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The Application and State Practice of Port States Control for
Arctic Shipping Governance

Bai Jiayu Li Junyao
(School of Law & Political Science, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266100, China)

Abstract; Compared with traditional flag state control, port state control is a significant mechanism in
that it is the last line of defense for the good governance of global shipping. Port state control (PSC) can
help remove the substandard vessels out of shipping market, and protect the marine environment and lower
the incidence of shipwrecks; besides, PSC can improve crews working conditions. The development trends
of PSC are manifested in its importance along with the cooperation necessity among various states in the
world. With the excessive exploitation of the Arctic, in order to protect the fragile Arctic marine environ-
ment, and manage shipping and fishing activities in the Arctic, the application of PSC is indispensable for
the Arctic governance. The Northern Sea Route connects European and Asian continents, the management
of shipping and fishing activities in this area cannot rely solely on the European or Asian PSC respectively.
Since the cooperation in different regional PSC particularly in the Arctic is feasible, it is necessary to join
the PSC of Europe and Asia, especially attach importance to the cooperation between the Paris MOU and
Tokyo MOU, thereby ensuring the efficiency and effectiveness of the supervision, and then realizing the
great contributions by PSC.

Key words: Arctic shipping; port state control; Tokyo MOU; Paris MOU
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