX 23

ANNEX 24

ANNEX 25

ANNEX 26

ANNEX 27

ANNEX 28

ANNEX 29

ANNEX 30

ANNEX 31

ANNEX 32

ANNEX 33

STATEMENT BY A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNFCCC SECRETARIAT
ON UNFCCC MATTERS

RESOLUTION MEPC.235(65) — AMENDMENTS TO THE ANNEX OF THE
PROTOCOL OF 1978 RELATING TO THE INTERNATIONAL
CONVENTION FOR THE PREVENTION OF POLLUTION FROM SHIPS,
1973 (AMENDMENTS TO FORM A AND FORM B OF SUPPLEMENTS TO
THE IOPP CERTIFICATE UNDER MARPOL ANNEX 1)

RESOLUTION MEPC.236(65) — AMENDMENTS TO THE CONDITION
ASSESSMENT SCHEME UNDER MARPOL ANNEX |

RESOLUTION MEPC.237(65) — ADOPTION OF THE CODE FOR
RECOGNIZED ORGANIZATIONS (RO CODE)

RESOLUTION MEPC.238(65) — AMENDMENTS TO THE ANNEX OF THE
PROTOCOL OF 1978 RELATING TO THE INTERNATIONAL
CONVENTION FOR THE PREVENTION OF POLLUTION FROM SHIPS,
1973 (AMENDMENTS TO MARPOL ANNEXES | AND Il TO MAKE THE RO
CODE MANDATORY)

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF IRELAND ON THE CODE FOR
RECOGNISED ORGANIZATIONS (RO CODE)

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF JAPAN ON PORT RECEPTION
FACILITIES FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE REVISED
MARPOL ANNEX V

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO MARPOL ANNEX V (THE RECORD OF
GARBAGE DISCHARGES)

RESOLUTION MEPC.239(65) - AMENDMENTS TO THE 2012
GUIDELINES FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF MARPOL ANNEX V

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE INTERNATIONAL CODE FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION AND EQUIPMENT OF SHIPS CARRYING DANGEROUS
CHEMICALS IN BULK (IBC CODE)

RESOLUTION MEPC.240(65) — 2013 AMENDMENTS TO THE REVISED
GUIDELINES AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR OIL DISCHARGE
MONITORING AND CONTROL SYSTEMS FOR OIL TANKERS
(RESOLUTION MEPC.108(49))

STATEMENTS BY THE DELEGATION OF THE UNITED KINGDOM AND
THE OBSERVERS FROM CSC AND IPTA ON POLLUTION INCIDENTS IN
THE ENGLISH CHANNEL

DRAFT ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON
CIRCULATION THROUGH THE GLOBAL
INFORMATION SYSTEM (GISIS)

NOTIFICATION  AND
INTEGRATED SHIPPING

DRAFT ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON GUIDELINES TO ASSIST
INVESTIGATORS IN THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CASUALTY
INVESTIGATION CODE (RESOLUTION MSC.255(84))
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ANNEX 34

ANNEX 35

ANNEX 36

ANNEX 37

ANNEX 38

ANNEX 39

ANNEX 40

ANNEX 41

ANNEX 42

ANNEX 43

ANNEX 44

ANNEX 45

ANNEX 46

ANNEX 47

ANNEX 48

DRAFT ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON AMENDMENTS TO THE SURVEY
GUIDELINES UNDER THE HARMONIZED SYSTEM OF SURVEY AND
CERTIFICATION (HSSC), 2011

DRAFT ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON 2013 NON-EXHAUSTIVE LIST OF
OBLIGATIONS UNDER INSTRUMENTS RELEVANT TO THE IMO
INSTRUMENTS IMPLEMENTATION CODE

AMENDMENTS TO UNIFIED INTERPRETATION TO REGULATION 12.2
OF MARPOL ANNEX |

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO MARPOL ANNEX | (MANDATORY CARRIAGE
REQUIREMENTS FOR STABILITY INSTRUMENT)

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE CODE FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND
EQUIPMENT OF SHIPS CARRYING DANGEROUS CHEMICALS IN BULK
(BCH CODE) (MANDATORY CARRIAGE REQUIREMENTS FOR
STABILITY INSTRUMENT)

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO THE INTERNATIONAL CODE FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION AND EQUIPMENT OF SHIPS CARRYING DANGEROUS
CHEMICALS IN BULK (IBC CODE) (MANDATORY CARRIAGE
REQUIREMENTS FOR STABILITY INSTRUMENT)

DRAFT ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON USE OF NATIONAL TONNAGE IN
APPLYING INTERNATIONAL CONVENTIONS

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM ITF ON HUMAN ELEMENT
WORKING GROUP

ITEMS IN THE BIENNIAL AND POST-BIENNIAL AGENDAS OF DE, DSC,
FP, COMSAR, NAV, SLF AND STW SUB-COMMITTEES RELATING TO
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

BIENNIAL AND PROPOSED POST-BIENNIAL AGENDAS FOR THE BLG
SUB-COMMITTEE AND PROVISONAL AGENDA FOR BLG 18

BIENNIAL AGENDA FOR THE FSI SUB-COMMITTEE AND PROVISIONAL
AGENDA FOR FSI 22

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF PLANNED OUTPUTS FOR THE MEPC
FOR THE 2012-2013 BIENNIUM

PROPOSALS FOR THE HIGH-LEVEL ACTION PLAN OF THE
ORGANIZATION AND PRIORITIES FOR THE 2014-2015 BIENNIUM FOR
THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COMMITTEE

ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE AGENDAS OF MEPC 66, MEPC 67
AND MEPC 68

RESOLUTION MEPC.241(65) - APPRECIATION OF THE SERVICES TO
THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COMMITTEE BY
MR. ANDREAS CHRYSOSTOMOU
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1 INTRODUCTION
1.1 The sixty-fifth session of the Marine Environment Protection Committee was

held at IMO Headquarters from 13 to 17 May 2013, under the chairmanship of
Mr. Andreas Chrysostomou  (Cyprus). The Vice-Chairman of the Committee,
Mr. Arsenio Dominguez (Panama), was also present.

1.2 The session was attended by delegations from Members and Associate Members;
by representatives from United Nations Programmes, specialized agencies and other
entities; by observers from the intergovernmental organizations with agreements of
cooperation; and by observers from non-governmental organizations in consultative status;
as listed in document MEPC 65/INF.1.

1.3 The Chairman of the Council, Mr. Jeffrey G. Lantz (United States); the Chairman of
the Facilitation Committee (FAL), Mr. Yury Melenas (Russian Federation); the Chairman of
the Sub-Committee on Bulk Liquids and Gases (BLG), Mr. Sveinung Oftedal (Norway); the
Chairman of the Sub-Committee on Ship Design and Equipment (DE), Dipl.-Ing. Anneliese
Jost (Germany); the Chairman of the Sub-Committee on Flag State Implementation (FSI),
Capt. Dwain Hutchinson (Bahamas); and the Chairman of the Sub-Committee on Stability
and Load Lines and on Fishing Vessels Safety (SLF), Mr. Kevin Hunter (United Kingdom);
were also present.

The Secretary-General's opening address

1.4 The Secretary-General welcomed participants and delivered his opening
address, the full text of which can be downloaded from the IMO website at the following link:
http://mww.imo.org/MediaCentre/SecretaryGeneral/Secretary-GeneralsSpeechesToMeetings/Pages/MEPC-
65-opening.aspx

Chairman's remarks

1.5 The Chairman thanked the Secretary-General for his opening address and stated that
his advice and requests would be given every consideration in the deliberations of the
Committee.

Information on the Genoa port crash by the delegation of Italy

1.6 The delegation of Italy informed the Committee that on Tuesday, 7 May,
ataround 11.30 p.m., a 40,594-tonne containership Jolly Nero belonging to Ignazio
Messina & Co., collided into the 55-m port tower of Genoa, bringing it down, and resulting in
the death of eight people (five Coast Guards and three pilots). One Coast Guard Petty
Officer is still missing and four officers were injured, two of them seriously.

1.7 It was the stern of the ship that brought down the tower. The crash happened when
the ship, which was assisted by two tugboats and with the pilot on its bridge, was backing out
of the port. At the time of the incident, the sea was calm, there was no wind and visibility was
perfect. Investigations are in progress.

Adoption of the agenda
1.8 The Committee adopted the agenda (MEPC 65/1) and agreed to be guided by the

provisional timetable (MEPC 65/1/1, annex 2, as revised), on the understanding that it was
subject to adjustments depending on the progress made each day. The agenda, as adopted,
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with a list of documents considered under each agenda item, is set out in document
MEPC 65/INF.28.

Credentials

1.9 The Committee noted that credentials of the delegations attending the session
were in due and proper order.

2 HARMFUL AQUATIC ORGANISMS IN BALLAST WATER

21 The Committee noted that the number of Contracting Governments to the
"International Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water and
Sediments, 2004" (BWM Convention) is currently 36, representing 29.07 per cent of the
world's merchant fleet tonnage. The Committee urged those States which have not yet
ratified the Convention to do so at their earliest possible opportunity.

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS THAT MAKE USE
OF ACTIVE SUBSTANCES

2.2 The Committee noted that the twenty-fourth and twenty-fith meetings of
the GESAMP-BWWG were held from 10 to 14 December 2012 and
from 21 to 26 January 2013 respectively, at IMO Headquarters, under the chairmanship
of Mr. Jan Linders. During the two meetings, the GESAMP-BWWG had reviewed a total
of eight proposals for approval of ballast water management systems that make use
of Active Substances, submitted by China, India, the Netherlands (two proposals), Norway,
Japan, and the Republic of Korea (two proposals).

Basic Approval

2.3 The Committee, having considered the recommendations contained in annex 6 to
the "Report of the twenty-fourth meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG" (MEPC 65/2/9), and the
recommendations contained in annexes 4 and 6 to the "Report of the twenty-fifth meeting of
the GESAMP-BWWG" (MEPC 65/2/19), agreed to grant Basic Approval to:

A Van Oord Ballast Water Management System proposed by the Netherlands
in document MEPC 65/2/2;

2 REDOX AS Ballast Water Management System proposed by Norway in
document MEPC 65/2/3; and

3 Blue Zone™ Ballast Water Management System proposed by the
Republic of Korea in document MEPC 65/2/5.

2.4 The Committee invited the Administrations of the Netherlands, Norway and
the Republic of Korea to take into account all the recommendations made in the
aforementioned reports of the GESAMP-BWWG (annex 6 to the report of the twenty-fourth
meeting and annexes 4 and 6 to the twenty-fifth meeting) during the further development of
the systems.

2.5 The Committee noted that the GESAMP-BWWG considered that the proposal for
Basic Approval of the Van Oord Ballast Water Management System provided sufficient
certainty with regard to environmental protection, safety for the ship and human health and
that the application fulfiled the requirements of Procedure (G9) for Final Approval.
The Committee further noted that the GESAMP-BWWG was of the view that there was
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no further need to review the application for Final Approval if the limitations specified in
annex 6 to the report of the twenty-fourth meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG (MEPC 65/2/9)
are taken into account.

2.6 The delegation of India stated their disagreement with the recommendation in
annex 8 of the "Report to the twenty-fifth meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG" (MEPC 65/2/19)
not to grant Basic Approval to the HyCator®: BWT Reactor System proposed by India in
document MEPC 65/2/7, and requested that detailed comments in this regard be considered
by the Ballast Water Review Group. The Committee agreed with this request and instructed
the Review Group accordingly.

2.7 The Committee noted that the report of the twenty-fith meeting of
the GESAMP-BWWG (MEPC 65/2/19) contained an error with regard to the REDOX AS
Ballast Water Management System, which uses medium pressure UV irradiation instead of
low pressure as stated in the report.

Final Approval

2.8 The Committee, having considered the recommendations contained in annex 5 to
the "Report of the twenty-fourth meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG" (MEPC 65/2/9), as well as
the recommendations contained in annexes 5 and 7 to the "Report of the twenty-fifth meeting
of the GESAMP-BWWG" (MEPC 65/2/19), agreed to grant Final Approval to:

A AQUARIUS® EC Ballast Water Management System proposed by
the Netherlands in document MEPC 65/2/1;

2 EcoGuardian™ Ballast Water Management System proposed by the
Republic of Korea in document MEPC 65/2/4; and

3 OceanDoctor Ballast Water Management System proposed by China in
document MEPC 65/2/6.

29 The Committee invited the Administrations of China, the Netherlands and
the Republic of Korea to verify that all recommendations contained in the reports of
the twenty-fourth and twenty-fifth meetings of the GESAMP-BWWG (MEPC 65/2/9,
annex 5 for the Netherlands; MEPC 65/2/19, annex 5 for the Republic of Korea and annex 7
for China) are fully addressed prior to the issuance of the Type Approval Certificates.

2.10 The Committee concurred with the recommendation in annex 4 of the "Report of
the twenty-fourth meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG" (MEPC 65/2/9) not to grant
Final Approval to the Ballast Water Management System with PERACLEAN® Ocean
(SKY SYSTEM®) proposed by Japan in document MEPC 65/2.

Future meetings of the GESAMP-BWWG

2.11 The Committee noted that the next regular meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG
(i.e. the twenty-sixth meeting) has been tentatively scheduled from 28 October
to 1 November 2013, and invited Members to submit their proposals for approval
(application dossiers) and the non-confidential description of their ballast water management
systems to MEPC 66 as soon as possible but not later than 13 September.
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212 The Committee further noted that, recognizing the possibility that more than four
proposals may be submitted for review by the Group and subsequent approval by MEPC 66,
the GESAMP-BWWG had expressed its availability to have an additional meeting,
(GESAMP-BWWG 27) in December 2013 to accommodate as many proposals as possible,
provided that all the necessary conditions for organizing such a meeting are met.
Any proposal for approval that is not reviewed in the twenty-sixth meeting and the additional
meeting (i.e. the twenty-seventh meeting), due to time constraints, will be reviewed at the
earliest meeting of the Group after MEPC 66 and reported to MEPC 67 (MEPC 65/2/19,
section 3 of the report of the twenty-fifth meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG).

Other matters emanating from the GESAMP-BWWG meetings

213 Having considered the recommendations of the GESAMP-BWWG regarding the
optimization of the evaluation of the proposals for approval, the Committee agreed to:

A note that, in accordance with the decision by MEPC 63, the revised
Methodology for information gathering and conduct of work of
the GESAMP-BWWG (BWM.2/Circ.13/Rev.1) has been applied to all
submissions for Basic Approval to MEPC 65 and will be applied to
subsequent submissions for Final Approval of those systems; and

2 remind Administrations of their responsibility to conduct a careful
completeness check to ensure that any future applications submitted in
accordance with the revised Methodology, satisfy all the provisions in it.

ORGANIZATIONAL ARRANGEMENTS RELATED TO THE EVALUATION AND APPROVAL OF BALLAST
WATER MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS

2.14 The Committee recalled that, in considering the report of the Third Stocktaking
Workshop of the GESAMP-Ballast Water Working Group, MEPC 62 endorsed the proposal
of the GESAMP-BWWG to conduct the stocktaking meetings on a yearly basis.

2.15 The Committee noted that the Fourth Stocktaking Workshop on the activity of
the GESAMP-Ballast Water Working Group was held in Busan, the Republic of Korea
from 14 to 17 August 2012, under the chairmanship of Mr. Jan Linders, and its outcome has
been circulated in document MEPC 65/2/8.

2.16 The Committee noted the outcome of the Fourth Stocktaking Workshop and
requested the Review Group to consider the inconsistencies between the Methodology for
information gathering and conduct of work of the GESAMP-BWWG (BWM.2/Circ.13/Rev.1)
and Circulars BWM.2/Circ.28 and BWM.2/Circ.37 and to advise the Committee accordingly.

217 The Committee agreed that any changes to the Methodology should not
disadvantage proposals for approval of ballast water management systems submitted in
accordance with a previous version of the Methodology, and clarified that proposals
submitted for Basic Approval under one version of the Methodology, could be submitted for
Final Approval under the same version.

218 Referring to paragraph 9 of the outcome of the Fourth Stocktaking Workshop of
the GESAMP-BWWG, the observer from ICS noted that the revised Methodology for
information gathering and conduct of work of the GESAMP-BWWG (BWM.2/Circ.13/Rev.1)
strongly recommends carrying out ecotoxicity testing in three salinities at Basic Approval.
The Committee noted that this may be relevant for the Ballast Water Review Group to take
into consideration when conducting its future reviews.
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2.19 The Committee noted the information provided in document MEPC 65/INF.14
(Secretariat) on the GESAMP-BWWG Database of 18 chemicals most commonly associated
with treated ballast water. The Committee was also reminded that no additional supporting
information regarding substances in the Database is required in proposals for approval of
ballast water management systems that make use of Active Substances. The Committee
further noted that the Fourth Stocktaking Workshop of the GESAMP-BWWG decided to
increase the number of substances in the Database, to be made available when completed.

REVIEW OF THE AVAILABILITY OF BALLAST WATER TREATMENT TECHNOLOGIES

2.20 The Committee noted the information regarding the latest type-approved ballast
water management systems provided in the following documents:

A MEPC 65/INF.2 (Norway) on the Type Approval of the OceanGuard™
Ballast Water Management System;

2 MEPC 65/INF.5 (Denmark) on the Type Approval of the DESMI Ocean
Guard OxyClean Ballast Water Management System;

3 MEPC 65/INF.11 (Netherlands) on the Type Approval of the Wartsila
AQUARIUS® UV ballast water management system;

4 MEPC 65/INF.12 (Norway) on the Type Approval of the KBAL Ballast
Water Management System;

5 MEPC 65/INF.13 (Norway) on the Type Approval of the CrystalBallast®
Ballast Water Management System; and

.6 MEPC 65/INF.26 (South Africa) on the Type Approval of the Resource
Ballast Technologies System Ballast Water Management System,

which increases the total number of type-approved ballast water management systems to 33.

2.21 The Committee thanked the delegations of Denmark, the Netherlands, Norway
and South Africa for the information provided and instructed the Ballast Water Review
Group to take this information into consideration when conducting its future reviews.

ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION ON APPLICATION OF THE BWM CONVENTION

2.22 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 had agreed to the establishment of
a Correspondence Group on an Assembly resolution regarding the Application of the
International Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Waters and
Sediments, 2004, to ease and facilitate the smooth implementation of the Convention.

2.23 In considering the report of the correspondence group (document MEPC 65/2/11
(Japan)), the Committee noted that the group had used Assembly resolution A.1005(25)
as a basis for discussions and arrived at three main options to relax the implementation
schedule stipulated in regulation B-3 of the Convention.

2.24 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/2/18 (Secretariat) which provided
legal comments and advice on the considerations of the correspondence group.
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2.25 In the ensuing discussion, a clear majority of delegations expressed their support for
option B, proposing an Assembly resolution that recommends an enforcement schedule
drawn from one of four sub-options, as it would provide the most practical way forward while
avoiding any undesirable legal uncertainty.

2.26 A number of delegations supported sub-option 2 or 3 presented in document
MEPC 65/2/11, as these would reschedule enforcement of regulation B-3 of
the BWM Convention only for ships constructed before 2012 or 2009 respectively.
These delegations were of the view that these sub-options would provide a smoother
implementation and reduce the peak of installation demand expected after entry into force of
the Convention.

2.27 The maijority of delegations, however, expressed their support for sub-option 1,
which would reschedule the enforcement of regulation B-3 for all ships constructed before
the entry into force of the Convention.

2.28 The delegation of Canada proposed an additional "sub-option 5", based on an
enforcement schedule with upcoming dates implemented nationally by one major
Administration and requested this to be included in the considerations of the draft Assembly
resolution.

2.29 Some delegations stated their preference for adopting a protocol to amend the
BWM Convention, as this would provide more legal certainty than an Assembly resolution.

2.30 The Committee, having considered the above views, agreed to request the
Review Group to finalize the draft Assembly resolution based on option B and sub-option 1
provided in document MEPC 65/2/11, taking into consideration documents MEPC 65/2/13,
MEPC 65/2/18, MEPC 65/2/20 and the enforcement schedule implemented nationally by one
major Administration, as suggested by Canada. The Chairman emphasized that he would
wish to submit only one text of the draft resolution, preferably without any square brackets,
to the twenty-eighth regular session of the Assembly in November 2013.

2.31 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/2/20 (India), commenting on
document MEPC 65/2/11 and providing a concept of port-based BWTBoats as an alternative
to ballast water management systems on board ships, and decided to refer it to the Ballast
Water Review Group for further consideration.

2.32 The Committee further noted document MEPC 65/2/13 (FOEI et al.), which reports
on the continuously increasing number of invasive species and calls for early ratification of
the BWM Convention.

CONSIDERATION OF THE MANNER OF APPLICATION OF THE BWM CONVENTION
Application of the HSSC

2.33 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/2/15 (Republic of Korea) proposing
to apply the Harmonized System of Survey and Certification (HSSC) at the first issuance
of International Ballast Water Management Certificates, by reflecting this in the draft
Assembly resolution on Application of the BWM Convention or by amending BWM.2/Circ.40
on issuance of Ballast Water Management Certificates prior to entry into force of
the BWM Convention and Ballast Water Management Plans approved according to
resolution A.868(20).
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2.34 Although some delegations shared the concerns of the Republic of Korea, that
clarification is needed with regard to the survey and anniversary dates, the Committee
agreed that the matter should not be considered before finalization of the draft Assembly
resolution. The Committee instructed the Ballast Water Review Group to briefly consider the
proposal in document MEPC 65/2/15, and advise the Committee on whether it should be
pursued further.

Clarification of "major conversion”

2.35 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 agreed with the proposal by Japan, not to
consider the new installation of ballast water management systems "major conversion" as
defined in regulation A.1.5 of the BWM Convention, and instructed the Secretariat to prepare
a draft circular in this respect for consideration and approval by the Committee at this
session. In considering document MEPC 65/WP.3 containing the draft BWM circular, the
Committee also considered document MEPC 65/2/12 (IACS) proposing a further clarification
on the application of regulation A-1.5.2.

2.36 The Committee instructed the review group to consider the proposal by IACS
together with the draft BWM Circular on clarification of "major conversion" as defined in
regulation A-1.5 and advise the Committee as appropriate.

The use of drinking water as ballast water

2.37 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/2/14 (Germany et al.) on the use of
drinking water as an additional ballast water management option, proposing an application
procedure for approval of the use of Active Substances in drinking water. The Committee, in
agreeing that this complex matter requires thorough consideration, noted that the GESAMP
Trust Fund may not be the appropriate source for funding possible requests for the advice of
the GESAMP-BWWG on this matter and that the decision to supply drinking water to ships
remains the prerogative of the port State.

2.38 The Committee requested the review group to consider document MEPC 65/2/14 in
detail and advise the Committee accordingly. In this respect, the Committee also instructed
the review group to consider the recommendations of the GESAMP-BWWG regarding the
Basic Approval of the Van Oord Ballast Water Management System (MEPC 65/2/9,
annex 6).

Mobile Offshore Units

2.39 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/2/16 (Singapore) on ensuring
compliance of Mobile Offshore Units with the BWM Convention by using the internal
circulation method or discharge at the same location, and instructed the Ballast Water
Review Group to consider the proposal in detail, bearing in mind that adoption of unified
interpretations is to be left to Parties to the Convention, once it enters into force, and advise
the Committee accordingly.

CONSIDERATION OF OTHER ASPECTS RELATED TO BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL

2.40 The Committee, having considered document MEPC 65/2/10 on the production of a
manual entitled "Ballast Water Management — How to do it":

A invited Member States, competent international or regional organizations,
and industry programmes to promote and provide, directly or through IMO,
support and technical assistance to secure the necessary funding for the
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development of the manual "Ballast Water Management — How to do it",
in accordance with resolution 3, adopted by the International Conference
on Ballast Water Management for Ships (2004); and

2 invited the Technical Co-operation Committee to include in the
Organization's Integrated Technical Co-operation Programme the
provisions to contribute and support the production of such a manual.

2.41 The Committee thanked Transport Canada for its financial support of $20,000 Canadian
dollars for the development of the manual "Ballast Water Management — How to do it".

OuTCOME OF BLG 17 CONCERNING THE BWM CONVENTION

2.42 The Committee noted that the Sub-Committee on Bulk Liquids and Gases held its
seventeenth session from 4 to 8 February 2013, and its report on that session has been
circulated under the symbol BLG 17/18. The outcome of BLG 17 was reported in
document MEPC 65/11/2.

2.43 The Committee considered the action requested of the Committee in
document MEPC 65/11/2, which concerns the BWM Convention, paragraphs 2.8 to 2.12, and:

A approved the draft BWM Circular on Guidance on ballast water sampling
and analysis for trial use in accordance with the BWM Convention and
Guidelines (G2), as set out in annex 5 to document BLG 17/18, and
instructed the Secretariat to disseminate it as BWM.2/Circ.42;

2 considered and agreed in principle with the recommendations related to the
trial period for reviewing, improving and standardizing the BWM Circular on
Guidance on ballast water sampling and analysis for trial use in accordance
with the BWM Convention and Guidelines (G2), as set out in annex 6 to
document BLG 17/18;

3 adopted, by resolution MEPC.228(65), Information reporting on type
approved ballast water management systems, as set out in annex 1;

4 approved the draft BWM circular on amendments to the Guidance for
Administrations on the type approval process for ballast water management
systems in accordance with Guidelines (G8) (BWM.2/Circ.28), as set out in
annex 8 to document BLG 17/18, and instructed the Secretariat to
disseminate it as a BWM.2/Circ.43; and

5 approved the draft BWM circular on options for ballast water management
for Offshore Support Vessels in accordance with the BWM Convention,
as set out in annex 9 to document BLG 17/18, and instructed the
Secretariat to disseminate it as BWM.2/Circ.44.

2.44 The delegation of the United States reserved its position on the principle of port
States refraining from applying criminal sanctions or detaining ships on the basis of sampling
during the trial period of the Guidance on ballast water sampling and analysis in accordance
with the BWM Convention and Guidelines (G2).
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2.45 The Committee noted the information on sampling of ballast water for compliance,
provided in document MEPC 65/2/17 (WWF), and requested BLG to take it into consideration
when developing future revisions of the BWM Circular on Guidance on ballast water
sampling and analysis for ftrial use in accordance with the BWM Convention
and Guidelines (G2), and FSI to take it into consideration in the development of the
Guidelines for port State control under the BWM Convention.

OuTCcOME OF FSI 21 CONCERNING THE BWM CONVENTION

2.46 The Committee noted that the FSI Sub-Committee held its twenty-first session
from 4 to 8 March 2013, and its report on that session has been circulated under the
symbol FSI 21/18. The Committee further noted that FSI 21 established a correspondence
group under the coordination of Canada to develop the Guidelines for port State control under
the BWM Convention for finalization at FSI 22 and agreed that the correspondence group
would not commence work until after MEPC 65.

2.47 The Committee noted that FSI 21 had invited MEPC 65 to amend the draft terms of
reference agreed for the correspondence group as deemed appropriate after its conclusion
of matters related to sampling and analysis of ballast water.

2.48 The Chairman of the BLG Sub-Committee proposed that the port State control
Guidelines should reflect the trial period of the BWM Circular on Guidance on ballast water
sampling and analysis for trial use in accordance with the BWM Convention and
Guidelines (G2), and the Assembly resolution regarding the application of the International
Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water and Sediments, 2004,
expected to be adopted at Assembly 28.

2.49 The Committee instructed the Review Group to consider the terms of reference
set out in paragraph 8.8 of document FSI 21/18, taking into account the proposal by the
Chairman of BLG, and advise the Committee accordingly.

OuTcOME OF C 109 CONCERNING THE BWM CONVENTION

2.50 The Committee noted that the Council held its 109th session
from 5 to 9 November 2012, and its summary of decisions on that session has been
circulated under the symbol C 109/D. The outcome of Council 109 has been reported in
document MEPC 65/12.

2.51 The Committee noted the outcome of C 109 relevant to ballast water, recognizing
that technical issues remain outstanding and urging the MEPC to identify and suggest
pragmatic solutions to any impediments, in particular port State control issues, to the early
entry into force and implementation of the Convention. The Committee urged Member
States and observers to propose pragmatic solutions to any impediments related to the
ratification and implementation of the BWM Convention.

ESTABLISHMENT OF THE BALLAST WATER REVIEW GROUP

2.52 The Committee agreed to establish the Ballast Water Review Group with the
following terms of reference:

"Taking into consideration the comments and decisions made in plenary,
the Ballast Water Review Group is instructed to:
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A consider the inconsistencies between the Methodology for information
gathering and conduct of work of the GESAMP-BWWG
(BWM.2/Circ.13/Rev.1) and Circulars BWM.2/Circ.28 and BWM.2/Circ.37
and propose an appropriate course of action;

2 consider, with a view to finalizing the draft Assembly resolution on
Application of the International Convention for the Control and Management
of Ships' Ballast Water and Sediments, 2004, based on option B and
sub-option 1 presented in document MEPC 65/2/11, taking into consideration
documents MEPC 65/2/13, MEPC 65/2/18, MEPC 65/2/20, and Canada's
request in plenary, to discuss the fact that one major trading Administration
has established an implementation schedule with upcoming dates;

3 consider the proposal in document MEPC 65/2/15 to achieve a uniform
application of the HSSC scheme at the first issuance of International Ballast
Water Management Certificates and advise the Committee whether the
matter should be pursued further;

4 consider amending the text of the draft circular on clarification of
"major conversion" as defined in regulation A-1.5 of the BWM Convention
as proposed by IACS in document MEPC 65/2/12;

5 consider the proposal in document MEPC 65/2/14 on using drinking water
as an additional ballast water management option and propose an
appropriate course of action;

.6 consider the proposal in document MEPC 65/2/16 on ballast water
management for Mobile Offshore Units and advise the Committee accordingly;

v consider the terms of reference for the correspondence group established
at FSI 21, to develop the guidelines for port State control under
the BWM Convention, set out in paragraph 8.8 of document FSI 21/18 and
advise the Committee accordingly;

.8 consider document MEPC 65/2/20 (India) providing a concept describing
the port-based BWTBoats as an alternative to onboard fitment of ballast
water management systems and advise the Committee accordingly;

9 consider the comments of India on the recommendation of the
GESAMP-BWWG, at its twenty-fifth meeting (document MEPC 65/2/19,
annex 8), not to grant Basic Approval to the HyCator®: BWT Reactor
System and advise the Committee as appropriate; and

.10 submit a written report on the work carried out, including findings and
recommendations, to plenary on Thursday, 16 May 2013."

CONSIDERATION OF THE REPORT OF THE BALLAST WATER REVIEW GROUP
2.53 Having considered the report of the Ballast Water Review Group

(MEPC 65/WP.7/Rev.1), the Committee approved it in general and took action as outlined
in the following paragraphs.
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2.54 The delegation of Denmark, supported by the delegations of ltaly,
the Republic of Korea and Sweden, made a statement expressing concern with sub-option 1
for the draft Assembly resolution on Application of the BWM Convention. The observer
from CESA, in supporting the statement by Denmark, also made a statement regarding their
concerns in respect of the consequences of the resolution. The full statements are set out
in annex 2

2.55 The delegation of Germany, in informing the Committee of its intention to deposit its
instrument of accession to the BWM Convention in June 2013, expressed some concern
regarding the legal implications of the draft Assembly resolution on the envisaged accession
to the Convention. The full statement is set out in annex 2.

2.56 The delegation of Spain, having not been able to participate in the work of
the Review Group, made a general comment regarding the use of drinking water generated
on board as ballast water, and expressed its view that the approval of such technologies
through Procedure (G9) needs further consideration.

2.57 With regard to the actions requested by the review group, the Committee:

A noted that the Group agreed with the proposal by the Chairman of
the GESAMP-BWWG that the GESAMP-BWWG would resolve the
inconsistencies between the Methodology for information gathering and
conduct of work of the GESAMP-BWWG (BWM.2/Circ.13/Rev.1)
and Circulars BWM.2/Circ.28 and BWM.2/Circ.37 via changes in
the Methodology;

2 considered the concern expressed in the Group, that clarification is
required in the draft Assembly resolution on Application of the International
Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water and
Sediments, 2004, with respect to renewal dates related to statutory or
classification certificates or the anniversary date of delivery of the ship for
the purposes of determining the date of the renewal survey, which will
effectively determine the date of compliance with regulation D-2 under the
approach of the Assembly resolution;

In considering this action item, the delegation of Canada stated that, in
considering document MEPC 65/2/15, the Ballast Water Review Group
noted that in the draft Assembly resolution, referring to a ballast water
management renewal survey that is not harmonized with the renewal
survey in other statutory instruments, could lead to a situation where the
demand for ballast water management systems will suddenly peak five
years after the entry into force of the BWM Convention. The full statement
is set out in annex 2.

The delegation of Canada further informed the Committee that to avoid the
situation described above, a meeting attended by a number of delegations
outside normal working hours had developed the following text to be
included as a new sub-paragraph 2.6 in the draft Assembly resolution as
set out in annex 1 to document MEPC 65/WP.7/Rev.1:

"2.6 The renewal survey referred to in paragraphs 2.1 to0 2.4 is
the renewal survey associated with the International Oil Pollution
Prevention Certificate under MARPOL Annex I."
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After consideration, the Committee agreed with the proposal and instructed
the Secretariat to include the additional paragraph 2.6 in the draft Assembly
resolution.

The delegation of Spain expressed its concern with regard to linking the
compliance of certain provisions of the Convention with the issuance of
statutory certificates, as these dates could easily be adjusted, and stated its
preference for using fixed dates instead;

approved the draft Assembly resolution on Application of the International
Convention for the Control and Management of Ships' Ballast Water and
Sediments, 2004, as set out in annex 3, to be submitted to A 28 for adoption;

approved the amended draft circular on clarification of "major conversion"
as defined in regulation A-1.5 of the BWM Convention and instructed
the Secretariat to disseminate it as BWM.2/Circ.45;

approved the action plan set out in paragraph 24 of document
MEPC 65/WP.7/Rev.1, with respect to the use of drinking water as ballast
water;

approved the draft circular on Application of the BWM Convention
to Mobile Offshore Units and instructed the Secretariat to disseminate it
as BWM.2/Circ.46.

Following a proposal by the delegation of the Bahamas, the Committee
instructed the Secretariat to consider including, in the circular, a reference
to a definition of Mobile Offshore Units, currently under development by the
Sub-Committee on Standards of Training and Watchkeeping;

approved the amended Terms of Reference for the correspondence
group established at FSI 21 to develop the Guidelines for port State
control under the BWM Convention, as set out in annex 4 to document
MEPC 65/WP.7/Rev.1;

invited the delegation of India to clarify the issues identified with regard to
the BWTBoat concept and keep the Committee informed;

noted the intention of the delegation of India to submit a new proposal for
Basic Approval of the HyCator®: BWT Reactor System to a future
GESAMP-BWWG meeting.

Consequently, the Committee agreed with the recommendation in annex 8
of the "Report of the twenty-fith meeting of the GESAMP-BWWG"
(MEPC 65/2/19) not to grant Basic-Approval to the HyCator®: BWT Reactor
System proposed by India in document MEPC 65/2/7; and

agreed to re-establish the Review Group at MEPC 66 in accordance with
the provisions of regulation D-5 of the BWM Convention.

2.58 The Committee thanked the Chairman of the Review Group and its members for

their hard work.
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3 RECYCLING OF SHIPS

3.1 The Committee recalled that MEPC 62 and MEPC 63 had adopted the following four
guidelines referred to in the Hong Kong Convention, which are intended to assist States in
the early implementation of the Convention's technical standards:

2011 Guidelines for the Development of the Ship Recycling Plan;

2011 Guidelines for the Development of the Inventory of Hazardous Materials;

2012 Guidelines for Safe and Environmentally Sound Ship Recycling; and
- 2012 Guidelines for the Authorization of Ship Recycling Facilities.

3.2 The Committee also recalled that MEPC 64, which concluded the work on all the
six guidelines required under the Hong Kong Convention, had adopted:

- 2012 Guidelines for the Inspection of Ships under the Hong Kong Convention;
and

- 2012 Guidelines for the Survey and Certification of Ships under the Hong Kong
Convention.

3.3 The Committee recalled further that MEPC 64 had established an intersessional
Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling, which had been instructed to develop threshold
values and exemptions applicable to the materials to be listed in Inventories of Hazardous
Materials and to consider the need to amend accordingly the 2077 Guidelines for the
Development of the Inventory of Hazardous Materials (Inventory Guidelines), which is where
threshold values and exemptions are listed.

Planning of the work

3.4 The Committee had for its consideration five documents submitted under the
agenda item, and agreed to deal with the issue of threshold values and exemptions first,
followed by proposed amendments to the 20712 Guidelines for the Inspection of Ships under
the Hong Kong Convention (Inspection Guidelines).

Development of threshold values and exemptions

3.5 In considering documents MEPC 65/3 and MEPC 65/INF.9 reporting on the
deliberations of the intersessional correspondence group, the Committee noted that the
group had made good progress, but that various threshold values and the issue of
exemptions as well as certain underlying concepts still had to be discussed.

3.6 The Committee thanked the United States for its contribution as coordinator of the
correspondence group and all the members of the group for the work done.

3.7 The Committee then considered document MEPC 65/3/2 (Japan), commenting on
the report of the correspondence group and claiming that the establishment of two different
sets of threshold values for new and existing ships was inappropriate. Moreover, the
Committee noted the arguments put forward by Japan in support of a threshold value for
asbestos of 0.1 per cent, and "no threshold value" for ozone-depleting substances.
Japan also proposed text for inclusion in the Inventory Guidelines to prohibit the retroactive
application of new threshold values to existing IHMs.
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3.8 Thereafter, the Committee considered document MEPC 65/3/3 (China) arguing in
favour of a threshold level for asbestos of 1 per cent in line with ISO 30007:2010.

3.9 Following some discussion, it was agreed that the two proposed threshold values for
asbestos and the other comments on the report of the correspondence group made in
document MEPC 65/3/2, should be further discussed in the Working Group on Ship Recycling,
if established.

Proposed amendments to the Inspection Guidelines

3.10 In introducing document MEPC 65/3/1 (Spain), the delegation of Spain brought the
attention of the Committee to alleged inconsistencies in the 2072 Guidelines for the
Inspection of Ships under the Hong Kong Convention regarding the inspection of the
Inventory of Hazardous Materials by port State control officers and the determination of
"clear grounds" for a more detailed inspection, and proposed amendments to the relevant
paragraphs of the guidelines. The delegation of Spain also suggested replacing the word
"inspection" with the more explicit term "port State control" in the current title of the guidelines
to avoid any confusion.

3.11 The majority of the delegations who spoke did not favour the proposals made in
document MEPC 65/3/1, and it was agreed to instruct the Working Group on Ship Recycling,
if established, to conclude the discussion and provide a recommendation to plenary for
its consideration.

Progress of ratification

3.12 The Committee welcomed a statement made by the delegation of Norway
informing the Committee that the Norwegian Parliament is expected to give its approval,
on 14 May 2013, to the planned Norwegian accession to the Hong Kong Convention.

Establishment of the Working Group on Ship Recycling

3.13 Having considered the above issues, the Committee established the Working Group
on Ship Recycling under the chairmanship of Ms. Kristine Gilson (United States) with the
following terms of reference:

"Taking into account comments, proposals and decisions made in plenary, the
Working Group on Ship Recycling is instructed to:

A further develop the threshold values and consider, if appropriate, any
exemptions applicable to the materials to be listed in Inventories of
Hazardous Materials and consider the need to amend the 20711
Guidelines for the Development of the Inventory of Hazardous
Materials accordingly;

2 consider the issues raised in document MEPC 65/3/1 submitted
by Spain further and provide a recommendation to the plenary for its
consideration, taking into account that the majority of those who
spoke did not favour the proposals;

3 consider and recommend whether the intersessional
Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling should be re-established
to further address threshold values and exemptions; and if so,
develop draft terms of reference for the group; and

4 submit a written report to plenary on Thursday, 16 May 2013."
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Report of the Working Group on Ship Recycling

3.14 The Committee considered and approved the report of the working group

(MEPC 65/WP.8)
A

in general and, in particular:

noted the group's recommendation that the 20712 Guidelines for the
Inspection of Ships under the Hong Kong Convention should not be
amended as proposed in document MEPC 65/3/1;

noted the outcome of the group's deliberations on the further development
of threshold values and exemptions applicable to the materials that are to
be listed in Inventories of Hazardous Materials (paragraphs 7 to 24); and
noted the group's recommendation that the 207171 Guidelines for the
Development of the Inventory of Hazardous Materials should be amended
accordingly.

In considering this action item, some delegations raised concern as to the
compromise taken in relation to the threshold value for asbestos under the
Inventory Guidelines, noting at the same time, however, that the issue
would be given further consideration by the Maritime Safety Committee;

instructed the Secretariat to liaise with the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) to seek guidance on the threshold value for radioactive
substances, with a view to facilitating further consideration of the issue at a
future session of the MEPC,;

invited the Maritime Safety Committee at its ninety-second session to give
consideration to a threshold value for asbestos in view of its expertise on
the matter; and

agreed to the re-establishment of the intersessional Correspondence Group
on Ship Recycling, under the coordination of the United States’, and
approved the terms of reference for the group as follows:

"On the basis of the outcome of MEPC 65 and the report of the working
group (MEPC 65/WP.8), the Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling is
instructed to:

A finalize the development of threshold values and exemptions
applicable to the materials to be listed in Inventories of Hazardous
Materials and amend accordingly the 207171 Guidelines for the
Development of the Inventory of Hazardous Materials; and

2 report the outcome of its deliberations to MEPC 66."

Coordinator:
Ms. Kri

s Gilson, REM, CHMM

Office of Environment, MAR-410, Mail Drop #1

Depart

ment of Transportation, U.S. Maritime Administration

Southeast Federal Center, West Bldg
1200 New Jersey Ave SE, Washington, DC 20590
Phone:  202.366.1939, Fax: 202.366.5904

Cell: 202.492.0479
E-mail:  kristine.gilson@dot.gov
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3.15 The Committee thanked the Chairman and the members of the group for their hard
work.

4 AIR POLLUTION AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY
41 The Committee agreed to consider, in addition to the documents submitted under
agenda item 4, document MEPC 65/7/4 concerning IACS unified interpretation MPC 103 on
identical replacement engines. The Committee also agreed to consider relevant items from
the outcome of the seventeenth session of the BLG Sub-Committee (MEPC 65/11/2), with
two relevant documents MEPC 65/11/3 and MEPC 65/11/4, as well as relevant items from
the outcome of the fifty-seventh session of the DE Sub-Committee (MEPC 65/11/8).
Order of discussion
4.2 The Committee considered the various issues in the following order:

Draft MEPC resolution

A Draft MEPC resolution on Promotion of technical co-operation and transfer
of technology relating to the improvement of energy efficiency of ships;

Air pollution from ships

2 Outcome of BLG 17 and DE 57:
A Impact on the Arctic of emissions of black carbon;
2 Equivalents set forth in regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI,
3 Amendments to NOx Technical Code 2008 to certify dual-fuel engines;
4 Regulation 13.2.2 — Replacement of marine diesel engines; and
5 Revision of the Standard specification for shipboard incinerators;
3 Review of the status of the technological developments to implement

Tier Il NO, standards;

4 Emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOC);

5 Treatment of ozone-depleting substances used to service ships;
.6 Sulphur monitoring for 2012;

7 Feasibility study on LNG-fuelled short sea and coastal shipping;

Energy efficiency for ships

.8 Outcome of DE 57 — Application of EEDI regulations to ships with
a high-independent icebreaking capability;
9 Report of the Correspondence Group on energy efficiency measures
for ships;
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.10 EEDI calculation for ro-ro cargo ships (vehicle carriers);
A1 EEDI calculation for cruise passenger ships having non-conventional
propulsion;
12 EEDI calculation for LNG carriers;
13 EEDI calculation for ro-ro cargo ships and ro-ro passenger ships;
14 Guidelines on the method of calculation of the attained EEDI for new ships;

15 Calculation of attained EEDI for ships defined in regulations 2.31 to 2.35;

.16 Application of chapter 4 of MARPOL Annex VI to ships not propelled by
mechanical means;

A7 Speed trial and model test;

18 EEDI database;

19 IMO model course on energy efficient operation of ships;
.20 Energy efficiency measures; and
.21 Further measures to improve the energy efficiency standards of ships.

DRAFT MEPC RESOLUTION ON PROMOTION OF TECHNICAL CO-OPERATION AND TRANSFER OF
TECHNOLOGY RELATING TO THE IMPROVEMENT OF ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF SHIPS

4.3 The Committee recalled that MEPC 62 had agreed that capacity-building, technical
assistance and transfer of technology were important elements in a future comprehensive
regulatory framework to promote energy efficiency in international shipping, and had included
regulation 23 of MARPOL Annex VI on promotion of technical co-operation and transfer of
technology relating to the improvement of energy efficiency of ships in the amendments
adopted by resolution MEPC.203(62). MEPC 62 also agreed to develop an MEPC resolution
on this matter (MEPC 62/24, paragraph 6.94).

4.4 The Committee further recalled that MEPC 64 had made significant progress with
the finalization of the text and had developed a draft text, which included options for those
paragraphs which had not been agreed upon. It was agreed that the text contained in the
annex to document MEPC 64/WP.10 would be the Committee's interim agreement on the
draft resolution, and that submissions on this issue to MEPC 65 should be restricted to
comments relating to the specific paragraphs of the draft resolution. It was further agreed
that the Working Group should be re-established at MEPC 65 with the same terms of
reference, in order to finalize the text of the draft resolution at this session, with a view to
its adoption.

4.5 The Committee considered the following documents relating to the
draft MEPC resolution: MEPC 65/4/1 (Secretariat), MEPC 65/4/25 (Russian Federation) and
MEPC 65/4/33 (South Africa).
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4.6 The Committee agreed to forward all documents on the draft MEPC resolution
to a dedicated working group, without general debate in Plenary, as a continuation of the
Working Group established during the last session.

Establishment of Working Group on the draft resolution on promotion of technical
co-operation and transfer of technology relating to the improvement of energy
efficiency of ships

4.7 The Committee established the Working Group on the draft resolution on promotion
of technical co-operation and transfer of technology relating to the improvement of energy
efficiency of ships under the chairmanship of Mr. Arsenio Dominguez (Panama), with the
following terms of reference:

"On the basis of document MEPC 65/4/1, MEPC 65/4/25 and MEPC 65/4/33, and
taking into account any comments on the matter, the Working Group on the draft
resolution on promotion of technical co-operation and transfer of technology relating
to the improvement of energy efficiency of ships is instructed to:

A finalize the text of the MEPC resolution with a view to adoption
at this session of the Committee; and

2 submit a written report to plenary by Wednesday, 15 May 2013."

Outcome of the Working Group on the draft resolution on promotion of technical
co-operation and transfer of technology relating to the improvement of energy
efficiency of ships

4.8 The Committee received the report of the Working Group on the draft resolution on
promotion of technical co-operation and transfer of technology relating to the improvement of
energy efficiency of ships (MEPC 64/WP.9), and noted that it had been unable to agree on
the text of the draft resolution.

Outcome of the Chairman's consultations

4.9 With a view to reaching an agreement on the draft MEPC resolution at this session, the
Chairman of the Committee conducted informal consultations with a number of delegations.

4.10 The Committee noted that following these informal consultations, the Chairman had
circulated a proposal for a final text of the draft MEPC resolution for consideration by the
Committee. In introducing the outcome of the informal discussion, the Chairman of the
Committee made a statement, as set out in annex 5. Following that, the Committee adopted,
by acclamation, resolution MEPC.229(65) on Promotion of technical co-operation and
transfer of technology relating to the improvement of energy efficiency of ships, as set out in
annex 4.

4.11 Many delegations expressed their appreciation for the adoption of the MEPC
resolution, and to the fact that in the spirit of cooperation and compromise, the Committee
had been able to come to an agreement on this issue.

412 The delegations of Australia, Japan and the United States, supported by the
delegation of Canada, made a joint statement. In addition, the United States made a further
statement. As requested, the statements are set out in annex 5.
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413 The delegations of Brazil, Canada, Chile, China (supported by Brazil); India, Nigeria,
Norway, Peru, Saudi Arabia and Venezuela, made statements on the adoption of the
MEPC resolution. Furthermore, a joint statement on the adoption of the MEPC resolution
was made by the delegations of Denmark, the Netherlands and the United Kingdom (supported
by Cyprus, Germany, ltaly, Latvia, Malta, New Zealand, Poland, Spain and Sweden).
As requested, the statements are set out in annex 5.

4.14 The Committee noted an intervention by the delegation of Argentina, supported by
others, that for the term "enshrined" used in the preamble of the English version of the
MEPC resolution, the translation in Spanish should be "consagrados". As requested, the
statement is set out in annex 5.

4.15 The Committee further noted an intervention by the delegation of Sweden who
pledged a donation to support the implementation of the Organization's technical assistance
activities under regulation 23 of MARPOL Annex VI.

4.16 The Secretary-General offered his congratulations and appreciation to the
Committee on adopting the MEPC resolution in the IMO spirit of cooperation. In particular,
the Secretary-General noted the hard work by the Chairman and Vice-Chairman in
negotiating this text and assured the Committee that the Secretariat would do its utmost to
support the implementation of the MEPC resolution.

AIR POLLUTION FROM SHIPS
Outcome of BLG 17 and DE 57

417 The Committee noted that BLG 17 had considered the impact on the Arctic of
emissions of black carbon from international shipping and had further considered guidelines
and guidance documents as a consequence of the amended MARPOL Annex VI and the
NOx Technical Code 2008 (BLG 17/18, paragraphs 10 and 11).

4.18 The Committee also noted that DE 57 had considered revision of the Standard
specification for shipboard incinerators, black carbon emissions from shipping in polar waters
and application of EEDI regulations to ships with a high-independent icebreaking capability
(DE 57/25, paragraphs 4, 11.19 to 11.21 and 11.25 to 11.27).

Impact on the Arctic of emissions of black carbon

4.19 The Committee recalled that MEPC 62 had agreed to a work plan for the
BLG Sub-Committee to consider the impact on the Arctic of emissions of black carbon from
international shipping (MEPC 62/24, paragraph 4.20). Following the recommendation of
BLG 16 (BLG 16/16, paragraph 15.7), MEPC 63 had agreed to establish a separate agenda
item on this matter at BLG 17 (MEPC 63/23, paragraph 19.4).

4.20 The Committee noted that BLG 17, in accordance with the work plan instructed by
MEPC 62, had considered a definition for black carbon emissions from international shipping;
measurement methods for black carbon; and possible control measures. BLG 17 agreed that
more work would be needed on these matters and re-established a correspondence group
on consideration of the impact on the Arctic of emissions of black carbon from international

shipping.
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4.21 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/22 (Norway), providing
information on emissions of Black Carbon from shipping within the Arctic, as well as
information on emissions from shipping north of 50° North.

4.22 The delegation of the Russian Federation made a statement on the outcome of the
working group of the Arctic Council, as set out in annex 6.

4.23 The Committee taking into account that this matter will be considered at BLG 18,
agreed to forward document MEPC 65/4/22 to BLG 18 for consideration.

4.24 The Committee considered relevant parts of document MEPC 65/11/4 (China),
proposing that the Committee should instruct the BLG Sub-Committee to redefine its task
and focus on the impact on the Arctic of black carbon emissions "from shipping in the Arctic"
rather than "international shipping", as black carbon emissions are believed to have only
regional ramifications, and shipping outside the Arctic will have little impact on this particular
region. The statement by China is set out in annex 6.

4.25 The Committee recalled that MEPC 63 had reconsidered the title of the work plan
for the BLG Sub-Committee and reconfirmed it was factual and correct. The Committee
agreed to retain the title for the work plan, and noted that the outcome would be reported
to a future session of the Committee for a decision.

4.26 The Committee recalled that DE 57 had considered document DE 57/11/20
(CSC, EOCI, WWF and Pacific Environment), supporting the inclusion of provisions in the
Polar Code that recognize the importance of mitigating Black Carbon emissions from
shipping in all polar waters to the maximum extent feasible, notwithstanding the outcome of
relevant ongoing work in the MEPC and the BLG Sub-Committee.

4.27 The Committee also recalled that DE 57, having noted that this proposal went
beyond the scope of the work currently being carried out by the BLG Sub-Committee but
that, in any case, the outcome of their work should be awaited before considering the issue
further, agreed to refer document DE 57/11/20 to the Committee for consideration and advice
(DE 57/25, paragraph 11.21).

4.28 The Committee agreed that DE Sub-Committee should await the outcome of the
BLG Sub-Committee's work on the impact on the Arctic of emissions of Black Carbon from
international shipping.

Equivalents set forth in regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI

4.29 The Committee recalled that the Bahamas (MEPC.1/Circ.789 in September 2012)
and Malta (MEPC.1/Circ.799 in December 2012) had notified the Organization that an
alternative compliance method to be applied for selected cruise passenger ships operating in
the North American Emission Control Area had been allowed in accordance with the
provisions of regulation 4 "Equivalents" of MARPOL Annex VI, which had also been
accepted by the United States and Canada.

4.30 The Committee noted that BLG 17 had considered draft guidelines on the assessment
and approval of equivalent methods as permitted by MARPOL Annex VI, regulation 4, together
with documents BLG 17/11/3 (United States) proposing to include emission-averaging
schemes in the draft guidelines, and BLG 17/11/4 (CSC) commenting that emission-averaging
schemes carry the potential risk of seriously weakening the integrity of MARPOL Annex VI.
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4.31 The Committee also noted that BLG 17 had identified that the draft guidelines include
specific issues pursuant to implementation of regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI as follows:

A whether equivalent methods can be applied to a group of ships;

2 the role of the flag State and port States when approval of an alternative
compliance method is under consideration; and

3 whether guidance should be generic or applicable to specific alternative
compliance methods only, for example the 2009 Guidelines for Exhaust
Gas Cleaning Systems (resolution MEPC.184(59)).

4.32 The Committee further noted that BLG 17 had agreed that these specific issues
should be forwarded to the MEPC for further consideration and to request further
instructions, as appropriate (BLG 17/18, paragraph 11.24).

4.33 The Committee considered documents MEPC 65/11/3 (United States) providing
comments on draft guidelines pertaining to equivalents set forth in regulation 4 of
MARPOL Annex VI and not covered by other guidelines, and MEPC 65/11/4 (China)
proposing to reject the use of emissions averaging schemes as equivalent methods for
emission reductions under regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI, regardless of whether it is
used for SO, or NO, on the basis of averaging emissions from a group of ships, as no
substantial difference between the emissions averaging schemes and MBls exist.

4.34 Several delegations were of the view that a sulphur emission averaging scheme is
not a market-based measure, is limited in scope and should be a matter for littoral States to
consider and decide upon so negating a need for its inclusion in guidelines pursuant to
regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI. Other delegations in supporting this view considered the
scheme provided flexibility without compromising environmental impact and that strict
interpretation of the provisions was a matter for a Party to MARPOL Annex VI.

4.35 Other delegations were of the view that the interpretation of the applicability of the
provisions of MARPOL should be limited to a ship, as set out in regulation 14 of
MARPOL Annex VI, and not a group or fleet of ships, and that additional benefits resulting
from ships going beyond the requirements could be lost with the averaging scheme.
Further, one delegation considered the interpretation may contravene regulation 4.4 of
MARPOL Annex VI by impairing the environment of another State and there is no provision
that allows that State to accept such impairment. Another delegation considered the adoption
of a scheme may lead to market distortion in that it would provide a commercial advantage to
only those ships granted the equivalence.

4.36 Some delegations supported a proposal by one delegation to develop relevant
information and administrative guidance for Parties that have designated an Emission
Control Area, rather than include such a scheme in guidelines being developed pursuant to
regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI.

4.37 The Committee agreed that sulphur emission-averaging schemes should not be
accepted under regulation 4 of MARPOL Annex VI. The delegations of the Bahamas, Liberia,
Malta and the United States reserved their position.
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Amendments to NOx Technical Code 2008 to certify dual-fuel engines

4.38 The Committee noted that BLG 17 had considered document BLG 17/11/1 (Japan
and EUROMOT), proposing amendments to paragraphs 5.3, 5.12.3, 5.12.5, 6.3 and
appendix 6 of the NOx Technical Code 2008 in order to certify dual-fuel engines appropriately,
and had agreed that the amendments to the NOy Technical Code 2008 are necessary.

4.39 The Committee also noted that BLG 17 had developed draft amendments to
NOx Technical Code 2008 to certify dual-fuel engines as set out in annex 13 to document
BLG 17/18 and agreed to forward the draft amendments to this session for approval, with
a view to subsequent adoption (BLG 17/18, paragraph 11.51).

4.40 The Committee approved the draft amendments to NOyx Technical Code 2008,
as set out in annex 7, for circulation, with a view to adoption at MEPC 66.

Regulation 13.2.2 — Replacement of marine diesel engines

Guidelines as required by regulation 13.2.2 of MARPOL Annex VI in respect of
non-identical replacement engines not required to meet the Tier lll limit

4.41 The Committee recalled that regulation 13.2.2 of MARPOL Annex VI specifies that,
for the replacement of a marine diesel engine with a non-identical marine diesel engine on or
after 1 January 2016, if it is not possible for such a replacement engine to meet the Tier Ill
standard set forth in paragraph 5.1.1 of this regulation, then that replacement engine shall
meet the Tier Il standard set forth in paragraph 4 of this regulation. Guidelines are to be
developed by the Organization to set forth the criteria of when it is not possible for a
replacement engine to meet the Tier Ill standard.

4.42 The Committee noted that BLG 17 had developed draft Guidelines as required by
regulation 13.2.2 of MARPOL Annex VI in respect of non-identical replacement engines not
required to meet the Tier Il limit, as set out in annex 12 to BLG 17/18, with a view
to adoption at this session.

443 The Committee adopted, by resolution MEPC.230 (65), 2013 Guidelines as required
by regulation 13.2.2 of MARPOL Annex VI in respect of non-identical replacement engines
not required to meet the Tier Il limit, as set out in annex 8.

Unified interpretation on the time of replacement of an engine

4.44 The Committee noted that BLG 17 considered document BLG 17/14 (IACS),
providing its unified interpretation Ul MPC 98 relating to "time of the replacement or addition"
of an engine for the applicable NOyx Tier standard for the supplement to the IAPP certificate,
as referred to in regulation 13.2.2 of MARPOL Annex VI.

4.45 The Committee also noted that BLG 17 developed draft unified interpretation on the
basis of IACS Ul MPC 98 as set out in annex 14 to BLG 17/18, with a view to approval at
this session.

4.46 The Committee approved the draft unified interpretation, as set out in annex 9, and
requested the Secretariat to disseminate it as MEPC.1/Circ.812.
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Unified interpretation on identical replacement engines

4.47 The Committee recalled that regulation 13.1.1.2 of MARPOL Annex VI specifies that
an engine that undergoes a major conversion on or after 1 January 2000 must meet the
emission standards in place at the time of the major conversion, except if the engine is
replaced by an identical engine.

4.48 The Committee also recalled that BLG 16 had agreed to invite the observer from
IACS to develop a unified interpretation for the definition of "identical" marine diesel engine
as referred to in regulation 13.1.1.2 of MARPOL Annex VI (BLG 16/16, paragraph 8.35).

4.49 The Committee further recalled that BLG 17 had noted the information provided by
the observer from IACS that the IACS unified interpretation on identical engines was
available on its website and its intention to submit the unified interpretation to BLG 18 for
consideration by the Sub-Committee (BLG 17/18, paragraph 11.45).

4.50 The Committee, having considered document MEPC 65/7/4 (IACS), providing its
unified interpretation Ul MPC 103 on "identical" replacement engines under regulation 13 of
MARPOL Annex VI, approved the unified interpretation, as set out in annex 10 and instructed
the Secretariat to disseminate it as MEPC.1/Circ.813.

Revision of the Standard Specification for Shipboard Incinerators

4.51 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64, having noted agreement at DE 57 that the
capacity limit for shipboard incinerators should be increased from 1,500 kW to 4,000 kW, had
approved MEPC.1/Circ.793 on type approval of shipboard incinerators.

4.52 The Committee noted that, while DE 57 completed its work on the Standard
Specification for Shipboard Incinerators (resolution MEPC 76(40), as amended by
resolution MEPC.93(45)), some delegations were of the view that this matter should be
further considered and questioned the application of relevant sections to passenger and
cruise ship only (DE 57/25, paragraph 4.4).

4.53 The Committee also noted that DE 57, having agreed to the need to update
the definition section, as well as references to the MARPOL and SOLAS Conventions and
IEC Standards in the standard specification for shipboard incinerators, had requested the
Secretariat to update the aforementioned definitions and references, and submit a relevant
document to MEPC 66 (DE 57/25, paragraph 4.5).

4.54 The Committee, in noting the above-mentioned outcome of DE 57 on the Standard
Specification for Shipboard Incinerators, invited interested delegations to forward relevant
information to the Secretariat to enable the Secretariat to prepare a document for submission
to MEPC 66.

Review of the status of the technological developments to implement Tier lll NO, standards

4.55 The Committee recalled that regulation 13.10 of MARPOL Annex VI calls for a
review of the status of technological developments to implement the Tier 1ll NO, emissions
standards which began in 2012 and is to be completed no later than 2013, and that, following
consideration and agreement of the Terms of Reference, MEPC 62 established
a Correspondence Group on assessment of technological developments to implement the
Tier Il NO, emission standards under MARPOL Annex VI to carry out this review
(MEPC 62/24, paragraph 4.24).
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4.56 The Committee considered documents MEPC 65/4/7 and MEPC 65/INF.10 (United
States), providing final report of the correspondence group. The group identified that
selective catalytic reduction (SCR), exhaust gas recirculation (EGR) and dual-fuel LNG have
the potential to achieve Tier Ill NO, limits, either alone or in some combination with each
other. The group recommended that the effective date of the Tier Ill NO, standards in
regulation 13.5.1.1 of MARPOL Annex VI should be retained.

4.57 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/27 (Russian Federation),
emphasizing that it should be necessary to move the effective date of MARPOL Annex VI,
regulation 13, paragraph 5.1, at least five years back (1 January 2021), to carry out another
review of the technologies before the effective date of the Tier Ill standards, by establishing
the terms of reference for the review, which will take into account the criteria specified in
paragraph 5 of document MEPC 65/4/27. Several delegations supported the proposal by the
Russian Federation to amend the effective date. The following concerns with the proposed
technologies to comply with the Tier Ill NO, standards were identified:

A use of Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR) in combination with Exhaust
Gas Cleaning Systems installed to enable equivalent compliance with the
requirements under regulation 14 of MARPOL Annex VI in an Emission
Control Area;

2 maintenance of the necessary temperature in the SCR reactor under
variable loads experienced by ships especially when in port;

3 ammonia of slip and generation of CO, emissions as part of the
SCR chemical reaction and methane slip in gas engines may lead to an
environmental impact that negates the benefit of reducing NOx emissions;

4 supply of reductants (urea) and catalysts for SCR, and subsequent disposal
of used catalysts;

.5 cost of installation and operation of SCR;

.6 safety implications for both SCR and use of gas as a fuel by ships other

than gas carriers had not been properly considered;

7 only one manufacturer had an engine using Exhaust Gas Recirculation
(EGR);

.8 lack of infrastructure to supply gas as a fuel for ships; and

9 additional studies were required.

4.58 Several delegations were of the view, in supporting the recommendation of the
Correspondence Group, that the effective date of implementation should be retained
as 1 January 2016 for the reasons set out in the report of the Correspondence Group. Other
delegations expressed the view that:

A dual-fuel engines were being increasingly fitted to new ships to enable
compliance with the requirements under regulation 14 of MARPOL Annex VI,

2 several hundred ships already had SCR fitted with considerable operational
experience gained;
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3 many of the points of concern raised for SCR had already been addressed
by SCR equipment manufacturers;

4 use of gas as a fuel reduced CO, emissions by up to 20 per cent when
compared to other fuels;

5 the matter of competitiveness of ports was for individual coastal States to
consider; and

.6 with over two and half years until the effective date, more work and

development will be undertaken to address the other concerns expressed.

4.59 The Committee agreed to the proposal for the effective date to be amended
to 1 January 2021. The following Member States reserved their position on the proposed
amendment: Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, ltaly, Japan, Norway, the United
Kingdom and the United States.

4.60 The Committee agreed to the conclusion by the Correspondence Group that
engines fuelled solely by gaseous fuels, e.g. pure LNG, should be required to comply with
the provisions of regulation 13 of MARPOL Annex VI. In this regard, the Committee invited
interested delegations to submit proposed draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI for
consideration by MEPC 66, with a view to approval.

4.61 The Committee noted that to enact the proposed amendments, it would need
to adopt amendments to the provisions of MARPOL Annex VI. The Committee instructed the
Secretariat to prepare the draft amendments, including any consequential amendments,
for consideration by the Committee, with a view to approval at this session.

4.62 The Committee noted that as it had agreed to amend the effective date for the Tier IlI
NOx emission standard then the proposals set out in the documents relating to certain yachts
used for recreational purposes: MEPC 65/4/8, MEPC 65/INF.15, (ICOMIA and SYBAss) and
MEPC 65/4/32 (Marshall Islands, Cook Islands, ICOMIA and SYBAss), could be noted and
agreed these documents should be held in abeyance. As requested, a statement made by the
observer from ICOMIA is set out in annex 11.

4.63 The delegation of the United States expressed the view that as the North American
Emission Control Area and United States Caribbean Sea Emission Control Area had already
been designated for the control of NOyx emissions to the Tier Ill standard, and entered into
force, the effective date of 1 January 2016 should be retained for those Emission Control
Areas. Furthermore, the United States proposed an additional amendment that would
provide for the agreed amendment of the effective date to 1 January 2021 to be applicable to
any future ECA designated to control NOx emissions to the Tier Il standard, and also apply
to certain categories of recreational yacht to address the concerns set out in document
MEPC 65/4/32. As requested, the statement by the United States, supported by Belgium,
Canada, Finland, France, the Republic of Korea and Sweden, is set out in annex 11.

4.64 Having considered the draft amendments prepared by the Secretariat
(MEPC 65/WP.14), the Committee approved them, as set out in annex 12, for circulation,
with a view to adoption at MEPC 66.

4.65 As requested, a statement by the observer from EUROMOT is set out in annex 11.
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Emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOC)

4.66 The Committee recalled that regulation 15 of MARPOL Annex VI specifies that,
if the emissions of VOCs from a tanker are to be regulated in a port or ports or terminal or
terminals under the jurisdiction of a Party, they shall be regulated in accordance with the
provisions of this regulation.

4.67 The Committee considered documents MEPC 65/4/20 (Norway) presenting the main
mechanism for formation of volatile organic compounds (VOC) and estimates of global
emissions, and MEPC 65/4/21 (Norway) proposing to consider improvements to IMO regime
on the control of VOC emissions from ships.

4.68 Some delegations supported the proposal by Norway to consider improvements on
the control of VOC emissions from ships. Other delegations expressed the view that they
could not find any compelling need to commence the discussion on the VOC emission from
ships at this stage.

4.69 The Committee agreed to continue to consider this matter at its next session and
invited interested delegations to submit further proposals.

Treatment of ozone-depleting substances used to service ships

4.70 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 had agreed to request the Secretariat to
continue liaising with the Ozone Secretariat, and provide an update on the work of the Montreal
Protocol of the treatment of ozone-depleting substances used by international shipping, for
consideration at this session to facilitate the Committee's deliberation of this issue.

4.71 The Committee noted that, as reported in document MEPC 65/4/2 (the Secretariat),
the twenty-fourth Meeting of the Parties to the Montreal Protocol was held in November 2012
and adopted its decision XXIV/9, in which no specific conclusion has been obtained, and this
issue will be reconsidered at the thirty-third meeting of the Open-ended Working Group to be
held in June 2013.

472 The Committee noted the information provided and requested the Secretariat to
continue liaising with the Ozone Secretariat, and provide an update on the work of the
Montreal Protocol, for consideration at its next session to facilitate the Committee's
deliberation of this issue.

Sulphur monitoring for 2012

473 The Committee recalled that, in accordance with regulation 14.2 of
MARPOL Annex VI and the 20710 Guidelines for monitoring the worldwide average sulphur
content of fuel oils supplied for use on board ships (resolution MEPC.192(61)), the results of
sulphur monitoring should be presented to a subsequent session of the Committee every year
(MEPC 65).

4.74 The Committee noted the information provided in document MEPC 65/4/9
(Secretariat), on the outcome of the monitoring of the worldwide average sulphur content of
marine fuel oils supplied for use on board ship through 2012, which shows the average
sulphur content of residual fuel oil (2.51%) and distillate fuel oil (0.14%) for 2012.
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Feasibility study on LNG-fuelled short sea and coastal shipping

4.75 The Committee noted document MEPC 65/INF.4 (Secretariat), providing the final
report of a Feasibility Study on Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) Fuelled Short Sea and Coastal
Shipping in the Wider Caribbean Region.

ENERGY EFFICIENCY FOR SHIPS

4.76 The Committee noted that amendments to MARPOL Annex VI incorporating a new
chapter 4 on regulation of energy efficiency for ships, which makes the EEDI mandatory for new
ships and the SEEMP for all (new and existing) ships, entered into force on 1 January 2013.

4.77 The Committee also noted that Member States that are non-Parties to the amended
MARPOL Annex VI cannot issue the International Energy Efficiency Certificate (IEEC);
however, a "Statement of Voluntary Compliance" is an acceptable approach before a country
becomes a Party to the amended MARPOL Annex VI if their ships are fully compliant with
the requirements. This is recognised within the shipping industry and by both flag States and
enforcement authorities.

Outcome of DE 57 — Application of EEDI regulations to ships with a high-independent
icebreaking capability

4.78 The Committee recalled that DE 57 had considered documents DE 57/11/8
(Finland and Sweden) and DE 57/11/16 (Canada), showing the result of an analysis that
recent higher ice-class cargo ship designs have considerably more installed power than will
be permissible in future under the EEDI regulations. DE 57 recognized the need to consider
the possible development of correction coefficients or the possible exemption of ice class A
ships from the EEDI requirements, taking into account the relatively small number of
such ships (DE 57/25, paragraphs 11.25 and 11.26).

4.79 The Committee noted that DE 57 had agreed to ask the Committee for advice on the
issue of the application of EEDI regulations to ships with a high-independent icebreaking
capability (DE 57/25, paragraph 11.27).

4.80 The delegation of Finland, supported by Canada, expressed the view that the
current EEDI regulations would prevent the construction of new cargo ships having
ice-breaking capability in the future, i.e. category A ships with ice breaking capability of
about 1.0m level ice or more, even if the current ice-class correction factors in the EEDI
framework are used. Since the number of ice-breaking ships is rather small and they are
expensive to build, compared with ships without independent ice-going capability, any of the
solutions proposed in document DE 57/11/8 would not impact the effective implementation of
the EEDI regulations.

4.81 The Committee agreed to exempt cargo ships having ice-breaking capability from
the EEDI requirements, and instructed the Working Group to develop a draft amendment to
MARPOL Annex VI with a view to approval at this session.

Report of the correspondence group on energy efficiency measures for ships
4.82 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64, recognizing the compelling need to develop

various guidelines as soon as possible, had established an intersessional Correspondence
Group on Energy Efficiency Measures for Ships, under the coordination of Japan.
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4.83 The Committee considered documents MEPC 65/4/3 and MEPC 65/INF.20 (Japan),
providing a report of the Correspondence Group on Energy Efficiency Measures for Ships.
The correspondence group further developed a draft 2013 interim minimum power
Guidelines with some options and square brackets (annex 1), a draft Guidance on treatment
of innovative energy efficiency technologies for calculation and verification of the attained
EEDI with some square brackets (annex 2), and the revised version of the draft f, Guidelines
(annex 3).

Draft 2013 Interim Guidelines for determining minimum propulsion power to maintain
the manoeuvrability of ships in adverse conditions

4.84 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 had approved a draft MEPC-MSC Circular
for the Interim Guidelines for determining minimum propulsion power to maintain the
manoeuvrability of ships in adverse conditions, subject to concurrent decision by MSC 91.
After MEPC 64, the Chairman of the Working Group submitted document MEPC 65/4 on the
second part of the report of the Working Group, which included a set of proposed numbers in
table 1 of the draft MSC-MEPC circular.

4.85 The Committee also recalled that MSC 91, in November 2012, had approved the
Interim  Guidelines for determining minimum propulsion power to maintain the
manoeuvrability of ships in adverse conditions, as MSC-MEPC.2/Circ.11 (MEPC 65/12/2,
paragraph 2.1).

4.86 The Committee noted that the correspondence group established by MEPC 64
agreed that the definition of "smaller vessel" and "adverse condition" needed to be
considered further, and therefore, agreed to insert some options for the definition of adverse
conditions in square brackets for consideration at this session.

4.87 The Committee agreed to forward document MEPC 65/4/28 (Denmark and Japan)
and the draft 2013 interim Guidelines set out in annex 1 to document MEPC 65/4/3 to the
Working Group for further consideration.

Draft 2013 Guidance on treatment of innovative energy efficiency technologies for
calculation and verification of the attained EEDI

4.88 The Committee noted that the correspondence group further developed
draft 2013 Guidance on treatment of innovative energy efficiency technologies for calculation and
verification of the attained EEDI, however, the draft Guidance set out in annex 2 to document
MEPC 65/4/3 still had square brackets in paragraph 1.5 on future revision of the Guidance and
paragraph 5 on average weighted value.

4.89 The Committee agreed that the draft 2013 Guidance set out in annex 2 to document
MEPC 65/4/3 be forwarded to the working group for further consideration.

Draft 2013 Guidelines for the calculation of the coefficient f, for decrease in ship
speed in a representative sea condition

4.90 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 had approved interim Guidelines for the
calculation of the coefficient £, for decrease in ship speed in a representative sea condition
for trial use (MEPC.1/Circ.796).
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4.9 The Committee noted that the correspondence group further developed
draft 2013 Guidelines for the calculation of the coefficient f,, for decrease in ship speed in a
representative sea condition, however, substantial amendments were not made as sufficient
data/information was not submitted to the Group.

4.92 The Committee agreed to forward documents MEPC 65/4/11 and MEPC 65/INF.21
(China) and MEPC 65/4/29 (Japan), as well as draft 2013 Guidelines as set out in annex 3
to document MEPC 65/4/3, to the Working Group for further consideration.

EEDI calculation for ro-ro cargo ships (vehicle carriers)

4.93 The Committee recalled that the Working Group at MEPC 64 had agreed to
consider further documents MEPC 64/4/6 and MEPC 64/4/25 (Denmark, Japan, Norway and
WSC), proposing EEDI calculation method for ro-ro cargo ships (vehicle carriers) at this
session to finalize the draft amendment to regulation 21 of Chapter 4 of MARPOL Annex VI
and related Guidelines (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraph 12.4).

4.94 The Committee agreed to instruct the Working Group to continue considering
the EEDI calculation method for ro-ro cargo ships (vehicle carriers), using documents
MEPC 64/4/6 and MEPC 64/4/25 as a basis.

EEDI calculation for cruise passenger ships having non-conventional propulsion

4.95 The Committee recalled that the Working Group at MEPC 64 had agreed to
consider further documents MEPC 64/4/19 and MEPC 64/4/34 (CLIA), proposing an EEDI
calculation method for cruise passenger ships having non-conventional propulsion at this
session (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraphs 12.11 to 12.13).

4.96 The Committee agreed to forward document MEPC 65/4/6 (CLIA) to the working
group and instructed it to consider this matter further at this session.

EEDI calculation for LNG carriers

4.97 The Committee recalled that the Working Group at MEPC 64 supported, in principle,
to have separate reference lines for LNG carriers and gas tankers other than LNG carriers,
and considered the inclusion of both direct drive diesel and non-conventional propulsion
systems (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraphs 12.15t0 12.17).

4.98 The Committee agreed that documents MEPC 65/4/12 (Republic of Korea) and
MEPC 65/4/13 (Denmark, Japan, Liberia and SIGTTO) be forwarded to the Working Group
for further consideration.

EEDI calculation for ro-ro cargo ships and ro-ro passenger ships

4.99 The Committee recalled that the Working Group at MEPC 64 supported in principal
the proposal as outlined in document MEPC 64/4/14 (Germany, Sweden and CESA) with
regard to the correction factors for use in calculation of the attained EEDI and method of
calculation of reference line for ro-ro passenger ships and ro-ro cargo ships other than vehicle
carriers, and agreed to finalize draft amendments to regulation 21 of MARPOL Annex VI at this
session in accordance with the work plan. The Working Group invited interested delegations to
further refine the proposal (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraph 12.6).
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4100 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/4 (Germany, Sweden, CESA and
INTERFERRY), providing fine-tuning of the proposal for the inclusion of ro-ro cargo and ro-ro
passenger ship types into the EEDI framework.

4101 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/18 (Denmark and Japan),
proposing to reconsider the decision taken at MEPC 64 to use the EEDI calculation method
for ro-ro passenger and ro-ro cargo ships set out in MEPC 64/4/14 (Germany, Sweden and
CESA) as the basis for future consideration. The co-sponsors also proposed to use the
EEDI calculation method for ro-ro passenger and ro-ro cargo ships set out in document
MEPC 64/4/9 (Denmark, Japan and Norway).

4102 Some delegations expressed the view that the correction factor firor, proposed in
document MEPC 65/4/4 could lead to ship designs with more power but a lower EEDI and so
is against the fundamental principle of the EEDI and that a correction factor depending on
the ship's speed should not be included in the attained EEDI formula.

4,103 The majority supported the EEDI calculation method for ro-ro passenger and ro-ro
cargo ships proposed in document MEPC 65/4/4 and consequently, the Committee
instructed the Working Group to finalize the calculation method with a view to adoption at
this session.

Guidelines on the method of calculation of the attained EEDI for new ships
Correction factor for general cargo ships

4,104 The Committee recalled that the Working Group at MEPC 64 supported, in principle,
documents MEPC 64/4/18 and MEPC 64/INF.9 (Netherlands) proposing three correction
factors to enable a more consistent comparison of the wide variety of individual types of
ships within the general cargo ships smaller than 20,000 DWT, and agreed to continue
considering the measures for general cargo ships with a view to finalization at this session
(MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraph 12.22).

4105 The Committee considered documents MEPC 65/4/5 and MEPC 65/INF.8
(Netherlands) proposing to include three correction factors in the EEDI calculation guidelines
to overcome the challenges in indexing of ships which fall under the requirements for general
cargo ships smaller than 20,000 DWT.

4.106 Some delegations were of the view that a correction factor f; for general cargo ships
proposed in document MEPC 65/4/5 would be against fundamental principle of the EEDI,
while the majority of delegations supported the inclusion of the three correction factors
proposed in document MEPC 65/4/5.

4,107 The Committee instructed the Working Group to finalize correction factors for
general cargo ships based on the proposal in document MEPC 65/4/5.

Correction factor for shallow-draft cargo ships

4108 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/17 (Greece) proposing that an
appropriate correction factor should be included in the EEDI calculation for shallow-draft
cargo ships with L/B and B/T ratios outside a prescribed range in order to relax unfavourable
EEDI penalties on these ships.
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4109 The Committee noted the information provided by the delegation of Greece and
invited interested delegations to submit concrete proposals for an appropriate correction
factor for shallow-draft cargo ships to a future session.

Ships with dual-fuel engines

4,110 The Committee instructed the Working Group to review document MEPC 65/4/5
(China), emphasizing that the requirements for EEDI calculation and verification for ships
with dual-fuel engines are uncertain and need to be clarified for uniform understanding and
application of the EEDI.

Calculation of attained EEDI for ships defined in regulations 2.32 to 2.35

4111 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/24 (Germany), seeking
clarification on the legal compulsion to calculate an attained EEDI for ship type mentioned in
regulations 2.32 to 2.35, taking into account that an exact way for the attained
EEDI calculation has not yet been established for them. The delegation of Germany
proposed to refrain from attained EEDI calculation for ship types that are not yet fully covered
by the 2012 EEDI calculation Guidelines until these Guidelines would be amended to cover
these ship types.

4112 The Committee noted the difficult position for those seeking to calculate the attained
EEDI for ships types that calculation methods of the attained EEDI and the reference lines
were still to be developed. The Committee agreed that this matter should be further
considered after obtaining the outcome of such developments at this session.

Application of chapter 4 of MARPOL Annex VI to ships not propelled by mechanical
means

4,113 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 had approved the unified interpretation of the
application of SEEMP to platforms and drilling rigs by MEPC.1/Circ.795, in which platforms
(including FPSOs and FSUs) and drilling rigs regardless of their propulsion, are excluded
from ships required to keep on board a SEEMP.

4114 The Committee also recalled that, while considering the above unified interpretation,
the Working Group, at MEPC 64, had noted that it would be necessary to amend regulation 19
of MARPOL Annex VI to identify that the requirements under chapter 4 of MARPOL Annex VI
do not apply to platforms and drilling rigs (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraph 5.6).

4,115 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/14 (IACS), highlighting that ships
without any propulsion units/generators or any other power driven device on board (e.g. deck
cargo barges) would not need to be provided with a SEEMP and, as a consequence, no
IEE Certificate needs to be issued. The observer from IACS sought clarification whether non
self-propelled barges, which are fitted with a generator and/or pump engines (e.g. tank
barges), should also not be required to keep a SEEMP on board and not be issued with an
IEEC as MEPC 64 had decided that FPSOs/FSUs/MODUs would not need to keep on board
a SEEMP. The observer from IACS proposed to develop a unified interpretation on this
matter.

4,116 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/16 (Norway), proposing to amend
regulation 19 of MARPOL Annex VI to specify that the provisions of chapter 4 shall not apply to
ships not propelled by mechanical means, such as platforms, drilling rigs and barges, etc.

I\MEPC\65\22.doc
74



MEPC 65/22
Page 37

4.117 The delegation of the Republic of Korea highlighted that it submitted document
MEPC 64/7/6 proposing to identify unmanned and non-self-propelled barges and to develop
a method to exempt survey and certification requirements relating to each annex of
MARPOL Convention for such ships, which will be further considered by the FSI
Sub-Committee.

4118 The Committee agreed to develop amendments to regulation 19 of
MARPOL Annex VI based on document MEPC 65/4/46 as well as a unified interpretation
based on document MEPC 65/4/14 as such unified interpretation would be necessary until
the entry into force of the said amendments to regulation 19, and instructed the Working
Group to develop them at this session.

Speed trial and model test

4119 The Committee recalled that the Working Group, at MEPC 64, had noted that the
revised ITTC method for analysis of speed standard in document MEPC 64/INF.6 (ITTC)
contained one method only (direct power method), and the correction method for sea current
stated in document MEPC 64/4/15, paragraph 3.5 (ITTC) is not included in document
MEPC 64/INF.6 (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraph 11.3).

4120 The Committee also recalled that the Working Group, at MEPC 64, had agreed to
invite 1ISO to revise, as soon as possible, ISO 15016:2002, taking into account documents
MEPC 64/4/15 and MEPC 64/INF.6 (MEPC 64/WP.11, paragraph 11.4).

4121 The Committee agreed to forward documents MEPC 65/4/15 (Republic of Korea),
MEPC 65/4/23 (1SO), MEPC 65/4/26 (Norway) and MEPC 65/INF.7 (ITTC) to the Working
Group and instructed the Group to consider this matter further at this session.

EEDI database

4,122 The Committee considered document MEPC 65/4/31 (IACS), proposing the
development of an "EEDI database" in order to support the reviews of the implementation of
the EEDI provisions as detailed in regulation 21.6 of MARPOL Annex VI. The observer from
IACS highlighted the challenges that would need to be addressed, and proposed a dataset
that would be used to populate the database, as well as how the database could be
administered and managed.

4123 Several delegations supported the establishment of the database in principle, but
expressed concern about the protection of the intellectual property rights and commercially
sensitive information. Some delegations were of the view that, due to the confidentiality of the
information, the database should not be established by any commercial entities. Other
delegations were of the view that if the database was established under the management of
the Secretariat, this might increase the administrative burden and additional cost of the
Secretariat, whilst the Organization was considering how to reduce the cost of the Secretariat.

4.124 The observer from IACS confirmed its willingness to participate in the submission of
the specified data to populate such a database at no cost to the Organization, unless
otherwise instructed by the Administration.

4,125 The Committee, in noting the obligation on the Organization to undertake a review in
phases 1 and 2 of the EEDI, agreed to continue discussion on this matter at its next session,
and invited interested delegations to submit documents.
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IMO model course on energy efficiency operation of ships

4,126 The Committee recalled that MEPC 64 had agreed to request the Secretariat to
forward a draft IMO Model Course on energy-efficient operation of ships to a validation group
for Model Courses under the STCW Convention to review and provide comments
(MEPC 64/23, paragraph 4.89).

4,127 The Committee noted that the validation group for Model Courses under the
STCW Convention had provided comments on the draft IMO Model Course. Taking into account
these comments from the validation group, the Secretariat adjusted the draft Model Course by
adding some paragraphs in the relevant sections, as set out in the annex to document
MEPC 65/INF.17.

4.128 The Committee noted the updated version of the draft IMO Model Course and
instructed the Secretariat to publish it as a final version of IMO Model Course on
energy-efficient operation of ships.

Energy efficiency measures

4,129 The Committee noted document MEPC 65/INF.23 (Canada), providing information
on energy generating devices fuelled by shipboard waste that have better emissions than
conventional incinerators and are designed to be acceptable for use in port.

Establishment of Working Group on Air Pollution and Energy Efficiency

4130 The Committee established the Working Group on Air Pollution and Energy
Efficiency, under the Chairmanship of Mr. Koichi Yoshida (Japan), with the following terms of

reference:

"Taking into account relevant documents as well as comments and decisions made
in plenary, the Working Group on Air Pollution and Energy Efficiency is instructed to:

A develop draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI for exemption of
cargo ships having ice-breaking capability from chapter 4 of
MARPOL Annex VI;

2 further develop and, if possible, finalize the draft 2013 Interim

Guidelines for determining minimum propulsion power to maintain
the manoeuvrability of ships in adverse conditions, using annex 1
to document MEPC 65/4/3 as a basis;

3 further develop and, if possible, finalize the draft 2013 Guidance
on treatment of innovative energy efficiency technologies for
calculation and verification of the attained EEDI, using annex 2 to
document MEPC 65/4/3 as a basis;

4 further develop and, if possible, finalize the draft 2013 Guidelines
for the calculation of the coefficient f,, for decrease in ship speed in
a representative sea condition, using annex 3 to document
MEPC 65/4/3 as a basis;

5 finalize the EEDI calculation method for ro-ro cargo ships (vehicle
carriers) and the draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI, using
documents MEPC 64/4/6 and MEPC 64/4/25 as a basis, for
approval at this session;
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.6 finalize the EEDI calculation method for cruise passenger ships
having non-conventional propulsion and the draft amendments to
MARPOL Annex VI, using documents MEPC 64/4/19, MEPC 64/4/34
and MEPC 65/4/6 as a basis;

7 further develop the EEDI calculation method for LNG carriers and
the draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI, using documents
MEPC 64/4/26, MEPC 65/4/12 and MEPC 65/4/13 as a basis;

.8 finalize the EEDI calculation method for ro-ro cargo and ro-ro
passenger ships using document MEPC 65/4/4 as a basis, for
approval at this session;

9 review and finalize correction factors for general cargo ships using
document MEPC 65/4/5 as a basis, for approval at this session;

10 review document MEPC 65/4/10 on EEDI calculation and
verification for ships with dual-fuel engines;

A1 develop draft amendments to regulation 19 and unified
interpretation MEPC.1/Circ.795 to specify that the provisions of
chapter 4 of MARPOL Annex VI shall not apply to ships not
propelled by mechanical means using documents MEPC 65/4/14
and MEPC 65/4/16 as a basis;

A2 review documents MEPC 65/4/15, MEPC 65/4/23, MEPC 65/4/26
and MEPC 65/INF.7 on speed trial and model test; and

13 submit a written report to plenary on Friday, 17 May 2013."

Outcome of the Working Group on Air Pollution and Energy Efficiency

4131 The Committee received the report of the Working Group on Air Pollution and
Energy Efficiency (MEPC 65/WP.10). In his introduction of the report, the Chairman of the
Working Group, Mr. Koichi Yoshida (Japan), emphasized that the Working Group had:

N

prepared draft amendments to chapter 4 of MARPOL Annex VI, for approval
at this session with a view to adoption at the next session, that extend the
provisions under regulation 21 on "Required EEDI" to the following ship
types: cruise passenger ships having non-conventional propulsion, ro-ro
cargo and ro-ro passenger ships, ro-ro (vehicle carriers) and LNG carriers;

finalized, for adoption at the next session, amendments to the EEDI
calculation Guidelines for, respectively, cruise passenger ships having non-
conventional propulsion, ro-ro cargo and ro-ro passenger ships,
LNG carriers and to include correction factors for general cargo ships;

finalized, for adoption at this session, amendments to
resolution MEPC.215(63), Guidelines for calculation of reference lines for
use with the Energy Efficiency Design Index (EEDI);

finalized, for adoption at this session, the 2013 Interim Guidelines for
determining minimum propulsion power to maintain the manoeuvrability of
ships in adverse conditions;
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finalized, for approval at this session, the 2013 Guidance on treatment of
innovative energy efficiency technologies for calculation and verification of
the attained Energy Efficiency Design Index;

finalized, for adoption at this session, amendments to
resolution MEPC.214(63), the 2012 Guidelines on survey and certification
of the energy efficiency design index (EEDI), as amended,

finalized, for adoption at this session, the 2013 Guidelines for calculation of
reference lines for use with the Energy Efficiency Design Index (EEDI) for
cruise passenger ships having non-conventional propulsion;

agreed that the respective datasets used to calculate the reference lines for
LNG carriers, ro-ro (vehicle carriers), ro-ro cargo, ro-ro passenger and
cruise passenger ships having non-conventional propulsion should be
submitted to the Secretariat for the purposes of transparency in accordance
with the Guidelines for calculation of reference lines for use with EEDI; and

continued work in accordance with the work plan agreed at MEPC 63 and
updated the work plan for approval at this session.

4132 The Committee noted corrections to document MEPC 65/ WP.10 as follows:

A

paragraph 11.3 is replaced by the following:

"11.3 The group noted that the original proposal to only apply the
correction factors to general cargo ships of less than 20,000 DWT
presented the risk of the design of "paragraph ships" and that further
analysis had indicated that extension of the correction factor to the whole
fleet would make minimal difference to the outcome."

in annex 1, paragraph 1, the definition of "Gas carrier" is replaced by the
following:

"26 "Gas carrier" means a cargo ship, other than LNG carrier as
defined in paragraph 38, constructed or adapted and used for the carriage
in bulk of any liquefied gas."

4133 The Committee also noted corrections to document MEPC 65/WP.10 as set out in
document MEPC 65/WP.10/Corr.1 as follows:

A

in annex 1, paragraph 3bis is added to provide an amendment to
regulation 20.1 as follows:

"1 The attained EEDI shall be calculated for:
A each new ship;
2 each new ship which has undergone a major conversion;
and
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3 each new or existing ship which has undergone a major
conversion, that is so extensive that the ship is regarded
by the Administration as a newly constructed ship which
falls into one or more of the categories in regulations 2.25
to 2.35, 2.38 and 2.39 of this annex. The attained EEDI
shall be specific to each ship and shall indicate the
estimated performance of the ship in terms of energy
efficiency, and be accompanied by the EEDI Technical
File that contains the information necessary for the
calculation of the attained EEDI and that shows the
process of calculation. The attained EEDI shall be
verified, based on the EEDI Technical File, either by the
Administration or by any organization duly authorized
by it.*"; and

in annex 4, paragraph 6 of the Unified Interpretation, is replaced by the
following:

"6 With respect to ships required to keep on board a SEEMP, such
ships exclude platforms (including FPSOs and FSUs) and drilling rigs,
regardless of their propulsion, and any other ship without means of
propulsion.”

Action taken on the report of the Working Group on Air Pollution and Energy Efficiency

4.134 In concluding its consideration of the report of the Working Group, the Committee
approved it in general and, in particular:

A

approved the draft amendments to MARPOL Annex VI, as set out in
annex 13, for circulation, with a view to adoption at MEPC 66;

noted the group had prepared amendments to resolution MEPC.212(63),
the 20712 Guidelines on the method of calculation of the attained energy
efficiency design index (EEDI) for new ships, as amended, as set out in
annex 2 to document MEPC 65/WP.10, with a view to finalization and
adoption at MEPC 66;

adopted, by resolution MEPC.231(65), the 2013 Guidelines for calculation
of reference lines for use with the energy efficiency design index (EEDI),
as set out in annex 14;

approved the amendments to unified interpretation MEPC.1/Circ.795,
as set out in annex 15, and instructed the Secretariat to disseminate it as
MEPC.1/Circ.814;

adopted, by resolution MEPC.232(65), the 2013 Interim Guidelines for
determining minimum propulsion power to maintain the manoeuvrability of
ships in adverse conditions, as set out in annex 16;

approved the 2013 Guidance on treatment of innovative energy efficiency
technologies for calculation and verification of the attained EEDI, and
instructed the Secretariat to disseminate it as MEPC.1/Circ.815;
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7 adopted, by resolution MEPC.233(65), the 2013 Guidelines for calculation
of reference lines for use with the Energy Efficiency Design Index (EEDI)
for cruise passenger ships having non-conventional propulsion, as set out
in annex 17;

.8 adopted, by resolution MEPC.234(65), amendments to the 2012 Guidelines
on survey and certification of the energy efficiency design index (EEDI),
as amended, as set out in annex 18;

9 instructed the Secretariat to issue a consolidated text of
the 2012 Guidelines on survey and certification of the energy efficiency
design index (EEDI), as amended, which incorporates the amendment
into the 2012 Guidelines and to disseminate it as MEPC.1/Circ.816;

.10 noted the agreement of the Group for the respective datasets used to
calculate the reference lines for LNG carriers, ro-ro (vehicle carriers), ro-ro
cargo, ro-ro passenger and cruise passenger ships having non-conventional
propulsion should be submitted to the Secretariat for the purposes of
transparency in accordance with resolution MEPC.231(65), Guidelines for
calculation of reference lines for use with EEDI; and

M endorsed the work plan, as set out in annex 9 to document MEPC 65/WP.10.

4,135 The Committee thanked the Chairman, Mr. Yoshida, and members of the Group for
their hard work.

Further measures to improve the energy efficiency of ships

4136 The Committee had before it five documents on further measures to improve energy
efficiency of international shipping.

4.137 The Committee recalled that MEPC 63 had invited further submissions on specific
aspects of an IMO performance standard for fuel consumption measurement for ships
(MEPC 63/23, paragraph 5.59).

4138 The Committee also recalled that MEPC 64 had considered documents
MEPC 64/5/6 and MEPC 64/5/7 (United States). Document MEPC 64/5/6 identified two
major changes to the proposal in document MEPC 59/4/48 (United States), addressing
GHG emissions by fostering improvements in ships' energy efficiency; first, the establishment
of mandatory attained efficiency standards potentially using a metric based on fuel
consumption; and secondly, the establishment of a phased approach: a data collection
phase (Phase |); a pilot phase (Phase Il); and a full implementation phase (Phase llI).
Document MEPC 64/5/7 provided a draft regulatory text for amendments to
MARPOL Annex VI for Phases | and Il of the revised proposal in MEPC 64/5/6.

4139 The Committee further recalled that MEPC 64 had noted an intervention by the
delegation of Norway highlighting that the proposal made by the United States in documents
MEPC 64/5/6 and MEPC 64/5/7 is not, due to its technical nature, an MBM proposal, and
therefore should be considered under agenda item 4 at future sessions (MEPC 64/23,
paragraph 5.17).
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4.140 The Committee considered the following documents under this item:

A document MEPC 65/4/19 (United States), presenting a new version of its
proposal for the establishment of attained energy efficiency standards for
new and existing ships through a phased approach;

2 document MEPC 65/INF.3/Rev.1 (IMarEST), providing information relating
to a goal-based approach to "fuel consumption measurement";

3 document MEPC 65/4/30 (Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Japan,
Norway and United Kingdom) supporting the development of technical and
operational measures to increase the energy efficiency of ships;

4 document MEPC 65/4/34 (CSC), providing comments on MEPC 65/4/19
(United States) and MEPC 65/INF.3/Rev.1 (IMarEST), and offering
additional information on the different approaches to monitoring and
reporting fuel consumption and CO, emissions from ships; and

5 document MEPC 65/4/35 (CSC), providing comments on MEPC 65/4/19
(United States) regarding "hours of operation" for transport work,
measuring energy efficiency in terms of joules of energy, and data
collection, submission and verification procedures.

4,141 Several delegations recognized the importance of enhancing energy efficiency and
reducing fuel consumption with subsequent reductions of CO, emissions and other pollutants
emitted to air and expressed the need to discuss the proposals submitted to the session
further. Other delegations supported, in principle, the proposal by the United States and
specifically the phased approach to implementation, and that the focus of initial work should
be on data collection as a basis of future technical work. Some delegations identified the
need for data collection to be systematic, practicable, cost-effective and require a low
administrative burden for both the supplier and collector of the data.

4,142 Other delegations considered the implications of not limiting the consideration to
data collection only and that further consideration should be given to the development of the
options proposed in documents MEPC 65/4/19 and MEPC 65/4/30; and that this should be
done on the basis of technical robustness, international agreement and consistency with
measures that have already been adopted by the Organization. Any such scheme should
have the simplicity and accuracy of monitoring efficiency using parameters that are readily
and commonly available from the global fleet. In addition, the means to measure these
parameters should be goal-based in order to improve over time, the accuracy of the
information. In this regard, several delegations expressed the view that a correspondence
group should be established to take forward the proposals before the next session.

4,143 One delegation was of the view that whilst they could support the development of
the proposal by the United States, in principle, it would be on the basis of such a scheme
being an alternative to an MBM for international shipping and not complementary.
Another delegation also supported the proposal in principle but expressed their concern with
extending the scheme to ships that had already complied with the EEDI requirements and
that a compelling need would have to be demonstrated from the data collected.

4,144 Several delegations expressed the view that the adoption of the draft resolution on
promotion of technical cooperation and transfer of technology relating to the improvement of
energy efficiency of ships must be the priority for the Organization and that consideration of
further measures must await the adoption of the resolution. Other delegations considered the
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scheme needed to be technically credible and internationally acceptable and that the grading
of ships could potentially adversely affect Member States' ability to trade and develop and so
could be considered equivalent to an MBM that applied to all ships.

4.145 One delegation expressed the view that the UNFCCC already provides basic
principles to determine monitoring, reporting and verification and that there is a clear
distinction made in the reporting requirements for developed and developing countries.
Further, the cost on the Organization and the cost-effectiveness needed to be investigated
with a clear need and purpose identified for data collection. Other delegations expressed the
view that the provisions for EEDI had only recently entered into force and so it was
premature to consider further measures until the impact had been appropriately considered
and as such did not support the establishment of a correspondence group.

4,146 The Committee noted that there was considerable support for the approach in the
United States' proposal, as set out in document MEPC 65/4/19, especially for the data
collection phase. The Committee also noted that some delegations were of the view that there
was a need at this stage for more ideas and additional information. The delegation of Cyprus
proposed further informal discussion intersessionally and requested interested delegations
to contact Policy@dms.mcw.gov.cy.

4,147 The Committee agreed not to establish a correspondence group at this stage to
respect the range of views expressed but agreed to establish a sub-item under agenda
item 4 for discussion of further technical and operational measures for enhancing the energy
efficiency of international shipping, and to establish a working group under this sub-agenda
item at MEPC 66. In this regard the Committee invited further submissions on the proposals
in documents MEPC 65/4/19 and MEPC 65/4/30, to its next session where the matter would
be considered under agenda item 4.
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