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REPORT OF THE 2nd MEETING

1	Opening of the meeting 

Mr. Jaap Steenge, Chairman of the FM Maritime Forum Group opened the meeting, welcomed the participants to the beautiful city of Hamburg and thanked Mr. Heinrich Peters and the BNetzA for hosting this 2nd meeting of the CEPT FM Maritime Forum Group. 

Apologies were received from Mr. Peter Blackhurst from INMARSAT, Mr. Christian Rissone of the ANFR and of Mr. Steve Austin of the UK MCGA.  

The meeting was attended by representatives from Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Ireland, Italy, Norway, Portugal, Romania, Sweden, The Netherlands, the United Kingdom, ECO and ITU. 
The list of participants is given in Annex 2.

The chairman indicated that some lines of the 1st meeting of the group will be removed from the Report as some statements, dealing with “remote participation” were not expressed at the meeting but “en marge”  of the meeting. He stated also that it should be the aim of the group to look further in ways of attracting more delegates to the work of the group by offering additional facilities as e.g. “virtual participation”. 

This year some “e-meeting(s)” between the two regular meetings (in March and September) will be held, as indicated in the revised Terms of Reference of ECC for Forum Groups. The first web-meeting has been scheduled for Tuesday, 15 May, 2012.

2	Adoption of the agenda

The meeting approved the proposed agenda. The adopted agenda is given in Annex 1. 
The list of documents can be found in the FM Maritime FG Folder on the ERO server.

3	The implementation of the Work Programme and the Organisation of work for 2012

The meeting discussed the Terms of Reference of the ECC for Forum Group and agreed to the following:
a. Two e-mail Correspondence Groups were established:
  EPIRB developments (incl. producing Joint Info Note on EPIRB usage), coordinators:  Frans   Vindevoghel (Belgium) / Jaap Steenge (The Netherlands) and
  Report on developments in the field of maritime radio communications, coordinators Steve Austin (MCGA) and  Jaap Steenge (The Netherlands)
b. A “web meeting” has been scheduled for Tuesday 15 May 2012; starting, time: 09:30 –  16:00 at the latest.  Time zone: UTC+2. Agenda items:
 ITU-R WP 5B preparation; 
 lack of UHF on-board frequencies near harbors;   
 maritime radio licensing exemption (on special request of Christer Jonson - Sweden);
 need for more Correspondence Groups?.
The ECO representative (Mrs. Susanne Have) will inform the members of the group on hardware and software requirements in order to create appropriate condition for this 1st web-meeting.
c. For the 2nd physical meeting of the group in 2012 (Malta, 25 – 27 September 2012) the chairman will contact the Maltese host of the meeting in order to investigate whether a “remote participation” to the meeting might be possible.


4	Action points of the 1st meeting of the FM Maritime Forum Group (Copenhagen, 13 – 14 December 2012)

The Chairman introduced the Report of the 1st meeting and it was concluded that most of the action points were carried out as agreed. 

Two issues received further attention:
The 1st, dealing with the proposed LS to CENELEC on the draft European Standard / prEN 50561 on PLT, operating between 1,6065 and 470 MHz. It was noted that this LS was sent out in time via the Chairman of the FM/SE Forum Group on PLT (on a proposal of the Chairman of the WGFM) and
The 2nd , dealing with an ETSI SRDoc containing a draft ETSI TR 102 791 standard / technical characteristics of wireless aids for hearing impaired people operating in the VHF and the UHF range. This LS is still on hold and it was agreed to further investigate whether this LS falls under the category” urgency” or not.  The chairman promised to discuss the issue further with involved parties and then to decide on how to proceed.
 
ToR 1:
Review ECC deliverables relating to maritime issues in accordance with RoP or/and as directed by WG FM and to prepare relevant ECC deliverables
 
5	Revision of ERC Decision(99)01 on the Harmonized Examination Syllabi for the
            GOC and the ROC

The coordinator of the “Ad-Hoc Group on the revision of ERC DEC(99)01”, Mr. Aurelian-Sorinel Calinciuc (Romania), also the vice-chairman of the group, provided the meeting with information on the progress of work done so far and stated that the aim of the Ad-Hoc Group is still to try to finalize its activities by the end of this year and to present a proposal for the revision of ERC DEC (99)01 to the 1st meeting of the WG FM in 2013. 
 
In order to realize this it was agreed to organize a dedicated 3-day meeting of the Ad-Hoc Group, scheduled for 
4 – 6 September 2012 at the Radiocommunications Agency Netherlands’ premises in Amersfoort.

The host of the meeting will consult the coordinator of the “Ad-Hoc Group on the revision of ERC DEC(99)01” in order to receive the names and addresses of the AHG participants to which the official invitation to the meeting should be sent.   

6	Information related to EFIS

The chairman introduced doc. MARFG(12)17, containing an input document from the Chairperson of the EFIS/MG (taking also into account conclusions on the issue at the 1st meeting of the group) and including proposals for the update of the layer “Maritime” of ECC/DEC(01)03 on EFIS.

[bookmark: _GoBack]After a debate on the issue, the meeting agreed on a proposed way forward and mandated the chairman to inform the Chairperson of the EFIS/MG on the FM Maritime Forum Group’s conclusions and proposals. The group’s conclusions and proposals can be found in doc. EFISMG(12)16  (doc. MARFG(12)020 Annex 4) 

ToR 2:
Coordinate CEPT positions on maritime radiocommunications including radiodetermination matters in preparation for the relevant meetings of the International Maritime Organisation, IMO; 

7	Preparation for IMO COMSAR 16 (London, 12 – 16 March 2012)

The meeting had an intensive debate on all the submissions to COMSAR-16 and agreed on a CEPT position paper for IMO COMSAR 16, containing  thoughts, views and positions on Agenda items of relevance for the group.

This document has been submitted by e-mail to the participants of the 2nd FM Maritime FG meeting on Thursday evening, 8 March 2012, in order to provide the information in a timely manner to all involved colleagues.
 
This document is also available via the Folder of the FM Maritime Forum Group on the ECO website as 
doc. MARFG(12)020 Annex 3.
During the preparations for COMSAR 16 also some time was spent on the proliferation of AIS-based beacons / devices.

It was agreed to investigate whether an Information Note on the issue could be agreed upon (and sent out later on) which should contain the following information:
 
“Sweden again brought up the issue of Personal AIS beacons that are increasingly popular and heavily marketed on boat shows.
This is a completely non-regulated area using AIS-like technology, and the equipment is sold under the CE-mark. They use the new 97-series of MMSI-like numbers and serial numbers so there is no need for an MMSI. The antenna is integrated and transmitting power in the McMurdo Smartfind S10 Personal AIS Beacon[footnoteRef:1] is said to be 2W. The sales person said that there is no need for radio license and no certificate required. The range is said to be 4NM typical. [1:  Question / To consider: should / can we indicate the McMurdo Smartfind S10 Personal AIS Beacon? Or should we introduce a more “general indication” of the piece of equipment and no specific type?] 

The question is if that kind of equipment is informational, a navigational warning, a leisure device or a distress beacon?
 
When using radio telephony, there are certain levels of messages, e.g. normal, security, distress etc and each of those has a corresponding signal and a corresponding SAR-procedure. The AIS doesn’t fit into this and therefore a decision and information is required.
Furthermore, such devices may be presented on plotters and ECDIS in SOLAS ships and it need to be defined how to treat such an indication. Is it a distress indication or a navigational warning or simply a mark of  “something” in the water? Can the captain be accused for not turning his ship to go back and investigate the indication?
 
And, what if such a device is activated, and seen by the RCC, shall they treat it as a distress signal and alert the SAR resources? What can the user expect to happen? And, what if the user is a visitor from another country where they treat this as a distress signal and this country doesn’t?
 
A high level decision is required  internationally. The decision should be coordinated with the SAR-experts. Such a decision could then be propagated through the national Administrations. Eventually it could be communicated to the end user through the national boat organizations.
 

8	Implementation of the Bridge Navigational Watch Alarm System

The chairman explained some relevant basic information on the issue, and it was concluded to collect more information on the topic during IMO COMSAR 16, especially by consulting members of CIRM, Ship owners associations  and administrations. 

Question remains: can PLT be a means for implementation of the BNWAS on board vessels?

It was agreed to discuss the issue further in depth and to decide on any follow up at the September 2012 meeting of the group.

ToR 3:
Evaluate the impact of EU Deliverables on Maritime Radiocommunications including Radiodetermination matters and report where appropriate; 

9	(Evaluation of the) R&TTE Directive
 
The meeting noted that doc. PT46(11)039, being a proposal for TCAM to modify Decision 2004/71/EC, is still relevant and that until now the group was not aware of any conclusion by the Commission on the issue.

It was noted that it is expected that the Commission would come up with their proposals for revision of the R&TTE Directive in April 2012 and that at that moment more clarity would be created, also on the possible modification of Decision 2004/71/EC.

It was agreed that, if required, the group would discuss the issue further, when the proposals for  revision of the R&TTE Directivehave been published by the Commission.

ToR 4:
Review and report on the impact for CEPT members of changes in regulations concerning Maritime Radiocommunications including Radiodetermination in individual CEPT countries, ensuring harmonisation where appropriate; 

10	The use and administrative handling of PLBs

Mrs. Susanne Have (ECO) introduced doc. MARFG(12)16, containing an overview of the replies to the most recent periodical ECO questionnaire to CEPT administrations on Personal Locator Beacons (PLBs), sent out on 9 November 2011 with the deadline for replies on 10 January 2012. 
This exercise was requested by the 11th FM46 meeting (20-22 September 2011, Tallinn, Estonia) in order to update the ECO Table on the PLB usage in CEPT.

The document was discussed and further completed at the meeting.

Updated information will be incorporated in the revised ECO Table on the PLB usage in CEPT.

11	Medium / Long term Monitoring requirements for Maritime radio communications
Results of the Monitoring campaign by FM PT 22 in:
 the 2, 4 and 8 MHz range	

Due to lack of time of some maritime experts to investigate the outcome and conclusions of the Monitoring campaign, it was decided to postpone treatment of the issue to the September 2012 meeting of the group.

In the meantime the chairman will consult the chairman of FM PT 22 in order to discuss the possibilities for an increased readability of the outcome of the Monitoring campaign, which would facilitate future work of the group on drawing “conclusions” on the PT 22 findings.

12	Registration, certification and use of EPIRBs

The meeting addressed doc. PT46(11)036 Rev 2, originally submitted by The Netherlands, which focusses on the registration, certifications and use of EPIRBs within CEPT. Main question is whether Administrations allow the use of “stand alone” EPIRBs on pleasure craft and under which conditions. 

The document, also containing a table on the issue, was further discussed and completed at  the meeting, showing the different policies / approaches of Administrations on the topic. 
The revised doc. is available as doc. PT46(11)036 Rev 3.

It was agreed to investigate the format and content for publishing the table on the ECO website similar to that on the proliferation and use of PLBs within CEPT.

In the meantime administrations are invited to investigate which additional information they would require to accompany their position, as shown in the Table of doc. PT46(11)036 Rev 3. 
Aim is to finalize this activity at the September 2012 meeting. 

13	Possible sales ban for certain Distress Alert Equipment using the maritime VHF band Channel 16 and Channel 70

Sweden brought up the issue of the possible sales ban of specific devices, using the GMDSS channels 16 and 70, at the TCAM ADCO meeting and a fruitful discussion followed. Since the issue is relatively complex, involving among other things different legal instruments available to Administrations, it was not possible at this meeting to come to a conclusion on a common way forward to resolve the problem.  In Sweden the Transport agency is the proper authority that handles the operational maritime issues and the market surveillance concerning MED-marked equipment. PTS is, however, the authority for R&TTE which makes this a little difficult since the issues are mostly operational. PTS is therefore working together with the Transport agency in order to address this in a broader perspective. One way to use the R&TTE would be to introduce specific requirements in the R&TTE for this kind of life saving equipment.
 
Sweden is also investigating the possibility to use the General Product Safety Directive (2001/95/EC) which aims to address consumer protection. That may give another opportunity to address such devices that do not provide the relevant protection.
 
Sweden also urges other administrations to investigate this back home in a similar way, both through their representation in ADCO/TCAM and also through the use of the Safety Directive. This may be an alternate route than waiting to standardization of such equipment.
 
ToR 5:
To coordinate education needs in order to facilitate CEPT  harmonisation;

14	SRC and LRC Training Requirements

At previous meetings it was concluded that the group should co-ordinate working papers submitted on the topic of a guidance to assist administrations on the practical implementation of the short range certificate SRC course. 
It was further agreed that the group should work to produce such a guidance document, which will be non-binding but suggest a framework that can assist in the operation of the SRC course process. 

In this context Mr. Aidan Jennings (Ireland) introduced doc. MARFG(11) 20 Rev 1, containing an updated  draft document towards an Information document on “Harmonised CEPT Examination Procedures for the Short Range Certificate (SRC) for non-SOLAS vessels”.

The document was shortly discussed and further elaborated in a drafting group, consisting of colleagues from Belgium, Finland, Germany, Norway, Romania and the United Kingdom. 
A revised version of the doc. is available at the ECO website as doc. MARFG(12) TEMP 1.

Aim is to work further on the issue in the near future and to conclude on the topic at the September 2012 meeting of the group.

15	draft Report on present and future developments in the field of maritime radio communications

The meeting noted the most recent version of the draft Report on present and future developments in the field of maritime radio communications, of which an outline can be found in doc. PT46(11)031. 
Due to other commitments of the participants to this work item, no substantial progress could be reported.

Some work was divided by the Chairman and the UK colleague, mr. Steve Austin.  Mr. Austin will provide a text on the developments in the area of AIS, whilst the Chairman will further address the Appendix 18 as well as “e-navigation”.

An updated document will be discussed at the September 2012 meeting of the group.

ToR 6:
Liaise with the relevant entities within ETSI on maritime matters; 

16	Update of activities in ETSI TG 26

The Chairman recalled the initiative to send a Liaison Statement to ETSI ERM TG 17 on an ERSI SRDoc with a draft ETSI TR 102 791 standard / technical characteristics of wireless aids for hearing impaired people operating in the VHF and the UHF range.

The frequency ranges proposed in the SRDoc indicates that also the band including the maritime distress frequencies work (Channels 16 and 70) is affected.

The meeting agreed to draft a Liaison Statement to ETSI ERM to draw attention to this fact. 

Until now the LS is put on “hold”  in order to investigate on how to proceed in forwarding the LS to ETSI ERM.

17	Liaison with RTCM

No new developments in the liaison with RTCM. 

Chairman will check with the RTCM Chairman on any developments of interest for the group.

18	 Proliferation of PLT equipment and its possible impact on maritime radio communications

The discussion on the issue was triggered by doc. PT46(11)INFO 069, containing a draft European Standard / prEN 50561 on PLT, operating between 1,6065 and 470 MHz. 

The meeting agreed to react to present developments and agreed on a draft Liaison Statement, to be addressed to CENELEC and proposing to exclude some frequency bands form the above indicated prEN 50561 on PLT.
(See also MARFG(11)25 Annex 3 )

The Liaison Statement was sent out in time to CENELEC via the Chairman of the FM/SE Forum Group on PLT.

ToR 7:
Coordinate CEPT positions in preparation for ITU-R WP5B on Maritime Radiocommunications including Radiodetermination issues, except those which are on the agenda of a World Radiocommunication Conference;
	
19	Preparation for the next meeting of ITU-R WP 5B (Geneva, 22 May  – 1 June
            2012). On-going issues: 

MOB, M. 493-13, MMSI, APP 18, IALA, M. 1371 and others

Present developments were discussed and areas for direct further work were earmarked.

It was agreed to prepare for the next meeting of ITU-R WP 5B at the upcoming ”web-meeting”  of the group, scheduled for Tuesday, 15 May, 2012.

20	IALA: e-Navigation underway – 2012 Conference Report 

The meeting noted MARFG(12)INFO 02, originating from IALA, and providing information on a Conference on e-Navigation, held on board of M/S Crown Seaways, Copenhagen–Oslo–Copenhagen 18 January - 20 January 2012.

The conference arrived at twelve conclusions concerning e-Navigation, the regulatory environment and test bed processes.

The document was noted with interest.

ToR 8:
Report to WG FM

21	A.O.B.

21.1 - Summary outcome of WRC-2012  (doc. MARFG(12)05)

The Chairman introduced doc. MARFG(12)INFO 05, containing the preliminary Final Acts of WRC-12 and informed the meeting on the outcome of the maritime related Agenda Items of WRC-12.

AI 1.9 (WG 4C) to revise frequencies and channelling arrangements of Appendix 17 to the Radio Regulations, in accordance with Resolution 351 (Rev.WRC‑07), in order to implement new digital technologies for the maritime mobile service
WRC-12 created a Sub Working-Group (SWG) on AI 1.9, which met in total 12 times since the start of the Conference and which had intensive discussions on how to merge both Methods A1 and A2 of the CPM Report in order to satisfy the future requirements of the maritime community, in an era where NBDP and Morse telegraphy is in rapid decline.

The SWG had the assistance of a Drafting Group which was tasked to work on “technical elements” (e.g. putting together a new channelization arrangement with 3 kHz channels and freeing some parts from channelization) for an acceptable revised APP 17. All parties involved expressed its satisfaction on the proposals for integration of the most difficult parts in both Methods A1 and A2. CEPT’s primary requirement was to free the so called Block 7 from channelization and by doing so to create several bands freed from channelization in the 4, 6, 8, 12, 16, 18/19, 22 and 25/26 MHz range which can be used (in future) by new digital technologies / systems. 

Discussions were also focused on relevant regulatory elements: e.g. the formulation of applicable and relevant footnotes to the several band of APP 17, yes or no Resolution on the implementation date of the revised APP 17 including on how to inform other interested parties e.g. the IMO?, implementation date: 2015? Or 2017? and the formulation of requirements related to the use of frequencies for data transmissions.
All these elements have been discussed and agreed.  Pity is that the implementation of the new revised APP 17 has been set for 1.1.2017 and by agreeing on this, spectrum will be released from analogue services 2 years later as originally proposed in the ECP. 
In practice no real problems are expected. Any new systems can work on the “newly created bands” under the condition of non-interference. And we don’t expect real interference, perhaps than in some “special places” on earth.
Summarising: CEPT goals were reached and the work has been successfully concluded.

AI 1.10 (WG 4C) to examine the frequency allocation requirements with regard to operation of safety systems for ships and ports and associated regulatory provisions, in accordance with Resolution 357 (WRC‑07)

The Agenda Item finally contained 4 areas of discussion and decision-making:
 
Issue A: regulatory status of AIS 1 and AIS 2: Based on regional differences the table of allocation has been modified in order to introduce the mobile satellite service (Earth-to-space) directly in the table (rather than by footnote prior to this conference).  The outcome for the user is equal.
Issue B: Allocation of channels 75 and 76 to the mobile-satellite service (Earth-to-space) for the transmission of AIS message 27 from ships. Regions 1 and 3 have a secondary allocation for MSS (E-to –s) and a primary allocation for MSS (E-to-s) in Region 1.
Issue C: Exclusive worldwide allocation to the maritime mobile service in the frequency band 495-505 kHz band.
Issue D:  A digital band has been identified in Appendix 18, which size depends on regional requirements. For Region 1 (Europe and Africa) 2 x 300 kHz has been allocated. The final date of implementation has been decided as 1 January 2017. Furthermore four duplex channels (Channels 19, 20, 78 and 79) will be transferred to simplex channels also as per 01.01.2017. A Channel (160.900 MHz) for future safety related applications (incl. MOB) has been identified for “testing” purpose and Channels 27, 28, 87 and 88 have been identified for testing of new AIS applications in the context of e-Navigation; of course also on a Non Interference Basis.  

AI 1.23 (WG 4C) to consider an allocation of about 15 kHz in parts of the band 415-526.5 kHz to the amateur service on a secondary basis, taking into account the need to protect existing services

After a long debate the Conference finally adopted a secondary allocation to Amateur service in the frequency band 472 – 479 kHz. Some Administrations agreed to upgrade the allocation of the frequency band 435-495 kHz to the Aeronautical Radionavigation service to a primary status in order to safeguard a continuous operation of aeronautical services with a higher protection.  
Two footnotes 5.A123 and 5.B123 were added in order to reflect conditions needed to be fulfilled by this new secondary allocation. 


21. 2 - Speed of location of EPIRB and PLB equipment (Ireland) – doc. MARFG(12)15
Mr. Aidan Jennings (IRL) introduced the issue dealing with the speed of location of EPIRB and PLB equipment. Mr. Jennings indicated that Ireland has carried out testing of the radio link by testing of PLB equipment with  a LUT and the Irish MRCC where a GNSS fitted PLB (operating identically to a GNSS fitted 406 EPIRB and meeting the same COSPAS-SARSAT standards) was detected within 2 to 5 minutes from the west coast of Ireland by the MRCC. Question arises: Is there some mechanism that might allow to recommend that all EPIRB or PLB equipment can have an integrated GNSS to enhance location time? Or with other words: are there existing regulations in IMO that regulate this? And if this is not the case, perhaps we could consider a liaison statement to ETSI TG26 to consider this?

Mr. Caselius indicated the existence of the following ETSI PLB standard:

ETSI EN 302 152-1 V1.1.1 (2003-11)

You can search the standard from: 
http://pda.etsi.org/pda/queryform.asp

Write: EN302 152 in the search box.     Tick box  "Standard Type and Doc N°" 

The meeting agreed also to look further into the issue and to come back to the topic at the September meeting of the group. 
 

21.3 - info doc Ireland on “new” MOB system (doc. MARFG(12)INFO 03 + Annexes 1 and 2)
Mr. Jenning also introduced doc. MARFG(12)INFO 03, containing information on a Man Over Board type device, brought to the attention of the Irish Administration. Mr. Jennings stated that the device operates outside maritime mobile service frequencies in a telemetry band close to 173 MHz.
The meeting noted the information and some “conclusions” by some administrations were noted:
· Looking to the allocation of this part of the Frequency band in the RR to “Mobile except aeronautical mobile”, an allocation seems to be acceptable;
· Question remains if the use of these systems via this maritime frequency is required / recommendable. 


21.4 - input doc FIN on various administrative maritime radio issues (doc. MARFG(12)18)

Mr. Ari Caselius (FIN) introduced doc. MARFG(12)18, required attention of the group to the following issues:
  
a) Yellow handheld VHF radiotelephones in the market - not made for distress and safety purposes. 

The colour of handheld VHF radiotelephones for GMDSS distress and safety purposes has been defined as "highly visible yellow or orange color".  Equipment which is not for distress and safety purposes – i.e. “normal handheld VHF” - should not have this colour. Furthermore this equipment should be fitted a label "Not intended for distress and safety purposes", but this indication is very seldom attached to the equipment.

Even though neither the colour of the equipment nor the above label is an essential requirement in European Harmonized Standards, it is against the GMDSS principles, IMO Performance standard and ETSI product Standards (EN301 178-1 and EN300 225-1) that equipment not covering GMDSS requirements are designed so that users are misled to think they are fully GMDSS compliant equipmentss.

It was noted that this may lead to false understanding of safety by users. In reality market surveillance has no legal possibilities to do anything. Other means to influence on this should be sought. 

The meeting suggested Mr. Caselius to contact the manufacturer on the FICORA “findings” and this “shortcoming” .

b) MMSI allocation in case of a change of ownership of a ship radio station

The essence of the ITU Recommendation ITU-R M.585-6 is that an MMSI assignment could be re-used after two successive editions of List V of the ITU service publications or after a period of two years, whichever is the greater, but not before. 

In reality the MMSI is programmed in the non-volatile memory of the equipment and the user can not reprogram it or empty the memory by him self. This is a burden to users and would often lead to a situation where the MMSI “follow” the new owner. In worst case it could cause confusion in licence databases and SAR databases.

It was noted that the above apply to pleasure craft and similar and the administrative practices of MMSI assignment in case of the ownership change of the vessel and its radio station vary between CEPT administrations. 

c) Active Radar target Enhancers and licence

Active radar target enhancers are transmitters, which - when being activated - transmit either in one or in both radar bands. They have existed “in the market” already for a few years. Transmitters are subject to licence in many CEPT countries as a rule. Finland was looking for a common understanding whether this equipment needs a radio licence or not.

It was noted that in principle transmitters require a license. From a frequency perspective the issue is not a big  problem as its use is mainly at sea. It is however surely an administrative issue.  Germany indicated that within its jurisdiction the issue falls under  a so  called “general license”. Other administrations, e.g. Finland, Ireland, Norway, UK and Belgium indicated that the radar target enhancer is part of the Ship Station License. DNK stated that the radar target enhancer is license exempt, if used from a ship. 
Conclusion is that within CEPT the issue is treated in a different manner.

d) Handheld VHF/DSC with ATIS function

New handheld VHF radiotelephones fitted with integral DSC and GNSS are in the European market. The form of MMSI for this equipment is defined in ITU Recommendation ITU-R M.585; the MMSI begins with digit 8 before the MID (8MIDXXXXX)

The MMSI for craft associated with a parent ship according to ITU-R M.585 begins with digits 9 and 8 before the MMSI (98MIDXXXX).

The ATIS code shall be originated by taking the MMSI and adding the figure '9' as the very first digit" before the MID.  

If a digit “9” is directly added in front of the MMSI of handheld VHF/DSC with the MMSI defined in ITU-R M.585 it may lead to misunderstanding between ATIS equipment and equipment of a craft associated with a parent ship (for example a MOB boat).

It was also noted that portable VHF is not allowed for ATIS use.

The issue was discussed and the conclusion was that the confusion may be mainly on paper - not in practice.


22	Preview on the draft Agenda for the 3rd FM Maritime Forum Group meeting:

 Preparation for Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group 
 Evaluation of the 9th and preparation for the 10th meeting of ITU-R WP 5B
 Man Over Board Alerting systems; 
 Review ERC DEC (99)01 on GOC and ROC
 Scoping exercise on the GMDSS

23	Dates and places for meetings in 2012:

  1st “web-meeting” – Tuesday, 15 May 2012
   25 – 27  September 2012, venue: Malta


24	Closure of the meeting

On behalf of the group the Chairman thanked the BNetzA, and especially Mr. Heinrich Peters and Mr. Andreas Rombach, for hosting this 2nd meeting of the group, for the hospitality and for the excellent facilities provided to the meeting.

He then wished everybody a safe journey home.
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