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INTRODUCTION

1	The Sub‑Committee on Radiocommunications and Search and Rescue held its fifteenth session at IMO Headquarters in London from 7 to 11 March 2011 (COMSAR 15).

2	The Maritime Safety Committee held its eighty-ninth session at IMO Headquarters in London from 10 to 20 May 2011 (MSC 89).

3	The Sub‑Committee on Safety of Navigation held its fifty-seventh session at IMO Headquarters in London from 6 to 10 June 2011 (NAV 57).

OUTCOME OF COMSAR 15

4	The Sub-Committee considered ITU Radiocommunication matters under agenda item 4 of its agenda.  This agenda item was divided in two sub-items:

	.1	Radiocommunication ITU-R Study Group matters;  and

	.2	ITU World Radiocommunication Conference matters.

The Sub-Committee further considered, under its agenda item 3 (Global Maritime Distress and Safety System), the Scoping exercise to establish the need for a review of the elements and procedures of the GMDSS and under agenda item 11 the Development of an e-navigation strategy implementation plan.

RADIOCOMMUNICATION ITU-R STUDY GROUP MATTERS

Outcome ITU-R WP 5B's meeting, held from 8 to 18 November 2010

5	The Sub-Committee noted that ITU-R WP 5B's, at its meeting from 8 to 18 November 2010 had considered the following issues:

.1	implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07);

.2	revision of Recommendation ITU-R M.493-13;

.3	Maritime Mobile Service Identities (MMSI);

.4	specifications of Man Overboard Devices;

.5	revision of Recommendation ITU-R M.1842;

.6	near real-time exchange of maritime domain information;

.7	preliminary draft new Report ITU-R M.[MESH] on maritime broadband wireless mesh networks; and

.8	future revision of Recommendation ITU-R M.1371-4.

It was further noted that WP 5B would further consider the issues mentioned above, at its future meetings, and was expected to send liaison statements to the next session of the COMSAR Sub‑Committee, as appropriate.

Numbering of MMSI numbers to DSC hand portable radios operating in the VHF band

6	The Sub-Committee considered document COMSAR 15/3/6 (United Kingdom), outlining a proposal for the allocation and numbering of MMSI numbers to DSC hand portable radios operating in the VHF band, and a by the Working Group developed associated draft liaison statement to ITU-R WP5B (COMSAR 15/WP.4, annex 1).  The Sub-Committee decided that the matter needed further consideration, at its next session, and invited interested parties to submit suitable proposals to COMSAR 16.  

Near real-time exchange of maritime domain information

7	The Sub-Committee approved the liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B on Near real‑time exchange of maritime domain information (in ITU-R distributed as             Document 5B/627).

ITU WORLD RADIOCOMMUNICATION CONFERENCE MATTERS

8	The Sub-Committee endorsed the revised draft IMO position on WRC-12 Agenda items concerning matters relating to maritime services.


GLOBAL MARITIME DISTRESS AND SAFETY SYSTEM (GMDSS)

Scoping exercise to establish the need for a review of the elements and procedures of the GMDSS

9	The Sub-Committee noted the comments of the Working Group regarding:

.1	the amendments proposed to SOLAS regulations IV/8 and IV/15 and concurred with the group's view that references to the VHF DSC EPIRB were redundant in SOLAS chapter IV, and that both issues should be considered in depth during the review of the GMDSS; and

.2	the work undertaken on the development of a questionnaire to investigate the views of seafarers, port State control officers and other stakeholders on possible improvements of distress and safety communications on board ships, and that due to time constraints it was not feasible to complete it.

10	The Sub-Committee did not agree on a draft MSC circular proposed by the 
Working Group on redundant references to the VHF DSC EPIRB in SOLAS chapter IV, informing that corresponding amendments were expected to be considered in due course (COMSAR 15/WP.5, annex 1).  Issuing such a circular was considered to be too premature and might cause confusion.

11	The Sub-Committee noted the comments provided by the Working Group regarding additional satellite system providers for the GMDSS and considered that the development of more precise guidance on how applications should be submitted to the Organization and evaluated would be necessary.  The Sub-Committee invited interested parties to submit proposals in this respect.

12	The Sub-Committee invited IMSO to actively participate in the Scoping exercise process.

13	The Sub-Committee also noted the progress made with regard to the Work Plan on the Scoping exercise and authorized the establishment of a Correspondence Group on the Scoping exercise, under the coordination of the United States[footnoteRef:1]* to continue the work further intersessionally between COMSAR 15 and COMSAR 16 with a view of finalization at COMSAR 16, and approved the following Terms of Reference: [1: *	Coordinator:
Mr. Robert L. Markle
President of the Radio Technical Commission for Maritime Services (RTCM)
1800 N. Kent St., Suite 1060
Arlington, VA 22209, United States
Tel (office):	+1 703 527-2000
E-mail:	RMarkle@rtcm.org] 


"Taking into account documents COMSAR 15/WP.5, annex 2, COMSAR 15/4, appendix 7, and MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.2 on Guidelines on the organization and method of work of the MSC and the MEPC and their subsidiary bodies, the Correspondence Group on the Scoping exercise should progress the development of the Work Plan, as an outcome of the Scoping exercise, with a view of finalization at COMSAR 16 and subsequent approval for an unplanned output on the review and modernization of the GMDSS by MSC 90.

The Correspondence Group should:

.1	complete the development of the draft Work Plan, taking into account the Guidelines on the organization and method of work of the MSC and the MEPC and their subsidiary bodies and, in particular, the format for submission of proposals for new items;

.2	take into account any amendments to the guidance, as expected to be approved by MSC 89;

.3	submit an interim report on the draft Work Plan to the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group for its consideration;

.4	consider the incorporation of additional satellites systems into the GMDSS and how it might be achieved; and

.5	submit a final report to COMSAR 16 on the completed draft Work Plan, taking into account the outcome of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group."

14	The Sub-Committee further noted that the delegation of the United Arab Emirates was disappointed because it had not been possible to utilize the expertise of their experts in the way that MSC 88 perhaps had envisaged when it had invited the United Arab Emirates to include technical experts of Thuraya in their delegation (MSC 88/26, paragraph 8.16).

DEVELOPMENT OF AN E-NAVIGATION STRATEGY IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

Harmonization of the process of the Scoping exercise of the GMDSS and the development of e-navigation

15	The Chairman of the e-navigation Working Group stated that the Correspondence Group had, amongst others, considered that key discussions on the implementation of e‑navigation should include technical improvements to existing GMDSS MF, HF and VHF equipment.  The Correspondence Group had identified the urgent need to consider how the process of the Scoping exercise of the GMDSS and the development of e-navigation might be harmonized.  In order to make clear how this should be done and, as a consequence, where certain matters needed to be discussed in future, a clear identification of the responsible bodies was needed.  Considering that the review of the GMDSS would most likely go ahead, depending on approval by the Committee next year, radiocommunication requirements for e-navigation would be best brought to the attention of the COMSAR Sub‑Committee and be taken into account during the review of the GMDSS.  It was adhered to two parallel processes, the e-navigation process could give in the future inputs to the Scoping exercise process and to a possible GMDSS review process.

16	The Chairman of the Technical Working Group concurred with the points made by the Chairman of the e–navigation Working Group and stated that it was vital to ensure that the work on e‑navigation and the review of the GMDSS proceeded smoothly.  This did indeed require certainty on where and how these matters were discussed.  He agreed that the most efficient way forward was for the radiocommunication requirements for e-navigation to be brought to the attention of the COMSAR Sub-Committee, so that these might be taken into account during the review of the GMDSS.  In doing so, it would be necessary to be precise on how radiocommunication systems could contribute to e-navigation, in terms of what information was needed, when and how often it was needed and the associated throughput/bandwidth implications.  The nine functions of the GMDSS defined essential communication needs and pathways for distress and safety communications.  The inter‑related discussions on the radiocommunication needs of e-navigation and the modernization of GMDSS would benefit from a similar simple exposition of the essential functions envisaged for e-navigation and the means of delivery.

17	The delegation of the United Kingdom was of the view that the gap analysis contained many interesting points that would impact on how the GMDSS would look in the future, but these could not be considered in any detail at the current session, in the available time. In presenting the wide range of possibilities that were contained in the Correspondence Group's report, there was a risk that the Sub-Committee could repeat some of the shortcomings that originally delayed the adoption of the GMDSS as the single method of conducting distress and safety communications for all shipping.  The delegation further considered that a possible good outcome would be to focus on a number of points in the Correspondence Group report, which were relevant to maritime radiocommunication technology and GMDSS on which further development of the e-navigation project could focus, keeping the human element clearly in mind.  That way, as e-navigation matured, it would be able to make clear proposals about what information was needed, how often, and thereby the throughput and bandwidth implications.

18	The Sub-Committee agreed with the summary provided by the Chairman, that:

.1	if approved by the Committee, the review of the GMDSS would go ahead in parallel;

.2	many of the identified needs for radiocommunication (voice and data) in 
the framework of e-navigation could be categorized as Maritime Safety Information (MSI) and, therefore, formed part of the GMDSS.  Other needs for radiocommunication could fall outside the scope of GMDSS, but should be considered by the Sub-Committee in relation to the possible 1) use of GMDSS equipment for this type of communications and 2) need for changes to the ITU Radio Regulations at a future World Radiocommunication Conference, including the need for additional spectrum; and

.3	the radiocommunication needs, as well as ITU related matters with regard to the use of the radio spectrum, related to e-navigation should be brought to the attention, and remained the sole responsibility, of the Sub‑Committee.

19	The Sub-Committee also noted the view expressed by Norway that, whilst agreeing with the aforementioned views, more consideration was needed in the framework of several sub-committees and that, in particular, close co-operation between the COMSAR and NAV Sub-Committees was required.

CONTINUATION OF THE JOINT IMO/ITU EXPERTS GROUP

20	The Sub-Committee endorsed the holding of the seventh meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group, at IMO Headquarters in London, from 13 to 15 September 2011, along with the Terms of Reference as set out in annex 4 to COMSAR 15/WP.4, and invited the Committee to authorize the convening of this intersessional meeting.


OUTCOME OF MSC 89

21	The Committee considered the report of COMSAR 15 as reflected in document MSC 89/25, section 13.

Draft IMO position on WRC-12 Agenda items concerning matters relating to maritime services

22	The Committee approved the revised draft IMO position on WRC-12 Agenda items concerning matters relating to maritime services.  The Committee noted that this was the final approval of the IMO position for submission to the ITU World Radiocommunication Conference, which was scheduled to take place from 23 January to 17 February 2012.

23	The Committee authorized the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group, at its September 2011 meeting, to add, as appropriate, more non-contentious information in the background sections of the agenda items contained in the IMO position for WRC-12, as approved at the current session of the Committee, in order to strengthen the arguments supporting the IMO position.  The Secretariat was instructed to submit the IMO position, amended as appropriate, to ITU after the meeting of the Experts Group had taken place.

Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication matters

24	The Committee authorized the convening of the seventh meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group, to be held at the Organization's London Headquarters, from 13 to 15 September 2011.

OUTCOME OF NAV 57

25	The Sub-Committee considered ITU Radiocommunication matters under agenda item 5 of its agenda and considered the development of an e‑navigation strategy implementation plan under agenda item 6.

ITU MATTERS, INCLUDING RADIOCOMMUNICATION ITU-R STUDY GROUP MATTERS

Draft revision of Recommendation ITU-R M.1371-4

26	The Sub-Committee noted the debate which had taken place in the Technical Working Group on a possible future revision of the definitions of the Navigation Status parameter of AIS Messages 1, 2, and 3.  Taking into account that ITU-R WP 5B would start considering a future revision of Recommendation ITU-R 1371-4 in 2012, it was agreed that it was too early to liaise with ITU on IMO's position on this matter and that further consideration was needed at the next session of the Sub-Committee.  The Sub-Committee agreed with the Technical Working Group's view to inform IALA of the following with regard to their proposal laid down in document NAV 57/5/2:

.1	although the proposed changes to the definitions of parameters 0, 3, 5 
and 8 were of an editorial nature, these were changes to well established definitions which would be likely to cause confusion to the mariners;

.2	the proposed changes to the definitions of parameters 11 and 12 to "power‑driven vessel towing astern" and "power-driven vessel pushing ahead or towing alongside", were considered to be not an international requirement but a possible national or regional requirement.  Consideration might be given to the use of these parameters for regional applications; and
.3	the proposed changes to the definition of parameter 13 to "requiring assistance" were not supported because its use would probably not lead to the provision of the required assistance as there would be limited monitoring for the parameter.  It should be noted that the GMDSS provided facilities to indicate the need for assistance.

DEVELOPMENT OF AN E-NAVIGATION STRATEGY IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 

Report ITU-R M.2201 (11/2010) – Utilization of the 495-505 kHz band by the maritime mobile service for the digital broadcasting of safety and security related information from shore-to-ships

27	Regarding the allocation of the frequency band of 495-505 kHz for e‑navigation, the Sub-Committee noted that the Working Group, acknowledging the current difficulties for frequency allocation and taking into account the further expected needs of additional frequency spectrum, had recognized that the above-mentioned frequency band should be claimed for future uses of e-navigation.

Extension of the target completion year to 2014

28	The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to approve the proposed joint plan of work for the COMSAR, NAV and STW Sub-Committees for the period 2012–2014 and extend the target completion year for the work programme item "Development of an e‑navigation strategy implementation plan" to 2014.

ACTION REQUESTED FROM THE EXPERTS GROUP

29	The Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group is invited to note the information provided and take action as appropriate.

____________________
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