
Attachment 10

Draft CEPT Brief on Agenda Item 1.10
Agenda item 1.10:  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 [COM6/10] (WRC‑07).

Issue

As stated in Resolution 357 [COM6/10] (WRC-07), this agenda item covers the following issue:

Consideration of regulatory provisions and spectrum allocations for use by enhanced maritime safety systems for ships and ports.

Preliminary CEPT position

1. CEPT – at this moment - does not see the need for any regulatory and / or allocation changes to be made by WRC-11. 

Changes to the Radio Regulations, and in particular the spectrum allocation tables, are not expected to be necessary in order to ensure introduction for new technologies for safety and security of ships and ports
2. CEPT is of the opinion  that any studies on the issue could be conducted when the information  about lack of the available spectrum would be provided and spectrum requirements would be proven. 
Background

There is a global requirement for application of radiocommunications to enhance ships and ports security. Among the concerns are: management and identification of cargo; coordination of sensors and monitors; rapid detection of dangerous, unauthorized, or compromised shipments; and, enhanced interaction with both local and national public protection resources.  
The International Maritime Organization (IMO) recognized this need by its adoption of the Code on International Ship and Port Facility Security (ISPS), implemented as treaty by amendment to the Safety of Life at Sea (SOLAS) Convention. 
Also IMO’s Maritime Safety Committee (MSC 81) approved new provisions in Chapter V (Safety of Navigation) of SOLAS for Long Range Identification and Tracking (LRIT) following the adoption of the ISPS Code which also introduced a requirement for Ship Security Alert System (SSAS) and carriage requirements. LRIT information can be used for both security and safety (including SAR activities) and protection of the marine environment. 
Frequencies, procedures and techniques used by the GMDSS will not be affected by any further developments of AI 1.10. 
List of relevant documents

TBD

Actions to be taken

Monitor the progress inside of CITEL, APT, Arab Group, ATU and COMSAR, Joint IMO-ITU Experts Group and WP5B.

ITU activity

WP 5B has responsibility for this issue.  
Relevant information from outside CEPT

European Union

Regional telecommunication organizations
APT (date of proposal)

ATU (date of proposal)

Arab Group (date of proposal)
CITEL (19 September 2008) 

ISSUES:

· Consideration of additional allocations to support the requirements for the operation of ship and port security and maritime safety systems:

· Below 1 GHz for the maritime mobile service.

· Between 156 and 162.025 MHz for the maritime mobile-satellite service such as a 3rd AIS frequency dedicated to satellite reception.

· Consider upgrading the WRC-07 secondary allocations for AIS satellite reception to primary status

· Compatibility of proposed spectrum allocations with existing communication systems, notably in the fixed and land mobile service.

· Identify suitable allocations for the transmission of AIS data from satellites to earth stations.
PRELIMINARY VIEWS:

· Canada is of the view that satellite AIS is a valuable asset with regards to maritime safety systems and is presently reviewing spectrum requirements and compatibility issues with fixed and land mobile services.

· Canada will monitor national and international developments with respect to requirements for additional maritime mobile service allocations below 1 GHz.

RCC (date of proposal)

International organizations
[ITU (date of proposal)]

[ICAO (date of proposal)]

IMO 
Preliminary IMO position (as stated by the Joint IMO – ITU Experts Group: 12 June 2008)
1 The A.I. 1.10 should not affect the frequencies used by the GMDSS.

2 The IMO invites the ITU to eliminate confusion between the terms “safety” and

“security” inside of the AI 1.10. In the context of IMO the term safety has to be

interpreted as safe movement and integrity of ships and security provides protection

from threats.
[NATO (date of proposal)]

SFCG (September 08)

SFCG supports the protection of existing space science service allocations.  No allocations of spectrum to support enhance maritime safety systems should be made in space science service bands unless acceptable sharing criteria are developed.

Regional organizations
[Eurocontrol (date of proposal)]

ESA (November 08)
Same as SFCG position

[Other relevant information]
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