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Abstract - Affer forming a institutional framework with specified in Maritime Safety Law(ex. Maritime Traflic Saety Law) on May 27th,
2009, The eflorts for improving ‘Maritime Trafiic Saety Assessment Scheme(MTSA scheme)’ have continued to the present. But there’s
no review with the comprehensive and systematic approach for proceeding acceleration step of MTSA scheme. At this point, this study
analyzed current status and derived improvement measures using by PIP OU model’ which was designed or the comprehensive analysis
in accordance with metaevaluation theory, like as question investigation and etc. Consequently, it mainly needs to improve ‘Assessment
Plan’ domain and minimized the difference in views between concerned parties. This study is expected to be used to develop systematic
maritime policy by proposing the order of priority in improvement matters.

Key words - Maritime Traflic Safety Assessment Scheme(MTSA Scheme), PIP'OU Metaevaluation model, Metaevaluation Analysis,
Improvement measure, order of priority
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Fig. 1 Distribution & application of questionnaire
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Table 2 The Result of Grade of Metaevaluation Index
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Table 4 Difference Analysis Result among the Groups in
Evaluation Item
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Table 5 Difference Analysis Result among the Groups in
Evaluation Index
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Table 7 Quantity Analysis Result of Evaluation Index(Index Order)
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Table 8 Quantity analysis result of Evaluation Index with
Poor Grade & Priority
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Fig. 6 Improvement Priority of Evaluation Domain
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