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ABSTRACT

Containerization has strengthened the competition between containerports worldwide.

To attract major shipping lines call at the port, many strategies have been adopted by port
authorities. For example, port expansion for 10000 TEUs containership. This paper studied
the development of port strategies between US and Taiwan, to examine what strategies
have been adopted. Two viewpoints have been taken, the first is the funding of port
construction, and the second is the charge of port services. There are major differences
between Taiwan and US. The question is which one could gain more competitiveness in

this fast changing shipping environment?
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2 1999
2000TEU 3,000TEU | 4,000TEU | 5,000TEU | 5,000TEU
1013 941 615 325 6
2054 1717 1153 537 12
1220 1176 1300 733 540
Source: U.S. Marad, U.S.Vessel Movements, 1999.
3 5,000TEU
178
125
108
69
56
558
Source:U.S. Marad, U.S.Vessel Movements, 1999.
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1973-1978
1979-1989 1990-1999 2000-2004
26.7% 47.7% 37.9% 41.9%
30.6% 14.8% 9.6% 13.4%
29.1% 27.0% 31.2% 28.4%
13.6% 10.5% 21.3% 16.3%

Source: U.S. Marad, U.S. Port Development Expenditure Report 2000

1990

20




FRFRE2Z AR AT R BT B 2% - 1 oB s FRE 6

1.
2.
3
2R A
Quonset Jasper County
1 Quonset
Quonset Narragansett
120 TEU
2.67 3.54 10 11
15
Quonset
2020
14 15
2020
2 Jasper County
(SSA)
SSA 2 4
SSA

21



Island

1986

1990

L F T xtled

3
500,000 TEU
CSX
iRETRA
Magnolia
8 20
SSA Americana Ships
120
15
M5B s 3k
XIV
11214

22

Feld AR LweEto

1,000,000 TEU
10 13

160

10

40%

900

65%
35%

15

Shoals

0.125%

24



FEARTF Wk 2

1991 1 1

[9]

EE P Y £ Pl

authority)

bR TR R 2 ARY

300

(Corporation)

23

SRR RS PR

55

650

25

(Port



F F T Fle X E AW e Lo

(U.S. Coast Guard)

(U.S. Army Corps of Engineers COE)

B~ cBBRFERER LT

1999

24



FRFRE2Z AR AT R BT B 2% - 1 oB s FRE 6

[10]

1BOT

25



d E T

FLted FeofHh AELLtwaELl-D

5
BOT
/
2000
B 2k
( )
11 EMC YML APL OOCL

26

16




FRFRE2Z AR AT R BT B 2% - 1 oB s FRE 6

95 99 220
92 312

ek

BOT

— 49.7
138.2

B~ ARE BV RELAT

ERTF&RRAH

12

27



F F T Fle X E AW e Lo

BHY FIT R R

1998 3 1986 (Harbor
Maintenance Tax, HMT) 1998 4
(Harbor Service User Fee, HSUF)

28



FRFRE2Z AR AT R BT B 2% - 1 oB s FRE 6

fir. N3

ik
-ﬁ{‘)"

29




10.

F F T Fle X E AW e Lo

24

Federal Maritime Commission, “The Ocean Shipping Reform Act: An Interim
Status Report”, FMC, Washington, D.C. 2000.

Shashikumar, N., “The U.S. Ocean Shipping Reform Act of 1998: An Analysis of
Its Economic Impact on Carriers” , Shippers and Third Parties, 1999.

Cullinane, K., Khanna, M., and Song, D. W. , “How Big Is Beautiful: Economies
of Scale and the Optimal Size of Containership In Liner Shipping: What’s Next?”
Proceedings of the 1999 IAME Annual Conference, Halifax, NS, Canada, Sept.
13-14, 1999, pp.108-140.

Phillips, F., “ A Two Slots for the Price of One”, Containerization International.
Sept., 1996, pp. 65-67.

Gilman, S., “The Size Economies and Network Efficiency of Large
Containerships”, I nternational Journal of Maritime Economics, 1999, pp. 39-60.
Mongelluzzo, B., “When 9800 TEUs Hit Port,”, JoC Week, Jan. 15-21, 2001, pp.
22-23.

DOT, “U.S. Vessel Movements”, Marad, U.S. Dept of Transportation, Washington,
D.C. 1999.

United States, “United States Port Development Expenditure Report”, Marad, U.S.
Dept of Transportation, Washington, D.C, 2000.

Luberoff, D. and Walder J., “U.S. Ports and the Funding of Intermodal Facilities:
An Overview of Key Issues”, Transportation Quarterly 54.4, 2000, pp. 23-45.

(13 2

30



