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Shaping the future of core network corridors – improved
dialogue for smart and sustainable transports
Keywords: European Economic and Social Committee (EESC), European Commission, DG MOVE, TEN-T
Projects, Connecting European Facility, European Parliament, Core Network Corridors
On 24th and 25th October 2016 in Milan, Italy,
the European Economic and Social Committee (EESC)
organised an important conference in the process of
shaping Europe’s core network corridors. It was
organised together with the Region of Lombardy and a
group of Italian stakeholders, among them the Ferrovie
dello Stato Group, in close cooperation with
the European Commission (DG MOVE).
As underlined many times during the conference, the core network corridors are now mapped and
the European Coordinators have submitted work plans with proposals for measures and actions. The
importance of the use of ITS, efficient management and the promotion of future-oriented clean transport
solutions are the most important pillars. However, many crucial questions concerning infrastructure and
regulatory issues still need to be addressed. The conference focused mainly on the Southern and Central
Europe Corridor, and dialogue between authorities and civil society aiming at the development and
improvement of the corridor.
On the first day, the conference began with keynote speeches by high-level policy-makers and civil society
representatives. Among them, they discussed the main Italian institutions (Ministry of Infrastructures and
Transports, Trade Unions, European Parliament, Industrial Association, Region Lombardy, Italian
Railways), and the commissaries and directors of the main European projects on the TEN-T corridors, with a
specific focus on the most important Italian new railways (Turin-Lyon, the Brenner tunnel, Naples-Bari and
Milan-Genoa railway lines).
On the second day by three parallel breakout sessions, which gave the participants an opportunity to take
part in the following in-depth discussions:


Social dialogue: Better dialogue for better solutions, with a focus on specific projects in regions
where participatory dialogue could have clear added value and potential for improving
implementation. Indeed, a transparent and a structured exchange of views between civil society
European, national and local authorities at different levels that ensure access to information offer
the best way for ensuring public acceptance and support for TEN-T Project.



Financing solutions, presenting the possibilities of the CEF, EFSI and structural/regional funds, PPP
solutions. The governance system is a key driver of efficient implementation and development of
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the work plans for the Core Network Corridors as a step toward coordinated cross border planning in
the corridors to achieve coherent capacity and avoid bottlenecks.


Efficient smarter and greener transport solutions and corridors. The objective of reducing
transport-related GHG emissions by 60% can therefore still be considered to be relevant and in line
with the EU’s general objective under COP 21, provided the associated actions and initiatives are
implemented urgently, with the necessary determination and as soon as possible.

The conference aimed at demonstrating the potential of a participatory dialogue between authorities and
civil society as a problem solver and as a means to gain time and support for Core Corridors projects.
In addition, the conference was a means of promotion of the Talking Transport platform, an EESC´s website
intended to support a structured dialog between the civil society and authorities on transport issues. The
dialogue would improve understanding and acceptance of policy measures and quality and efficiency of the
decisions to be taken.

Source: On the MoS Way
Link: http://bit.ly/2eXJyQ2
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The pros & cons of LNG as marine fuel in the Mediterranean
Sea
Keywords: CEF projects, LNG, European Commission, Venice Port Authority, alternative fuels
Three major projects co-financed by the European
Union’s Connecting Europe Facility -all dealing with the
potential of Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) as a fuel for the
future in the Mediterranean- convened recently at the
Venice Port Authority, concurring that there is
technology in place that can make LNG both feasible
and commercially viable in meeting current and future
demands and challenges.
The meeting, which took place on 13th October 2016,
was hosted within the framework of a dissemination workshop organised by Poseidon Med II, a practical
roadmap aiming to bring about the wide adoption of LNG as a safe, environmentally efficient and viable
alternative fuel for shipping in the East Mediterranean.
Poseidon Med II partners were joined by representatives from the CoreLNG as Hive (Mr Fernando Impuesto
Nogueras, Technical and Commercial Director Enagas) and GAINN4MOS (Ms Eva Perez, Transport Economics
Director, Fundación Valencia port), along with EU delegates, local stakeholders from the marine and energy
sectors, port authority representatives and ship-owners, in undertaking an analysis of the Strengths,
Weaknesses, Opportunities and Threats (SWOT) for LNG, with the aim of developing a common
understanding of all aspects of its use as marine fuel of the future for the Mediterranean.
Despite the obstacles -including high investment costs for shipping and port infrastructure, the current
status of oil prices, as well as gaps in the regulatory framework- participants underlined that LNG holds great
potential to build a greener profile for the shipping industry, increase operational efficiency, while also
reducing its environmental footprint. The critical step however, is not the technology itself but its adoption
through legislation, training and financial incentives.
All participants concluded that such cross-regional initiatives and collaboration among key projects and
players in the Mediterranean region are key in addressing these challenges, and through information
exchange and synergy creation, to enable the Mediterranean to set sails towards a strong LNG era.
What is Poseidon Med II project?
Poseidon Med II project is a practical roadmap which aims to bring about the wide adoption of LNG as a
safe, environmentally efficient and viable alternative fuel for shipping and help the East Mediterranean
marine transportation propel towards a low-carbon future. The project, which is co-funded by the European
Union, involves three countries Greece, Italy and Cyprus, six European ports (Piraeus, Patras, Limassol,
Venice, Heraklion, Igoumenitsa) as well as the Revithoussa LNG terminal. The project brings together top
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experts from the marine, energy and financial sectors to design an integrated LNG value chain and establish
a well-functioning and sustainable LNG market.

Source: On the MoS Way
Link: http://bit.ly/2ffWeQx
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Commission welcomes progress at international level to
tackle maritime emissions
Keywords: European Commission, International Maritime Organisation (IMO), maritime emission, DG MOVE,
Violetta Bulc, Marine Environment Protection Committee (MEPC)
The European Commission welcomes progress made this week within the International Maritime
Organisation (IMO) to address greenhouse gas emissions in the maritime sector. IMO notably adopted a
global and mandatory system to collect fuel consumption data from ships.
The European Union and its Member States have been among the main advocates of such system, as
outlined in the European Strategy for low-emission mobility adopted by the Commission in July 2016.
Following the international agreement to tackle aviation emissions, reached earlier this month, today's deal
is another significant addition to the global efforts to tackle climate change and modernise the economy.
Commissioner for Transport Violeta Bulc said, "Three weeks after the aviation deal in Montreal, the
momentum for global action on climate remains strong. Today's agreement is a milestone for a cleaner
shipping sector. Data collection is an important first step, and it is very positive that we also started a
discussion on a fair contribution of shipping to the climate efforts. The Commission will continue to work
closely with the International Maritime Organisation and all its members for a competitive and sustainable
shipping sector."
Commissioner for Environment, Maritime Affairs and Fisheries Karmenu Vella welcomed the decision on
sulphur emissions: "The IMO took a landmark decision. The global cap agreed is fully in line with the sulphur
cap already applicable in EU waters under the Sulphur Directive. The decision will significantly reduce the
impact of ship emissions on human health and ensure a global level-playing-field for ship operators. I
congratulate the coordinated support from EU Member States that was instrumental for the positive
outcome achieved".

The agreement on a global and mandatory system to collect fuel consumption data was reached within
the Marine Environment Protection Committee (MEPC) of the International Maritime Organisation, the
United Nations body responsible for shipping. In practice, as of 2019 ships over a certain threshold capacity
(5,000 gross tonnage and above) will be required to collect data on fuel consumption and energy efficiency,
and report it to the flag state. The data will be subsequently transferred to the IMO, which will produce a
yearly report. This system constitutes an important first step for further decarbonisation measures.
The Committee also started to discuss the shipping sector's contribution to the international efforts to curb
greenhouse gas emissions, as this sector is not explicitly mentioned in the Paris Agreement.

Next steps
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The IMO now needs to develop guidelines regarding the implementation of the mandatory data collection
scheme. The Commission and the EU Member States will continue actively to contribute to their
development. The Commission will then assess whether the EU own data collection scheme should be
aligned to the global one.
Further work is also expected within IMO on the definition of shipping's ambition in terms of GHG emissions
reductions.

Background
The EU maritime sector overall generates a gross added value of just under €500 billion a year to which the
shipping sector is one of the main contributors. The sector provides some 5.4 million jobs in the EU. Its
future competitiveness goes hand-in-hand with greater environmental sustainability. Reducing shipping's
environmental impacts is therefore a priority area as highlighted in the European Strategy for low-emission
mobility adopted in July 2016. The implementation of the latter will be a priority in 2017 as President
Juncker outlined in his State of the Union address.

Source: European Commission
Link: http://bit.ly/2fHYu1I
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Panama and EC to sign maritime co-operation accord
Keywords: European Commission, Minister for Maritime Affairs and Administrator of the Panama Maritime
Authority, Jorge Barakat Pitty, European Commissioner for Transport, Violeta Bulc, Framework Convention of
the United Nations on Climate Change (UNFCCC), Paris Agreement, Maritime Co-operation Agreement
The Minister for Maritime Affairs and Administrator of
the Panama Maritime Authority (AMP) Jorge Barakat
Pitty met with the European Commissioner for
Transport, Violeta Bulc, in Brussels to review security
measures in passenger vessels, protection of the
marine environment and ways to simplify procedures
related to Panamanian ships in the ports of the
countries members of the European Union (EU).
"Panama is grateful for the continued support given by
the European Commission, which has made possible
the successful implementation of various systems, including those based on International Data Exchange to
re-inforce the safety of passenger vessels.” “[Those systems] giving immediate access to relevant
information in emergencies facilitate and improve co-ordination in search and rescue operations," said
Barakat.
Panama has strengthened its ties with the member countries of the EU, with regards to the protection of
the environment because it is important to send an appropriate message to the international maritime
industry on the needs for further progress on a unified proposal for reducing harmful emissions, added
Barakat.
Panama actively participates in discussions carried out by the IMO to contribute to the Paris Agreement,
milestone reached in the Framework Convention of the United Nations on Climate Change (UNFCCC) in
December last year, taking responsibility to appropriate from the maritime transport sector towards the
conservation of our marine environment actions.
“We discussed with Commissioner Violeta Bulc about drafting a Maritime Co-operation Agreement with the
European Union to present co-ordinated proposals for the benefit of the international maritime sector and
thus continue the continuous bilateral dialogue between Panama and the EU,” explained Barakat.
Commissioner Bulc presented a new single-window-technology platform which would integrate actively all
the member countries of the EU, a project that was praised by Panama. "We emphasise the leadership of
this international organisation and told Commissioner Bulc of our interest to include this item in the
Maritime Co-operation Agreement to subscribe that will integrate the Panamanian ports with the European
ports,” said Barakat.
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Source: SeaTrade Maritime News
Link: http://bit.ly/2fIhezH
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Would Autonomous Ships Be Good for Society?
Keywords: Motorways of the Sea, road and rail transport, International Maritime Organization (IMO),
autonomous ship, labour, EU-funded
There has been a good deal of discussion recently
suggesting that unmanned, autonomous ships
represent the future of the maritime industry. The
discussion has been primarily driven by EU-funded
research that sees autonomous, unmanned ships as a
key element for a competitive and sustainable
European shipping industry in the future.
The EU has had a long-term goal of making short sea
shipping more competitive with road and rail transport,
which is under stress from the transportation bottlenecks caused by increasing volumes of internal trade.
Faced with massive infrastructure costs to upgrade road and rail, the EU is making a concerted effort at the
policy level to move large volumes of cargo from land to the “motorways of the sea.”
The discussion has also been influenced by ambitious press releases from equipment manufacturers and
potential service suppliers, who are expanding the concept to include a proposed automated global shipping
industry. This would create a new market for vendors, but it is not driven by user demand.
There is little doubt that advances in information and communications technology and robotics will impact
the maritime industry and accelerate changes in the way ships are operated. We have already seen the
effects of automation in the manufacturing and distribution sectors and the massive changes they have
brought.
The concepts underlying autonomous ships are based on the “Industry 4.0” (1) model recently developed in
Germany, in which cyber-physical systems would monitor sensors, create a virtual copy of the physical world
and permit decentralized decisions. Its goal is managing automated production within a “Smart Factory” and
the integration of multiple factories, suppliers, distributors and consumers through the internet of things or
services. But it is questionable whether a model developed for a controlled manufacturing environment can
be transplanted to the dynamic, global, uncontrolled and open maritime environment.
Given both the unique nature of the maritime industry and the exponential growth in the application of
technology, any attempt to predict the extent and consequences of automation is speculative at best. Any
change will come in stages, and each stage will require evaluation.
One stage will certainly include remote monitoring of all functions aboard ships with far greater shoreside
management of shipboard operations. To some extent, for certain functions, remote monitoring has been
around for decades. Cost considerations and bandwidth have been limiting factors, but now that is changing.
Efforts at the International Maritime Organization (IMO) to develop and implement technology to support
e-Navigation – including interoperability and harmonization of information between ship and shore – could
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potentially be a precursor to remotely controlled ships. That raises, at least as a concept, the possibility of
truly autonomous, unmanned ships making their own decisions using artificial intelligence. While this seems
like fantasy at the present time, given the increasing capabilities of technology it cannot be completely ruled
out as a possibility in the decades ahead.
The pace and extent of how this will all evolve in international shipping will primarily be determined by
economics and risk factors. It is anticipated that the cost of building a ship with the required technology and
redundancies for remotely controlled operation may be higher than that of a conventional ship, even with
the elimination of the crew’s accommodations. The system would also require shoreside infrastructure with
a global reach for monitoring and control, as well as expensive shoreside support for maintenance, repairs
and functions now carried out on conventional ships by seafarers from relatively low-cost-labor-supply
countries.
Can the additional costs of an autonomous system be offset by substantial reductions in crewing costs, or
their complete elimination? If not, there is no economic justification for ship owners to shift to autonomous
ships.
It is estimated that crewing costs are only about six percent of the overall cost of running a ship. (2) Capital
costs are about 42 percent and voyage costs, including bunkers, run about 40 percent. There can be no
doubt that shipping is capital intensive rather than labor intensive.
Even if all manning were to be eliminated, it is not at all clear how the relatively minor savings in crewing
expenses could compensate for the additional costs of building and operating a remotely controlled
autonomous ship system and its supporting shore side infrastructure.
There has been a disturbing degree of enthusiasm in some circles for autonomous ships, which would
create massive unemployment of the world’s seafarers and disrupt the economy of the maritime labour
supply countries, all to achieve a rather minor reduction in the cost of shipping. But so far there has been a
noticeable lack of enthusiasm for autonomous ships among shipowners: perhaps they have a better grasp of
the economics than the enthusiastic proponents.
Maersk has indicated that it may be looking at some form of autonomous ships in the 2030-35 timeframe,
which would coincide with the end of the useful life of their recent new builds. But ship owners will only
embrace autonomous shipping if it is commercially viable and they can gain a competitive advantage by
eliminating the costs of seafarers. As we see from the statistics, however, the extent of any cost reduction
accomplished through cuts in manning would be limited at best.
Advocates of autonomous ships are attempting to justify their position based on a shortage and a fictional
lack of competency of seafarers. They propose a “solution” they say would lower costs and increase safety
through eliminating seafarers and with them the risk of human error. They fail however to acknowledge
the very real risk of introducing new sources of error in technical systems, communication links, cyber
security and remote human controllers who are isolated from the reality of the ship and its actual
environment: the greater the complexity, interdependencies and links within a system, the greater the
opportunity for errors and failures.
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We should be sceptical of optimistic projections of the future benefits and efficiencies of autonomous ships
that are based on the aspirational views of advocates who have a commercial stake in creating a market for
an autonomous ship system. A great deal of investors’ money has been lost in the past through bets on overhyped expectations regarding new technology. The “Dot-com” bubble of 2000 is a good example.
There is also a misconception that complex, highly automated systems require highly skilled operators. But
neither the experience of other industries nor the academic literature support such a view. As the
technology assumes increasingly complex functions, there is a down-skilling of operators who become
dependent on highly automated, self-regulating systems. The more automated the system, the less is
required of the human operator since basic competencies and lower level decision making functions are
built into the technology.
The human operator loses the opportunity to develop through experience the deeper skills and talents, such
as assessment and judgment. (3) The problem with machines that think is that they give rise to people who
don’t need to think. This presents a significant challenge in the dynamic and complex maritime world, where
assessment and judgment, based on experience and total situational awareness, are fundamental to making
the “right” decisions – often under tight time constraints – that can spell the difference between a safe
passage and disaster.
Replacing skills and active participation with the boring task of monitoring displays can lead to a dangerous
level of complacency. When things go wrong, the handover problem between the automated system and
the complacent, uninvolved human operator—with degraded skills and situational awareness—has
proven to be a major problem. The significance of this problem has been demonstrated in the air transport
sector and other industries.
There is, in addition, the need to take a much broader view of automation, beyond its impact on the
maritime sector. What is required is a realistic view of automation’s social and political consequences in the
world at large. The assertion that technology is a purely benevolent force, whose only impact on society is a
positive one, is clearly erroneous. There is no economic law that says that everyone, or even most people,
will inevitably benefit from technological progress. Technology is neither good nor bad. Unlike humans, it
has no moral or ethical values.
Technology is a powerful force that can destabilize institutions and industries, upset the social contract
between capital and labour – as well as the traditional employer/employee relationship – with profound
consequences. The changes it brings have been compared to a fourth industrial revolution. (4) And there is
considerable concern in academic circles regarding technology’s impact on the future of our society, on our
economic system and on our political institutions. The issue is not solely of concern to people being
replaced by technology; this year at the World Economic Forum at Davos, it was the main topic of
discussion among global leaders.
Academics estimate that as much as 50-70 per cent of the labour force can ultimately be replaced by
technology. The gains that automation produces from increased productivity with lower labour costs
primarily benefit the capital investors who own and control the technology. The resulting profit12
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concentrating effects, coupled with technological unemployment or under-employment, are largely
responsible for the increasing inequality of income that is creating social tensions and political turmoil in the
United States and elsewhere. Globalization has been the ready scapegoat of politicians, but technological
unemployment is responsible for much of the problem.
Technology-generated income inequality is also a threat to our free market economic system because it
reduces consumer demand by reducing the number of consumers, principally workers, with the ability to
purchase goods. Our free market system is based on consumer demand driving manufacturing and
production. In past industrial revolutions (steam, mass production, electricity) an increase in demand
created more jobs in production. Those jobs would in turn increase consumer spending and drive up
production. In the fourth industrial revolution, with technology replacing workers, this classic economic
principle no longer holds true. The cycle between consumer demand, production and jobs has been
disrupted. Automation now allows for a scaling-up of production coupled with little if any increase in the
number of jobs. This is evident in the economic data: corporate profits and the stock market go up, while
worker income and consumer demand are near stagnant.
The factors of primary concern to society are: the consequences of the change in the nature of work (or even
its elimination); the distribution between capital and labour of the enormous gains in productivity that
derive from technology; the preservation of the traditional employer/employee relationship, which
provides stability and social benefits; and the effect on the future of society as a whole of technology and
robotics replacing or down-skilling workers.
In a globalized industry, these are not issues that lend themselves to easy solution. They involve economic
and political issues – which impact the society as a whole – regarding the distribution of productivity gains
derived from technology. In our democratic free market system, individual economic decisions are
determined by self-interest. Matters of common interest to the welfare of society at large should be
addressed on a political level through good governance. The negative consequences of the disruptive power
of technology may not be the fault of technology, but the failure of government policies to address its
impact on society.
Where technology ultimately takes us will be decided within political institutions, legislative bodies,
regulatory agencies and international organizations such as the United Nations and the IMO. What is
needed is a common understanding of the issues and a coordinated effort to protect not only the interests
of seafarers and workers but also the future of our society as a whole.
These thoughts have touched primarily on the broader economic and social issues. There is a great deal
more to be said on the technical aspects—legal and regulatory, ultimate responsibility and liability for risks,
human factors and man/machine interface issues, software quality, cyber security, reliability of the
communication/data links, and engineering, sensor and technical systems—that will be left for another
discussion.
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Source: the Maritime Executive
Link: http://bit.ly/2eZ5cAF
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Mayday, Mayday: UN’s shipping body needs a climate
compass
Keywords: Climate plan, International Maritime Organisation (IMO), United Nations, Paris climate
agreement
Talks at the International Maritime Organization
ended on Friday with a loose climate roadmap – here
we explain what it means
Last week the International Maritime Organization
(IMO) released what was billed as the UN body’s
“climate plan”.
On closer examination it’s more a plan to have more
plans, but at least sets a few deadlines: 2018 for an
initial carbon cutting strategy and 2023 for the final one.
IMO envoys said they are committed to meeting the aspirations of the Paris climate agreement. Still, with
the carbon budget to limit warming to 1.5C set to run out in 2021, 2023 seems a little late to release a plan.
Shipping accounts for nearly 3% of global greenhouse emissions, but aside from what experts say are fairly
loose energy efficiency regulations, the sector’s current carbon limits are, well, limited.
Below Climate Home offers some observations from last week’s talks.
1- Is it time for some climate reality?
The climate deal among the 171 members of the IMO was hard-fought, with many countries and influential
industry lobbies against taking a tougher line against emissions.
But the world looks to the UN for leadership and honesty. What is the scientific basis for the IMO saying
Friday’s agreement was “good news for the environment”, as it claimed on Twitter?
Ban Ki-moon’s statement was notably less ebullient, focusing on the shipping sector’s growing emissions
gap.
“Welcoming these important steps, the Secretary-General calls for urgent and ambitious action to limit the
greenhouse gas emissions from global shipping [which] are projected to rise significantly given the critical
role that shipping plays in the global economy,” he said.
2- Efficiency should be an urgent priority
Climate and shipping was first brought up at the IMO in 1998. 13 years later it managed to agree on some
efficiency regulations. Despite industry claims it has become over 10% more efficient, green groups reckon
these need to be ratcheted up, but this week a decision at the IMO was postponed till 2018.
15
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“It beggars belief that the IMO should abandon plans to increase the stringency of design standards that are
being easily met and exceeded years ahead of schedule’” says John Maggs, president of the Clean Shipping
Coalition.
As a result of Friday’s decision on a climate plan, countries will start discussing what a potential target or cap
could look like from 2017. The IMO won’t start recording emissions data from ships until 2019 and no
decision will be taken until the organisation has three years worth of data: 2023.
3- Has anyone at the IMO read the Paris climate deal?
Countries agreed they will publish an initial strategy on shipping emissions by 2018, the year the UN
undertakes a “global stocktake” on climate policies and ambitions. But it will not be binding and is subject to
change in 2023 once sufficient levels of data have been supplied.
There is no mention of the 1.5C or 2C temperature targets in the IMO climate paper. However there is an
idea that it should undertake GHG studies every five years from 2020, which could fit into the UN climate
body’s plans for regular reviews over the same period.
4- GHG data is important, but there are pre-2020 steps that are possible
“The data collection system will equip IMO with concrete data to help it make the right decisions, as well as
enhancing its credentials as the best placed and competent forum for regulating international
shipping,” says IMO Secretary-General Kitack Lim.
Countries have agreed to discuss what a climate target could look like but any decisions will have to wait till
GHG data has been collected. On efficiency there is a provision for a 2018 review, which left Bill Hemmings,
shipping director at T&E, apopletic.
“Nearly 20 years after being tasked with tackling climate change impacts from shipping, the IMO has enacted
only one measure so far, the EEDI, and for new ships only. Yet it now stands in disarray. Improving ship
efficiency is a no brainer and a classic example of a ‘win-win’, but apparently the IMO prefers open-ended
reviews to concrete action.”
In an interview with Climate Home, Ellen Burack, director general of environmental policy at Transport
Canada, offered a more optimistic take.
“We will have an initial strategy by 2018… integrating pieces like the three-step process [data collection,
technical examination, decisions], energy efficiency and any progress we can make on black carbon. All these
pieces are relevant. We also have the opportunity to start thinking about additional measures beyond that,”
she said.
5- We need clarity on the risks, opportunities from GHG targets on development, growth
Major emerging economies are clearly worried that tougher climate targets could impinge on their economic
growth: that was the essence of a submission to the IMO from China, India and Brazil before this week’s
talks.
16
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“As long as world trade is growing, shipping will grow too,” their national representatives said in a document
submitted to the IMO. “This responsive characteristic of shipping makes it impossible to determine its peak
emissions in the same way that a country could do.”
Some small island states are also worried, judging by the IMO decision text. They want the strategy to
“address impacts of further measures to reduce GHG emissions from ships in specific categories of countries
such as developing states, SIDS and LDCs”.
It seems sensible, but chew on this: over half the global shipping fleet is registered in developing countries
including Liberia, Panama, the Marshall Islands and the Bahamas.
And does it make any sense for small island states to try and slow a deal to cut shipping pollution? Former
Marshall Islands foreign minister Tony De Brum told the IMO his country was behind tougher action in 2015.
6- Industry’s role at IMO talks is not (necessarily) conducive to tougher goals
In contrast to other UN environmental forums, shipping industry groups wield significant influence at the
IMO (a full list of these groups and NGOs who contribute to the negotiations can be found here).
Bodies such as the International Chamber of Shipping (ICS) and a host of officials representing the tanker,
cargo and ferry industries frequently make interventions during plenary sessions.
In a statement on Monday ICS secretary general, Peter Hinchliffe described the latest decision on a roadmap
as a “significant decision” and criticised environmental NGOs (who can also participate in the talks) for
branding it a failure.
“Unfounded criticism of the consensus that governments have achieved, in very difficult political
circumstances, serves to polarise the IMO debate, making the support of developing nations for additional
global measures even more complicated to achieve,” he said.
ICS members, which represent over 80% of the world merchant fleet, are working on what an initial IMO
CO2 reduction commitment in 2018 might entail, the statement added.
Canada’s Burack compares the situation to a recent agreement on airplane emissions at the International
Civil Aviation Organisation (ICAO), which was strongly supported by the main industry group IATA.
“Having talked to some industry groups here, some are of view something needs to be done and some are
not, and so part of our work needs to be creating a more homogenous view within the industry,” she said.
7- Do we need some honesty about the make-up of national delegations?
Reporting rules mean we can’t identify speakers or zone in on specific discussions. Still, it’s well known that
representatives from leading shipping registries represent some governments at these talks.
The registries are effectively big businesses: flagging a ship in a particular country can save companies
millions in taxes every year.
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What’s good for a big business is not necessarily good for its home country, especially if that country is a low
lying small island state, for instance.
Here’s Burack again: “It is probably the biggest contribution to why earlier talks were not successful… the
standard proponents of ambition are not consistent with the power brokers in the shipping industry.”
8- Restrictive reporting rules should be reassessed
Current regulations effectively give countries and big business carte blanche to say what they want, when
they want, with key decision-making bodies safe in the knowledge their comments cannot be reported.
Climate Home understands that it is impossible to expect major policies to be developed in the public glare,
hence working groups are closed to journalists.
But when national delegations make plenary interventions or statements that clearly run against the goals of
the UN’s Paris Agreement, we would argue it is in the public interest to report that.
Sadly, at the moment we cannot without seeking permission from relevant member states, who are
understandably reluctant to have their obstruction made public.

Source: Climate Home
Link: http://bit.ly/2fWVoMb
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Department of Merchant Shipping invites funding proposals
under Motorways of the Sea initiative
Keywords: Motorways of the Sea, Department of Merchant Shipping, Connecting European Facility,
European Commission, transport chain, EU Cohesion Fund
The Department of Merchant Shipping recently invited owners and operators of ships flying the Cyprus
flag to submit funding proposals under the Motorways of the Sea initiative, which is part of the European
Commission's Connecting Europe Facility.
Motorways of the Sea consist of short sea routes, ports, associated maritime infrastructure (including
hinterland connections) and equipment that facilitate short sea shipping or sea-river services between
maritime ports. The initiative aims to:


promote environmentally friendly, viable, attractive and efficient sea-based transport links which are
integrated into the overall transport chain; and



remove bottlenecks in the EU transport system by making shipping a viable alternative to other
overcrowded means of transport.

Funding is available for a variety of purposes, including:


reducing emissions and converting to less polluting fuels;



enhancing rail interoperability;



improving cross-border sections;



developing port infrastructure;



establishing new sea-based transport services that are integrated into the logistics chain; and



upgrading of existing services.

The Connecting Europe Facility programme will finance up to 30% of eligible costs of works and up to 50% of
eligible costs of studies, including pilot activities. Up to €1.9 billion of funding will be available under the
2016 call for proposals, which opened on October 13 2016 and closes on February 7 2017. As Cyprus is
eligible for funding under the EU Cohesion Fund, entities in Cyprus may access the entire budget. The
Ministry of Transport, Communications and Works – the Department of Merchant Shipping's parent
ministry – will provide advice and assistance on applications.

Source: International Low Office
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Link: http://bit.ly/2g2zbfd
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Irish port to be European shipping hub after Brexit
Keywords: Port of Foynes, US custom, Minister for Communications, Climate Change and Natural Resources,
UK Prime Minister Theresa May
US customs officials will give pre-clearance to freight
crossing Atlantic from Limerick town
The Port of Foynes is to become Europe's gateway to
the US under a radical new Government initiative
aimed at capitalising on Britain's decision to leave the
EU.
The move would see the port in Limerick developed
into a shipping hub to rival Rotterdam Port in Holland,
the central destination for European freight companies
shipping goods to the US.
Central to the plan is a proposal to base US custom officials in Foynes who could give pre-clearance to cargo
ships. It is hoped the redeveloped port would also reduce costs for Irish manufacturers shipping produce to
America and Continental Europe, and create thousands of new jobs.
The project is being proposed by Denis Naughten, Minister for Communications, Climate Change and
Natural Resources, who said there is a "huge opportunity" to develop the port into a hub for shipping in
Europe and attract investment for Limerick.
"Rotterdam is becoming hugely congested as the main port of Europe and there is potential to develop on
the western seaboard a major port at Foynes that would act as a transit point for freight to and from North
America," Mr Naughten told the Sunday Independent. "My suggestion is to do what we have done for
passengers and have pre-clearance for large freight out of Foynes into the United States.
"Freight would come into Foynes, get scanned there, get certified and can land in New York and it is the
same as an internal shipment," he added.
The Minister said a so-called 'hard Brexit' - as is being proposed by UK Prime Minister Theresa May - will
result in EU border checks which will drive up costs for freight companies shipping out of Britain into
Europe.
Ireland could become a more attractive destination for companies shipping from outside the EU into
Central Europe through Britain.
However, Mr Naughten believes the redeveloped port would also attract business from within Europe. "It's
not just from a Brexit point of view, this is an opportunity of attracting industry in from right across Europe
that are exporting into the US," he said.

21
www.onthemosway.eu

www.onthemosway.eu

info@onthemosway.eu

"Our second biggest export destination is the US. The reality is post-Brexit exports into the UK are going to
be put under pressure so this is an opportunity to make a new market and make it far more efficient for the
export of goods."
Source: New Irish News
Link: http://bit.ly/2fIlcZb
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Eamonn O’Reilly elected as Chairman of the European Sea
Ports Organisation
Keywords: Eamonn O’Reilly, European Sea Ports Organisation
Eamonn O’Reilly was unanimously elected as Chairman following a
vote of ESPO’s General Assembly in Brussels on Wednesday
afternoon. E. O’Reilly succeeds Santiago Garcia-Mila who chaired
the organisation during the last four years.
The General Assembly also elected Annaleena Mäkilä and Bernard
Mazuel as Vice-Chairs. Ms Mäkilä, who is currently Executive
Director of the Finnish ports Association now starts a second term
in that role. Mr Mazuel is Managing Director of the French Ports
Association.
Upon his election, Mr O’ Reilly said: “I am very honoured to have
been elected as Chairman of ESPO for the next two years. Over
these years, ports will be challenged by the implementation of the
Port Regulation and other legislative initiatives. There will also be a
continuing need for ports to plan and finance major infrastructure
investment at the key nodes of Europe’s transport networks. Overarching these challenges, however, is the
global problem of climate change and how our industry plays its part in addressing this enormous issue.
“I would like to thank the Members of ESPO for putting their trust in me and I look forward to working with
Isabelle and her excellent team as we represent the interests of Europe’s ports in our response to these
challenges in the years ahead.”
Mr. O’Reilly has been serving as Chief Executive of the Dublin Port Company since 2010.
Today, ESPO has also published its Annual Report 2015-2016, which outlines the activities of the
organisation over the past year. A copy of the report can be found here.
In addition, tonight will see the celebration of the 8th annual ESPO Award on Societal integration. The theme
of this year is nature in ports. European Transport Commissioner Violeta Bulc will be announcing the winner
at a ceremony taking place at the Palais d’Egmont in Brussels.

Source: Hellenic Shipping News
Link: http://bit.ly/2fIpX4T
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