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INTRODUCTION

• Maritime safety is imperative maritime navigation
• The role of each state individually is very important
• Maritime safety included:

- ship safety
- cargo safety
- occupation safety
- navigational safety

• International maritime safety standards
• International Conventions (IMO and ILO)



• In order to determine whether ships comply with the safety 
requirements, specific controls and inspections are carried 
out. 

• There are 
- Flag State Control 
- Port State Control 

Administrative Control, 
Criminal and Disciplinary Control,
Casualty Investigations 
Control of Pollution



PORT STATE CONTROL          origin, mission, regional approach

Origin: Flag State deficiency in
surveys
Inspection of foreign ships
• - Examination of certificates
• - Physical inspection on board

Conditional permission to go 
to sea
Ship detention



PORT STATE CONTROL          origin, mission, regional approach

• Mission: to eliminate SUBSTANDARD SHIPS – harmonized 
system of PSC

are below the standards required by the conventions



SUBSTANSTANDARDSHIP

Substantial corrosion of the ship structure



SUBSTANSTANDARDSHIP

Waste management system The Well-Oiled Machine



SUBSTANSTANDARD SHIP                           Fire fighting equipment



LEGAL REGIME ON PSC

UNCLOS 1982 - Art. 219 226.1.a  
SOLAS 1974  - Regulation 19 of 
Ch. I, 6.2 Ch. of IX, 4 of Ch. of 
XI-1 and  9 of Ch.XI-2
LL 1966   - Art. 21
MARPOL 1973/78 - Art. 5 and 6

STCW 1978   - Art. X
TONNAGE 1969  - Art.12
AFS 2001   - Art.11
BWM 2004   - Art.9

IMO Resolution A.1119(30) on Procedures for PSC which 
was adopted on 6 December 2017.



Distribution of MoU’s – world wide

Paris MoU-1982; Tokyo MoU-1993/94; Vina del Mar Agreement-1992; Mediterranean MoU-
1997; Indian Ocean MoU-1998/99; Riyadh MoU-2005; Black Sea MoU- 2000
Caribbean MoU-1996 and Abuja MoU-1999



PARIS MOU – CURENT MEMBERS STATES

The current member States of the Paris MoU are:
• Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, 

Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Malta, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, 
Romania, the Russian Federation, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden and the 
United Kingdom

• Montenegro?



Montenegro and Paris MoU

• MNE applied for membership of the Paris MoU in 2011.
• The same year, it became a cooperating member of the MoU.

• MNE is not yet a full member Paris MoU.

• Why?



Criterions for Paris MoU

• Geographical criterion 
• Accepted to the commitments under the Paris MoU
• Sufficient capacity
• Negative criterion - its flag must not appear in the list of 

detentions as published in the annual report.
• The other criteria…



Recommendations and objections 

It was pointed out that MNE

• has to ratify  all “relevant instruments” and  implement them in 
the national legislation.

• has to harmonize its national legislation with provisions of the 
Paris MoU, since it has been noted that the procedure of 
inspection of foreign ships in the ports of MNE, as well as the 
flow of procedures carried out by the officers, is not compliant 
with provisions of MoU.



Recommendations and objections 

• has to set up an adequate institutional structure for the
performance of the inspection of foreign ships.

• The need for training and professional development of the
Inspectors and the fulfilment of conditions in terms of their
qualification has been particularly emphasised. One objection
stated was that Montenegrin inspectors have not yet been fully
familiarised with the contents of the Paris MoU manual, i.e., the
PSC inspection guidelines.

• A positive conclusion was that MNE undertook steps toward
reducing the detention percentage of ships entitled to fly the flag
of MNE, which is below the average detention of ships from the
MoU region.



The main issue

The harmonisation of the national legislation with the 
• Paris MoU
• Directive 2009/16/EC of the European Parliament and of the 

Council of 23 April 2009 on PSC



Montegrin legislation on PSC

Provisions on PSC:

Law on Maritime Navigation Safety, 2013 
“Official Gazette of MNE” Nos. 62/13, 06/14, 47/15,71/17. 

Rulebook on the Procedure of Ship Inspection and the Design 
of Identity Cards of Inspectors, 2018 
“Official Gazette of MNE” No. 14/2018.
Act entered in force on 1 January 2019. 

New Rulebook from 2018 replaced the Rulebook on Special 
Conditions to be Fulfilled by Maritime Navigation Safety 
Inspectors and the Procedure of Performance of Inspection, 
2015 “Official Gazette of MNE” No. 22/2015.



Rulebook on PSC from 2015 - numerous deficiencies:

• The Articles are not linked in a systematic way 
• The Rulebook contains certain terms, while it does not provide 

the meaning of the terms
• The definition of certain terms is omitted or inadequate 
• The procedure of inspection performance has not been clearly 

specified 
• Numerous provisions on the performance of the PSC from the 

Paris MoU have not been properly interpreted, such as 
provisions on the criterion and selection of ships which undergo 
inspection, annual obligations of inspection, and the manner of 
fulfilment of an annual obligation of inspection, delay and 
failure of inspection, priority groups, etc.



Amendments to legislation on PSC

• From the above, it is clear that it was necessary to amended the 
legislation on PSC. 

• Law on Maritime Navigation Safety was amended in 2017. 
• New Rulebook on PSC from 2018 was adopted, which were 

fully harmonized with the Paris MoU and represents improved 
solutions in the field of inspection of foreign ships.



• Art. 4. of Directive 2009/16 EU on PSC – Art.186 of LMNS
• Art. 2 p.10 of Directive – Art.154 of LMNS
• Art.2 p.18 of Directive – Art.6 LMNS
• Arts. 4 p.2, 22 of Directive – Art.184 of LMNS
• Art 20 of Directive – Art.198 of LMNS
• Section 1.3,  Annex 11(1) of Paris MoU, Art. 5 of Directive – Art.6 of 

Rulebook
• Annex 7 of Paris MoU, Art.10 of Directive – Art. 8 of Rulebook
• Annex 8 of Paris MoU, Art.12 of Directive – Art. 9 of Rulebook
• Annex 9 of Paris MoU, Arts.13,14 of Directive – Arts. 10,11,12 of Rulebook
• Section 3.8 Paris MoU – Art.18(1) of Rulebook
• Annex 11(1) of Paris MoU, Art. 6 of Directive – Art.7(2) of Rulebook
• Annex 11(4) of Paris MoU, Art.8 (1) of Directive – Art. 7(1) of Rulebook
• Annex 11 (6) of Paris MoU, Art.3 of Directive – Art. 7(2,3) of Rulebook...



CONCLUSION

The full membership of the Paris MoU would bind MNE to act
on an equal footing with other members toward the elimination of
substandard ships and the reduction of maritime accidents.

MNE has succeeded in:
• decreasing the detention percentage of ships entitled to fly the

flag of MNE,
• ratification of all relevant instruments of the Paris MoU,
• harmonization of the Montenegrin legislation on PSC with the 

requirements of the Paris MoU,
• the establishment of an adequate institutional framework for the 

performance of the PSC.



FUTURE ACTIVITIES

• Should be oriented toward the monitoring of achieved
improvements of MNE in the field of PSC. They should also be
oriented toward the monitoring of the dynamics of improvement
of regional and international standards on the supervision of sea
activities.
• With a global approach to PSC, it is clear that MNE needs to 

cooperate with the members of the Paris MoU more intensely 
and closely.  
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