Arctic Shipping at the Nexus

of the Triple Planetary Crisis Climate
Heating

Negative Impacts

The shipping sector contributes to planetary
challenges - climate change, pollution and

biodiversity loss, but it could change. V(
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The Shipping Nexus Approach

By prioritising solutions with co-benefits, the shipping
sector will be able to respond to the urgency of the triple
planetary crisis of pollution, climate, and biodiversity.

What needs to happen:
e |IMO establishes a Working Group to study and
recommend next steps

e Industry applies a co-benefits approach to its
operations and policies

* IMO ensures a co-benefits approach in its action plans
(e.g underwater noise, plastics)

e States designate ECAs in all Arctic waters
e IMO mandates polar fuels in Arctic shipping
e States ban scrubbers in the Arctic
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Improved ship efficiency can lead to: v/ voyage planning and careful

v reduction in underwater noise rogt[ng can improve ship
efficiency, navigation safety
v/ decrease in ship strikes and protect marine wildlife. s
v/ reduction in the spread of invasive species "
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These solutions maximize
benefits to people, ocean
health and the climate
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Shipping governance which centres communities would
lead to:

Biodiversity
Loss

v/ local improvements in quality and standard of living
\/ empowered communities and rights holders
v/ aligning community interest with economic growth

v/ focusing solutions on improving environmental quality
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A 10% reduction in global fleet speed
would lead to:

\/ reduces toxic wastewater

v/ improves ocean health

v/ prevents the spread of invasive species

v safeguards food security

\/ . . . . \/ 13% decrease in GHG emissions
incentivises cleaner fuel choices such as Polar Fuels

40% decrease in underwater noise

v/ 50% reduction in the risk of ship strikes
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Vv improves ocean health and boosts ocean carbon sink potential
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v/ prevents the spread of invasive species

v supports local food harvesting
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