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NOTES — Briefing and Planning Workshop
Charting the Way Forward

Tanoa Plaza, Suva, Fiji 2" May 2023

Opening Remarks Faranisese Kinivuwai, 9:10am
Director of Transport

The achievements of the Pacific High Ambition Coalition need to be celebrated. Partnerships
with MCST and other like-minded partners were key. Advocacy was also important. Climate
change was certainly the key issue. There was a need for greater international cooperation and
access to climate finance. As we prepared for the 15" ISWG and MEPC80, we needed to focus
on making our impact felt. The Pacific region was at the forefront of climate change and we
needed to remain committed to sustainable transport.

Remarks from Albon Winder Loeak 9:25am

Passed on the apologies from Ambassador Albon, as he could not make it to Fiji for this
meeting. The MCST was an initiative of the RMI Government since 2015. Technical assistance
was provided. It was working with partners across the globe, including Belize and UCL. There
was a lot to do in the next few weeks, especially in preparing for ISWG 15 and MEPC80. If we
didn’t get a more ambitious Revised IMO Strategy, our fight will only continue. We were only a
few — and so we needed to make others understand that decisions must be based on science,
and not what was politically convenient. We needed to reach out to those who were silent to
get them to support us.

Presentation Alison Newell 9:40am

This Workshop was organised to help the 6PAC plan and prepare for the upcoming ISWG and
MEPC. Today, there’ll be a set of presentations from development partners based in Suva. There
will also be a Talanoa Session held at 6:30pm, and guests were requested to be present for that
on time.

Presentation Maria Sahib 9:45am
The session discussed a number of measures, such as those related to Well-to-Wake Emissions.

Mid term measures were agreed to at MEPC 79. The debate was still ongoing on what would be
a “Just and Equitable Transition.”

The Chair and Secretariat of the IMO meetings did not understand what the 6PAC wanted. Four
submissions were prepared, but none of them made it to the Agenda by the Chair.
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There was a bit of a fight to get ‘ambition’ discussed. It was difficult to find the space in the
meetings. Developed countries don’t want to pay compensation for impacts of emissions.

There were two broad topics — emissions reduction and compensation. The 6PAC is stuck
between these two.

Other delegations have a good relationship with the Chair, but the Chair is not friendly to our
Pacific teams.

We need strength in numbers. Contributions from other participants was another issue as most
were usually silent.

There were also challenges in weather and time difference. As well as being away from family
for extended periods of time. Even with all these challenges faced, the support team did a great
job.

Belize expressed gratitude to having been pulled into the dialogue with 6PAC.

With the intention to use the media better, we needed to use quotes from delegations. We
couldn’t wait for 3 or 4 days for approval from the capital.

Presentation Peter Nuttall 11:15am

2015 was the first time that shipping became a contentious issue. The Pacific was present at the
IMO, and the Marshall Islands called the then IMO Chief a danger to planet earth. We only had
one Pacific representative — Vanuatu — out of 40 members, on the IMO Council. The IMO
Secretariat was supposed to be a neutral party, but they have turned out to be a political
powerhouse — driving certain members’ agendas. IMO was not a development organisation.
There was a clear call for a levy, and we could not wait for future MEPCs to agree on this. And
the longer the wait, the more the levy will be. Money was needed for in-sector climate change
mitigation. Money should be geared towards stopping the pollution and paying to fix the
damage — called the “Polluter Pays Revenue Distribution Model”. In Europe, they had the ETS.
They would charge carbon tax on any imports to the EU, and then decide on how to spend the
money. If an IMO strategy was approved/endorsed, then they would have to take that onboard.
That was why they were not ambitious at the IMO. There seemed to be a disconnect between
transport, energy and electricity. It was important for the Pacific’s position to be discussed at
relevant regional events, such as the upcoming transport minister’s meeting in Vanuatu.
Shipping registries were risky but if managed well, this could be a good source of income.

6PAC Calendar Alison Newell and 12:45pm
Aileen Sefeti

The Transport Minister’s meeting was happening next week In Vanuatu. The Denmark IMO
meeting was scheduled for 16™ May. The Korea Presidential summit was happening in the last
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week of May. ISWG 15 and MEPC 80 end of June, early July; and the joint session of IMO council
meeting followed that.

Presentation Erja Askola, EU 2:00pm

There was a challenge for the public sector to make policies that helped the private sector
accelerate uptake of renewable energies, and other climate change mitigation and adaptation
actions. The South Pacific and the EU have been friends for many years now, and the EU had
shown leadership at international level in joining efforts with PICs. The EU funds the MTCC, in
efforts to explore global solutions to issues in the Pacific maritime sector. The SHAC was another
platform where the EU had supported the Pacific, through technical support during
negotiations, and in preparation for negotiations.

Presentation RaffaelHeld, GIZ 2:15pm

The GIZ project in RMI for low Carbon Sea Transport kicked off in 2017 and will run through to
2024. Its aim is to reduce CO2 emissions in PICTs. The focus of the project was on inter-atoll
transport, inner lagoon transport and policy advice. It worked closely with RMI Shipping
Corporation. It also focused on capacity development for key stakeholders in RMI and high-level
policy support for low carbon sea transport, particularly at IMO and UNFCCC. Vessel designs
could be made available to those who may be interested.

Presentation Julia Hollnagel, GGGI 2:35pm

GGGI was a treaty based intergovernmental organisation working in 45 member countries.
There were 5 in the Pacific - PNG, Vanuatu, Kiribati, Fiji and Tonga. 17 member countries across
the GGGl membership were being actively supported in the transport sector. Focus areas were
capacity building, assisting project preparation and providing policy-level advice. In Fiji, Tonga,
Vanuatu, and Solomon Islands GGGl was developing Low Emissions Development Strategies,
and maritime transport was included in those. GGGI worked also on Fiji’s carbon budget and
NDC implementation plans. There was an ODA Project Concept for the Korean Ministry of
Ocean and Fisheries worth US $10.2mil over 5 years.

The workshop participants had a discussion on cold ironing arguing that it will not work in the
Pacific. Grids were unstable, and could not cater for additional energy demands. GGGl's
initiative was a pilot and these issues would be a consideration in the final concept and project
design.

Open Discussions Kerrlene Wills and 2:50pm
Alison Newell

This session discussed the need for capacity development, financing and technical expertise. It
discussed the need to prioritise the maritime transport sector in an ocean region like the Pacific.
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The need for shipping related data was stressed. The need for data to support Pacific demands
at the IMO was mentioned . Efforts to collect data have not been sustainable or very successful.

Also discussed the possibility of using Pacific students research for data collection and analyses.

To deal with Argentina, the Pacific delegates could agree with them that they would be
impacted by the measures and thus, like the Pacific, would deserve compensation. But
Argentina was not a SIDS and therefore needed to be treated differently.

PICs naturally aligned with Europe on emission reductions but not on compensation. Europe
had its regional programme but the Pacific needed a global solution.

The Pacific could align with other nations but at what cost? It could also align with some
countries on some points and with others on other points.

It was suggested that only MARPOL annex 6 signatories may be able to vote on the revised
strategy.




