The Sudy on the Implementation of the Regional Port State Control Policy —with
Referenceto the Paris M emorandum of Under standing on Port Sate Control

Abstract

In the matters concerning maritime safety, efficiency of navigation,
prevention and control of marine pollution from ships, some international
memorandums of understanding on the port state control (PSC) have been
formed in many regions of the world during last two decades. Beginning at
the Paris MOU of the European port state control policy, this study is set to
analyze the development, control procedures and control figures under the
implementation of regional cooperation on port state control. Assessing the
performance of ships flying with Taiwan's flag in different PSC regions,
this study explore the problems and answers of Taiwan's shipping industry
under the global port state control policy.
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