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The China PSC Data Center was pleased to present the 2012 Annual Report on Port
State Control Data Analysis of P. R. China.

51 PSC offices under the charge of China MSA carried out 8327 initial inspections
and detained 603 foreign ships in 2012, respectively increased by 6.46% and
decreased by 11.2% compared with those in 2011. During 2012’s Concentrated
Inspection Campaign (CIC) on Fire Safety Systems, PSC offices of China MSA
inspected 1801 foreign ships and detained 74 ships, with detention percentage of
4.11%.

920 Chinese ships engaged in international trade received PSC inspections under the
Memorandum of Understanding on Port State Control in the Asia-Pacific Region

(Tokyo MOU), and 8 ships were detained.

This annual report provides figures and tables of analysis and statistics which
summarizes the results of port state inspections conducted by PSC offices all over
China and Chinese flag ships received PSC inspection under the Tokyo MOU in 2012.
China PSC Data Center would like to provide more data resources for related MSA

Officers in order to achieve the ultimate objective of elimination of substandard ships.
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Part IData of PSCI held by China authority
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total number of inspections
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ke
DATA REVIEW
FH
China
*ﬁiiﬁj\ 2012 | 2011 | 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 | 2003
HIVRASE A T
number of initial 8327 7822 5186 4297 4545 4151 4020 4020 3897 3789
inspections
B Eﬁ% . 46354 49580 34708 28651 33749 29944 24459 21244 16396 16435
number of deficiencies
it B PR AL T
number of detentions 603 679 534 401 556 465 319 260 198 173
FARP A A
number of deficiencies 5.57 6.34 6.69 6.67 7.43 7.21 6.08 5.28 4.21 4.34
per ship
ﬁ%ﬁ%tb 7.24% 8.68% 10.30% | 9.33% 12.23% | 11.20% | 7.94% 6.47% 5.08% 4.57%
detention percentage
WARHX 3O H B & ERAN
Tokyo MOU
e AN
ﬁ;iﬁrh 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006
71V I Ve
PIKRLARIK 30930 28627 25762 23116 22149 22039 21686
number of initial inspections
A
ARG ﬁi 102808 103549 90177 86820 89477 83950 80556
number of deficiencies
S B G et e /e
W%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%{}\. 1423 1562 1411 1336 1530 1239 1171
number of detentions
P ‘r’-\/ } Jefe EL
SRR 3.32 3.62 3.5 3.75 4.04 3.81 3.71
number of deficiencies per ship
W%ﬁﬁtt . 4.60 % 5.46% 5.48% 5.78% 6.91% 5.62% 5.4%
number of deficiencies per ship
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Section IWorkload

W £ R Fujian MSA

B ] 74 )5 Guangxi MSA

B ] %% )5 Guangdong MSA
W jf§ 74 ) Hainan MSA

m [ ]b )5 Hebei MSA

m VT35 J5) Jiangsu MSA

W i 7% )5 Liaoning MSA

B 1173 J5) Shandong MSA
u _E#4 )5 Shanghai MSA

B %15 Shenzhen MSA

m A Tianjin MSA
m (KJTJ5) Changjiang MSA
WYL R Zhejiang MSA

1.1.1 B3R PSC it f s s oA ]
Figure 1.1.1 Distribution of PSC report submitted by MSAs directly under MOT

KIRE: 2012 fEHH PSC R A b4k Aty 9467 £, HrhiLongd R (1434), 1R
FiJR (14200 MIWHLHEESR )R (1117) 3RASHHRE 2 T E R s

lllustration: We subsume 51 PSC offices under 13 Maritime Safety Administrations (MSAS)
which were directly under Ministry of Transport of the P.R. China (MOT) for the reason of
regionalism. The number of PSC reports submitted by 13 MSAs directly under MOT was
9467
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K 1.1.2 HJm iR PSC Mk i o R A8 #5413
Figurel.1.2 Distribution of initial PSC report submitted by MSAs directly under MOT
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KR 2012 SEH[H PSC A B LRACHI R A ik i 8327 4y, HhiliZRifgfi)m (1267).1L
JEF)R (1243) RS S (1047) $ACHRE 2 T E RSN .

lllustration: 13 MSAs directly under MOT submitted 8327 PSC initial reports, of which
Shandong MSA (1267), Jiangshu MSA (1243) and Shanghai MSA (1047) ranked in the
first three places.
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m KT )7 Changjiang MSA
WL 5 Zhejiang MSA
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Figure 1.1.3 Distribution of individual inspections by MSAs directly under MOT

(PRI NP S22 0 VA B Nt 2 0V S b 242 S I B L . 2/ A R W =82 5 P LB L e
AR 5h 1124 #% . 1108 A% F1 1000 4%

lllustration: Shandong MSA, Jiangsu MSA and Shanghai MSA ranked in the first three
places on the individual inspections, which coming to 1124, 1108 and 1000 respectively.
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Figurel.1.4: Distribution of average deficiencies per ship of MSAs directly under MOT
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BB : 2012 fE1[H PSC K sk s 3o 5.6, Hrpyropidgdis 10,16, SR 7.21
A EF R 6.33 2 T A HEiEF A .

lllustration: The average number of deficiencies per ship reaches 5.6 in 2012.Jiangshu
MSA, Shenzhen MSA and Hainan MSA found out more deficiencies per individual ship
than the other PSC offices.
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Figure 1.1.5Distribution of detentions by MSAs directly under MOT
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lllustration: 13 MSAs directly under MOT detained 603 ships in 2012, of which Jiangsu
MSA (142), Guangdong MSA (79) and Shandong MSA (77) ranked in the first three
places.
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1.1.6 B e 24 B A0 LE
Figure 1.1.6Distribution of PSC report submitted by MSAs directly under MOT

KIRE: £E 13 NJTE PSC Kt i) L mite F0 s b, RIS Jir B %<0 12.35%, VLIME3 R
11.42%, #Rd#EdiR) 9.85%, i1 e HJE R 5 PSC R A fn- 12 i %

Illustration: We subsume 51 PSC offices under 13 Maritime Safety Administrations directly
under MOT for the reason of regionalism. Shenzhen MSA (12.35%), Jiangsu MSA
(11.42%) and Fujian MSA (9.85%) hold the highest detention ratio in 2012.
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Figure 1.1.7Distribution of CIC inspections by MSAs directly under MOT

KIRE: 75 2012 SRR MR BT e a2tk b, AR R) (273 ). LIRS
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Illustration: During the CIC on fire safety system, Shandong MSA (273), Jiangsu MSA
(228) and Shanghai MSA (211) ranked in the first three places in terms of CIC reports
submitted.
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Figure 1.1.8Distribution of problems found in CIC by MSAs directly under MOT
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W R R I 158 T [l i, 11 4R R R 156 T n) i, 33X — AN JR R I In) BUER R HEAE BT A
lllustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, Shandong MSA found 168 problems,
Jiangsu MSA 158 and Shandong MSA 156, which ranked in the first three places in terms
of problems found in CIC.
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Figure 1.1.9Distribution of detentions in CIC by MSAs directly under MOT
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R %, IE3) 13 M. VLIRS R IR A i Ik 3 11 .

lllustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, Shandong MSA and Fujian MSA
detained 13 ships respectively, which were the most in the MSAs directly under MOA.
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K 1.1.10 PSC it 42 F iy |44 A 25 547
Figurel.1.10 Top 10 PSC offices in terms of PSC reports submitted

BIRE: bifg. JOERIT e 2012 4R [H PSC R e & $e s Hoi i — A A A oy, A
51 M A IR AT PSC K il i 9467 fy (WU Er+& ), b B 1110 3. R

693 1. T 570 17}

lllustration:  Shanghai, Tianjin, and Ningbo PSC offices ranked in the first 3 places in

terms of PSC reports submitted. The number of total reports (initial and follow-up reports)

submitted by 51 PSC offices was 9467. Hereinto, Shanghai PSC office submitted 1110

PSC reports, Tianjin 693 and Ningbo 570.
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Figure 1.1.11Top 10 PSC offices in terms of initial PSC reports submitted
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PARE: L. R, 7P 2012 4 E PSC WK B A #i)5 $m i — 44 iR 2 204,
HE 51 AN A HLA IR AT PSC W A ik i 8327 47, Mo BRI A FAT 1047 iy R
KT A7 620 47y 1A A AL 503 3

lllustration: Shanghai, Tianjin and Ningbo PSC offices ranked top 3 of China PSC initial
inspections. The number of initial reports submitted to the database by 51 PSC offices
was 8327. Hereinto, Shanghai PSC office submitted 1047 PSC initial reports, Tianjin PSC
office 620 and Ningbo PSC office 503.
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1.1.12 SR A B A+ 44 A i A
Figure 1.1.12 Top 10 PSC offices in terms of individual inspections

FURE: 1, MR TR 2012 42 R B iRy BRI 44 (RO B0, iR A Rt )
%12 1000, 588 il 490,

lllustration:Shanghai, Tianjin and Ningbo PSC offices ranked top 3 of individual
inspections, with the number of 1000, 588 and 490.
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Figure 1.1.13Top 10 PSC offices with number of average deficiencies per ship

BIFE: 2012 4ErP [ PSC K s P B 5.6 T, 15 2011 4EK 6.34 M LLIE AT F#MG. #93E
Al PSC A& BB ik 3 13.69 1it, fr41] 51 Ma AL, BHEH S &%
ULt R B 2 A

lllustration: The average number of deficiencies per ship reaches 5.6 in 2012, which was a
little lower than that of 2011 (6.34). Nantong, Lianyungang and Nanjing PSC office found
out more deficiencies per individual ship than the other PSC offices.
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Figure 1.1.14PSC offices in terms of detention percentage over 7.24%

BIRE: 2012 4¢P [E PSC R B fiiii-T-Bymr #2204 7.24%, 51 MefiulthItAy 24 4~ PSC iy
R PRI MR 2, Rl 2K (17.6%) RISt 2eKadl (17.6%) I ek (14.8%)
RSN IS e RS T

lllustration: The average detention percentage in 2012 was 7.24%, of which, Nantong
(17.6%), Nanjing (17.6%) and Ningde (14.8%) ranked in the first three places on detention
ratio.
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Figure 1.1.15Top 10 PSC offices in terms of CIC reports submitted

BIRE . 71 2012 SRR AR B 22 A AR R B 2y, oy A 1 A LR AT I A4
7 1801 fi, Herb gl (211 ). Rkt (175 43) M By (114 49 &
TR AR A AR A A TR =4
Illustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, the 51 PSC offices of China submitted
1801 CIC reports, of which Shanghai PSC office (211), Tianjin (175) and Qingdao (114)
ranked in the first three places.
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Figure 1.1.16Top 10 offices in terms of problems found in CIC
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HALTHT =4

Illustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, the 51 PSC offices of China found out
1011 problems, and Shanghai PSC office (168), Tianjin (97) and Rizhao (58) found out
more problems than others.

R wI- [ g ZREL - Fifg- BT T I JEISES T G T

B 1.1.27 S b A i A D 44 A 7 s
Figure 1.1.170p 10 PSC offices in terms of CIC detentions contributed

IR 75 2011 SEEE X MR B 22 A S th L i s, o B sk o S e S B A 74 1,
Ferp KRB uhmr i 7 M, HEEE AL, BN 6 M, HIRMZ 2 2R 5
8, HE—. —Ai.

Illustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System,74 ships were detained by PSC offices
of China, and Tianjin PSC office detained 7 ships, ranked in the first position, followed by
Shenzhen PSC office with the number of 6. The third positions were Rizhao and
Qinhuangdao PSC offices, detained 5 ships respectively.
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Figure 1.1.18 Trends for monthly PSC activities 2012
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lllustration: Trend lines forinspections and detentions were in the same shape.
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Figure 1.2.1Top 10 deficiencies by deficiency nature

FIR¢: 2012 4Erf[E PSC R A LAy i 46354 10, HrhiBi e 4 9386( ik Bkt b H i
20.2%). FiAT 4 7810(H BLRHE MERY 16.8%) FIRi A 15 4% 5654( L Bk KR 1 12.2%)
ST A BB IEEAY, SR ATEA S 2011 SEAH A

lllustration: 46354 deficiencies were found in by PSC offices of China in 2012, and the
average number of deficiencies upon all deficiency series was 1524, of which the number
of Fire Safety related deficiencies was 9386 (20.2% of total deficiencies), Safety of
Navigation 7810 (16.8% of total deficiencies), Lifesaving appliances 5654 (12.2% of total
deficiencies). The top 3 deficiencies were the same as 2011.
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B 1.2.2 HO i B SRR 104 (10 M ARSR A

Figure 1.2.2Top 5 number of average deficiencies per ship by ship types

PRS- i o I PR 5O 1T — 44 AN L 2010 AEAHTA], 0 ol i M B i/ 22 HI& M 8.3
TRBENT 6.7 FIVA N 6.7

lllustration: In terms of General Cargo/Multi-purpose ship, the number of average
deficiencies per ship is 8.3; and Ro-Ro cargo ship 6.7, Refrigerated cargo carrier 6.7,
named top 3 deficiencies by ship type.
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Figure 1.2.3Top 10 number of average deficiencies per ship by ship flag

IRE: A H SRR B B BT = A4 RO L, 2l e e RN Je 4l 137, 52l 13.5 Fg)fif
12.0,

lllustration: Ships flying St. Kitts & Nevis (UK) flag, the number of average deficiencies per
ship is 13.7; and Mongolia 13.5, Korea, Democratic People’s Republic 12.0, named top 3
deficiencies by ship flag.
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Biro Klasifikasi Indonesia

International Register of Shipping 0.9
INCLAMAR (Inspetion y Classification Maritime S.de R. L.) 11.0
International Naval Surveys Bureau l | | |' 11.3
International Ship Classification [ [ I ] J 11.5
Korea Classification Society(former Joson Classification ) 12.0
Society) [ [ I ] )
Universal Shipping Bureau [ | | | ) 12.5
National Shipping Adjusters Inc l | | | ) 12.8
Korea Ship Safety Technology Authority [ | | | J 12.8

J\16.0

Maritime Technical Systems and Services

™
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N\
™
N
™
™
AN

8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 13.0 14.0 15.0 16.0

K 1.2.4 Bk B SR R 44 1 MR

Figure 1.2.4Top 10 number of average deficiencies per ship by ship classification societies

PEDRE - 2 H B ol B ot i =44 IR AL, 2390l 72 Maritime Technical Systems and Services
(16.0).Biro Klasifikasi Indonesia(4.1)#1 Korea Ship Safety Technology Authority(12.8),

National Shipping Adjusters Inc (12.8),

lllustration: Ships’ classed by Maritime Technical Systems and Services, the number of

average deficiencies per ship is 16.0; Biro Klasifikasi Indonesia 14.1,Korea Ship Safety

Technology Authority 12.8 ,National Shipping Adjusters Inc 12.8, named top 3 deficiencies
by ship’s class.
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Figure 1.2.5Deficiencies per ship by ship age

PIRE: MRS IO A S PR IR B AT R B IE B, v 30 4 LB i (10 B M R o DAy
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10.45, & 0-5 fEMTRIMIT 3 fi%.

lllustration:The deficiencies per ship are in direct ratio to ship age. The deficiencies per
ship with age over 30 years are 10.45, which are nearly 3 times as many as the ones with
age of 0-5 years.

000 pocs
8.00 Vv’

0.1
S 00 - / 6.67

6.00 -

G
[en]
N

5.00 A

4.00 - 3.38

3.00 A 2.17

2.00 A

1.00 -

/

0.00 — . , , , sl
0-499 500-2999 3000-9999 10000-49999 50000-99999 over 100000

Bl 1.2.6 4% 5kl o o s B A X L]

Figure 1.2.6 deficiencies per ship by tonnage

BIRE: S 500-2999 [A) A MG b B e %, 1A% 8.63, L1WlifE 3000-9999 [Mf
AR SRR B BB HEAE S —, 383 6.91, T MEAE 100000 A A i) 8 i ok e 25 e 2>
217,

lllustration: The deficiencies per ship with tonnage between 500 and 2999 are the most,
coming to 8.63, the next are the ones between 3000 and 9999, amounting to 6.91, and the
fewest are the ones over 10000, which are 2.17.
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5 33 PSC ¥ T

Section llIDetention

HB A

Fire safety

FUER%

Life saving appliances
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Marpol Annex I
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e

TSMAEH I
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Ship Certificates
WiAT A

Safety of Navigation
TeLk LI R

Radio Communications

it

Structural Conditions

0.00%

0,
28/81%
0,
12.93%
7.24%
7.74%
7.24%
7.02%
7.24%
5.71%
7.24%
5.38%
7.24%
5.25%
7.24%
.59%
7.24%
4107%
7.24%
3.74%
. = - - - d
5.00%  10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 30.00%

m 3435 B 7 43 LE Average detention percentage

W i B8 1 /7 Lt Detention percentage

BB W24 (28.81%) , HUEHR (12.93%) FINEA RS (7.74%) &0 4 LL il

A BRI

lllustration: Fire safety (28.81%) , Lifesaving Appliances (12.93%) and Emergency
ranked in the first three places on detention percentage by deficiency

Systems (7.74%)
nature.
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45k 57

Structural conditions

TG4k HL AR T 62

Radio communications
fiAr 4 70

Safety of navigation

P ARAE TS 80

Ship certificates

ISMAR ) 82
ISM

KPR 87
Water/Weathertight conditions

Marpol B | 107

Marpol annex |

INFE¥N 118

Emergency systems

B R 197

Life saving appliances

i Bl 439
Fire safety s

T T T T T T T T 1
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K 1.3.2 -4 v B BB
Figure 1.3.2 Top 10 detainable deficiencies

BB : 2012 4EH[ETE PSC K er LR B 1524 T R Befes, B4 (439) . Rk
B (197) FINGRSE (118) i B sk b B i 2 1 = 44 SR FH 2R

lllustration: Fire safety (439), Life saving appliances (197) and Emergency systems (118)
ranked in the first three places on the detainable deficiencies.

3500 "/ 3127
3000 1
5500 2270
2000 -
1331
1500 -
1000 - 567
a4U>5
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500 - 88
/
Wi B/ 2 M AL AR iasnit i
General cargo/multi- Bulk carrier Container ship Chemical tanker Oil tanker
purpose ship
B %X No. of inspections BB YR No. of detention

Kl 1.3.3 il A KR .44 BT R Y
Figure 1.3.3Top 5 detentions by ship types
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PEIRE: i B A T .44 PO M AN 2 20 03 ) 2 3 B it/ 22 R G i B s (268 (i B e
RH) 47.86%) . HEBIMT (188 M, [i¥ired BRI 33.57%)  AERART (66 M, iR
BRI 11.79%) « ALsEAR T (25 i, AN R SIKIN 4.46%) A (13 M, (SR
SRR 2.32%)

lllustration: top 5 detentions by ship types were General Cargo/Multi-purpose Ship (268,
47.86% of total detentions), Bulk Carrier (188, 33.57% of total detentions), Container Ship
(66, 11.79% of total detentions), Chemical Tanker (25, 4.46% of total detentions) and Oil
tanker (13, 2.32% of total detentions).

HL 2,247
Refrigerated cargo carrier 16.25%
YL 247
Combination carrier 12.50%
L 247
Ro-Ro cargo ship 12.00%
RLetilsgitVEAibe ) 249
Ge.neralcargo/' 11.81%
multi-purpose ship
B IR AS 24%
Offshore service vessel 8.57%
T T T T I/
0.00% 4.00% 8.00% 12.00% 16.00% 20.00%

WP 353 B 28 Average W84 1 73 Lt Detention percentage

1.3.4 iy B AT T4 AR 2R 2
Figure 1.3.4Top 5 detention percentage by ship types

KIRE: 2012 fEH[E PSC A (1724000 B 2r LU oA 7.24%, i B P 20 B0 T UM A S
Ry AT (16.25%) « AUAIEH (12.50%) « REMT (12.00%) . 5iE 5%
FaEMr (11.81%) FIE RS ME (8.57%) -

lllustration: Top 5 detention percentages by ship types were Refrigerated Cargo Carrier
(16.25%) , Combination carrier (12.50%) ,Ro-Ro cargo ship (12.00%) ,General
Cargo/Multi-purpose Ship (11.81%)and Offshore service vessel (8.57%).
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18.00% _/ 1/7.52%
/
0, -
16.00% 14.13%
14.00% Vv
12.00% Vv
10.00% Vv’
Ve 7.43%  7.59%
- 0,
8.00% P 616y  674%
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6.00% 010
4.00% Vv’
2.00% -
0.00% r r r r r r ./
0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 2125  26-30  over30

el 1.3.5 Helik k4 WA B 0 E
Figure 1.3.5 Detention percentage by ship age

KR 2012 b H PSC ALK RM B 40 7.24%, Forb 30 AR DL i v B e,
IKE) 17.52%, S 7E 26-30 RIS E 21-25 FIMHANHECE S8 RIS =, %500
14.13%#11 7.59%.

lllustration: The detention percentage of China in 2012 is 7.24%. The ships with ship age
over 30 years, 26-30 years and 21-25 years ranked in the first three places on detention
percentage by ship age.

mO0-5

m6-10

m11-15

m16-20

m21-25

m26-30

mover 30

Kl 1.3.6 FL MKl 23 Ay B8 A o 23 A ]
Figure 1.3.6 Detentions by ship age

KIRE: e 7E 26-30 SR IOMGANGY B IR 2, TA%] 115 I, FikefE 6-10 £EA1 0-5 £EA MG
Rl B AR HEAE 5 AN B8 =02, 73504 108 #1105 XK.
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lllustration: The ships with ship age 26-30 years, 6-10 years and 0-5 years ranked in the
first three places on detentions by ship age, which are 115, 108 and 105 respectively.

12.00% b

10.51% 10.54%

10.00% -

8.00% -
6.42%

6.00% -

4.00% -
2.43%

NN NN N

2.00% -

0.00%

0.00% . ' . , . ./

0-499 500-2999 3000-9999  10000-49999 50000-99999 over 100000

1.3.7 FR M RANEAT K53 BE o) LA
Figure 1.3.7 Detention percentage by tonnage

KIRE: 2012 4EH [E PSC & F P B %00 7.24%, Hhmlifizfr 3000-9999. 500-2999
1 10000-49999  [w] (¥IfitAfv: B A HFAERT =44, 2350 10.54%. 10.51%7%1 6.42%.
lllustration: The ships with tonnage 3000-9999, 500-2999 and 10000-49999 ranked in the
first three places on detention percentage by tonnage, which were 10.54%, 10.51% and
6.42% respectively.

100

m0-499

W 500-2999

™ 3000-9999

m 10000-49999

= 50000-99999

M over 100000

Bl 1.3.8 HL Ml (7 fi A B A 2 43 A ]
Figure 1.3.8 Detentions by tonnage
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KIRE: MAREIEE 10000-49999 [ T 233 vk, 'EBHIL S 1 i /E 3000-9999 2
[ MIEAL 7 500-2999 2 [A] MR, 73 R T 163 A 145 fEIR.

Illustration: The ship with tonnage 10000-49999, 3000-9999 and 500-2999 ranked in the
first three places on detentions by tonnage, which are 233, 163 and 145 respectively.

e
Panama 2436
PEE
Cambodia 522
L HLE
Liberia
Viet Nam 178
L
Korea, DPR 137
TERLF B
Sierra Leone
HAURIEE
Marshall Islands 391
AR 2%

Belize

658

106

173
Q13
Thailand 45
2 W

Russia

2
71

500 1000 1500 2000 2500
m i B S YR No. of detention R A% I No. of inspections

Kl 1.3.9 i B A KT+ 44 1 e
Figure 1.3.9Top 10 detentions by ship flags

FEIRE: 2012 4EAR[E PSC &Y AT B A1 R AEAT 603 MV, WMy BARAIAY O 2 (1 =M
HEoR e AL 206 AHUCG (LS IK 34.22%;  RAHAE 63 MK, i B RO
10.47%; FILLHLY 42 8, S UK 6.98%.

Illustration: China detained 603 foreign ships in 2012. The top 3 flags on detention were
Panama (206, 34.22% of total detentions), Cambodia (63, 10.47% of total detentions) and
Liberia (42, 6.98% of total detentions).
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FETIE Wi Cyprus 7.56%
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1 [F Germany 10.78%
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o5 P Croatia 12.50%
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A4 2= Philippines 13173%
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% WiRussia 16.90%
M5 Je W Tanzania 18.18%
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% [HThailand 28.89%
FHEE B 15 Comoros 33133%
15 JEBIT LE W Ethiopia 33133%
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Figure 1.3.10Detention percentage by ship flags over 7.24%

KIRE: 2012 4F[E PSC KA T-4030 B %6 7.24%, fIGT 2011 45734535 2% 8.68%, JLA7
30 ML AR B AL 7.249% I E BTN R A<, LI Se e & [ MO AF v A8 2]
100%.

lllustration: The average detention percentage on PSC inspection in China 2012 was

7.24%. There were30 flags whose ship detention percentage was over the average level,
of which, detention percentage to Cook Islands reached 100%.
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Russian Maritime
Register of Shipping 98

Lloyd's Register 702
Union Bureau of Shipping 186
Det Norske Veritas 544

KoreaClassificationSociety 134

American Bureau
of Shipping 753

Viet Nam Register
of Shipping 151

Germanischer Lloyd 691

Bureau Veritas 631

Nippon Kaiji Kyokai 1843
_/

500 1000 1500 2000

m i B 4 YK No. of detention R AR No. of inspections

P 1.3.11 i B A AR I+ 44 (R M AL

Figure 1.3.11Top 10 detentions by ship classification societies

K. Nippon Kaiji Kyokal (119 fi#7X) . Bureau Veritas (56 fi#/X) . Germanischer Lloyd
(40 %) . Viet Nam Register of Shipping (34 fi#¥X) . American Bureau of Shipping
(32 ¥ )1 Korea Classification Society(former Joson Classification Society) (31 /%)

& 2012 “EHE PSC ity B AT AR L2 B At

lllustration: Nippon Kaiji Kyokal (119) . Bureau Veritas (56) . Germanischer Lloyd (40) .

Viet Nam Register of Shipping (34) . American Bureau of Shipping (32) ranked in the first

five places on detentions in 2012.
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Registro Italiano Navale
Intermaritime Certification Services, S.A.
Bureau Veritas

International Ship Classification

Universal Maritime Bureau 11.36%
Panama Maritime Documentation Services 11.89%

Union Bureau of Shipping 12.37%

China Corporation Register of Shipping 14.81%

Isthmus Bureau of Shipping 16.47%

Croatian Register of Shipping 16167%

Indian Register of Shipping 18.18%

Overseas Marine Certification Services 19.18%

International Register of Shipping 19.30%

National Shipping Adjusters Inc 20.00%
Russian Maritime Register of Shipping
Global Marine Bureau

Viet Nam Register of Shipping

Korea Classification Society...

Registro Internacional Naval S.A.

Maritime Technical Systems and Services

Biro Klasifikasi Indonesia 46.15%

Universal Shipping Bureau /E0.00%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00%

W T3 B 2 (7.24%) Everage Detention percentage B 5 54 [ 4 LL Detention percentage

1.3.12 ¥ ¥ 1 23 Lo~ (i B A A
Figure 1.3.12Detention percentage by ship classification societies over 7.24%

KIRE: 2012 b [ PSC K arfiiifin 12 B %00 7.24%, JUf 22 MGG (AL
RSN FCAR SRR 5 BE A 20 Lol 23 B %2, Hoh Universal Shipping Bureau. Biro
Klasifikasi Indonesia. Maritime Technical Systems and Services 3 B ZEHEAE T =17 .
lllustration: The average detention percentage on PSC inspection in China 2012 was
7.24%. There were 22 classification societies’ ship detention percentage over the average
level (not including no class and other class), of which, detention percentage to Universal
Shipping Bureau (50.00%) . Biro Klasifikasi Indonesia (46.15%) . Maritime Technical
Systems and Services (33.33%) ranked in the first three places.
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Panama Maritime Documentation O 70%
Services '
Intermaritime Certification 1 14%
Services, S.A. :
Korea Classification Society(former 1 49%
Joson Classification Society) :
International Ship Classification 164%
International Register of Shipping 175%
Isthmus Bureau of Shipping 235 (]
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e
1 f T f 1
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B RO I B % * Relative detention percentage*

K 1.3.13RO # i B AT+ 44 A i 4121
Figure 1.3.13Top 10 Recognized Organizations related detention percentage

BB AATZHZY (ROD AHIT F Ze—— 55 )\ nT 2L G DT ATAH R i A A 2B LA A T 4
LT RIR A M 7 e A 100%.

lllustration: RO related detention percentage* —— the figure was calculated as (no. of RO
related detention / no of RO related inspections) X 100%.

Germanischer Lloyd 7.50%

International Register of 9.09%
Shipping ’
Viet Nam Register of Shipping 11.76%
Intermaritime Certification 14.29%
Services, S.A. '
Isthmus Bureau of Shipping 14.29%
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International Ship 16.67%
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Panama Shipping Registrar
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Inc.
Croatian Register of Shipping 100.00%
g
0.00% 40.00% 80.00% 120.00%

B RO Hi B K I v 11 43 b ** RO related detention percentage**

K 1.3.14 5 RO AHIH B P oy 11 23 BT+ 24 AT 4120
Figure 1.3.14Top 10 percentage of Recognized Organization related detentions

BIRE: SiAnT4a4l (RO) AHSEH B BT o5 1 20 e —— 5 a) 20 2 54T AH S s B J 0 A vk
B LL PSC A A i B A% ek LL 100%.
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lllustration: Percentage of RO related detentions** —— the figure is calculated as ( no. of
RO related detentions / no. of detentions) X 100%.

-29-



2012 v [E 9 11 [ B e o B4 AR

B 4BEPFRBESE (CIC) HR

Section IVConcentrated inspection campaign

EQ1lEQ2amQ2bEQ3EHQ4EQ5a EQ5bHQ6 mQ7 MQ8 mQ9 m Q10 = Q11 mQl2

1.4.1 Gerpofer i A A1 6]

Figure 1.4.1Distribution of deficiencies found in CIC according to the questionnaire

KIRE: (E 2012 AFEEFR AT BT 24 AR PR A 2 i, B0 R i b4 H Y 12 28 14 AN
A, TR A AR 1R 1011 I, LR AN AL ) L Ba AT B AR K B & 2 1 Ok
FRBER AT D skbEdt 169 4%, Arfu e fr; HOCHA AL Q1L (T B 4 b e &9 1
bR IR, RGeS AR THR1E) IOBkEE, O 182 4. BARMKAIH 26 N &,
lllustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, the 51 PSC offices of China found out
1011 problems, of which, the number of deficiencies which not satisfy the question No.5a -
Are the fire protection systems, fire fighting-systems and appliances maintained ready for
use was 169, which is the most common deficiency found during the CIC inspection.
Followed by question No.11 — Are the Isolating valves of the fire main marked, maintained
and easily operable, there were 132 deficiencies like that were found. Refer to the
following questionnaire for the inspection items.

R BT 2 4 R AL R A sl e A i

concentrated inspection campaign on fire safety system

P STgE|

No. Item
B kIl R G2k 2 SOLAS AZ3 11-2 %3 15.2.4 481 15.3.2 4 (HIE{RAS 01309)

Q1 Does the Fire Control Plan meet the requirements?
SOLAS Ch II-2/ Reg 15.2.4 and Reg 15.3.2 (Def code 01309)
BT R AR NIRRT 5 2R 2SOLAS AZUEH 11-2 F45 10.10 40M 14.2.2 4% (BRBEAUD 07111)

Q2a Do the fire fighters’ outfits including personal equipment comply with the requirements? SOLAS Ch 1I-2/ Reg 10.10 and
Reg 14.2.2. (Def code 07111)
BLAEITIRAE (EEBD) RAFFAEK? SOLAS ALY I1-2 545 13.3.4 4001 13.4.3 4 (BhIA{RIY 07112)

Q2b Do the Emergency Escape Breathing Devices (EEBD) comply with the requirements? SOLAS Ch II-2/ Reg 13.3.4 and
Reg 13.4.3 (Def code 07112)
A 917k 7% il T8 T4 UK K A A AL TR T ADIRAS ? SOLAS AZYEE 11-2 75 13.3.2.4 4% (B 07110)

Q3 Are the portable extinguishers ready for use in locations as per the fire plan? SOLAS Ch II-2/ Reg 10.3.2.4 (Def code

07110)
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AR E s AR K KR GREIBERAER, [ 375 R R R REAE K KA TR N G TAERIB AT i ie 2 SOLAS
A2 5510.55 (BrIF{C507109)

4
Q Does the test of automatic audible alarm sound prior to release of a fixed gas fire-extinguishing medium into spaces in
which personnel normally work? SOLAS Ch 11-2/ Reg 10.5. (Def code 07109)
Bi KRGE K KRG E L RFEREI AT 2 SOLASAZHiI-2#514.2. 14 (BLI#141407108)
Qb5a Are the fire protection systems, fire fighting-systems and appliances maintained ready for use? SOLAS/Ch II-2/ Reg
14.2.1. (Def code 07108)
A LR AT A ORIV R BN K RGN KRG et (WniAy) il LA A A ? SOLAS ALY ERII-2755514.2.2
Qsb (BrpA07124)
Is there a maintenance plan onboard to show that fire protection systems and fire- fighting systems and appliances (as
appropriate) have been properly tested and inspected? SOLAS/Ch 1I-2/ Reg14.2.2 (Def code 07124)
FHY B3R A AR P R R AL I (AT K K R G 145 1 S B 2 SOLAS AU SRI-2855515.2.2 (Hf1i507123)
Q6 Is the crew familiar with the location and operation of fire-fighting systems and appliances that they may be called upon
to use? SOLAS/Ch II-2/ Reg 15.2.2 (Def code 07123)
DR RGN = AR T ARSI AR 2 (MO RGN SOLAS AZ5 11-2 %45 10.6 4¢ (HRFEAHD
08103)
Q7 Does the test of the sprinkler system trigger an automatic visual and audible alarm for the section? SOLAS/Ch II-2/
Reg10.6 (Def code 08103)
SATART A SN 85 BT B SBIAE N, R R R 25 B 5 A ATt A L AR SRRt ROl S R
08 57 SOLAS NS 11-2 %38 7.4.2 % (B4 07106)
Does the activation of any detector or manually operated call point initiate a visual and audible fire signal at the control
panel on the bridge or control station? SOLAS Ch 1I-2/ Reg 7.4.2 (Def code 07106)
ALFEAGAT ] R GEAE 9 T A7 A T W] R RS BI4E D ? SOLAS AL ERI-27 55135 (HfE{i%07120)
Q9 Is the lighting in escape routes, including the Low Location Lighting systems where applicable properly maintained?
SOLAS Ch II-2/ Reg 13 (Def code 07120)
R T BT A REAS R 2 DT A B ALK EE? SOLASAZYHiN-2% 4910.2.2.3.14c#110.2.2.4.25 (H}1Xi404102)
Q10 Is the Emergency Fire pump, capable of producing at least two jets of water? SOLAS/Ch 1I-2/ Reg 10.2.2.3.1 and Reg
10.2.2.4.2 (Def code 04102)
TR R B R AR UL (R3RIES THR1E? SOLASAZIEEI-2%5510.2.1.44% (BFE{RI07113)
Q11 Are the Isolating valves of the fire main marked, maintained and easily operable? SOLAS/Ch II-2/ Reg10.2.1.4 (Def
code 07113)
IPSCOMIAKL A T MBI, %I M 2 154 Nl ? SOLASAZYERI-2#4515.2.2. 55- SOLAS A A S 1 55 5
012 19.3% (BKa1R%04109)
Where a fire drill was witnessed was it found to be satisfactory? SOLAS Ch 1I-2/R 15.2.2.5 and SOLAS Ch-Ill/ Reg 19.3
(Def code 04109)
Quz | JEREFR LI G SR 2

Was the ship detained as a result of the CIC?
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Figure 1.4.2Top 10 flags in terms of deficiencies found in CIC
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BIRE: 7E 2012 SRR MY B 22 AR th R A e dlrh, LRI 1010 Sk, Hh D
FEMTI A LG BB 22 O 385 4%, RMIZEAE A LB If 82 4%, whE AR ALk 77 5%, 7
H) 2. 34,

Illustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, total 1011 deficiencies were found by
PSC offices of China. Ships flying Panama flag (385), Cambodia flag (82) and Hong Kong,
China flag (77) went to the top 3.

o g
Malta
i 76 1 5

Indonesia

Tanzania
Tk 2
Korea, DPR
SHEEET 2
Hong Kong, China
SRR A 3
Antigua and Barbuda
7% 6
Cambodia
fet) 7
Viet Nam
I B B 8
Liberia
[k 32

Panama /

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

K 1.4.3 Sk i B MR T 44 A M
Figure 1.4.3 Top 10 flags in terms of detention in CIC

KIRE: fE 2012 SEEEXTMMIRTE B 2 ey rh R Aottt 366 74 ARG B . b A
RSN B 32 4%, (IR EAr. FILLHEWEE (8) MigmEE (7) KBILE, 7% 2. 3
Mo

Illustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, 74 ships were detained by PSC offices
of China, and ships flying Panama flag were detained 32, ranked in the first position,
followed by Liberia with the number of 8. The third positions was Vietnam, there were 3
ships flying Vietnam flag were detained.
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Viet Nam Register of Shipping
Registro Italiano Navale
Lloyd's Register
Germanischer Lloyd

China Classification Society

American Bureau of Shipping

No class J 82
Bureau Veritas J 85
Korean Register of Shipping J 9@
Nippon Kaiji Kyokai '/-. '). '/' 205 P
0 50 100 150 200 250

K 1.4.4 Serpk b ) AT+ 44 Mg At
Figure 1.4.4 Top 10 classification societies in terms of deficiencies found in CIC

BIRE: {1 2012 AEEXR MR B 22 A A i A2 dlrh, 647 1011 ZRGREEHK L. Nippon
Kaiji Kyokai Z¢ff ikt Hi Bk 205 45, Korean Register of Shipping 2% 90 %%, Bureau
Veritas 2% 85 4%, 73 FIAE PR 75 A B i) R AL ) i =44

lllustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, total 1011 deficiencies were found by
PSC offices of China. Ships classed by Nippon Kaiji Kyokai (205), Korean Register of
Shipping (90) and Bureau Veritas (85) went to the top 3 classification societies.

American Bureau of Shipping 2
International Register of Shipping 3
No class - 3
Det Norske Veritas 4
China Classification Society | 4

Bureau Veritas 4

Korean Register of Shipping 6
Viet Nam Register of Shipping 7

Germanischer Lloyd 8

Nippon Kaiji Kyokai 16
o

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

1.4.5 S b o O T A4 A At

Figure 1.4.5 Top 10 classification societies in terms of detentions in CIC
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PR - {E 2012 SEERR IR BT 224 A rh R A 2l , AT 74 AR B A B - Heth Nippon
Kaiji Kyokai (16), Germanischer Lloyd (8) # Viet Nam Register of Shipping (7) 4%
A A B R T =44

Illustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, 74 ships were detained by PSC offices
of China. Ships classed by Nippon Kaiji Kyokai (16), Germanischer Lloyd (8), and Viet
Nam Register of Shipping (7) ranked in the first 3 places on detentions in 2012.

e A
Other types

Gas carrier

HEM | 24
Ro-Ro passenger ship

1
WAL '17-_',21

i
Oil tanker

12 A 75
Chemical tank |

g | g 8
Container ship

A
VS IR | ) 336
General cargo/multi-purpose ship ‘/' /} /J / J J J P

K 1.4.6 L IiUke i A 0 e e 8 R T+ 44 R AR SR Y
Figure 1.4.6 Top 10 Ship Types in terms of deficiencies found in CIC.

KIRE: AE 2012 SEEFXTMTINE B 2 i Pk S o drh, B &R A Az 30K A M 1801
f, JCrpOR BN BN 644 1%, RINEEE 1101 T, LA b w0 2 T ig My 224
fil, FAGREEG 386 4%, LEAAHLL, oA AARR Y i A BB B 2 ORI AL . DT 242 1,
FRERE 357 4%, FREHIR.

lllustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, there were 1011 deficiencies were
found, 386 deficiencies were found on board general cargo/multi-purpose ships, and for
Bulk Carriers, total 357 deficiencies were found. They are the two kinds of ships type on
which more deficiencies were found.
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EA 1

Passenger ship

b jilt) 1

Vebhicle carrier
A 1

Offshore service vessel
BiNEE i) 1

Other types

AR 1

Ro-Ro passenger ship
U 3

Gas carrier

2 i 3

Chemical tank
YA 6

Container ship

A BT 2 H g R 28
General cargo/multi-purpose ship
BB 20

B/C e

T T T T T T
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Bl 1.4.7 L Iy A i B AN A AR A
Figure 1.4.7 Top 10 CIC detentions by ship types

PR 75 2012 SEETOS AR B 224 At L Iiias iy, o B 1 S (e S B AN 74 1,
o Bt/ 22 Mg 29 1, HUOTAT 28 f1%, ARLAIMT 6 A, 2 HW P A AR Y B = A7
lllustration: During the CIC on Fire Safety System, there were 74 vessels were detained,
including 29 Bulk Carriers, 28 general cargo/multi-purpose ships and 6 Containers, which
ranked in the first three ship types in term of detention in CIC.
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55 B AR
Section VData review
60000
50000 B
40000
30000 - - -
20000 o
- 7822 8327
10000 137893897 4020 4020 4151 45454297 >186
W
0 A —————

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

—o— YRR A IR e A K —— iy B AR
number of initial inspections number of deficiencies number of detentions

K 1.5.1 H[E PSC A F i K
Figure 1.5.1 Trends for yearly PSC activities from 2003 to 2012
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Figure 1.5.2 Compassion of detention percentage by ship type
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S 12.16
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Figure 1.5.3 Compassion of deficiencies per ship by ship type
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# 6 EPE PSC HIEHRE

Section VIData list

*1.6.1 FHEEH)R PSC i fiiik
Table 1.6.1 PSC inspections list as MSA directly under MOT

PR ’*‘ﬁﬂg;ff ERRER RGN
HASER | pauen | % o % wEAx | wEE | s it
MSAs directly No. of No. of B 0'? No. of No. of Detention No. of No. of
under MOC . i initial inspections individual detentions percentage | deficiencies deficiencies
inspections | . ) with . - -
inspections | .o oo | inspections per ship
KITEREF
it 20 19 19 18 0 0.00% 70 3.68
z5§§@§”% 597 518 419 493 51 9.85% 2538 4.90
ujina MSA
I REFR
Guangdong 1099 953 789 854 79 8.29% 4293 4.50
MSA
th TR 250 228 174 217 14 6.14% 978 4.29
uangxi MSA
FIbEE
G 420 393 282 382 19 4.83% 1274 3.24
EEEER
Rdivaivian 85 70 64 66 4 5.71% 443 6.33
J?KﬁW@gﬂ% 1434 1243 843 1108 142 11.42% 12629 10.16
iangsu MSA
L.m’.’ﬁ$ﬁ 748 609 451 551 34 5.58% 2925 4.80
iaoning MSA
IHREHF
Shandong 1420 1267 1054 1124 77 6.08% 6635 5.24
MSA
wsER
Shanghai 1110 1047 977 1000 38 3.63% 4944 472
MSA
TSR
Shenzhen 474 429 344 419 53 12.35% 3094 7.21
MSA
T.ﬁ*."ﬁgﬁ 693 620 421 588 33 5.32% 2238 3.61
ianjin MSA
Z,?’T?”ﬁﬁ 1117 931 1181 865 59 6.34% 4293 4.61
ejiang MSA
ﬁiﬁ; 9467 8327 7018 603 7.24% 46354 5.57
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% 1.6.2 PSC Ko £ Ffr kA7 %

Table 1.6.2 PSC inspections list as PSC offices

VIV #2573 ]
HARe REREK % s
PSC office No. of No. of . .t‘
inspections initial mspvz:icthlons
inspections deficiencies
£ 4 4 4
Anqging
B:g?fai 42 42 39
I 474 414 355
Guangzhou
Bicm
Caofeidian 113 110 94
AL
GE
Changshu 82 & 69
Az,
Gl
Changzhou 26 23 21
TR
D o 64 50 50
Dfl%n 411 331 212
B4 143 128 85
Fangcheng
Fjiaiu 97 %0 &
Hﬁi‘) . 85 70 64
HH 30 30 22
Huanghua
Hfﬁ#in 108 91 68
RN
Huizhou 38 36 14
Jiiﬁgiin 152 121 115
ﬁ}\é 55 53 48
Jiaxing
A 68 55 39
Jinzhou
= 296 263 257
Lianyungang
x4 32 30 27
Maoming
Niﬁ:ﬁe 31 27 25
Nigio 570 503 444
i) 94 91 84
Nanjing
Narft?ng 237 210 209
#wH
Putian 10 10 6
M
Qinzhou e 58 50
AN
Quanzhou 67 55 48
Riazﬁo 4n 432 379
Shjﬁfaai 1110 1047 977
ZEEH
Qinhuangdao 138 119 105
Shantou 70 62 49
Shﬁﬂen 474 429 344

B AR
No. of GLSS
individual
inspections
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41

382

110

72

23

50

309

127

88

66

30

88

36

120

53

53

249

28

25

490

90

209

10

53

55

420

1000

118

61

419

No. of
detention

28

16

37

29

38

53

Fiigi k3

Detention
percentage

0.00%

11.90%

9.90%

0.00%

10.96%

8.70%

8.00%

6.04%

5.47%

6.67%

5.71%

13.33%

6.59%

0.00%

9.92%

5.66%

1.82%

10.65%

3.33%

14.81%

5.57%

17.58%

17.62%

10.00%

3.45%

3.64%

6.71%

3.63%

6.72%

11.29%

12.35%

REEH R
No. of
deficiencies

11

320

1912

357

603

111

421

1532

397

441

443

73

288

43

1103

298

135

2990

162

263

1863

948

2875

30

261

295

2629

4944

547

348

3094

BRI
&

No. of
deficiencies
per ship

2.75
7.62
4.62
3.25
8.26
4.83
8.42
4.63
3.10
4.90
6.33
2.43
3.16
1.19
9.12
5.62
2.45
11.37
5.40
9.74
3.70
10.42
13.69
3.00
4.50
5.36
6.09

4.72

5.61

7.21
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j.(@ 106 81 7 81 8 9.88% 760 9.38
Taicang
.ﬁ‘% 497 435 337 406 23 5.29% 1671 3.84
Qingdao
b 139 134 61 132 7 5.22% 297 2.22
Tangshan
Pyl
H M 166 93 93 68 8 8.60% 713 7.67
Taizhou
%é 693 620 421 588 33 5.32% 2238 3.61
Tianjin
M 137 111 100 110 7 6.31% 802 7.23
Taizhou
ﬁ.ﬁ . 130 112 95 97 6 5.36% 602 5.38
Weihai
FEH 16 15 15 15 0 0.00% 59 3.93
Wuhu
i 21 18 17 17 1 5.56% 100 5.56
Wenzhou
_El‘] 356 302 242 295 34 11.26% 1381 4.57
Xiamen
_E H 205 173 150 170 9 5.20% 837 4.84
Yingkou
F{E?:.E 44 38 32 37 4 10.53% 173 4.55
Yangjiang
e . 322 288 243 259 19 6.60% 1733 6.02
Yantai
oM 34 20 20 20 2 10.00% 192 9.60
Yangzhou
ﬁy‘l 161 142 126 140 15 10.56% 925 6.51
Zhanjiang
%ﬂ: 96 89 81 88 5 5.62% 626 7.03
Zhenjiang
?[&%_{% 174 161 148 161 17 10.56% 1619 10.06
Zhangjiagang
Al 305 264 241 262 19 7.20% 1319 5.00
Zhoushan
TR . 172 140 118 131 5 3.57% 442 3.16
Zhuhai
M 36 34 25 34 4 11.76% 128 3.76
Zhangzhou
TI%:;I 9467 8327 7018 - 603 7.24% 46354 5.57
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% 1.6.3 PSC Ky sk i 73 Al il 4
Table 1.6.3 PSC inspection data by nature of deficiencies

PR

Nature of deficiencies

MEATES
Ship Certificates
M RAES
Crew Certificates
XA
Documents
W BRIZAEE v
Total of Certificate &
&5t
Structural Conditions
TR R
Water/Weathertight conditions
NS R4
Emergency Systems
ToLk BIE TR
Radio Communications
RYBI=
Cargo operations including
HET®&
Fire safety
iR

Alarms

TAERGEE &R
Working and

RIS
Certificate &
Documentation

BB AT
Living conditions
Living TAEALRT

Conditions Working
TR ZL P& T
Total of Working and Living
NiAT2e 4
Safety of Navigation
BAEE
Life saving appliances
st
Dangerous goods
E3N AR &
Propulsion and auxiliary machinery
Marpol Bl |
Marpol Annex |
Marpol ) 1l
Marpol Annex Il
Marpol BRI 11
Marpol Annex Il
Marpol Bl Iv
Marpol Annex IV
Marpol Kt v
Marpol Annex V
Marpol B VI
Marpol Annex VI
BivsRAL)
Anti Fouling
V9iE =’
Total of Pollution prevention
ISM RN
ISM

ISPS #U
ISPS

Pollution
prevention

BRpEsE
No. of
deficiencies

1409
422
2317
4148
1802
3057
3028
1512
167
9386
564
153
1296
1449
7810
5654
118
3057
1235
20
4
627
230

390

2513
836
929
324

46354
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%@gﬁgﬁ #%ﬁgﬁﬁ
No. of :
detainable Detention
deficiencies | Pereentage
80 5.68%
46 10.90%
7 0.30%
133 3.21%
57 3.16%
87 2.85%
118 3.90%
62 4.10%
1 0.60%
439 4.68%
31 5.50%
1 0.65%
7 0.54%
8 0.55%
70 0.90%
197 3.48%
8 6.78%
51 1.67%
107 8.66%
0 0.00%
0 0.00%
40 6.38%
2 0.87%
1 2.82%
0 0.00%
160 6.37%
82 9.81%
17 1.83%
3 0.93%
1524 3.29%
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%% 1.6.4 PSC fr & MifinsR i &

Table 1.6.4 PSC inspection data by ship type
3
e M irerii
o % o of SRR | WK | WEX
Shin Tvpe No. of . .t' No. of No. of Detention
PP initial mspvsi(ihlons deficiencies | detention | percentage
inspections o .
deficiencies
NLS B g
NLS Tanker 7 5 24 0 0.00%
D2
A ez 8 7 30 1 12.50%
Combination carrier
. W 403 302 1405 13 3.23%
Qil tanker
i‘&%‘ﬁﬂf& 187 161 876 11 5.88%
Gas carrier
(=}
AL 567 494 2644 25 4.41%
Chemical tanker
ﬁﬁ’%. 3127 2486 15232 188 6.01%
Bulk carrier
R 59 43 190 4 6.78%
Vehicle carrier
- . 1331 1015 4 4.96%
SRR 33 0 933 66 96
Container ship
ol . 25 21 168 3 12.00%
Ro-Ro cargo ship
T A 2 R
B
General 2270 2176 18791 268 11.81%
VoS
Refrigerated cargo 80 e 534 13 16.25%
KB 0
Woodchip carrier 33 33 181 1 3.03%
| HEEB 4 3 13 0 0.00%
Livestock carrier
BB
Ro-Ro passenger 32 29 198 1 3.13%
EH . 42 30 258 1 2.38%
Passenger ship
Ll T 0 0 0 0 0.00%
Factory ship
HEM . 17 14 73 0 0.00%
Heavy load carrier
BERIREH
Offshore service 35 30 229 3 8.57%
BRI A IR
S 0 0 0 0 0.00%
FIRIE 0
KR B
Special purpose 3 3 3 0 0.00%
Y
TR AN
High speed 0 0 0 0 0.00%
TR E B A
High speed cargo 0 0 0 0 0.00%
Huke 18 16 96 0 0.00%
Tugboat
HoAh .
Other types of ship & 2 476 5 6.33%
B
Total 8327 7018 46354 603 7.24%
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X 1.6.5 PSC K A s /A 1 ik

Table 1.6.5 PSC inspection data by ship age
mpkae | PRSI HABER
A /¢ No. of RIEHE No. of HEEK R
Ship No. of . O'tq No. of deficiencies No. of Detention
age initial Inspections deficiencies per detention percentage
inspections .W'th . inspection
deficiencies
0-5 2616 1959 9710 3.71 105 4.01%
6-10 1753 1451 8430 4.81 108 6.16%
11-15 1023 826 4916 4.81 69 6.74%
16-20 942 838 5550 5.89 70 7.43%
21-25 711 684 5467 7.69 54 7.59%
26-30 814 798 7390 9.08 115 14.13%
over 30 468 462 4891 10.45 82 17.52%
B 8327 7018 46354 5.57 603 7.24%
Total : 870
% 1.6.6 PSC A M miifr 15 190 20 A 4
Table 1.6.6 PSC inspection data by tonnage
] RIRGRE] TR RS
o ® BERK | gegm | B wmex | wex
Tonnage No. of . 't' No. of defi S No. of Detention
9 initial |nspvsi(;h|ons deficiencies € |cr|)(eerrm|es detention percentage
Inspections deficiencies inspection
0-499 18 18 120 6.67 0 0.00%
500-2999 1379 1356 11898 8.63 145 10.51%
3000-9999 1547 1404 10684 6.91 163 10.54%
10000-49999 3631 2985 18226 5.02 233 6.42%
50000-99999 1341 1015 4534 3.38 52 3.88%
over 100000 411 240 892 2.17 10 2.43%
) 8327 7018 46354 5.57 603 7.24%
Total : 870
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#* 1.6.7 PSC K il i %
Table 1.6.7 PSC inspection data by ship flag

3
A wr ‘NO of SREEHE IR W
Ship fla No. of . .t' No. of No. of Detention
ptlag initial |nspvt\;3i(;h|ons deficiencies | detention | percentage
Inspections deficiencies
ZRMAEAZE S o
Antigua and Barbuda =L i 2 11 s
Bl 158 127 589 8 5.06%
Bahamas
E‘ﬁ(. 1 1 8 0 0.00%
Bahrain
Fu L 14 14 153 6 42.86%
Bangladesh
ELEZH .
Barbados 3 3 11 0 0.00%
tﬁﬂ. i 12 9 23 0 0.00%
Belgium
1EI$§ 173 167 1456 14 8.09%
Belize
EE- v 2-1E ) 9
Bermuda (UK) 21 16 64 1 4.76%
FORIE . 522 521 4854 63 12.07%
Cambodia
FERE GO .
Cayman Islands (UK) 1 o 32 0 0.00%
BF 0
Chile 1 1 5 0 0.00%
i 3 3 34 1 33.33%
Comoros
PESCRER 9
Cook Islands L L e ! HUBL
. . 0
02T 8 7 55 1 12.50%
Croatia
PR % 2 1 6 0 0.00%
Curacao
ikl 119 101 530 9 7.56%
Cyprus
4 5 127 5 10.87%
1% 6 3 2 0.879
Denmark
% *E_JJH 6 6 54 0 0.00%
Dominica
0 0
KK 8 8 50 1 12.50%
Egypt
iﬁ%lﬁﬂtﬂi 3 3 13 1 33.33%
Ethiopia
e 18 12 43 1 5.56%
France
jﬁgmﬂ;m 3 3 29 0 0.00%
Georgia
eH 102 93 487 11 10.78%
Germany
BASE (@) 9
Gibraltar (UK) o ! 20 0 0.00%
Gl 124 94 409 2 1.61%
Greece

-44 -




2012 A= rp [ 1 [ B A o TR

hEEE 0
Hong Kong, China 1018 676 3346 1 0.10%
EWE 25 24 184 4 16.00%
India
EDJE}EE_]E 24 24 287 9 37.50%
Indonesia
il 3 3 15 0 0.00%
Iran
LRSER 0
Isle of Man (UK) 51 35 167 2 3.92%
BLEa5) 4 4 27 2 50.00%
Israel
RAA 45 37 207 7 15.56%
Italy
AT 2 1 3 0 0.00%
Jamaica
H4 32 28 158 0 0.00%
Japan
4H 1 0 0 0 0.00%
Jordan
REEN 48 48 537 3 6.25%
Kiribati
B
Korea, Democratic 137 137 1643 32 23.36%
People's Republic
E o
Korea, Republic of 379 351 2291 0 0.00%
ﬂmﬁ 6 6 37 0 0.00%
Kuwait
ﬂ.thi.ﬂ 658 517 2675 42 6.38%
Liberia
F T
Libyan Arab 1 1 8 0 0.00%
Jamahiriya
Pﬁkﬁl_z 37 31 191 2 5.41%
Malaysia
LA 208 168 874 7 3.37%
Malta
Vete
LAIRRER 391 299 1448 23 5.88%
Marshall Islands
il . 23 23 311 8 34.78%
Mongolia
Hifl 1 1 7 0 0.00%
Myanmar
Fi .
Netherlands 29 24 123 1 3.45%
B 52 40 215 4 7.69%
Norway
ERELT 0
18 Pakistan 3 2 12 0 0.00%
BEEL 2436 2104 14455 206 8.46%
Panama
3&4:%% 51 49 388 7 13.73%
Philippines
e
RHUR 1 1 2 0 0.00%
Qatar
By %? 71 70 553 12 16.90%
Russia
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ZCFRFF ARG T S
Saint Vincent and the 115 110 749 3 2.61%
Grenadines
FEEEYE. Samoa 2 2 7 0 0.00%
PREBTRA .
Saudi Arabia 7 12 30 0 0.00%
=
_gi&éﬁm 106 105 1125 23 21.70%
Sierra Leone
T 430 358 1732 5 1.16%
Singapore
SEFEH A B 4R R 0
St. Kitts & Nevis (UK) E e 41 Y DD
it 1 0 0 0 0.00%
Sweden
Bt ;
Switzerland e e L g LD
PEEW 0
Taiwan, China 7 7 62 0 0.00%
iﬁ%}ﬁ}!ﬁ 11 11 74 2 18.18%
Tanzania
KE .
Thailand 45 44 439 13 28.89%
et 8 8 82 0 0.00%
Togo
am 1 1 8 0 0.00%
Tonga
+HH 12 9 57 1 8.33%
Turkey
B KL= 40 38 304 4 10.00%
Tuvalu
PR
United Arab Emirates 2 2 3 0 0.00%
(UAE)
X ,
United Kingdom (UK) 94 66 281 7 7.45%
XKE
United States of 13 12 64 0 0.00%
America
LERTE 17 16 104 2 11.76%
Vanuatu
. i 178 171 1420 34 19.10%
Viet Nam
B 8327 7018 46354 603 7.24%
Total £
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Table 1.6.8 PSC inspection data by classification society

% 1.6.8 PSC Ky & i gt i il 2=

35
3 /3 ; RIEHE i BB THEE
Mgt No. of ;
Classification societ No. of inspections No. of No. of Detention
y initial pwith deficiencies | detention percentage
Inspections deficiencies
American Bureau of
Shipping 753 545 2499 32 4.25%
Biro Klasifikasi o
Indonesia 13 13 183 6 46.15%
Bureau Veritas 631 511 3172 56 8.87%
China Classification
Society 557 403 2283 1 0.18%
China Corporation
Register of Shipping = 26 272 4 14.81%
Class withdrawn 1 1 10 0 0.00%
Croatian Register of
Shipping 6 5 36 1 16.67%
Det Norske Veritas 544 420 2129 23 4.23%
Germanischer Lloyd 691 554 2780 40 5.79%
Global Marine Bureau 40 40 365 9 22.50%
INCLAMAR (Inspetion y
Classification Maritime 2 2 22 0 0.00%
S.deR.L.)
Indian Register of 22 22 158 4 18.18%
Shipping
Intermaritime
Certification Services, 88 88 696 7 7.95%
S.A.
International Naval 4 4 45 0 0.00%
Surveys Bureau
International Register of
Shipping 57 57 622 11 19.30%
International Ship
Classification 61 61 700 6 9.84%
Isthmus Bureau of 0
Shipping 85 84 927 14 16.47%
Korea Classification
Society(former Joson 134 134 1613 31 23.13%
Classification Society)
Korea Ship Safety o
Technology Authority 9 9 o Y D
Korean Register of
Shipping 664 587 3481 13 1.96%
Lloyd's Register 702 530 2496 22 3.13%
Maritime Technical
Systems and Services 3 3 48 1 33.33%
National Shipping
Adjusters Inc 9 9 o o AL
Nippon Kaiji Kyokai 1843 1550 9030 119 6.46%
No class 381 379 3622 46 12.07%
Other 81 80 881 24 29.63%
Overseas Marine
Certification Services e e L5 = LELLER
Panama Maritime
Documentation Services 143 141 1452 1 11.89%
Panama Shipping
Registrar Inc. 28 28 253 2 7.14%
Polski Rejestr Statkow 6 6 51 0 0.00%
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Registro Internacional
Naval S.A. 3 3 25 1 33.33%
Registro Italiano Navale 187 176 1247 14 7.49%
RINAVE Portuguesa 4 4 37 0 0.00%
Russian Maritime o
Register of Shipping 98 96 802 21 21.43%
Turkish Lloyd 2 2 17 0 0.00%
Union Bureau of
Shipping 186 186 1799 23 12.37%
Universal Maritime o
Bureau 44 44 379 5 11.36%
Universal Shipping 2 2 o5 1 50.00%
Bureau
Viet Nam Register of
Shipping 151 148 1355 34 22.52%
Bt 8327 7018 46354 603 7.24%
Total
#*1.6.9 HJEilFd R CIC &
Table 1.6.9 CIC by MSAs directly under MOT
e A AR
wmwsn | CCRER | & g | VO | s
: /3 No.of CIC | Problems Detention
MSAs directly . . f di No. of
under MOC _No. of _CIC |nspe_ct|ons ound in detentions pe_rcentage
inspections with CIC in CIC in CIC
problems
LT FHR 9
Liaoning MSA fes 42 71 4 3.01%
HLEER 9
Hebei MSA 130 43 55 5 3.85%
RS 9
Shandong MSA 273 102 156 13 4.76%
LREER 9
Jiangsu MSA 228 98 158 11 4.82%
WHTHEEH R 9
Zhejiang MSA 186 44 54 4 2.15%
AR .
Shanghai MSA 211 90 168 4 1.90%
REEE )R 9
Tianjin MSA 175 59 97 7 4.00%
RYREHF 9
Shenzhen MSA 103 34 40 6 5.83%
KILEER 9
Changjiang MSA 4 3 ! 0 0.0
HREER 0
Fujina MSA 119 42 67 13 10.92%
I HAE R .
Guangdong MSA 183 63 94 4 2.19%
J SR 0
Guangxi MSA 43 17 33 2 4.65%
R .
Hainan MSA 13 7 11 1 7.69%
ik 1801 644 1011 74 4.11%
Total
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% 1.6.10 PSC K A 547 CIC 5%

Table 1.6.10 CIC by PSC offices

el A AR K
. cchsm | & pEgw | TERAE e
R AL /4 No.of CIC | Problems B Detention
PSC office No. of CIC | inspections found in No. of percentage
inspections with CIC de_tentlons in CIC
CiC
problems mn
IR 1
Anging 1 1 0 0.00%
B[
Beihai 10 5 11 2 20.00%
I
Guangzhou & 17 22 1 1.45%
Biim
Caofeidian 38 13 14 0 0.00%
R
Changshu e 7 10 0 0.00%
M 0
Changzhou 0 0 0 0.00%
TR 3
Dandong 0 0 0 0.00%
KiE
Dalian 52 21 34 1 1.92%
B
Fangcheng = L 21 0 0.00%
M
Fuzhou 16 o 15 1 6.25%
A
Haikou e 7 1 1 7.69%
B 4
Huanghua 2 2 0 0.00%
Rl
Humen 24 12 16 0 0.00%
M 4
Huizhou 0 0 0 0.00%
tan |
Jiangyin = 9 10 2 11.76%
S
Jiaxing 1 4 5 0 0.00%
AR
Jinzhou = 0 0 0 0.00%
HEnk
Lianyungang 53 13 17 2 3.77%
I 24 5
Maoming 4 7 0 0.00%
T4
Ningde 10 8 16 4 40.00%
T
Ningbo 101 29 32 3 2.97%
B
Nanjing 23 9 11 1 4.35%
B
Nantong 8 29 56 3 6.67%
wH 1
Putian 0 0 0 0.00%
KM
Qinzhou 10 1 1 0 0.00%
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M 14 6 6 2 14.29%
Quanzhou
E[FE 77 39 58 5 6.49%
Rizhao
L . 211 90 168 4 1.90%
Shanghai
. FEL 47 15 21 5 10.64%
Qinhuangdao
Ak 0
Shantou 14 7 11 0 0.00%
Il o
Shenzhen 103 34 40 6 5.83%
j.(ﬁ: 20 13 22 1 5.00%
Taicang
%E 114 22 25 3 2.63%
Qingdao
R 41 13 18 0 0.00%
Tangshan
&M
= 0
Taizhou Zhejiang i 6 11 L 9.09%
R 175 59 97 7 4.00%
Tianjin
M 11 10 21 0 0.00%
Taizhou Jiangsu
B 0
Weihai 16 11 26 2 12.50%
FEW n
Wuhu 3 2 6 0 0.00%
w’H 0
Wenzhou 5 3 4 0 0.00%
Ef] 65 15 21 4 6.15%
Xiamen
gu 59 21 37 3 5.08%
Yingkou
FAYL 1 0 0 0 0.00%
Yangjiang
HH A
e 66 30 47 3 4.55%
Yantai
M 3 0 0 0 0.00%
Yangzhou
BT 32 9 19 3 9.38%
Zhanjiang
ﬁﬁﬂ 23 0 0 1 4.35%
Zhenjiang
‘5'{&%(2% 19 8 11 1 5.26%
Zhangjiagang
AL .
Zhoushan 58 2 2 0 0.00%
i ;
Zhuhai 31 14 19 0 0.00%
=M 0
Zhangzhou 13 4 9 2 15.38%
Bt 1801 644 1011 74 4.11%
Total
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11 # 4 EEEMARAE T KX 52 PSC BB

Part IIData of PSC for Chinese flagshipsunder memorandum of understanding on
PSC in the Asia-Pacific region

REME
DATA REVIEW
ity SR
flag China
R
M 01/01/2012-31/12/2012
period
A A Y
REEGAR 1051
total number of inspections
oy, WIRAG A K
. L X 920
of which, number of initial inspections
HAMIK
) X 131
number of follow-up inspections
7 24 Ry B
R R 2118
number of deficiencies
R g
number of detentions
uin YA
i B3 L 0.87%
detention percentage

ikt
DATA REVIEW
e AN
Tﬁ;ﬁh 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004 2003
WA A A IR
number of initial 920 707 676 694 690 798 804 851 899 904
inspections
ﬁfﬂ@“‘ﬁ@?i 2118 1768 2016 1933 2354 2337 2048 2235 2513 2960
number of deficiencies
JHE Yo
il B AR 8 1 8 7 11 7 6 7 15 15
number of detentions
T A
number of deficiencies 2.30 2.50 2.98 2.79 3.39 2.93 2.55 2.63 2.80 3.27
per ship
Vi B A b

. 0.87% | 0.14% | 1.18% | 1.01% | 1.59% | 0.88% | 0.75% | 0.82% | 1.67% | 1.66%
detentions percentage
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Section IWorkload under Tokyo MOU

120

101

100

80 -

60 -

40

20
0 0 2 0 0 1 2 1 2

A A A A A A 4 4 A Q@ 4 A

1 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

—&— W ECE No. of initial inspections —e— it A #E No. of detention

2.1.1 HEFEATAN X PSC A R s
Figure 2.1.1 Trends of PSCI to Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU monthly

BIRE: 2012 4EHT 5 AN H 0 R FE M AR R MV X A Ao b Ay, 6. 7. 8 ik
KECE AP N, (B2 8eE O B, b 11 A2 iiinticE w2, k%) 101 4
e

lllustration: In the first five months of 2012, the monthly inspection numbers to Chinese
flag ships in Tokyo MOU is increasing gradually, and begin decreasing from June.
However, the number of inspections rises again since August, and reached highest in
November (101).
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AT BT LA

Papua New Guinea, 3

HURHE
Australia, 89

o | J—

Chile,7 ™=

i

N Russia, 57
o [ A e

Hong Kong, China, 59 M

Philippines, 113

LR Viet Nam, 67

IV JE 7 W7 ing ' ' IEPN

Indonesia, 179 Canada, 3

HRIGIE
Malaysia, 29
B
New Zealand, 4
HA
Japan, 138

] 2.2.2 [ P T LV At DX A A A8 937 1
Figure 2.1.2Number of PSC inspections to Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

KR 2012 4, 3047 920 ME MR Brfiis i B AE M AN AE oKX 1852 T PSC ke,
FeR e e PO AT T 179 K, A ShE A 138 K,  Fid =N 5K A

TR A L AR S LU B e

lllustration: 837 Chinese flag ships engaged in international trade received PSC
inspection under Tokyo MOU in 2012, of which, Indonesia (179) , Japan (138) and Korea,
Republic of (138) carried out more PSC inspections to Chinese flag ships than the other

countries.

(o]
N
o

950 904 299

900 -

851 l'
850 T — /
800

750

90 694 70

650

600

550

500 T T T T T T T T T 1
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
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2.1.3 v ] A0 IV A X A 2 4 ]
Table 2.1.3 Initial inspections to Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU from 2003 to 2012

5% 2 EPE A AKX PSC R A ST

Section lIDeficiency under Tokyo MOU

EEIPYTIE S 0
pulsionand
aux. machinery
ISMAER I
ISM ;7
Emergency Systems 10 1
3tk 102
D
isestinl | [ | 107
ISPS J J
SRV J 117
Working Conditions l I l
ke | [ ' 123
Water/Weathertight conditions I | J
kU ' ' 259
Life saving appliances | | l | |
fivir e ) | 386
Safety of Navigation | | ‘ | | I | |
e J 423
Fire safety
b L2 7 7 g 72 /

B 2.2.0 A EFEAANE K HLX. PSC A bl A b st iy -+ 44 1 il a2
Figure 2.2.1 TOP 10 deficiencies by deficiencies nature to Chinese flag ships under Toyo MOU

KURe: Hh EEEMAAAE 2012 4F PSC A e b Stal A i Bl 2118 1T, fir =44 SRS 3 ) i
TP 24 423 i, AT 224 386 TFIRUAE 4 259 il

lllustration: Fire Safety (423), Safety of Navigation (386) and Lifesaving Appliances (259)
were the main areas for inspections undertaken to Chinese flag ships.
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675
700 -
600 +~
503
500 +
400
300 + )i
199 19
200 - 181 177
120
100 - 62
r -
General cargo/multi- Bulk carrier Chemical tanker Oil tanker Container ship
purpose ship @i A2 S I i
WM BT/ 2 i A
Y] & No. of initial inspections % No. of deficiencies

B 2.2.2 [ FERR AR K HLX. PSC S e e A0 /iy .44 PR A 70
Figure 2.2.2 TOP 5 deficiencies by ship type to Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

BURE: o [ AEATAR 2012 4Bl A Y i B A0 fo 22 RO A — RIS AL 23l o i B3 /2 H) i
fift 675 I, BB 503 TURMLA% S T 215 Tl

lllustration: General Cargo/multi-purpose ship (675), Bulk Carrier (503) and Chemical
Tanker (215) were the top 3 ship types in number of deficiencies found out.

600 v 549 545
500 +
a00
309
300
200 " 139 138 158 146
100 - 59 6/
H A i b A i NI ]
Japan Korea, Republic Hong Australia Viet Nam
of Kong, China
B YK HE No. of initial inspections B[R No. of deficiencies

Bl 2.2.3 MR X A e [R5 9 ke B 5 iy 44 ) 1 24 )
Figure 2.2.3 TOP 5 No. of deficiencies by authorities to Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

PR e b B FE TR St PSC e A rh A H B B it wiy To4a s S R 2. HAS,
549 i, W [E 545 1, Fk 309 Ji, R 158 JUFIENZJE VE IV 146 .

lllustration: Top 5 authorities who found out more deficiencies went to Japan (549), Korea,
Republic of (545),Hong Kong, China (309), Viet Nam (158) and Indonesia (146).
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4.50 A 4.14

4.00 -

3.50 A 304

3.00 - 2.57 2.58

N
>
co

2.38
2.50 A

NN N N N

200 {7 169

1.50 -

1.00 -

-00 - T — T — T — T — T — T - l/

0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 over 30

Bl 2.2.4 r R MR AN LR A b DX SR Aol B 250t i 5o L 1
Figure 2.2.4 Deficiencies per ship by ship age for Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

BIRE: R AN MRS L 30 4R LL LA sk i iR 2, 1A% 4.14 T, 11-15 M HOHE
RS, BRI Ry 3.04.

lllustration: China flag ships with age over 30 years had the most deficiencies per ship,
which is 4.14, and the ships with age 11-15 years were in the second place ( 3.04).

6.00 /
5m_//4%

5.12

4.00 1 3.32

3.00 -

2.00 -

1.17 1.15
1.00 -
0.00

0.00 T T
0-499 500-2999 3000-9999 10000-49999 50000-99999 over 100000

Bl 2.2.5 H [ A P A e DX P e B e e ekt B 1]
Figure2.2.5 Deficiencies per ship by tonnage for Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

BB lfE 500-2999 [H]FAA M) MR FE 4 i 22, 1AF] 5.12 1T, JANETE 0-499 2 [H]F

3000-9999 _ [A] FAIMHAA (A Mk B B iR ARS8 —MIEE =, 39k 4.80 T 3.32 T H .

lllustration: The China flag ships with tonnage 500-299 (5.12), 0-499 (4.8) and 3000-9999
(3.32) ranked in the first three places on the deficiencies per ship by tonnage.
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3.6

3.4 3739

3.27
3.2

2.93

2.8

N
®©
N
N
b

2.6 — 2-6.3_

2.55 2.55

24

2.3
2.2

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

2.2.6 T FE AR M A DX H R b S A R A ]
Figure2.2.6 Deficiencies per ship for Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU from 2003 to 2012

BIRE: i RS AA SR T i B it AN 2008 Ak B2 R R EFS, 2012 ARGk IR R, h
2.3 T,

lllustration: The number of deficiencies per Chinese flag ship decreased from 2008 and
reached to 2.3 in 2012.
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% 3 EPEFMANE AHIX PSC K2R B 247

Section llIDetention under Tokyo MOU

w4
Fire safety

B ISMAR
ISM

WK AR
Water/Weathertight
conditions

U R

Life saving appliances

= Marpol B0 1
Marpol Annex |

RS Pk il
Propulsion and auxiliary
machinery

Pl 2.3, o [ Y A b DX iy B o 20 A1 1]
Figure 2.3.1 Detainable deficiencies of Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

BIRE: 2012 4F, AT 8 i rh S M 76 0 A Hb DX 435 B o X Lo L A7 /6 i B3 e s 20 T,
T B 247 T T B kB 22, IRE 7 T, RBOE VA A ISMORIIN T T iy B i B R R A
%2, BN 3 I

lllustration: 8 Chinese flag ships were detained under Tokyo MOU in 2012 with 20
detainable deficiencies, among which the number of Fire safety is the most (7), and the
number of Life saving appliances and ISM are in the second place(3).

R

Bulk carrier

m
Oil tanker

Ak 2
Chemical tanker

LRl
General cargo/multi-purpose
ship

W ARAAR

Container ship

Pl 2.3.2 L R AR 7K 1 DX B A AR SR 23 40 A ]
Figure 2.3.2 Ship type of detained Chinese flag ship
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BIRE: 2012 47, JLA7 8 b B FE M AN o HE DX g B ey 3 0%, BOTie 2 1, 1k
S T SRR 1 A

lllustration:8 Chinese flag ships were detained under Tokyo MOU in 2012, of which, there
are 3 oil tankers, 2 bulkers, 1 chemical tankers,1 general cargo/multi-purpose and 1
container ship.

LN YN 1N2

Australia

LR
Viet Nam

VG

Indonesia

Bl 2.3.3 LA A I K Hb DX 78R 407 A7 40
Figure 2.3.3 The authorities detaining Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

KR 2012 4, 5 M EASMHINAEMOCA AN B, 2 M B i, 1 AEEN B JE VEAIE.
R o

lllustration: In 2012, 5 Chinese flag ships were detained by Australia, 2 by Viet Nam and 1
by Indonesia.

mO0-5

m6-10

m11-15

m16-20

m21-25
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2.3.4 7 [EEE A B MR RS 2 Al
Figure 2.3.4 Age of detained Chinese flag Ships

KRS 2012 SEpk R (1) 8 A Hb [ EE AN, 3 MBS /NT 5 4, 2 iE7E 6-10 SE 2 0], v
5 11-15 2 [i), 16-20 fEZ [, 21-25 FFEZ )% 1 .

lllustration: Among the 8 detained Chinese flag ships, the ship age of 3 ships were less
than 5 years, 2 between 6-10 years,1 between 11-15 years, 1 between 16-20 years and 1

between 21-25 years.

M 3000-9999

m 10000-49999

Kl 2.3.5 w1 [ i B AR S A
Figure 2.3.5 Tonnage of detainable Chinese ships

KR 2012 SFRii i 8 frp EARMAN, 5 MBI/ 3000-9999 i), 3 MEEMIAE

10000-49999  [i1],
lllustration: Among the 8 detainable Chinese flag ships, 5 ships’ tonnage were between

3000 and 9999 and 1 wasbetween 10000 and 49999.
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Section IVData list

2,40 T EEEAAOCE MV ACHE DX B iy B 1 10
Table 2.4.1 Detention of Chinese ship under Tokyo MOU

=N
BERH R A 4 175 Mo g4y | REEE
Date of . . No. of
. - Place Ship Name Call sign IMO No. L .
inspection deficiencies
Christmas Island, TONG CHENG
14.06.2012 el 702 BYGG 9621728 12
Geelong, VIC, CHANG HANG
28.06.2012 Australia FA XIAN BUPC 9313163 2
Port Botany, NSW, XIANG SHUI
05.09.2012 Australia WAN BJRB 9057472 3
02.10.2012 | Christmasisland, | TONG CHENG BYCN 9550113 17
Australia 701
30.10.2012 Saigon, Viet Nam JI FA BHAN 8914910 13
07.11.2012 Haiphong, Viet Nam FENG ZHOU BUPJ 9546162 4
17.12.2012 Dumai, Indonesia YOU SHEN 1 BIQC 9478042 25
17.12.2012 | rownsvile, QLD, | pAN GONG HU BOEY 9215139 6

Australia
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2.4.2 PEFERANTE X PSC KA G %
2.4.2 Natureof deficiencies for Chinese flag ship under Tokyo MOU
WHe LR | WEHRBETS

RIEHE
SRR No. of No. of e
Nature of deficiencies deficiencies detainable Detention
deficiencies percentage
FE .
Ship Certificates 26 0 Tl
eSO A DUET
Certificate & Crew 18 0 0.00%
Documentation Certificates
it 107 0 0.00%
Documents
BRI A
Total of Certificate & 151 0 0.00%
Documentation
&t 9
Structural Conditions 61 g BT
KEEIRT 0
Water/Weathertight conditions 123 2 1.63%
N R 5 101 1 0.99%
Emergency Systems
- REHEM 46 1 2.17%
Radio Communications
LYk v
Cargo operations including 16 0 0.00%
equipment
WP 423 7 1.65%
Fire safety
i 4 0 0.00%
Alarms
BB AL
TAERE R T Living 14 0 0.00%
Working and Conditions
Living TYeMbER
Conditions Working 117 0 0.00%
Conditions
TAEREEL BT
Total of Working and Living 131 0 0.00%
Conditions
miTRe 0
Safety of Navigation 386 L et
. ﬁiﬁ%. 259 3 1.16%
Life saving appliances
ey 16 0 0.00%
Dangerous goods
Escipipilt i) e
Propulsion and auxiliary 80 1 1.25%
machinery
Marpol flll | 47 1 2.13%
Marpol Annex |
Marpol B 1 0
Marpol Annex Il 0 0 0.00%
_ Marpol B 1l o
DS Marpol Annex Il 0 0 Tl
Pollution M Ry,
prevention arpol I 009
Marpol Annex IV 13 0 0.00%
Marpol FW Vv 0
Marpol Annex V 26 0 BT
Marpol Kl VI 18 0 0.00%

Marpol Annex VI
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YV e A
BivsIRAY q 0

0,
Anti Fouling 0.00%

Vits =8 .
Total of Pollution prevention 105 1 0.95%

ISM FHu .
ISM 87 3 3.45%

ISPS #i .
ISP 102 0 0.00%

oA )
Other 27 0 0.00%
B3 2118 20 0.94%

Total
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* 2.4.3 HEFEMHANE A PSC R E MRS DL

Table 2.4.3 Ship type for Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

m
o % o BUEE | WEEK | WEE
SrTi Tvoe No. of . .t' No. of No. of Detention
Pyp initial |nspe_(;h|ons deficiencies | detention | percentage
inspections with
deficiencies
NLS WA 0,
NLS Tanker 1 1 2 0 0.00%
A
Leriziift 2 1 1 0 0.00%
Combination carrier
aleizhify 2 1 1 0 0.00%
Combination carrier
Oil tanker 120 47 199 3 0.00%
iﬁ@kﬁﬁf& 9 6 30 0 0.00%
Gas carrier
A2 A .
Chemical tanker 62 42 215 1 1.61%
ﬁﬁ’%. 380 126 503 2 0.00%
Bulk carrier
AR 2 1 2 0 0.00%
Vehicle carrier
%ﬁﬁ . 96 44 177 1 1.04%
Container ship
MRS/ % IR
General 181 137 675 1 0.00%
cargo/multi-purpose
ship
AR
Refrigerated cargo 32 29 141 0 0.00%
carrier
R 1 1 3 0 0.00%
Livestock carrier
BB . 2 2 7 0 0.00%
Ro-Ro passenger ship
& . 4 4 22 0 0.00%
Passenger ship
ER . 3 3 22 0 0.00%
Heavy load carrier
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;@’% . 2 2 13 0 0.00%
Special purpose ship
Fil7t 0
Tughoat 13 9 72 0 0.00%
Hofs .
Other types of ship 10 ! 34 0 0.00%
= 920 462 2118 8 0.87%
Total
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R 2.4.4 HEEEAANIONHLX PSC AL B 1 4 R 1 &
Table 2.4.4 Authorities to Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU

RILGREEH
: WRMEEY | REOK | gyawn | opemk | oBEE
A‘%Eiﬁ/ ,\ilrcl)i.tioafl ins’;gc.:t?gns No. of No. of Detention
inspections with deficiencies | detention percentage
deficiencies
;ﬁj:;’ﬁﬂ[ 89 39 158 5 5.62%
Australia
B IEH LA 3 2 7 0 0.00%
Papua New Guinea
m@ 57 26 105 0 0.00%
Russia
4
%ﬁﬁ 113 7 15 0 0.00%
Philippines
= 1 0 0 0 0.00%
Fiji
EE .
Korea, Republic of 138 122 545 0 0.00%
e 3 2 3 0 0.00%
Canada
Pﬁkﬁﬁ 29 8 26 0 0.00%
Malaysia
HA& 138 111 549 0 0.00%
Japan
RH .
Thailand 15 2 3 0 0.00%
.%ﬂmjﬁ 17 16 104 0 0.00%
Singapore
Fr= )
New Zealand 4 2 4 0 0.00%
Emg)@ﬁ-ﬂ 179 36 145 1 0.56%
Indonesia
e} .
Viet Nam 67 39 146 2 2.99%
& )
Chile v 3 9 0 0.00%
PHEEE )
Hong Kong, China 59 48 309 0 0.00%
s
&t 920 462 2118 8 0.87%

Total
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% 2.4.5 R EEEMTARLE YR X B 52 A A B MRS A 1 R

Table 2.4.5 Ship age for Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU
i /3 ‘NO'Of RIEHE No. of R R
Shin age No. of . .t' No. of defi IS No. of Detention
Pag initial |nspvt\;:‘i(;h|ons deficiencies em;zr:mes detention percentage
Inspections deficiencies inspection
0-5 352 137 596 1.69 3 0.9%
6-10 141 76 362 2.57 2 1.4%
11-15 107 68 325 3.04 1 0.9%
16-20 153 80 394 2.58 1 0.7%
21-25 81 48 193 2.38 1 1.2%
26-30 65 36 161 2.48 0 0.0%
over 30 21 17 87 4.14 0 0.0%
Bt 920 462 2118 2.30 8 0.87%
Total
2 2.4.6 P FANZE 7 ACHE X P K0 7 10 AR AT 7 175 0 431
Table 2.4.6 Tonnage for Chinese flag ships under Tokyo MOU
$)
ke | EARKER A
s % VERK | ey | B | wmmx | owex
To‘nna e No. of ) i No. of deficienci No. of Detention
9 initial |nspe_<ih|ons deficiencies erciencies | getention percentage
inspections with _ per.
deficiencies inspection
0-499 35 33 168 4.80 0 0.00%
500-2999 91 76 466 5.12 0 0.00%
3000-9999 259 176 860 3.32 5 1.93%
10000-49999 495 164 579 117 3 0.61%
50000-99999 39 13 45 1.15 0 0.00%
over 100000 1 0 0 0.00 0 0.00%
it 920 462 2118 2.30 8 0.87%
Total
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WA O E B £ ERAAFLREAR TAEASIRERE

(2012 4F 4 H 13-14 HERIHE e W4 /R o)

VA 1 DX 1 ] s A U LR B TARE A 25 T 2012 47 4 J] 13 H %2 14 H A%
BIRVYEJE AR BT 24T o ORI Nk R, s, o E & BN VE R, HOA
FHEL EORVENE. BvUcs. FERREE. EAGELNIE. HPT. B, ZRE . RS R
AR USINT il Sk ARAsE, rhER T A o A B i AR R A 4% 1
HIE T 21

PR 28 TLRBAR TAEA 2 DR & i 2 R

—. X PSC FMHATE L

1. & T 2011 Wiekl 2012 it PSC T A SCFFX S6 T, R/ TP
Sk AT MBI 2. 2RI 2 it 2012 it PSC FAHhHISC A 2.

2. SR T R T % PSC FMERIMEIL, JHoE lor A TR PSC Fit 5
FREAT TR 4

3. SWFIEAT PSC T 6-11 rfv 1y b kb 2 WAH & R AT P

. Ohf PSC 4R B EAT [ AN i

SUCH T T AR SRR T MLC2006 [ A 45 f i f, JeU UL [R] 2R & A 2 1% 18
MLC2006 A= 281 A fE R HK i 4 ) i 4 R ad i e e

=\ 2012 FESR TP R G AR ARG A

1. SPUIHE T TP R G R A i) AR IR M

2. SUUAHERCG DA oK T 2012 2 9 A 1 &2 11 A 30 HILFIJF G TP R4
bkt

3. AP ELE AR E JLN 28 S0 55 20 Yk PSC WFit4r (2012 4E 7 J 16-19 )
T T B R G PR B A R I A 25

PO, SRS RGEAT I

SURRN 2012 45 7 7 1 HE St T 5130

01326-Stability Information Booklet

02134-Loading/Ballast condition

07126-0il accumulation in engine room
10138-Bridge Navigation Watch Alarm System (BNWAS)
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Summary of 5th Technical Working Group Meeting
(Vifia del Mar, Chile, 13 to 14 April 2012)

The fifth meeting of the Technical Working Group (TWGO05) was held in Vifia delMar,
Chile, from 13 to 14 April 2012.The meeting was attended by the delegations from the
member Authorities of Australia, Canada, Chile, China, Hong Kong (China), Indonesia,
Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, the Philippines,
the Russian Federation, Singapore, Thailand, Vanuatu and Viet Nam. In addition, the
cooperating member authority of the Marshall Islands, observer Authorities of DPR
Korea, Macao (China) and the representatives of the Black Sea MOU and the Paris
MOU also attended the meeting as observers.

Summary of the report of TWGO5 were as the following:

| Revision of the Port State Control Manual

i. The meeting considered two revisions of the PSC Manual made for 2011 and the
proposed revision to be issued in the middle of 2012. The meeting supported the list of
expected revisions in general and also agreed to incorporate additional
changes/amendments stemming from other relevant documents in the list. The meeting
agreed to recommend that the Committee approve the contents to be incorporated in
Revision 1/2012.

ii. The meeting considered the proposal to reconsider the structure of the PSC Manual.
The meeting supported the establishment of an intersessional group to carry out the
task of restructuring the PSC Manual.

iii. The meeting agreed to the proposed revision of the table showing combinations of
action taken codes contained in Section 6-11 of the PSC Manual.

Il Development and review of port State control guidelines

The meeting considered the draft Tokyo MOU PSC guidelines on MLC 2006, and
agreed to invite the Committee to approvethe guidelines in principle, subject to
adjustments that may be identified prior to entry intoforce of MLC 2006.

lIl CIC on Fire Safety Systems (FSS) 2012

I. Approve the questionnaire and the guidance notes for the CIC on FSS;

ii. Approve to undertake the CIC on FSS jointly with the Paris MOU from 1 September to
30 November 2012; and

iii. Concur the arrangement for training on the CIC on FSS at the 20th PSCseminar in
Papua New Guinea from 16-19 July 2012.

IV Review of the Coding System

The meeting agreed to implement the following new deficiency codes from1 July 2012:
01326-Stability Information Booklet

02134-Loading/Ballast condition

07126-0il accumulation in engine room

10138-Bridge Navigation Watch Alarm System (BNWAS)
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Contact Information of the China PSC Data Centre

Address: No.25, Changjiang Road, Zhongshan District, Dalian, China, 116001
Tel: +86-411-82626736 / 82623309
Fax: +86-411-82623047

E-mail: psc_datacentre@msa.gov.cn

Staff of the China PSC Data Centre

Mr. Xu Dong and Mr. Sun Wei
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