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Abstract - NIR(New Inspection Regime, hereinafier NIR) relating to the PSC(Port State Contorl, hereinafier PSC) has Implemented
in Asia-Pacific region under Tokyo-MOU from last January 2014, The most noticable difierence between NIR and existing TF(Target
Factor, hereinafier TF) is to evaluate company performance and to conduct PSC with flexible inspection interval on the basis of Ship
Risk Profile; High Risk Ship, Standard Risk Ship and Low Risk Ship. Particularly deficiencies related to ISM Code, more than 5
deficiencies and detention record have a serious eflect on the evaluation of Ship Risk Profile. Therefore ship and company are requested
to ensure proper implementation of Safety Management System for the changed PSC tendency. Also RO(Recognized Organization,
hereinafter RO) and Administration respectively should take suitable actions difierent to previous measures, such as implementation of
cooperation and support system between vessel and company, changing subject and object for avoiding Mannerism in SMS audit,
strengthening supervision on RO by Administration and establishment of private—-public Partnership network.
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Table 1 Priority Level for PSC Inspection

Target Factor(Points) Inspection Priority
> 100 Priority 1 (Very High)
41~100 Priority II (High)
11~40 Priority I (Medium)
0~10 Priority IV (Low)
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Table 6 P-MOU Statistics(2010-2012)25)

Parameter 2010(TF) | 2011(NIR) | 2012(NIR)
No. of Indivisual Ship| 14,762 15,268 14,646
No. of Inspection 24,058 19,058 18,308
No. of Detention 790 688 669
No. of Deficiencies 64,698 50,738 49,261
Detention Rate(%) 3.28 3.61 3.6
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