
  
Survey for Annex VI: treaty to reduce air pollution in 
ports and harbours: 

1. Your name, where you live (location is fine, we don’t need your address)   

  

 

 

 

 

2. Do you think New Zealand should accede to MARPOL Annex VI? 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Why do you think this? 

 

 

 

 

 

Sometimes we want to know a little bit more about what someone thinks. If this is the case with you, are you ok if we 
get in touch? What is the best way to do this? (please provide an email or phone number). 

 

 

If you need more information to assist you in preparing a submission, please contact Brian Nijman 
at b.nijman@transport.govt.nz or through the email address above.  

 

John Riding.  Greater Wellington area.

Yes.  It should have done so years ago as the standards needing to be set are the choice of the signatory country.  New Zealand is one of the remaining straglers  on only 19 jurisdictions.

Because limiting the aerial discharge of fuel contaminants has been proven to reduce acid rain and NOX and SOX discharges from diesel engines have been proven to cause  asthma and other breathing  difficulties.  I am concerned after reading the discussion document  that the authors themselves do not understand what Annex VI of Marpol is about.    It is not about limiting CO2  discharges, it is about  limiting the discharge of sulphur and nitrous oxides.   Far from having a say in maritime regulation, the rest of the developed world has already done it for you New Zealand.   There are already mandatory caps on Sulphur in marine fuels, and this consultation is a godo 10 years behind where it should be.  A core driver for implementation for NZ should be reputational as we have a Green Coalition and are seen abroad as a rather unspoilt environment.  Given that we are the last of the worst to be even contemplating becoming a signature, why not be bold and put that right soonest!  Our refinery is placed in a situation in which it has not invested  enough in sulphur reduction technology and vessels already burning low sulphur fuel cannot just change over to the product being refined in NZ as the lubricating oil in the engines are different.  it is in my view a travesty to be surveying vessels including large cruise ships that are fitted with scrubbers and used in other parts of the globe, but are not in use in NZ waters, because we could not accede to Marpol Annex VI.  There are no negative reasons to avoid this.  But hey, what about Euro 6  standards for diesel engines on the highways of NZ?  The diesel engine is cleaner and much more efficient than the pertol engine once  its harmful emissions are prevented from being released. 




